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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 10 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 10 June 2014
The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
desire to move, by leave:

1915

comments last Tuesday night that the member for
Frankston had made an ‘outrageous’ and ‘extreme’
demand regarding a judicial appointment that would
‘not be tolerated’, and I ask: who did the member for
Frankston ask him to appoint?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. The issue he
raises results from a discussion I had with the member
for Frankston earlier this year.
Honourable members interjecting.

That so much of standing orders be suspended such that
would prevent the house — —

Leave refused.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. Points of order — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the member for
Monbulk that that is unparliamentary language. I ask
him to apologise and withdraw.
Mr Merlino — Apologise and withdraw, or
withdraw, Speaker?
The SPEAKER — Order! It would help me if the
member for Monbulk were to actually apologise for
that unparliamentary language and to withdraw.
Mr Merlino — I withdraw.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
whilst it is in the gift of the government to grant leave,
and I am not for a moment reflecting on your conduct,
surely the Premier would need to hear the notice of
motion before he could shut down debate on it? What
an act of fundamental weakness — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well that that is not the way to
take a point of order.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his

Dr NAPTHINE — The member for Frankston
expressed disappointment with the judicial
appointments made under the previous government and
said — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will refer to members by their correct titles.
Dr NAPTHINE — In a wide-ranging discussion the
member for Frankston said that we should make more
appropriate appointments to the bench. I said to him at
the time that I would not countenance that. That is not
the way we make appointments to the bench. We do
them through the proper process and that would not be
countenanced at all.

Family violence
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — My question is to the
Premier. What action is the coalition government taking
to reduce the incidence of family violence in the
Victorian community?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for her question and for her interest
in the scourge of family violence across our
community. Every member of our community must
join together and say no to family violence. For too
long society has turned a blind eye to what has been
happening behind closed doors. Family violence in all
its forms cannot be hidden, and it cannot be swept
under the carpet. Physical violence is assault, it is
illegal, it is criminal behaviour and it can and should be
dealt with using the full force of the law. But family
violence also includes psychological violence,
emotional violence and financial abuse, all of which are
totally unacceptable and wrong.
Our government understands that a
whole-of-government approach is needed to tackle
family violence, to deal with incidents of family
violence and to prevent family violence in our
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community. That is why this government has increased
funding for specific family violence measures by over
40 per cent since it came to office to now more than
$100 million a year. But that is only part of what we do
in dealing with family violence. As I outlined before,
you need a whole-of-government approach. It involves
education, including education in the schools, and it
involves programs that support victims of family
violence, particularly regarding housing and support
through the judicial process. It also involves our
traditional police and justice systems. Those systems
under our government are taking a stronger and tougher
approach to dealing with perpetrators of family
violence.
In a recent judgement of 22 May Justices Marcia Neave
and Emilios Kyrou said the only way to protect victims
of family violence is to let the abusers know they face
lengthy jail terms. Our government makes no apology
for introducing tougher sentences for those who
perpetrate family violence and for introducing baseline
sentences and higher penalties for breaches of family
violence orders. We have abolished home detention and
suspended sentences, which often contribute to family
violence. We have also made it an offence to breach
bail conditions. We have 1500 extra police out there
dealing with crime, particularly family violence. We
have increased the number of family violence response
units from 10 to 30.
On 29 May the Age said this was:
… a clever and important form of community police work.

Recently I was able to be in Bendigo announcing
$3 million for the Annie North refuge in that city. This
is a very important piece of infrastructure to assist
workers in family violence to provide the necessary
facilities for victims of family violence and their
families so that they have a safe place to go if they need
to. We also announced recently $124 million as part of
the national partnership agreement on homelessness,
and a significant portion of that is for family violence
response.
At the Victorian Council of Social Service (VCOSS)
summit I announced a further $30 million to strengthen
our family violence services. In response to that
VCOSS said:
VCOSS welcomes the $30 million in new funding …
…
Today’s announcement is a good step towards improving the
safety of women and children.
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Domestic Violence Victoria said:
We are encouraged that this announcement has come from
the Premier. It is heartening to see his recognition that family
violence is completely unacceptable and one of the state’s
major social and economic issues.

Berry Street said:
Today’s announcement by Premier Napthine and community
services minister Wooldridge has shown their commitment to
Victoria’s most vulnerable children …

We are tackling family violence.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Member for Frankston
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
his comments last Tuesday night that the member for
Frankston had made an ‘outrageous’ and ‘extreme’
demand regarding a judicial appointment that ‘would
not be tolerated’, and I ask simply: exactly when did the
member for Frankston make this demand of the
Premier?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I outlined to the house
in a previous answer to a question that earlier this year
was when I had discussions with the member for
Frankston, and in part of those discussions he outlined
his concern about the judiciary in this state and
particularly the appointments made under the Labor
government.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question is a very simple one: when did
the Premier have this discussion with the member for
Frankston? It is very simple and one which the Premier
ought to answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows that he cannot repeat the question
when raising a point of order.
Dr NAPTHINE — In answer to the question,
earlier this year. When it was raised I made it very clear
immediately to the member for Frankston that this was
unacceptable, it was unreasonable and it would not be
countenanced in any way, shape or form by me as
Premier or by my government.

Family violence
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Minister for Community Services. How will the
new funding committed by the coalition government
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help address the serious issue of family violence and its
impact on women and children?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Mordialloc for her
question and for her long-held and deep interest in the
issue of protecting women and children in the
community. There has never been a greater focus on
family violence than there is now — the government is
focused, the police are focused, the family violence and
broader human services sector is focused, and
importantly the whole community is focused. That is
because violence against women and their children is
unacceptable in any form at any time in any
circumstance and in any community.
As a government we are committed to preventing
violence from happening, to identifying and working
with women and children who are at risk, to holding
perpetrators to account and to making sure that we
support those women who experience violence. Back in
2012 seven ministers from this coalition government
together released Victoria’s Action Plan to Address
Violence against Women and Children — Everyone
Has a Responsibility to Act. This action plan is an
integrated, coordinated and whole-of-government
approach that addresses all forms of violence against
women and children and, especially because of their
prevalence, family violence and sexual assault. It is
built from over 130 submissions and conversations and
consultations with over 260 people, including women
who had experienced family violence who bravely told
their stories.
Since the action plan was published the coalition
government has been getting on with the job. Last
month I released an implementation bulletin on the
plan, which listed dozens of programs and initiatives
across the state in schools, health services, local
government, the media and a range of different groups,
including multicultural and Aboriginal communities.
One particular highlight was the establishment of the
Foundation to Prevent Violence against Women and
their Children here in Victoria because of our
leadership on a national basis.
Over the past month the Victorian government has
announced $55 million in new funding to strengthen
our efforts. A significant part of that funding goes
towards effectively keeping safe women and children
who are at high risk of experiencing violence. This is a
program that this coalition government established,
trialled in Geelong and Hume, evaluated and is now
rolling out statewide. These models use risk assessment
management panels to bring together the right
people — family violence services, family services,
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police, corrections, the courts and a key worker who
coordinates better protection for women and children at
high risk. The risk assessment management panel
evaluation has shown a 70 per cent reduction in risk of
further violence compared to the traditional family
violence response — a very significant improvement
for their safety and wellbeing. This will make a
difference for hundreds of women and children right
across the state.
We are also providing post-crisis flexible packages of
up to $15 000 to help get women and children back on
their feet, housed, in school and employed. We are
training our health and human services workforces
through our common risk assessment framework. We
are fast-tracking women and children referred by the
police through their reports and referrals into family
violence and human services. We are also expanding
sexual assault counselling services, which will go into
Melbourne’s west and other parts of the state that need
additional support.
We are getting on with driving the change and investing
in innovative and practical support and solutions for
women and children to keep them safe. This is headed
up by strong leadership under the Premier, and it
recognises that a coordinated and integrated approach is
absolutely necessary to tackle this issue. The coalition
government will invest over $100 million, as the
Premier has said. We have a plan, all of government is
engaged, and the sector and the broader community
were part of developing, refining and now
implementing it. As the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Ken Lay, said:
I was very welcoming of the investment by government … it
will make women and children safer.

That is the point.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Member for Frankston
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
the transcript of his press conference held on 3 June at
7.15 p.m. where, in response to questions about
demands made by the member for Frankston, the
Premier said:
From time to time Mr Shaw has made other demands of the
government. An example was Mr Shaw has previously and
again has made demands recently for a particular judicial
appointment. That is outrageous. That is extreme. That is
ludicrous. That is not tolerated by me as Premier.
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I ask: why did the Premier not refer this attempt to
influence a particular judicial appointment to IBAC or
Victoria Police?

Tuesday, 10 June 2014

ask that you rule the point of order taken by the Leader
of the Opposition out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
preamble referred to comments by the Premier and
discussions about a particular judicial appointment.
That is what the discussions were about. The question
was why these were not referred to IBAC or Victoria
Police. If the discussion — —

Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. As I have outlined
in the house and I have outlined publicly, I have had a
number of discussions with the member for Frankston
in recent times, particularly relating to the bills before
the house, as the government has sought to work with
an Independent member to make sure that the
Independent member is fully informed of the decisions
that have to be made by this Parliament with regard to
important legislation about growing and building a
better and stronger Victoria.

Mr Merlino — If the discussion was notable
enough and significant enough to be — —

Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
any reading this answer is not relevant to the question
that was asked. The Premier cannot run from his own
words ‘a particular judicial appointment’.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will resume his seat. I advise the house that if
points of order are not raised in the correct form, I will
not hear them.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr Andrews — That is what he said.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well that he cannot use the
taking of a point of order to repeat the question.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Not only has the Leader
of the Opposition not taken a point of order correctly
but he is also being disrespectful to the Chair by
interjecting while I am speaking.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I was outlining, I have had a
number of discussions with the member for Frankston,
particularly regarding legislation before the Parliament.
As part of those discussions, the member for Frankston
has raised the issue of judicial appointments. When he
has raised that issue the member for Frankston has been
told that that is not the appropriate way to — —
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, the question related to action not taken by the
Premier. I will not repeat the question, but clearly it did
not relate to the subject matter that the Premier is
covering. Why did he not take action? That is the
question, and he ought to answer it. They are his own
words; he ought to answer the question.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was setting a context for his answer, and he is
well within his rights to set a context for his answer. I

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows very well how to take a point of order.

Dr NAPTHINE — In those discussions this matter
was raised, and it was ruled out immediately. The
member was told that is not the way this government
makes judicial appointments. It is totally unacceptable.
It is totally over the top. It was ruled out immediately. It
was made very clear that this government makes
judicial appointments in the appropriate way, using the
appropriate mechanisms.

Major projects funding
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Minister for State Development. How is the
coalition government building a better Victoria,
creating more jobs and transforming Melbourne
through its plan to develop the Richmond to Footscray
rail corridor?
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
thank the member for his very important question. Our
government, this coalition government, has a vision to
transform Melbourne and the CBD by unlocking
underutilised land along the Richmond to Footscray rail
corridor. This entails a suite of very exciting projects,
and it represents an opportunity for the investment of
billions of dollars, particularly by the private sector, and
the creation of literally tens of thousands of jobs over a
period spanning many years.
Recently I had the great pleasure, together with the
Minister for Major Projects, to announce $8 million of
funding in the current budget — the budget that is
presently before the house — which would enable the
further development of these wonderful projects. This
money is to be expended over the course of the next
two years. There are four projects that are of particular
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note. One of those is Federation Square East, then there
is E-gate, the Flinders Street station redevelopment and
finally Richmond station. Of necessity we are taking a
very considered approach in relation to the
development of these very important projects.
In terms of Federation Square, through that project we
are looking to fill what is presently a hole in
Melbourne’s landscape by creating a new commercial,
residential and civic precinct connecting the CBD to the
Yarra River. In 2013 we asked the property
development industry to give us feedback about the
proposals that they thought were appropriate to the
development of this 3.3-hectare site, which is of course
right in the heart of Melbourne. The feedback from the
market was that the development of the site could be
undertaken on a basis of little or no cost to the
government if sufficient development density could be
achieved on that site. The project has the potential to
generate enormous business investment, significant
construction jobs and ongoing employment. It is but
one of the projects currently under careful consideration
by the government.
In terms of E-gate, this magnificent site — 20 hectares
in area — is located only 2 kilometres from the
Melbourne CBD. It has the potential for anything up to
5000 dwellings and about 10 000 residents over the
course of the next 15 to 20 years. Work is continuing to
determine the appropriate planning and development
controls for this site. Not surprisingly it is of enormous
interest both domestically and internationally as to its
future development opportunities.
Flinders Street station is of course of enormous
architectural, historical and social significance to
Victoria. Also very important is the fact that from a
functional point of view it is one of the primary hubs of
activity for our public transport system in Melbourne
and indeed for all Victorians.
In 2012 we invited local and international architects and
designers to participate in an open two-stage design
competition. Ultimately the winners of that competition
were HASSELL + Herzog & de Meuron. I am pleased
to say that following the conclusion of the station
design competition the government requested Major
Projects Victoria to do more work on that project, and
part of this $8 million will go to that important
initiative.
The Richmond station precinct is of course vital to all
of us who move back and forth, across from the G in
particular, to Richmond station. We intend over the
course of the next weeks and months to do further
development of the potential of this site. These are four
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great initiatives for the city of Melbourne and for
Victoria at large.

Member for Frankston
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
the discrepancies between his comments in the house
today about a general discussion with the member for
Frankston and his comments last week about a
conversation with the member for Frankston about ‘a
particular judicial appointment’. I ask the Premier: who
did the member for Frankston want appointed and to
which court?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I do not accept the
premise of the question at all.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — I do not accept the premise of
the question. There is no discrepancy.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order.
Dr NAPTHINE — I have been consistent, full and
frank in providing information.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Whilst I realise my
doctor wants me to have more exercise, having to stand
to restore order is not the exercise he intended. I ask the
house to come to order.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I have said time and again,
there were discussions with the member for Frankston.
He raised the issue of judicial appointments, and I
advised him very clearly that is not the way I as
Premier or this government goes about making judicial
appointments. We go through the appropriate process to
get the right people appointed to those positions.

Student disability funding
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Education. How is the coalition
government investing in school education that will
benefit young Victorians with a disability?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Forest Hill for his question. This year’s
budget was about building a better Victoria for all
Victorians. What we saw in the education budget was
an extra $1.6 billion of expenditure in the forward
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estimates for Victorian schools, building on top of the
$1.2 billion already in the forward estimates. That
means that next financial year a record $9.2 billion will
be spent on school education in this state, which
incidentally is $1 billion more than when we first came
into government.
A key area of our additional investment is students with
a disability. In this year’s budget, as set out, we are
delivering $305 million of additional investment in the
forward estimates for students with a disability, and that
will mean in the next year a record $710 million will be
spent on students with a disability in Victorian schools.
That $305 million is made up, firstly, of $273 million
for the program for students with disabilities. That
means that the actual expenditure on that program next
year will be $642 million. That will be spent on
23 500 students with disabilities in mainstream schools
and specialist schools in Victoria. Secondly, there will
also be a further $32 million for the program for
transport for students with a disability. That means
about 8800 students will be entitled to free travel to and
from their special school.
That builds on a lot of work that we are doing in
programs and facilities right throughout the state.
Probably the highlight is our ABLES program. ABLES
is an acronym for the abilities-based learning and
education support program, a world-recognised
program that looks at children’s ability, not their
disability. It builds on the child’s ability with an
individual learning plan and takes away that stigma of a
disability.
In infrastructure we are building on our first budget, in
which we delivered the highest capital investment in
more than a decade in one single year. We build on that
in this year’s budget with $4 million for the Sale
Specialist School, which the Deputy Premier was very
pleased about, and $2.5 million for the Frankston
Special Developmental School. One of our
11 public-private partnership projects will be a special
development school in North Geelong. We have got the
runs on the board in terms of delivering infrastructure
for specialist schools right throughout Melbourne and
Victoria.
It does not matter where these students are; we are
delivering for those special students. For example, we
have $15 million for Officer Specialist School, which is
in a growth area of Melbourne neglected by the
previous government. That school started operation this
year. Out in the west we are the government to deliver
the first P–12 autism-specific school for students with
autism in the western suburbs. Up at Wodonga, Belvoir
Special School will receive $12 million. Out in the west
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in Footscray there is $9.5 million for the Rosamond
Special School.
In Broadmeadows, Hume Valley School will receive
$9 million. Out in the east the Eastern Ranges School
will receive $8 million. Up at Horsham probably one of
the best designed schools I have ever seen, Horsham
Special School, will receive $7 million. Out in the
north, Broadmeadows Special Developmental School
will receive $4 million and the Northern School for
Autism will receive $3 million. What this budget has
shown is that no matter where a student lives, no matter
what their ability is and no matter what their disability
is, this government is delivering for all students.

Member for Frankston
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments, where he said that the member for
Frankston had made demands for a ‘particular judicial
appointment’, but the Premier cannot tell us who was to
be appointed; that the demands were ‘extreme’, but the
Premier did not bother to tell IBAC or Victoria Police;
that the demands were ‘outrageous’ and ‘would not be
tolerated’, but the Premier kept on texting with the
member for Frankston and meeting with him — —
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the Leader of the
Opposition’s question?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — What is funny about it? Your
story changes every 5 minutes. You could not lie
straight in bed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition had got to ‘and my question is’.
Mr ANDREWS — My question is: why should the
Victorian community believe that the Premier will not
be held to ransom by the member for Frankston when
for three and a half years he has run a protection racket,
and he continues with these answers today to run a
protection racket, for the rorting member for
Frankston?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Can I say that I do not
accept the premise of that very long-winded, rambling
and blundering question. As I have consistently
advised — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question. I ask him to listen to
the answer.
Mr Madden interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon! That is unparliamentary language. I ask the
member to withdraw.
Mr Madden — I withdraw.
Dr NAPTHINE — I have been very consistent in
my advice to the house and to the Victorian
community. When the member for Frankston raised
with me the issue of judicial appointments I made it
very clear to him that that is not the way this
government operates and that is not the way I operate
as Premier. We go through a proper process to make
important judicial appointments. That is the way we
operate. It was rejected absolutely out of hand.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the story has changed again. Now it is
judicial ‘appointments’ — plural!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well that that is not the way to
start a point of order. There are forms in this house in
the manner that points of order are taken, and the
Leader of the Opposition knows very well how to take
them. I ask him to rephrase his point of order.
Mr Andrews — In this answer there is no relevance
to the question that was asked about a protection racket
that the Premier is running.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker,
page 144 of Rulings from the Chair — 1920–2013,
December 2013, says:
Points of order must not be used to deliberately disrupt the
proceedings or to respond to debate.

The Leader of the Opposition was responding to
debate. The ruling states that points of order must not
be used to respond to debate. The Leader of the
Opposition was seeking to respond to a question. That
is not an appropriate use of a point of order, and I ask
that you rule him out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition was making the point that the
Premier was not being at all relevant to the question.
We are talking about repeated demands for judicial
appointments and the protection racket by — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk starts off so well and always — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to stop interjecting, in particular when I am
trying to assist the member for Monbulk in making his
point of order, which he has great difficulty in doing. I
do not uphold the point of order; the Premier was being
relevant to the question that was asked.
Dr NAPTHINE — When the issue of judicial
appointments was raised by the member for Frankston I
made it very clear that I as Premier and this government
have a proper process for making judicial
appointments.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — We go through a proper process
of making judicial appointments, and we will continue
to do so.

Government financial management
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My question is
to the Treasurer. Why is good financial management
important for all Victorians, how do Victoria’s state
finances compare to other Australian jurisdictions and
are there any threats to our strong budget position?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house makes it very
difficult for the Chair to hear. If any members of the
opposition would like to take a point of order, I will
give them the call.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, that is
three questions. I ask you to rule the other two out and
just have the first one as the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! For the benefit of the
Chair, I ask the member for Mount Waverley to repeat
the question.
Mr GIDLEY — My question is to the Treasurer.
How do Victoria’s state finances compare to other
Australian jurisdictions, and are there any threats to our
strong budget position?
The SPEAKER — Order! The first time the
question was asked I could not hear clearly because of
the level of noise, and I did say I could not hear. I
uphold the question; I do not see anything wrong with
it.
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Mr Nardella — On a further point of order,
Speaker, the question that the honourable member for
Mount Waverley repeated was not the question that
was initially asked. I ask you to ask him to repeat the
initial question or table the piece of paper with the
original question on it, because he has done a disservice
to this house in restructuring and rephrasing his
question to one that was not a part of what I raised in
my original point of order.
Mr Gidley — On the point of order, Speaker, I
anticipated that you were asking me to rephrase my
question, and that is what I was doing in line with the
standing orders of this house. I do not appreciate the
reflection cast on me by the member for Melton; I find
it offensive and ask for it to be withdrawn. If you would
like, I am happy to repeat my rephrased question in line
with standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house has brought
this confusion on itself by the continual high level of
noise, which makes it extremely difficult for me to
make a ruling. I am going to accept the second question
that was asked because I did not hear the first one.
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, the right to rephrase the question is in your
gift, and on occasions when I might have been keen to
do just that, you have not allowed me to. But we are not
looking back; we are looking to the future. I ask you to
reflect on the ruling you have just made. Is it up to the
individual member to rephrase any question as they see
fit, or will you continue to provide that opportunity at
your discretion? This is an important matter, Speaker,
and with respect I ask you to reflect on it.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is an important matter
and, as I said, I have made a ruling.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition has raised a point of order in
relation to questions that have been ruled out of order
completely because they do not comply with standing
orders — I think that was his reference — versus
questions that may be in a slightly grey area, which the
Speaker often invites a member of Parliament to
rephrase. Indeed the member for Mount Waverley has
indicated to the house that he was of the belief that he
would be asked to rephrase his question. He has
modified his question, you have accepted that question,
Speaker, and I ask you to ask the Treasurer to give the
answer to that very good question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East! As I have already said, I did not hear the
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question the first time it was asked by the member for
Mount Waverley. I asked the member for Mount
Waverley to repeat the question, and I now call on the
Treasurer to answer the question.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I hope it is worth the
wait. I thank the member for Mount Waverley for his
question and for his interest in Victoria’s finances. I am
pleased to inform the house that after more than three
years of hard work by the coalition government,
Victoria’s finances are without doubt the strongest in
the nation. We are in substantial surplus now and will
be every year over the forward estimates — the only
state to be so. We are the only state with a stable
AAA credit rating from both major credit rating
agencies. This is not just a sign of confidence in our
financial management; it means that we pay lower
interest rates than those paid by other jurisdictions. If
having a AAA-rated surplus budget were easy, every
state would have one. The fact is that Victoria stands
alone because of this coalition government’s strong
financial management.
You cannot have a AAA budget if you are making
billion-dollar blunders over the numbers. You cannot
do that. When you look around the states, you see a
continuous tale of Labor governments messing up the
finances and coalition governments stepping up to fix
those messes created by Labor. Last week the
Queensland Treasurer handed down that state’s budget.
I do not envy the task of my colleague Tim Nicholls,
who has been left with the job of cleaning up the
Bligh-Beattie Labor mess.
This is what Moody’s Investors Service had to say
about the Queensland budget:
… the state has made concerted progress in slowing its rate of
current expenditures in line with its fiscal strategy …
including a delay in payroll tax reductions, an increase in the
insurance tax …

So while the Queensland government is delaying cuts
to payroll tax and increasing duty on insurance, the
Victorian coalition government is cutting payroll tax
and abolishing stamp duty on life insurance — at least,
it will do that once those opposite stop playing games
with the budget and pass the three budget bills that cut
payroll tax and abolish stamp duty on life insurance.
It is time for this Parliament to get on with it and pass
the budget, pass it in full, and let Victorian businesses
have those payroll tax cuts from 1 July. It is time to let
the Victorian community have the benefit of the
abolition of stamp duty on life insurance products from
1 July. It is important that Victorians get the benefit of
$27 billion worth of new infrastructure. We want those
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tens of thousands of new jobs to start on 1 July. We
want to see the airport rail link. We want to see the
Melbourne rail link. We want to see east–west link
stage 1 and stage 2. We want to see the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade. We want to see the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening. We want to
see the Murray Basin rail project.
There is $27 billion worth of new infrastructure
projects, tens of thousands of new jobs, payroll tax cuts,
record investment in schools, record investment in
hospitals, record investment in disadvantaged and
vulnerable Victorians and record investment in
community safety — and only the games being played
by members opposite are standing in the way.
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 7
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 7 of 2014 on:
Building Legislation Amendment Bill 2014
Native Vegetation Credit Market Bill 2014
Private Health Care Facilities Bill 2014
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2014
together with appendices.
Tabled.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND
VICTORIAN INSPECTORATE ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Freedom of Information Act 1982 and the Victorian
Inspectorate Act 2011 and for other purposes.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of the
bill.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The principal
purpose of the bill is to provide for the appointment of
two assistant freedom of information commissioners.
The bill also makes a range of technical amendments to
the Freedom of Information Act 1982 and the Victorian
Inspectorate Act 2011.
Motion agreed to.

Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report 2013 on the operation of the Act — Ordered to be
printed
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to the Waste Management Policy
(Storage of Waste Tyres) (Gazette G23, 5 June 2014)
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Banyule — GC6
Boroondara — GC6
Brimbank — GC1, GC6
Cardinia — C171, GC6
Casey — GC6
Darebin — GC6

Read first time.

Gannawarra — C38

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 9 to
18 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.

Glen Eira — GC6
Glenelg — C55 Part 1, C69
Golden Plains — C69
Greater Dandenong — GC6
Greater Geelong — C291, C293
Greater Shepparton — C140
Hume — GC6
Kingston — C133, GC6
Knox — GC6

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
1924

ASSEMBLY
Manningham — GC6

Tuesday, 10 June 2014
Travel Agents Repeal Act 2014 — Whole Act — 1 July
2014 (Gazette S170, 3 June 2014)

Maribyrnong — GC6
Melbourne — GC6
Melton — GC1, GC6

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Amendment
Act 2014 — Whole Act — 2 June 2014 (Gazette S159,
27 May 2014).

Mitchell — C96

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT

Monash — GC6

Legislative Council vacancy and Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation

Moonee Valley — C136
Moreland — C155, GC6
Mornington Peninsula — GC6
Port Phillip — C141
South Gippsland — C80
Southern Grampians — C29
Surf Coast — C80, C88
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC106
Whitehorse — GC6

The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
following message from the Legislative Council:
That the Legislative Council acquaint the Legislative
Assembly that they have agreed to the following resolution:
That this house meets with the Legislative Assembly for
the purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a
person to hold the vacant seat in the Legislative Council
rendered vacant by the resignation of the Hon. Candy
Broad and elect a member for appointment to the
Victorian Responsible Gaming Foundation board and
proposes the time and place of such a meeting be the
Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday, 11 June
2014, at 6.15 p.m.

Whittlesea — GC6
Wyndham — GC1, GC6

with which they request the agreement of the
Legislative Assembly.

Yarra — GC6
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Child Employment Act 2003 — SR 43
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 — SR 40
Crimes Act 1958 — SR 42
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 46
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 45
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 47, 48
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — SR 44
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013 — SR 41
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 39,
40, 41, 43, 44, 46
Documents under s 16B in relation to the Road Safety
Act 1986 — Declaration of a class of motor vehicles to
be tractors.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 8 February 2011:
Sustainable Forests (Timber) and Wildlife Amendment
Act 2014 — Remaining provisions — 28 May 2014
(Gazette S159, 27 May 2014)

Ordered that message be taken into consideration
immediately.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — I move:
That this house agrees to the Legislative Council’s proposal
for a joint sitting on Wednesday, 11 June 2014, at 6.15 p.m. in
the Legislative Assembly chamber for the purpose of sitting
and voting together to choose a person to hold the seat in the
Legislative Council rendered vacant by the resignation of the
Hon. Candy Broad and to elect a member of the Parliament to
the board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council informing
them of resolution.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 3 June to:
Crimes Amendment (Protection of Children) Bill
2014
Victoria Police Amendment (Consequential and
Other Matters) Bill 2014.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
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APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Native Vegetation Credit Market Bill 2014
Private Health Care Facilities Bill 2014
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2014.
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The motion before the house to take note of the budget
papers would allow members to speak for 10 minutes,
whereas members are allowed 15 minutes to speak on
the budget bill. That is the explanation for the moving
of this motion.
Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Standing orders

Hamer scholarships

Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:

Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — The
government is strengthening business and cultural ties
with South Korea as part of its $62.6 million Victorian
international engagement strategy. Last week I
announced the second round of the government’s
Hamer scholarships program, which will enable eight
Victorians to study in South Korea. Our first round of
South Korea Hamer scholars are currently in Seoul,
where they are improving their Korean language skills,
building relationships and gaining invaluable insights
into Korean culture. These young Victorians are also
acting as ambassadors for Victoria, with several
involved in the recent Victorian government food and
beverage trade mission to Seoul, which took place last
month.

That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
ministers’ second-reading speeches, in relation to the bills
listed on the notice paper for this sitting week, to be
incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:
That this house takes note of the 2014–15 budget papers.

In brief explanation, should the budget pass, this will
allow members of the house who have not had the
opportunity to speak on appropriation bill to speak on
budget papers. As I said last year, I firmly believe it is
the right of every member of this place to contribute to
debate on the budget. This mechanism will allow that to
happen.
Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Orders of the day
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:
That the following order of the day, government business, be
read and discharged:
That this house takes note of the 2013–14 budget papers —
Resumption of debate.

Motion agreed to.

Standing orders
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
each member to speak on the motion in relation to the
2014–15 budget papers for a maximum of 15 minutes.

I also announced that the new Victorian government
business office would open in Seoul, and again that will
happen shortly. South Korea is already an important
trade and investment partner for Victoria, and the
Victorian government business office will help to
strengthen ties and enable local businesses to capitalise
on opportunities. Many of those opportunities will arise
from the recently signed Korea-Australia free trade
agreement that our federal counterparts have
negotiated. South Korea was Victoria’s fifth-largest
merchandise export market in 2012–13, with exports
valued at more than $1 billion. As I have already
indicated to the house, the free trade agreement
negotiated by the commonwealth will provide Victoria
with a range of opportunities to seek further investment,
and again we hope the new government business office
and the Hamer scholarships being applied to Korea will
be beneficial.

Government business program
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — Let us be absolutely
clear about what we have just witnessed from the
Leader of the House and this failure of a Napthine
government. We have just seen a great act of cowardice
performed by this pathetic, chaotic, desperate
government. It does not even have the courage to put
forward its government business program. Two weeks
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in a row now we have seen this government admit that
it cannot control this Parliament. It cannot put forward a
business program, and it is too scared to even test its
performance on the floor of this Parliament.
We have just been dared by a pathetic, whimpering
Treasurer — as he now flees the house — to pass this
budget. We are more than prepared to pass this budget.
Be in no doubt about that. If there is one thing that has
been absolutely clear and consistent for the past seven
days, it is the position that has been put forward by the
Leader of the Opposition that we will pass the budget.
We will put these budget bills through this week, but
we think that the privilege matter — the protection
racket that is protecting the rorting member for
Frankston — is well and truly over. It has had its day,
and that must come to pass today.
We have seen government members wanting to scurry
away from this chamber and not see this matter put
before the house, because they are more interested in
propping up the member for Frankston and propping up
their desperate government than testing this issue on the
floor of the Parliament.

East Gippsland bushfires
Mr WELLS (Minister for Bushfire Response) —
Last week I visited East Gippsland to meet with
fire-affected communities to directly listen to feedback
and concerns on the management of the bushfires
during the recent fire season. Joining me on this visit
was the member for East Gippsland, who has
consistently been working with local residents on issues
related to the bushfires. We met with the communities
of Bendoc, Bonang, Goongerah, Orbost, Lindenow and
Glenaladale. The Victorian coalition government will
continue to listen to the concerns of these local
communities, and that is why I visited East Gippsland
to meet with residents last week.
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this has been a very difficult time for local residents and
surrounding communities. The fire services
commissioner, Craig Lapsley, will be preparing an
end-of-fire-season operational review, which will
include a review of the circumstances around the East
Gippsland fires. I have requested that upon completion
of this review the fire services commissioner report
back to me on any systemic issues relating to the East
Gippsland fires. Those issues will be looked into by
the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Member for Frankston
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — The Premier said in
his press conference, ‘We will not be held to ransom by
Mr Shaw and his antics’. Yes, he will be held to
ransom. There is no government business program and
no debate about the Privileges Committee report into
the rorting of the member for Frankston — no debate.
We have said quite clearly that the opposition will not
stand in the way of the budget; the budget will be
passed. We are not going to stand in the way of wages
for firefighters, teachers and nurses. We are prepared to
pass the budget today and get on to the debate around
the rorting member for Frankston.
This is a government absolutely held to ransom by the
rorting member for Frankston. It does not want the
debate now, because it does not have the member for
Bass in the tent. The member for Bass agrees with
Labor that the member for Frankston ought to be
expelled and kicked out of this Parliament. Anyone
outside of this place doing what the member for
Frankston did would be sacked. We should get on to
the debate and sack the rorting member for Frankston
out of this chamber.

Omeo Highway
While visiting far East Gippsland we also met with
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI) staff in Bendoc, who played a significant role in
preparing for and responding to these fires. It was also
an opportunity to hold a thankyou barbeque in Orbost
for the area’s emergency services personnel, who did
such a fantastic job during the recent bushfires. The
government appreciates the hard work and commitment
of Country Fire Authority, DEPI and all other
emergency services personnel who fought these fires
and their work to prevent further damage to property
and other assets.
Victoria, including East Gippsland, experienced the
worst bushfire conditions since 2009, and I recognise

Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Recently I held an
event at the Walnuts rest area on the Omeo Highway to
celebrate the completion of the sealing works. I was
joined by councillors from both sides of the hill —
Towong councillors Fraser and Scales, and Gippsland
East councillors Buckley and Neal — and importantly a
significant number of locals.
In 2005 I met with a group of locals, including John
Scales, Mark Smith, Tom Walsh, Peter Beggs, John
Cardwell and Russell Kelly, who had a vision for the
Mitta Valley which began with sealing the remaining
sections of the Omeo Highway — a $14.9 million
project. A bullock trail and coach service founded by
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our forefathers was Victoria’s first gazetted highway,
and is now a year-round tourism and economic driver
for the future of the Towong and Gippsland East
region. I first secured a commitment to seal the
highway in 2005, with no thanks to the Labor
government, and recommitted to the project in 2010.
Now the job is complete.
The North East Maintenance Alliance is a partnership
between VicRoads and Downer EDI, with the support
of many specialised subcontractors including
Tallangatta Construction & Maintenance; Jackson’s
Earthmoving, Border Tree & Stump Services, Lima
South Quarry and Harris Haulage. These great local
businesses made the commitment a reality. The
remaining 28 kilometres have been sealed using
80 000 tonne of crushed rock, the equivalent of filling
128 Olympic swimming pools.

Narre Warren South P–12 College
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Recently I
had the privilege of working in partnership with the
Student Voice Group and teachers from Narre Warren
South P–12 College to raise vital funds for breast
cancer research and support. The group raised $1780
for Breast Cancer Network Australia, a truly
sensational effort. To witness the enthusiasm and
support displayed by the students was truly
inspirational. I was also invited to the school to
participate in a group conversation with senior female
students and staff. Students asked me questions, and I
drew on my own experience with breast cancer to
answer them. They were very interested in learning
more about the early detection of breast cancer and
about positive ways in which they can become involved
to fight for this important cause.
Special thanks go to their teacher, Diane Parkinson, and
voice group members Brooke Augustus, Rebecca
Fischer, Shihan Izzedeen, Janine Jaramillo, Shari
Hunter, Anais Seerungen, Atifa Ashgari, Arnhie San
Juan, Pabasari Fernando, Sitarah Mohammadi, Lima
Ashori, Brooke Ladds, Amira Sabrova, James Veitch,
Jesse Morris, Salamasina Ausage, Joshua Hoxha, Chloe
O’Reilly, Shaz Shariff, Dinura Balalla, Painuulasi
Bartsch, Tylah Crichton, Joel Rogerson, Garry Ford,
Marwa Hassanzada, Majda Stanikzai, Stephanie Wulf,
Temor Foryabee, Melinda Rogerson, Daniel Krstev and
Cassandra Richards. A brilliant effort.

Relay for Life Cranbourne-Narre
Ms GRALEY — Last weekend I also saw the
official launch of the Relay for Life Cranbourne-Narre,
a fundraiser that raised over $67 788 last time. Good
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luck, ladies. I am sure it will be a tremendous success.
A special thankyou to Jenny Black. My dear friend,
keep fighting and be well. We are all looking after you,
and I hope to walk with you.

Melbourne Vixens
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Congratulations go
to the Melbourne Vixens, who defeated the Queensland
Firebirds yesterday and will go on to play in the
trans-Tasman netball grand final in Melbourne in two
weeks time.

Casterton kelpie interpretive centre
Mr DELAHUNTY — On another matter, last week
I hosted a visit to Casterton by the Deputy Premier,
who announced $15 000 in funding from the Regional
Growth Fund towards the Casterton kelpie interpretive
centre feasibility study. This is great news for the
Casterton district, which hosted the annual Kelpie
festival over the long weekend and was again a huge
success. I take this opportunity to congratulate all
involved in the Kelpie Muster.

Nhill water supply
Mr DELAHUNTY — On another matter, Nhill has
a permanent drinking water supply for the first time.
Last Thursday I was delighted to be with the Minister
for Water, The Nationals Lowan candidate Emma
Kealy, Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water officials,
the Hindmarsh Shire Council mayor, councillors and
staff, and Nhill and district residents to officially
celebrate Nhill’s connection to world-standard quality
drinking water.

Lowan electorate schools
Mr DELAHUNTY — Over the last couple of
weeks I have had the opportunity to visit a number of
schools in the Lowan electorate to announce grants
from the Advance program, a program which supports
secondary students to develop and implement
volunteering programs. Baimbridge College in
Hamilton and Hamilton Special Developmental School,
along with schools in Balmoral, Casterton, Dimboola,
Edenhope, Goroke, Horsham, Lake Bolac, Kaniva and
Nhill, have been successful in obtaining grants.

Stawell Airport
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last Thursday the Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry officially opened
stage 3 of the Stawell Airport and announced $215 000
for stage 4 of the ongoing development. The Stawell
Airport development is a great example of how the
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coalition government is revitalising our state’s aviation
industry by improving facilities and enhancing the
operation of — —
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achieved greatness as the coach of Melbourne Victory
in two of its great premiership victories.

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

Cranbourne Secondary College
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — In government
Labor funded over $8 million for the completion of
stages 1 and 2 of Cranbourne Secondary College’s
modernisation. In 2005–06 we announced, funded and
completed stage 1, which involved the modernisation of
the college’s administration building, information
technology area, general purpose room and music
room. In 2009–10 we announced, funded and
completed stage 2, which involved the modernisation of
the college’s library, canteen, home economics facilities
and arts facilities, the provision of additional staff
administration facilities and the completion of the
music room.
The Brumby government was planning to deliver
stage 3 in the new term after November 2010. Three
budgets have been handed down by this government,
and none of them included any money for the
much-needed stage 3 works of Cranbourne Secondary
College. The college has made headlines in the local
media, including the following recent report in the
Cranbourne Leader of 4 June about the failure to
deliver stage 3 of the school:
Cranbourne Secondary College student slams dilapidated
sections of school, calls on education minister to fund final
works.

The article states that Georgie, a 15-year-old student,
said:
‘I love school, but these classrooms are absolutely
disgusting …
Cupboard doors have fallen of their hinges, half the gas and
water taps don’t work …
The art room roof leaks every time it rains …

The state Liberal candidate for Cranbourne declined to
comment — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Ernie Merrick
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
soccer coach Ernie Merrick on the recent awarding to
him of the Medal of the Order of Australia. Ernie

Mr THOMPSON — Last week I had the privilege
of attending an event at the Highett railway station,
which marked the induction of protective services
officers completing the location of protective services
officers on all stations within the Sandringham
electorate. They have been greatly welcomed by the
local community, and they provide an enhanced sense
of safety for railway commuters between 6.00 p.m. and
the last train on both the Sandringham and Frankston
lines.

Dutch immigrants
Mr THOMPSON — On 2 May I had the privilege
of representing the government at an event at the Abel
Tasman Club in Carnegie, which marked the Dutch
king’s birthday. I pay tribute to generations of Dutch
immigrants to Australia in the post-war period who
have made an outstanding contribution to the economic,
cultural, social and sporting life of the state of Victoria
and the Australian nation. I acknowledge particularly
the great work of Mr Ype de Bruin and his wife, Gre.

Southland railway station
Mr THOMPSON — Recently the Premier and the
Minister for Public Transport attended an event
marking the commencement of a range of works at the
site of the future Southland railway station on the
Frankston line. There is over $100 million worth of
investment in upgrades, including the $21 million
station.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Kangan Institute merger
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I condemn the
Premier for failing to reinvest in Kangan Institute in
Broadmeadows, which is vital for training and jobs in a
community suffering the decline of local manufacturing
and high youth unemployment. The federal Abbott
coalition government’s cruel cuts to the Hume
Whittlesea local learning and employment network
(LLEN) have exacerbated difficulties for some of our
most disadvantaged and disengaged children. The
demise of local manufacturing underscores the need for
Kangan Institute and the Hume Whittlesea LLEN to
continue providing pathways to employment. Ford
Australia has brought forward 300 redundancies in its
Broadmeadows and Geelong plants to within weeks,
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and while the company intends maintaining Australian
production until October 2016 it is not guaranteed.
The Victorian coalition government gutted Kangan
Institute with $25 million in cuts on the cusp of Ford’s
announcement that it would cease Australian
production. Federal Treasurer Joe Hockey added to the
folly by baiting GM Holden to leave Australia, and then
Toyota withdrew, marking the demise of our once
iconic automotive industry. On 27 May I called on the
Premier to confirm that Broadmeadows will not be
dudded again and that the planned merger between
Kangan Institute and Bendigo TAFE will not see
further cuts to funding, courses, students or staff in
Broadmeadows.
Instead of making cuts, the Victorian government needs
to reinvest in Kangan, given the employment
predicament in Broadmeadows, and also reinvest in the
Hume Whittlesea LLEN, which may be forced to cut
programs and will struggle to make it to Christmas
because of the previous funding cuts. Such a failure to
invest in our human capital would be a waste of life and
ultimately prove to be a waste of money. These matters
are too important for politics — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Regional Growth Fund
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Over the long weekend I
attended a number of significant events in the Benalla
electorate. On Friday the member for Murray Valley
and I attended the opening of a $1 million upgrade of
Boynton’s Feathertop Winery, to which the
Liberal-Nationals government’s Regional Growth Fund
contributed $150 000. The upgrade is fantastic, and it
reflects the design skills of Janelle and Kel Boynton,
the innovation and workmanship of local businesses
and the commitment of winery staff. All up, 10 new
full-time jobs have been created and 10 casual jobs are
now full-time jobs.
On Saturday, along with Stephanie Ryan, The
Nationals candidate for Euroa, I visited Tatong, where
the local community commemorated the end of an era,
the 100-year history of the Tatong Football Netball
Club. I am confident that the strong community spirit in
Tatong will see new community activities evolving and
making good use of the new community facilities being
constructed with the aid of an approximately $270 000
grant from the Liberal-Nationals coalition’s Regional
Growth Fund.
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I attended the opening of the snow season at Mount
Buller on Saturday evening and Mount Hotham and
Dinner Plain on Sunday. These openings highlighted
the importance of alpine resorts and the high country to
our local economy. That is why the Regional Growth
Fund has contributed $300 000 to the construction of
the EPIC mountain bike trail at Mount Buller and
$100 000 to the development of an all-year-round play
area at Dinner Plain. In addition, around $6 million has
been provided for infrastructure upgrades at Mount
Hotham. I am proud to be part of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government, which is providing such strong
support to the social and economic development of
north-east Victoria.

John and Lina Pallisco
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to congratulate
popular menswear retailer John Pallisco and his wife,
Lina, who after 44 years of trading on Keilor Road,
Niddrie, have decided it is time to retire and embark on
a new chapter in their lives, which will include some
long-overdue travel.
John and Lina both have much to be proud of, from
their shop’s humble beginnings in 1987 to where it is
now. In fact John began a hairdressing business in the
shop in 1970. Then when Opal Male Fashion closed in
1987 he took over the menswear shop, renaming it
Tuscany Menswear. He has since been a respected
trader on the popular Keilor Road shopping strip and
worked with the traders association committee for
44 years before being elected president last October.
The shopping centre’s growth has been due to a small
group of committed local traders like John and Lina.
Since my election a little over two years ago I have
appreciated getting to know both John and Lina, who
are held in high esteem by their fellow traders and loyal
customer base. John in particular is admired and
respected for the workload he has taken on, spanning
more than four decades, on behalf of the Niddrie
traders. John can take pride in the continuing success of
the Keilor Road shopping strip. In fact it was John who
was an integral part of my campaign for the upgrade of
the much-neglected Niddrie toilet block located not far
from his shop on the corner of Keilor Road and
Matthews Avenue. We featured together in an article
dated 18 March 2013 in the Moonee Valley Weekly
titled ‘Keilor Road traders demand council spends a
penny’.
Fittingly, as John and Lina depart, the City of Moonee
Valley has recently announced that $220 000 has been
set aside in the 2014–15 budget to upgrade the
notorious toilet block — one last gift from John to his
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fellow traders. John and Lina retire later this year with
many great memories and having made many great
friendships.

Parliament House incident
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — On 27 May this year
the member for Bendigo East raised a point of order
regarding a hearing of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. The member referred to evidence
given by the President of the Legislative Council
regarding the release of parliamentary security footage.
Some minutes after the member raised the point of
order I received, in the house, a letter from the
President, addressed to me as chair of the committee,
clarifying his answer, which was provided on the basis
of a misunderstanding of the question asked.
The letter says in part:
In an answer to Mr Pakula, I responded to the effect that
former Speaker Ken Smith had released ‘both’ security tapes
to media representatives in respect of an incident involving
the member for Frankston on the front steps of Parliament.
In my response, I was referring to the initial video coverage of
the event and to the video footage subsequently released to
the police and at a press conference … It did not occur to me
that Mr Pakula’s question sought a response on the release of
additional video footage in February this year …
…
My response to Mr Pakula’s question was not intended to
convey that the —

former —
Speaker was responsible for the unauthorised release of the
security footage in February …

I raise this matter in the house today because the
allegation that the member for Bass released the
footage in February was repeated in the press this
morning. The President’s letter makes it clear that the
member did no such thing. For accuracy, the Hansard
record should be read in conjunction with the
President’s letter. Both are available on the committee’s
website.

Migrant, refugee and asylum seeker services
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — Migrants,
refugees and asylum seekers are finding it harder to
access important government services. An
Auditor-General’s report said bureaucratic confusion
and gridlock under the Napthine government has
overwhelmed the migrant support system, creating a
barrier for thousands. Under the Premier the support
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system is inefficient and newly arrived families are not
getting the help they need.
The focus of the report was on the delivery of services
across departments and agencies responsible for
multicultural affairs. It says the Napthine Liberal
government has failed to coordinate vital service
delivery between departments. In particular the Office
of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and the
Victorian Multicultural Commission are not being used
to their full potential. The report says that for
improvement to occur there needs to be greater
collaboration, better data collection and stronger
oversight. The result is, according to the report, a
significant gap in the monitoring and reporting of
government service accessibility, responsiveness and
effectiveness. Departments were not even able to give
assurance that their services are actually meeting the
needs of clients.
Migrants, refugees and asylum seekers are some of the
most vulnerable people in Victoria, especially those
with low English proficiency. Our most important
services need to be available for those in our
community who rely on them. In Victoria diversity is
our strength and the Victorian government must do
whatever it can to preserve it. The Auditor-General has
confirmed that this government is failing migrants,
refugees and asylum seekers.

Mitcham Primary School
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I was honoured to open
the Mitcham Primary School media and broadcasting
studio and the Steve McVeagh Chess Centre on
23 May. The studio was built to engage the students in
their learning, with a focus on working together,
building interpersonal skills and reinforcing much of
the English curriculum areas through the production of
films and media. Former school council president Steve
McVeagh suggested an old shelter shed become the
chess centre. It is already in high demand, with two
clubs and a waiting list. Chess assists the students with
developing their analytical skills and decision making.
It also helps to build confidence, recognise patterns and
develop thinking and visualisation of possibilities. I
commend Mitcham Primary School on its innovation
and creativity in providing the media and chess
facilities to advance the learning opportunities of
students.

Heloise Clarke
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to Whitehorse
Primary School’s Heloise Clarke. Heloise’s outstanding
leadership, creativity and work ethic saw her awarded
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the much sought after award of Aussie of the Month in
front of her peers, teachers and parents.

Charlotte Mears
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to Mount Pleasant
Road Primary School’s Charlotte Mears. Charlotte’s
outstanding leadership, creativity and work ethic saw
her awarded the much sought after award of Aussie of
the Month in front of her peers, teachers and parents.

Mount Pleasant Road Primary School and
Kindergarten
Ms RYALL — Congratulations also to the school
council and fundraising committee of Mount Pleasant
Road Primary School on the school’s sell-out trivia
night. Huge preparations meant top questions, great
audiovisual effects and a great array of silent auction
items. Well done on an outstanding night and a great
school community.

Anthony Attard
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I would like to pay
tribute to the life and mourn the death of Mr Anthony
Attard, a Taylors Hill resident, who died in a workplace
accident on board the Tasmanian Achiever, a ship
docked at the Toll Shipping facility in Port Melbourne.
He was loading cargo in the company of his brother and
best friend at about 1.45 p.m. on Tuesday, 20 May,
when the accident occurred. Ambulance Victoria
treated him at the scene, but he could not be saved.
Anthony leaves behind his wife, Sandra, three children
and many loving family members. Members of
Mr Attard’s extended family have asked me to remind
the house that he was someone’s husband, father,
brother and son. He was not just a number or statistic.
He should have been able to go to work and come
home safely to his family. He was loved. He also loved
life and had so many more plans for the future that now
cannot be fulfilled. His avoidable death has affected not
just his immediate family but an entire community —
the community I represent in this Parliament. Everyone
who knew him loved him.
I also want to read some of the tributes paid to him by
some of his friends and colleagues. The Maritime
Union of Australia (MUA) said that Anthony was well
liked by all and was a staunch member and delegate of
the Victorian branch of the MUA. High school friend
Michelle Renda remembered a funny, charming man
with a heart of gold. A member of his extended family,
Deborah Clowes, said that Anthony was the most
beautiful husband, father, brother, uncle and friend.
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Sea Lake Mallee Rally
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Sea Lake Mallee
Rally is the oldest off-road event in Australia and runs
around Lake Tyrrell. Racing occurs over two days, with
Saturday being for qualifying and a ‘dash for cash’.
Sunday is race day. This is a major event for Sea Lake
and the Mallee, with over 100 volunteers engaged in
running the event. I commend the organisers on their
efforts, in particular Loris for the guided tour. The rally
is unique in many ways, none more notable than the
commentary box — a header, strategically placed for a
grand view of the day’s events.

Samoan Independence Day
Mr CRISP — Samoa’s Independence Day was
celebrated in Mildura on Saturday, 7 June. A highlight
was the cultural display of dancing and singing. Well
done to Tommy and the Samoan community for
organising an event that was attended to by the islander
community and other organisations.

Manangatang health services
Mr CRISP — I visited Manangatang over the long
weekend and was spotted by one of the locals. I wish to
thank Sharon and other members of staff for their tour
of the health campus. ‘Manang’ will become part of the
Mildura electorate, and I appreciate the time the staff
spent to help me understand local health issues.

Calder Highway, Red Cliffs, speed zone
Mr CRISP — I wish to thank the Minister for
Roads on behalf of the Red Cliffs Primary School
community for the 40-kilometre-an-hour signs on the
Calder Highway. The school council has persisted and
insisted through me and the minister, and VicRoads has
delivered.

Bowel cancer awareness
Mr CRISP — This week is part of Bowel Cancer
Awareness Month. I encourage everyone to seek good
health and be checked. Early detection ensures a greater
chance of survival.

Sri Lanka
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Having again visited
beautiful Sri Lanka earlier this year, travelling its
breadth and speaking to many of its people, I wish to
place on the record my views on the recent resolution at
the United Nations. During my travels I spent time in
Jaffna in the north and visited settlements where I
spoke with the local community, largely made up of
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women and children. They spoke of issues around
sanitation and the need for improvements in this area,
but they also spoke positively of the progress of the
reconciliation and their hopes for the future. This hope
for the future was a feature of my interactions with
people, whether they be Tamil, Singhalese, Muslim or
Christian. There were former Tamil Tiger cadres who
openly expressed their gratitude that the war was finally
over and peace had arrived. They said that the
opportunities afforded to them for rehabilitation and
reintegration into the community as trained, skilled
workers was the best possible outcome for them and
their families.
The government of Sri Lanka continues to work on the
process of reconciliation. After more than 30 years of
tragic civil war the progress is clearly making a
tremendous difference throughout the island. The Sri
Lankan people have the will, determination and
commitment to implement the findings of the 2011
Commission of Inquiry of Lessons Learnt and
Reconciliation. I pay tribute to them for all they have
achieved and strongly encourage the international
community to support these efforts and allow the
ongoing processes which are under way to continue to
improve the lives and opportunities of the Sri Lankan
people.

Barwon Water
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I was delighted to
join the Minister for Water on Friday, 30 May, when he
announced that Barwon Water customers will receive
reductions in their water bills. Barwon Water has
identified efficiencies in its operations that translate into
average household water bill savings of $80 per year
for the next four years. This is welcome news for the
Geelong region, as the Fairer Water Bills initiative is
the next logical step in ensuring that the water sector
delivers for the Victorian community, following on
from the clear direction the government set in its
Melbourne’s Water Future policy. Fairer Water Bills is
a positive initiative that has seen the water sector
working together to make major improvements in
operational and capital management, which ultimately
benefit the hip pockets of consumers.

Reconciliation in the Park
Mr KATOS — I was pleased to attend the opening
ceremony of Reconciliation in the Park in Geelong on
Sunday, 1 June, in Johnstone Park. I joined elder David
Tournier, members of the Geelong One Fire
Reconciliation Group and Wathaurong Aboriginal
Co-operative, along with members of the community,
to celebrate and recognise our unique Australian
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Aboriginal culture. The event was a great opportunity
to come together with a shared interest and respect for
our Indigenous community and raise awareness about
our Indigenous history in order to assist in bridging the
gap.

LEAD Barwon
Mr KATOS — Last Thursday, 5 June, I was
delighted to join the Minister for Disability Services
and Reform to congratulate 19 graduates of the
Victorian coalition government’s LEAD Barwon —
leading, educating, advocating for disability —
program. This is an excellent collaborative program run
by the Committee for Geelong, with $400 000 in
funding from the Napthine government, that has
recruited people with a disability and the parents of
people with a disability to be part of an innovative
leadership program which will inform the rollout of the
national disability insurance scheme in Victoria.

Kindergarten funding
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I rise today to call on
the dysfunctional Napthine government to stand up to
the Abbott government’s cuts to Victorian preschools.
Members will be aware that the Abbott government has
shamefully refused to fund its share of the 15 hours of
kindergarten that is currently available to
four-year-olds. The Liberal Party’s and Nationals’
disregard for Victorian families and for the
development of preschool-age children has been laid
bare for all to see. It has been reported that this cut
could see families slugged up to an extra $1000 for
four-year-old kindergarten. In my community Banyule
City Council has reported that fees would rise by a
staggering 129 per cent. Alternatively we could see cuts
to kindergarten provision and dedicated early childhood
educators lose their jobs. Either way the outcome is
disastrous for children and families.
The Napthine government should be fighting hard to
ensure that this funding is delivered, but instead it is
more interested in protecting the Liberals and Nationals
in Canberra and clinging to power here in Victoria.
Families in my community — indeed all Victorians —
would expect the Victorian government to be camped
on Tony Abbott’s doorstep, demanding that this vital
funding be delivered. Unfortunately, however, once
again we see that the Napthine government puts the
Liberal Party’s and Nationals’ interests ahead of the
interests of Victorian families. Whether it is the Liberal
Party’s and Nationals’ kindergarten cuts, the
$800 million cuts to school education or the disastrous
$1.2 billion cuts to TAFE — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The time for statements
by members has now expired.

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that,
in relation to the question that the house take note of the
budget papers 2014–15, I incorrectly put the question
when I should have sought an opposition member to
adjourn debate. With the leave of the house, I will
resubmit the question and ask an opposition member to
adjourn debate.
The SPEAKER resubmitted question.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Bendigo East).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2014–2015) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to resume
my contribution on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill
2014. When we last debated this bill, I was talking
about table 1.1 on page 5 of budget paper 5, which
shows the budget surpluses over the forward estimates
period. In 2016–17 there is an expected surplus of
$3183 million, and in the 2017–18 year of the forward
estimates there is an expected surplus of $3329 million.
We can see from that that in terms of financial
management the state is heading in the right direction.
Victoria is the only economy in Australia with
surpluses in the current year and all the years of the
forward estimates and which also has a AAA credit
rating and a stable outlook. These things sound easy,
but they are not easy. It takes very good management,
discipline and outstanding financial understanding to
run the state’s economy in that fashion. Planning for
surpluses like these allows future infrastructure funding
to be paid for from surpluses rather than borrowings.
Chart 4.2 on page 50 of budget paper 2, which is
reproduced on page 4 of the budget overview
document, shows graphically the level of infrastructure
investment in Victoria since 2000–01. I will take a
moment on that. The graph headed ‘Net infrastructure
investment’ shows quite clearly that the average level
of infrastructure investment during the reign of the
Labor government was $3.4 billion per annum. Under
the coalition government so far it has been $5.4 billion
per annum. In the forward estimates it is $6.8 billion
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per annum. This shows a very significant and important
level of infrastructure investment. To be able to fund
that from the operations of the state and from the
surpluses that are generated, so that we do not have to
keep borrowing, is one of the key requirements of any
good government.
As I said, this is an outstanding position to be in,
particularly when compared to the extraordinarily
difficult financial position of the commonwealth, which
has resulted from the hopeless and irresponsible
financial management of the former federal Labor
Treasurer and prime ministers. The decisive and
responsible action taken early on by the incoming state
coalition government of reducing overheads to enable
more to be invested in front-line services and
infrastructure has again borne financial fruit, as can be
clearly seen in this budget.
Average annual expenditure growth in the budget and
forward estimates is 2.6 per cent. This is in stark
contrast to the 8 per cent annual expenditure growth
over the decade to 2009–10 under Labor. This is shown
graphically in chart 1.2 on page 9 of budget paper 2,
which is reproduced on page 2 of the budget overview
document. Again we can clearly see the out of control
growth in the level of expenses during Labor’s reign
and how the decisive and responsible action taken by
the coalition upon its election to government has
enabled that issue to be dealt with in the most
comprehensive way. Expenses growth outstripped
revenue growth year after year during the Labor
government. That is clearly an unsustainable position,
yet it was allowed to continue.
Before moving on, I once again note the great Labor
white elephant: the desalination plant. The fixed cost to
Victorian taxpayers of approximately $1.8 million per
day for around 27 years, excluding water, is a financial
millstone of enormous proportions. That equates to at
least $54 million each and every month, or
$657 million per annum. The question that members on
this side of the chamber can ask all Victorians is: what
else could this money have been used for? How many
schools, hospitals, roads et cetera could we have built
with that unbelievable, shocking and shameful financial
legacy of the previous government?
It is also worth noting that the forecasts of GST revenue
payable by the commonwealth are included in table 4.6
on page 166 of budget paper 5. This clearly shows the
inequity in the GST distribution to Victoria, with our
2014–15 share of GST being 22 per cent of the total,
despite Victoria having 24.8 per cent of the population.
This results in our relativity declining from 90 cents in
the dollar in 2013–14 to 88 cents in the dollar, which is
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roughly $1.5 billion per annum, which is a situation that
must be addressed. Both the Premier and the Treasurer
have spoken eloquently about those things in recent
weeks.
I now want to turn to some of the specific
announcements contained in the budget. I will look
firstly at the health portfolio. There have been a range
of terrific announcements. An additional $1.4 billion
over four years has been allocated to support hospitals.
That includes an additional $156 million over four
years to better support Victorians with a mental illness
or drug and alcohol addiction. It also includes
$200 million over four years to provide support for
people with a serious disability. Investment in disability
services for 2014–15 is now $300 million more than
when the coalition came to government. We are also
spending $73 million on the Latrobe Regional Hospital
redevelopment.
These great announcements and initiatives build on the
great announcements from previous years, such as the
$630 million for a new state-of-the-art regional hospital
in Bendigo, the largest regional health-care project
currently under way in Australia; $250 million for
Monash Children’s hospital; and particularly out in the
eastern suburbs, of course the outstanding progress of
the Box Hill Hospital redevelopment. This is a classic
example of how the coalition government runs
infrastructure projects. We have a project where, under
responsible financial and project management, we have
a building that was budgeted to be a 9-level building
now having 10 levels for the same price, and the project
is still on time and within budget, which is a concept
virtually unknown to those opposite. I was pleased to
be out there at the Box Hill Hospital recently with the
Minister for Health, my colleague the member for
Mitcham and many Eastern Health and other
representatives to inspect the progress of this great
project, which will result in 200 additional beds.
The budget provides for up to $27 billion worth of
infrastructure. There have been a range of terrific
announcements again: $8.5 billion to $11 billion for the
Melbourne rail link, including the airport rail link,
generating an estimated 3700 jobs; $8 billion to
$10 billion for the east–west link western section,
generating an estimated 3000 jobs; $2 billion to
$2.5 billion for the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor
project, resulting in a 30 per cent boost to services, with
an additional 4500 passengers during peak periods; and
$685 million to remove an additional four level
crossings. This also includes provision for the east–west
link eastern section. This huge project has an estimated
cost of between $6 billion and $8 billion, and it is
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another project that is great for Forest Hill residents. It
will create around 3200 jobs during construction.
There are so many terrific initiatives that I could go
into, including those in transport. We have allocated
$390.4 million for free tram travel in the CBD and
travel in zones 1 and 2 for the cost of a zone 1 fare;
$43.8 million for safety upgrades in the city loop; and
on and on it goes. We have allocated $50 million for
the Great Ocean Road upgrade; and the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening will generate
an estimated 700 hundred jobs. Last year we allocated
$15.6 million for the duplication of High Street Road in
Wantirna South, just east of my electorate. The
coalition government has completed the removal of
several level crossings across Melbourne, including
ones in Mitcham, just to the north of my electorate, at
Mitcham Road and Rooks Road. I alert members to
page 6 of the budget overview document, which
diagrammatically outlines the 32 level crossing
removals and grade separations that will be undertaken
by this coalition government.
In education we are spending $2.8 billion over five
years for our schools, including 12 new schools. We
have allocated $271 million for school upgrades and
improvements. Funding for skills amounts to
$1.2 billion per year. Under community safety we
continue to fund the recruitment and training of an
additional 1700 members of Victoria Police and
940 protective services officers, and that is going on
splendidly. We have record funding for the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade and the Country Fire
Authority, which receive increases in their budgets.
In terms of local matters and budget initiatives for
Forest Hill, I am delighted to advise that there are a
range of important infrastructure projects that Forest
Hill families and businesses need, and this budget
delivers the services to build a better and more
connected Victoria. The Victorian coalition government
has invested in significant projects in the
2014–15 budget which will help to strengthen the
Forest Hill community. They include the removal of the
Blackburn Road level crossing as part of the
$457 million level crossing removal blitz — that is just
north of my electorate, but it will cut congestion for
local families; as I said before, the zone 1 and 2 travel
for the price of a zone 1 fare, saving those who
commute daily into the city around $1200 per year; a
$2.7 million redevelopment of Vermont Secondary
College, incorporating a new science wing and new
administrative facilities; a $2.1 million redevelopment
of Forest Hill College to revamp various classrooms,
administrative facilities and recreational areas; and
$100 000 to finish the upgrade of Burwood Heights
Primary School.
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Most important is the fact that the coalition government
is keeping the economy strong, which of course
fundamentally assists businesses and helps provide jobs
for local residents. We will continue our proud record
of investing in the upgrade of our local schools for
students. We are cutting payroll tax to 4.85 per cent
from 1 July 2014. That will benefit some
39 000 Victorian employers. We are supporting
businesses. All these terrific new initiatives build on the
local initiatives already announced that are being
delivered by the coalition government. As I said before,
they include the $447.5 million Box Hill Hospital
redevelopment and the $12 million for the construction
of a new 24-hour Forest Hill police station.
In conclusion, this is certainly a great budget for
Victorians. It is a result of responsible economic
management. Just one example that I want to digress to
quickly is the fact that as a result of this strong
management Melbourne households are having $400
slashed from their water bills over the next four years.
That is the way you can assist with cost of living
pressures; that is the way that you can help families in
the east, in my electorate and in other electorates, with
the ongoing challenges of cost of living pressures.
What a stark contrast this demonstrates between the
coalition and the opposition, when the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Tarneit, cannot even read
and understand the budget papers. That is a quite
frightening matter. An article that appeared in the
Australian on 28 May under the headline ‘Budget
blunder to hurt Victorian Labor’ states:
A $1 billion budget blunder has exposed Victorian Labor to
months of pre-election questioning over its financial
credibility after it falsely claimed the 2013–14 budget was in
‘tatters’.

What a frightening situation it is for the people of
Victoria to have a shadow Treasurer who unfortunately
just cannot understand the budget papers and has been
the subject of a press report on that.
I commend the budget to the house and to all
Victorians. It is a very strong document. It is an
important financial blueprint for the next four years for
this government. It deals with so many of the needs in
the community in terms of infrastructure, cost of living
and other matters. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Under standing order
155, I move:
That the question be now put.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am prepared
to accept the motion. A motion has already been moved
to take note of the budget papers, and that will allow
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members who have not spoken on the appropriation bill
to speak on the budget.
Ms Duncan’s motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2014–2015) BILL 2014 and BUILDING A
BETTER VICTORIA (STATE TAX
AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
Second reading
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I desire to move, by
leave:
That this house authorises and requires the Speaker to permit
the Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014 and
Building a Better Victoria — —

Leave refused.
Ms ALLAN — Deputy Speaker, I am trying to
move that it be listed on the notice paper. It is well
within my rights to do this.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Leave has not
been granted, so we move to the next order of the day.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the motion that has been denied leave — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bendigo East would be well aware that the time for
members to give notice of motions is at the start of the
day. Leave has not been granted, and we are moving on
to the next order.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
there are two matters that I wish to raise. The first point
is that motions by leave can be moved at any change of
business. We are currently within a change of business
environment.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bendigo East is quite right. They can be moved if
leave is granted, but leave has not been granted.
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Ms Allan — The second point is that I am now
seeking that my motion for which leave has been
denied be allowed to be placed on the notice paper for
the next day of sitting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Leave has
been refused.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! We will have
respect for the Chair. If we have cooperation, we will
actually get through this. I seek the cooperation of
members, or they may leave the chamber.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I move:

BUILDING A BETTER VICTORIA (STATE
TAX AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
Second reading

2.

Clause 35, line 34, omit “$1 million” and insert “the
threshold amount”.

3.

Clause 35, page 27, after line 3 insert —
“(2) The threshold amount is —

Debate resumed from 28 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).

(a) in the financial year beginning on 1 July
2015, $1 million; and

Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — Under standing
order 155, I move:

(b) in the financial year beginning on 1 July 2016
and each subsequent financial year, the CPI
adjusted amount calculated in accordance
with section 96R.”.

That the question be now put.

Ms Allan’s motion agreed to.

4.

Motion agreed to.

Clause 35, page 27, lines 5 to 16, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert —
“(1) The amount of the levy is $1.30 for every $1000 of
the estimated cost of the development for which
the permit is required.”.

Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clauses 1 to 34 agreed to.

5.

Clause 35, page 27, line 28, omit “L” and insert “T”.

6.

Clause 35, page 27, lines 31 and 32, omit “rounded up to
the nearest 2 decimal places”.

7.

Clause 35, page 28, line 1, omit “L” and insert “T”.

8.

Clause 35, page 28, line 3, omit “$1.30” and insert
“$1 million”.

9.

Clause 35, page 28, lines 28 to 31, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert —

Clause 35
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before calling
the Treasurer I advise that if amendment 1 is not agreed
to he cannot move his remaining amendments, as they
are consequential. Accordingly I advise the Treasurer to
address the principles of all his amendments when
speaking on amendment 1.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I move:
1.

Clause 35, line 29, before “A leviable” insert “(1)”.

This amendment and the ones which follow are about
ensuring that the Building a Better Victoria (State Tax
and Other Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014 has the
intended effect in relation to providing for appropriate
levies to fund the Metropolitan Planning Authority.
This is an important authority which will assist the
Victorian government, and indeed the Victorian
community, to have better planning functions. We
believe it is appropriate that the development industry
make contributions towards the funding of the
Metropolitan Planning Authority, and amendment 1
and subsequent amendments seek to achieve that very
laudable and important aim for Victoria.
Amendment agreed to.

“(2) On or before 31 May each year, the Commissioner
must —
(a) notify each responsible authority and planning
authority in metropolitan Melbourne of the
CPI adjusted amount for the following
financial year; and
(b) publish the CPI adjusted amount for the
following financial year on an appropriate
website.”.
10. Clause 35, page 28, line 34, omit “96Q” and insert
“96P”.
11. Clause 35, page 31, after line 23 insert —
“(c) if, at the time the permit application is made, the
threshold amount has increased from the threshold
amount at the time the levy was paid; or”.
12. Clause 35, page 31, line 24, omit “(c)” and insert “(d)”.
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These refer to the same principles I enunciated on the
previous amendment, which was, I am glad,
unanimously adopted by this house.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 36 to 40 agreed to.
Bill agreed to with amendments.
Third reading
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that it is the Labor opposition that has facilitated —
indeed been the initiator of — this bill and the two
preceding budget bills being moved, considered and
passed by this house. It was not the heavy lifting of the
government that got this bill considered by the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bendigo East is speaking on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2014–2015) Bill, and I ask her to confine
her remarks to that bill. It is a narrow bill, and I ask
members to confine their remarks to the bill.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2014–2015) BILL 2014

Ms ALLAN — I am pleased that the opposition is
supporting this bill. We have supported the two other
bills that make up the package of budget bills. We
would like to see this bill, as we have seen with the
other two bills, pass as a matter of urgency. That is why
I move under standing order — —

Second reading
Ms Asher — Sit down and we can pass it.
Debate resumed from 28 May; motion of
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation).
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — In speaking on this
bill, let it be absolutely clear that it is the Labor
opposition that has facilitated the passage — —
Ms Asher — On a point of order — —
Ms ALLAN — I am speaking on the bill, so calm
down.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
we have — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of
the Opposition! The house knows that points of order
will be heard in silence, so I ask for silence for the
Leader of the House on a point of order.
Ms Asher — My point of order is that this is a
narrow bill on the appropriation for the Parliament for
2014–15, and the member for Bendigo East is entitled
to speak on that bill and not to make another point.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of
the Opposition! The member for Bendigo East is to
continue on the Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015)
Bill 2014.
Ms ALLAN — The Appropriation (Parliament
2014–2015) Bill 2014 is, as we have been reading
about in the press, one of three bills that make up this
government’s fairly ordinary, disappointing budget that
is before this Parliament. Let me be absolutely clear

Ms ALLAN — That is a bit shrill.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Albert Park is well aware that when the Chair is on
their feet he should not speak. We will have order in
here, and we will not have interjections.
Ms ALLAN — Under standing order 155, I move:
That the question be now put.

Mr Morris — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Bendigo East spoke on the bill and then
sought to move a procedural motion. She cannot do
both.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have been alerted to
that by the Clerk. Given that is the case, does the
member for Bendigo East wish to continue speaking in
the debate?
Ms ALLAN — No.
The SPEAKER — Order! Are there any other
members who wish to speak on this bill? I will put the
question.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
1938

ASSEMBLY

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation):
That the house takes note of the 2014–15 budget papers.

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I am pleased to
speak on this take-note motion and make some remarks
regarding this year’s budget papers, particularly as they
relate to my portfolios and to my electorate. There are a
number of important items in the budget papers that
relate to the Attorney-General’s portfolio, in particular
the provision of funding for the construction of a new
Shepparton court complex, which will transform the
provision of justice and be a substantial boost to the
provision of court services in the north-central region of
Victoria. It is a $73 million project that will provide a
new multi-jurisdictional court building in Shepparton as
well as additional staff to meet growing demand and
expanded service needs across the Hume region. The
redesign will also address a range of prisoner
movement and security issues of the sort that were
ignored by the Labor government for more than a
decade.
The budget will also fund the long overdue
consolidation and upgrade of the Office of Public
Prosecutions building in Melbourne, which will bring
the office’s operations under a single roof, enhancing
collaboration and boosting productivity. The
government has also allocated an extra $1.2 million to
provide additional ongoing staff to assist with personal
safety intervention order applications in the Magistrates
Court.
The commitments in the current budget come alongside
previous commitments that the coalition government
has made to strengthen our justice system and to
strengthen community safety, including the largest
single boost to Victoria Police numbers in the state’s
history, the rollout of protective services officers at train
stations, significant reforms to the management of
parolees, increased prison capacity and a new
GPS monitoring system to name just a few. I am also
pleased to be able to say that the funding provided in
previous budgets has allowed work to get under way on
the construction of a new freestanding Children’s Court
building in Broadmeadows. This will provide a
significant boost to the capacity of the Children’s
Court. It will also incorporate innovative new
case-management models and less adversarial trial
processes.
That is not all. In Bendigo the government has
committed around $12 million to a new justice service
centre and secure court facility for the Magistrates
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Court, which will significantly improve access to that
court complex in the city and again address serious
security and prisoner movement issues at the court that
were long neglected by the previous government. There
will be new secure holding cells, a secure courtroom
and accommodation for justice agencies, including
sheriff’s officers, community corrections officers and
justice service centre staff. That comes on top of other
reforms and initiatives, including an upgrading of the
court complex at Wangaratta, the establishing of a new
mega-trials venue in Melbourne at the William Cooper
Justice Centre and the remedying of serious defects at
the William Cooper Justice Centre that were left by the
Labor government. In relation to the
Attorney-General’s portfolio and the enhancement of
justice more generally, this budget is building on the
initiatives undertaken in previous budgets.
One particular matter that is worth remarking on in
relation to this year’s budget papers is the fact that for
the first time the budget papers provide for and classify
Victoria’s courts separately from the Department of
Justice and other departments that are part of executive
government. That reflects a very important change to
the way in which administrative support and funding
are to be provided to the courts, effective from the
establishment of Court Services Victoria, which is set
to commence on 1 July this year. Although the
judiciary has been independent of executive
government since the foundation of Victoria, it is a
surprise to many to discover that administrative support
to our courts has in fact been provided not
independently of government but through the
Department of Justice. This is unsatisfactory in
principle and unsatisfactory in practice. It is
unsatisfactory in principle because it detracts from the
independence of the judiciary and unsatisfactory in
practice because it leads to extended decision-making
chains and means that the courts do not have direct
control of their own administration. The Court Services
Victoria Act 2014 will establish Court Services Victoria
as a separate legal entity under the governance of a
Courts Council made up of the heads of jurisdiction,
which will provide administrative services, facilities
and support to our courts. This is a very significant
initiative reflected in this year’s budget papers.
Alongside the physical facilities and expanded services
that are being provided, this budget will also support
the ongoing work of the government to bring about
stronger and more effective sentencing and reforms to
criminal law that will better protect the community.
Already a substantial number of those reforms have
been put in place, including the abolition of suspended
sentences, which will come into complete operation
from 1 September this year for any offences committed
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after that date; the introduction of community
correction orders, which will put real teeth back into
community-based sentencing and allow conditions to
be imposed that will better protect the community; the
introduction of a statutory minimum non-parole period
sentence of four years for offences involving gross
violence; legislation to provide that those who are
found guilty of alcohol-fuelled assault will be excluded
from licensed premises for two years; and stronger
sentences for serious and repeated breaches of family
violence intervention orders, which reverses a reduction
in sentences for repeat breaches under the previous
government and which sends a very strong message
that violence in the home against members of the
family is just as much a crime as violence against
strangers on the street and that that offence will be
treated very seriously not only by Victoria Police but by
the sanctions that are on the statute book.
We have before the house legislation in relation to
baseline sentences which will further strengthen
sentences for a number of very serious offences and
give Parliament a greater say on behalf of the
community in relation to the average sentence that
applies to those offences as well as the maximum
sentence. These reforms to sentencing sit alongside a
range of other reforms to criminal law that the
government is undertaking, and they are being
supported by previous budgets and by the current
budget. The government has already delivered
substantial law reforms relating to bail to create two
new offences, where an accused breaches a condition of
their bail that has been imposed to protect the
community as well as where an offender is found to
have committed a further indictable offence while on
bail.
We have introduced and the Parliament has passed
move-on laws which will ensure that police have the
powers they need in a far wider range of circumstances
to act against those who are engaging in unlawful
conduct or who are blockading the reasonable access
and egress from premises by others seeking to go about
their lawful business. We have introduced reforms to
the Crimes Act 1958 that have dramatically simplified
the processes and procedures police follow in relation
to the taking and processing of DNA evidence, making
that evidence more widely available. This yet again
strengthens the tools available to our police force.
We have introduced laws to reform double jeopardy.
We have introduced laws in relation to criminal bikie
and similar gangs. We have moved to strengthen in
favour of victims, the arrangements for the making of
compensation orders against offenders. We have
introduced legislation to establish three additional
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offences in response to the Betrayal of Trust report by
the Family and Community Development Committee.
There is more to come. The government has publicly
indicated that things are in progress, including in
relation to defensive homicide, reform of sexual
offence laws, asset confiscation, unexplained wealth,
attacks on emergency workers, the coward’s punch and
similar attacks, and reform to the law of committals.
These are a range of valuable reforms to criminal law
that have been undertaken and are supported by this
budget.
Significant reforms have also been undertaken in
relation to civil law and the law relating to the courts,
including the Open Courts Act 2013, which
consolidates the laws relating to the suppression of
information and the closing of courts. The reforms
establish the presumption that information will not be
suppressed and will be open. Also undertaken has been
far-reaching reform to the Fences Act 1968, a law that
is very important to those who have neighbouring
fencing disputes. This reform provides much clearer
rules and ways to facilitate the resolution of those
disputes.
We have acted to abolish the positions of acting judges
and magistrates that were put in place under the
previous government and strenuously opposed by the
legal profession for very good reason. We have
introduced and the Parliament has passed legislation to
allow judges to act on a part-time basis. We have
introduced journalist shield laws. We have introduced
new laws providing legislative backing and protection
for the role and work of honorary justices. Currently
before the Parliament is legislation to establish a new
regime to deal with issues arising from vexatious
litigation. That is not to mention the far-reaching reform
to the regulation of the legal profession in Victoria
under the uniform legal profession reforms that Victoria
and New South Wales are putting into place.
There is more work to come, which has been publicly
foreshadowed, including in relation to powers of
attorney and guardianship, information privacy and data
security reforms, reforms to succession laws, further
legislation responding to the Betrayal of Trust report,
reforms to civil appeals and consideration of potential
changes to the Wrongs Act 1958. Under the
Attorney-General’s portfolio a huge amount has already
been put in place. Further reform measures are on their
way, and they will add to that. That work will be
supported and strengthened by the budget.
In relation to my other portfolios, there is legislation
before the house to reform a wide range of aspects of
the law relating to domestic building insurance and
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protection, to establish a domestic building consumer
protection fund and to make a range of other related
reforms. The budget will also continue to support the
very fine work that is being undertaken by the
construction code compliance unit (CCCU) under the
government’s guidelines for the building and
construction industry in Victoria. This is a measure that
this government is committed to, even though those on
the opposite side of the house are committed to
scrapping both the CCCU and the guidelines in support
of their union mates and in support of the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union. That will be a
clear point of difference between this side of the house
and the other side of the house and will provide
Victorians with a clear choice as to where they want to
go in future. This government is working to ensure
law-abiding, safe and productive workplaces in
Victoria. The alternative is a government that would
scrap all of those reforms and return us to the bad old
days that we saw under the Labor government here in
Victoria.
Finally, in relation to the electorate of Box Hill, which I
have the honour to represent, I am pleased that the
budget papers have provided additional funding for
Koonung Secondary College — $1.2 million — to
enable that school to undertake important
enhancements to its facilities. Within the new
boundaries of the Box Hill electorate, as they will take
effect at the next general election, is the funding to
undertake the grade separation in Blackburn, which,
along with a number of other key grade separations
being undertaken by this government, will greatly
facilitate the movement of road traffic and trains along
the rail system. There will also be an upgrade to
Blackburn railway station.
In the Box Hill electorate, as across the rest of the state,
this government is getting on with delivering record
infrastructure spending and a record commitment to
services, be it in health, education or community safety.
This is a strong budget which comes on the back of the
hard work that the coalition government has undertaken
since it was elected to office. I am pleased to commend
the budget papers to the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — It gives me great pleasure to rise to
speak on the budget. This is a fantastic budget, and I
think we can all agree that it delivers a great deal for
Victorians. I know that members of the opposition have
a role to play in criticising the budget, but having
listened to much of the debate during the previous
sitting week, I have to say that when members of the
opposition criticise various aspects of the budget their
hearts are not in it.
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How can you criticise a budget that delivers a
$1.3 billion surplus in the current economic
environment right across this country? There are
jurisdictions that would love to be in similar
circumstances. The $1.3 billion surplus will rise to
$3.3 billion over the forward estimates period. How can
you criticise a budget that brings a record amount in
health and education spending? How can you criticise a
budget that delivers a stable AAA rating from both of
the rating agencies? How can you criticise a budget that
delivers $27 billion in infrastructure, a budget that
delivers the Melbourne rail link, the airport link, both
the eastern and western sides of the east–west link, a
widening of the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway and the
level crossing removals we have committed to? How
can you criticise that? How can you criticise the jobs
those projects will bring?
It is amazing that those opposite, despite passing the
budget today, have opposed every one of our
infrastructure projects. It is amazing that opposition
members who complain that the government does not
have a focus on jobs are opposing every single
infrastructure project we are doing that will deliver
enormous numbers of direct and downstream jobs for
this state. It is extraordinary that they would criticise
that. But as I said, I know they have a role to play, and I
know equally that their hearts are not in it.
I turn to aspects of the budget that relate to my specific
portfolios. Firstly, there is the environment and climate
change portfolio. I would like to first of all bring to the
attention of the house the money this government is
putting towards the mitigation and suppression of fire. I
want to quote to the house a passage from the report of
the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission just to
give the house some context for why this government is
so committed to ensuring that we have a very solid
focus on fire mitigation. The royal commission said:
The commission is concerned that the state —

and this is under the previous government —
has maintained a minimalist approach to prescribed burning
despite a number of recent official or independent reports and
inquiries, all of which had recommended increasing the
prescribed burning program. The state —

under the previous government —
has allowed the forest to continue accumulating excessive
fuel loads. Not dealing with this problem on a long-term and
programmed basis means that fuel levels continue to increase,
adding to the intensity of bushfires …

The previous government had absolutely no focus at all
on ensuring that fuel loads were reduced. What is most
damning is that in the ALP policy platform which was
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released recently there was only a very short passage on
fire mitigation efforts. In the two points that were laid
out in that policy platform the ALP does not mention
any focus at all on ensuring there was going to be a
planned burning program and certainly there is no
commitment at all to the bushfires royal commission’s
recommendations, which is frightening for people who
live in country communities. Victorians should be very
concerned about the opposition’s complete lack of
commitment to ensuring that we have a fire mitigation
program in place.
By contrast, this government has burnt over
600 000 hectares in the last three and a half years. We
were fortunate to be able to rely on some very good
burning conditions in the first three years, but it has
become a little more challenging in this burning season.
We usually have the opportunity to do a lot of those
burns during spring and autumn, but we have
unfortunately had an increase of about 20 per cent to
50 per cent in rainfall in many parts of the state, which
has hampered our efforts somewhat. However, we have
still done the hard work. We have prepared over
380 000 hectares for burning when the temperature is
right, and we will be able to mobilise when we need to.
In this budget the government has committed
$10 million to help the fuel mitigation and fuel
suppression effort. We have committed that $10 million
over two years to upgrade some key firefighting bases.
We have previously funded the upgrade of five bases in
Bairnsdale, Mansfield, Linga, Stawell and Casterton,
and this budget will be used to upgrade fire bases in
Victoria Valley, Corryong and Hamilton. Those fire
bases play an important role, particularly in fire
suppression periods, in turning around those aircraft
quickly, making sure they are loaded up with the
retardant that is needed and getting them back out again
as soon as possible. As part of that $10 million we are
increasing the size of the Department of Environment
and Primary Industries firefighting vehicle fleet. We are
also improving our forest tracks and bridges to ensure
that we can get heavy machinery like bulldozers in as
part of our fire suppression effort during the fire season.
There is a very strong commitment from this
government around the issue of fire, and we continue
that commitment and funding with our preformed
incident management teams (IMTs). These preformed
incident management teams are about having a team in
place so that on extreme fire days when we know fires
are coming those teams can be in the incident control
centres right across the state to ensure that we have a
ready force available to be mobilised when we have
these fires. This stems from recommendation 8 of the
bushfires royal commission. The previous government
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put the first IMTs in place, but unfortunately because of
a lack of foresight or commitment to the royal
commission recommendations these IMTs were only
funded for four years, after which there was no more
funding left.
By contrast, this government is committed to
implementing all of the royal commission
recommendations. We are not only committing
$11.6 million to these IMTs over the next four years,
we are also providing recurrent funding for what is an
important part of the fire suppression effort. You have
only to look back to 9 February, when Warrandyte
experienced fires and there were around 600 fires right
around the state. On the Friday before that we had very
strong advice from the Bureau of Meteorology that
9 February was going to be extreme, and we had
preformed incident management teams in place the day
before the extreme fire day. As a result, although they
were fast-moving fires, we were able to save ourselves
considerable time. Risk assessments were done very
much on the ground, and we were able quickly to get
suppression into the areas that needed it the most. These
IMTs, particularly the one in Kangaroo Ground, had a
very material effect on the ability of local teams to fight
the Warrandyte fire and subsequently direct a lot of the
firefighting effort over to the east.
I turn to another area to which this government is very
committed — that is, Landcare. While the coalition was
in opposition, the federal Labor government cut
funding to Landcare facilitators. We as a government
made a commitment to fund Landcare facilitators when
we came to office, and indeed we have done so. We
committed $12 million to fund 68 facilitators, and we
ensured that those facilitators were on the ground
helping local Landcare groups do their work.
We have gone further in this budget by committing an
additional $5.5 million. We have committed that money
to ensure that coordinators are in place right around the
state, usually located in the offices of catchment
management authorities. The coordinators will assist
the facilitators and make sure that the facilitators can
administer the further funding we are committing to
support these Landcare groups on the ground. The
government is aware of the contribution of the tens of
thousands of volunteers — Landcare groups and friends
groups — that do incredible conservation and
environmental work around the state. We are putting
our money where our mouths are by supporting
Landcare, and we will continue to do so.
I turn to this state’s great natural assets, which
Victorians, people from interstate and people around
the world come to visit. National parks and other public
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areas are the biggest tourism pull we have in this state.
This government is committing $13.35 million to
ensure that we maintain these parks. The popular parks
will be the focus in this budget, and we have been able
to allocate $3 million towards fire recovery in the
Grampians. I take this opportunity to thank the 17 Parks
Victoria staff who did so much to protect Halls Gap.
We are helping them to direct funds to ensure that the
recovery is such that people will continue to visit the
area and continue to support the local economy.
With time against me, I turn to some other initiatives.
We are committing funding towards the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria’s illegal dumping strike
force. This strike force is about ensuring that we crack
down on individuals who dump industrial or other sorts
of waste around our municipalities. This strike force
has had considerable success in the past, and this
funding will ensure that another part of our waste
package — Getting Full Value, our waste and resource
recovery policy — is supported in many ways. This is
just one way of ensuring that we crack down on those
people. Illegal dumping is a blight on our communities,
and members of this government are very proud of the
reforms we have made in that space.
There is other funding directed at preserving our
biodiversity and at setting up the Yellingbo
Conservation Reserve, which will protect the helmeted
honeyeater and the lowland Leadbeater’s possum. That
funding comes on top of the $11 million this
government committed towards protecting the
Leadbeater’s possum more broadly and making sure
that future logging practices will not only provide for a
sustainable timber industry but also significantly
support the recovery of the Leadbeater’s possum.
Although there are many other great initiatives, I turn to
my youth affairs portfolio. This government has had a
very strong focus on helping young people create
enterprise, giving them employment skills into the
future and making sure that they have a range of
opportunities that will assist them in getting work for
the long term. This government has previously set up
initiatives around helping young Victorians to establish
social enterprise operations as well as their own
businesses. We continue to do that going forward. We
are allocating $400 000 in this budget towards
designing and delivering a program that will assist
young Victorians to acquire enterprise and finance
skills that will be invaluable to them in the future. We
are also allocating $200 000 to deliver the Foundation
for Young Australians schools-based Worlds of Work
project, which will assist many young Victorians in
getting the skills they need for the future.
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I will quote some of the people in the youth sector who
have commented on our approach to helping young
Victorians get the skills they need. Dr Jan Owen, the
chief executive officer of the Foundation for Young
Australians, said:
Young people need an integrated education and career
pathway that doesn’t leave them in limbo when transitioning
from one to the other and that will equip them to adapt to
whatever tomorrow’s labour market throws at them. It’s
fantastic to see the Victorian government’s commitment to
preparing young people to tackle the challenges that lie ahead
of them.

David Brookes from Social Traders said:
As leaders supporting social enterprise development in
Australia, the Victorian government has partnered with Social
Traders to launch the New Gen youth-led social enterprise
initiative. This initiative is groundbreaking in its support for
young Victorians to start up and grow social enterprises
throughout Victoria.

The chief executive officer of Melbourne City Mission,
Ric Holland, said:
The state government is to be commended for the investments
it is making in programs that create pathways to employment
for young Victorians.

We are certainly on track with regard to helping young
Victorians get the skills they need. Of course it is
always hard for young Victorians to get into
employment, but through the youth affairs portfolio we
are making sure that we establish skills, help them gain
their contacts and give them opportunities to get into
long-term sustainable work.
I turn to my electorate. Under the previous government,
when I was in opposition, not one of my state schools
received any sort of funding for any sort of works, and
as a consequence many were in a very poor condition.
This government has worked to address a number of
the maintenance backlog issues that the previous
government left. I am very pleased that in the last few
years we have been able to allocate funds to both
Ringwood Heights and Ringwood North primary
schools.
This budget delivers for my electorate by allocating
over $800 000 to Warrandyte Primary School.
Warrandyte Primary School has been in need of
maintenance and redevelopment for quite some time. It
is a shame that the previous government did not see fit
to allocate funding to that school. In fact it is a shame
that the previous government let something in the order
of 200-plus schools go to rack and ruin, not allocating
the maintenance that was needed. This government is
addressing that issue, and I am very pleased that
Warrandyte Primary School has been allocated those

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Tuesday, 10 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

funds. When I was helping the school at the local IGA
fundraising barbecue, a number of parents expressed
support for this government and said they are very
grateful for the funding that we have been able to put
forward.
There are other items in the budget that will help my
constituents. Work at Ringwood station will begin in
just a few months. The policy to allow zone 2 travellers
to travel into the city on zone 1 fares is another great
initiative that my constituents are extremely supportive
of. For local businesses our moves to reduce payroll tax
will be very welcome. This is a great budget. It is a
shame that others are speaking against it when they
know it is a good budget, but this budget delivers, and I
am very proud to commend it to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — It is a
privilege to rise to speak on the motion to take note of
the budget papers. I first entered this chamber in 1992,
which marked the commencement of work on a
number of major infrastructure projects that are evident
in Melbourne today. Freeway linkages through the
CityLink project significantly reduced freight costs and
commuter travelling time across Melbourne. There was
the development of the Melbourne Docklands, which
we take for granted today — a vibrant part of the city of
Melbourne where there is further scope for growth.
There was the investment in the Melbourne Museum,
the State Library of Victoria and the National Gallery
of Victoria — all measures that provided employment.
In 1992 the Victorian unemployment rate was some
11.3 per cent. One was struck by the impact of it when
one went door to door and spoke to family members of
people who had lost jobs in middle management and
migrant parents of children who had completed tertiary
studies and subsequently had to go overseas to gain
employment. There were the financial measures
introduced to help retrieve the State Bank,
Tricontinental and Victorian Economic Development
Corporation losses. There was the good work done to
help develop Melbourne’s investment and exports
overseas with the strengthening and further
development of trade offices in Korea, Japan,
Indonesia, Germany and England, which was directed
towards assisting Victorian companies to expand export
markets.
In relation to the Sandringham electorate there have
been a number of important initiatives in the budget,
including $4.6 million as part of the budget
announcement to redevelop Sandringham East Primary
School, with an immediate $250 000 to begin works
and a subsequent sum of money — $4 350 000 — upon
the re-election of the coalition government. There is the
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$21 million allocated to build the new Southland
railway station, which in late April was marked by a
visit to the area by the Premier and the Minister for
Public Transport, where immediate works were
announced. This new station is predicted to cater for up
to 4400 commuters a day. Then there is the investment
of $10.6 million for the planning of the Mordialloc
bypass — the Mornington Peninsula Freeway
extension — which, upon its completion, will provide
benefits to the region in terms of a reduced volume of
vehicle traffic along the Nepean Highway and Beach
Road, as commuters exercise different options.
A significant achievement in the budget process was
the announcement that zones 1 and 2 travel would be
available for the price of a zone 1 fare. This will save
regular commuters $750 a year and daily commuters
into the city around $1200 a year. This is a major
reform which will be of benefit to residents of the
middle ring of suburbs of Melbourne. In my own
electorate it will also facilitate bus travel from places
such as Beaumaris and Black Rock to Sandringham
railway station or from Beaumaris, Cheltenham and
Mentone to the Mentone and Cheltenham stations with
some ease for the price of a zone 1 fare. In the future
planning will be required to better manage car parking
with the extension of the zones now that commuters
will predominantly seek to park around Sandringham
railway station and other local stations rather than
driving to stations at the start of zone 1. This
forward-looking government will need to cater for
parking around railway stations as well as allowing for
better bike parking within this precinct.
Then there is the outstanding vision of the Napthine
coalition government in relation to the Melbourne rail
link and airport link. This will provide important
infrastructure in the case of the Frankston line.
Commuters will travel to South Yarra station and then
go via Domain and Montague stations into Southern
Cross station and the city loop. It will provide a
different course for some commuters who seek to go to
Flinders Street, where a change will be necessitated at
the South Yarra station, but as I travelled to work today
I had to change at Richmond station to catch a loop
train to come to Parliament. The impact upon
commuters will not be unduly significant in contrast to
the benefit of having a more reliable service with a
dedicated track.
Then for the price of this project there is the airport rail
link, which will be an important outcome for a city with
a population that is projected to grow by
2 million people by the year 2050. It is significant too
that since my time in Parliament began Melbourne’s
population has grown by well over 1 million people.
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The impact of this upon infrastructure is a significant
issue that we as a community need to manage wisely
and well so that we have continuing sound access to
hospitals, schools and public transport and accessibility
across the metropolitan road network.
Another great achievement in the budget process has
been the allocation of funding for the provision of
protective services officers, in the case of the
Sandringham electorate, at Highett, Sandringham,
Cheltenham and Mentone railway stations. The
presence of protective services officers from 6.00 p.m.
until the last train will greatly enhance the sense of
safety and security for a wide range of travellers on
those lines, and it will also increase public transport
patronage. People will opt to enable family members to
commute by train from city sporting events or evening
activities in the city by train with that enhanced level of
security.
Recently the Minister for Ports visited the Sandringham
electorate to announce $276 000 for the Half Moon Bay
boat ramp. Recreational boating is a major aspect of
recreational bay activity in Victoria, and the provision
of an upgraded boat ramp will be of great benefit to
regular fishers on the bay. There have been some
difficulties with boats being stranded at low tide, which
have caused some inconvenience to recreational
anglers. With an increasing number of anglers on the
bay, it is important that the government maintains good
access to boat-launching infrastructure.
The boating industry is of great significance to Victoria
and also Australia. That expertise undergirds in part the
achievements of Australians at the Olympics through
the Sandringham and Black Rock yacht clubs, where
Olympic gold medal winners have been trained and
around-the-world sailors have commenced their
journeys.
There is the $8 million redevelopment of the Linton
Street, Moorabbin, community reserve as the new
headquarters for the Southern Football League. The
numbers involved in local clubs mean they are among
the largest clubs in Australia. The Beaumaris Football
Club has over 30 junior teams. I am pleased also to note
in this context that there has been the allocation
previously of $650 000 to fund the development of a
new pavilion at the Banksia Reserve in Beaumaris,
which will bring together in one clubhouse complex the
tennis club, the cricket club and the football club and
provide a great vision for the future. The Beaumaris
Football Club is doing an outstanding job in the
amateur football A grade or premier competition, and
the momentum towards the development of a new
clubhouse will further consolidate the efforts of club
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administrators, coaches and parents. It will be a great
meeting place within the Beaumaris community.
The budget provides infrastructure investment in the
previously announced bayside rail improvement
project, which will enable X’trapolis trains to travel on
the Frankston line. This involves station improvement,
and included in that element, as I alluded to earlier, is
the $21 million to build the Southland station, which
will provide ease of access to an important regional
shopping complex for residents in Bentleigh,
Mordialloc and different parts of Melbourne, who will
be able to feed directly into that railway spine and into
the shopping centre.
There is also the earlier funding of $284 000 for the
coastal erosion project for Mentone beach, which is an
important enhancement to coastal amenity. The littoral
or shoreline movement of sand is a natural feature of
our coastline, and replenishment of lost sand maintains
important beach areas for recreational swimmers as
well as those engaged in the sport of lifesaving. The
numbers in lifesaving clubs in the Sandringham
electorate have in recent years reached over
1000 members, and they represent an important area for
the development of sporting skill in the art of
lifesaving, first aid and competitive boating events.
One of the great achievements of the coalition
government has been the reopening of the New Street
railway gates, which has better dispersed the movement
of traffic within the bayside region and has meant that
the impact of vehicles clogging up the Hampton Street
shopping precinct is not deleterious to the commercial
outcomes of the business enterprises in that area. Of all
the projects that have been undertaken by the
government in recent years, the reopening of the New
Street railway gates has been one that has been widely
applauded by Sandringham electorate constituents from
Beaumaris, Black Rock, Sandringham and Hampton.
When the coalition came to government, it encountered
the Labor failures of myki, the pokies licence shortfall,
the failure of HealthSMART, the desalination plant,
which is costing over $1.8 million a day, the ICT cost
overruns, including projects such as the ultranet, which
was recently abandoned for a loss of $180 million of
investment, and the inaction of Electronic
Conveyancing Victoria, which at my last count saw an
investment of over $50 million investment for no
effective outcome or return. If I had $180 million for
my electorate today, much could be done to improve
government-funded infrastructure not only within the
electorate but also within the region. Then there was the
investment in the north–south pipeline of $760 million,
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a sum that would eliminate the maintenance backlog in
Victorian schools.
In broad terms the budget will deliver a surplus of
$1.3 million in 2014–15 financial year, building to a
$3.3 billion surplus in 2017–18. It will also undergird
strong employment growth and see a reduction in state
debt. In relation to higher education and training, the
budget has seen a $1.2 billion investment, which is
50 per cent higher than the funding committed by the
opposition when it was in government. The number of
people undertaking training in identified skill shortage
areas has increased from 49 per cent under the former
government to 70 per cent under this government. That
is critical when there are workplace shortages in a range
of skills that are otherwise made up through a change in
the migration intake parameters, which we have seen a
debate on in the media in recent times.
It is pleasing to note across the state the reinvestment in
hospital infrastructure: the rebuilding of the Box Hill
Hospital; the building of the Monash Children’s
hospital; the development of the Ballarat hospital and
the investment in the Geelong Hospital; the building at
the Frankston Hospital, Northern Hospital and
Werribee Mercy Hospital and also the Latrobe
Regional Hospital; and even in regional Victoria at the
Boort hospital. Investment in hospitals is a great
commitment on the part of the coalition government
and will deliver better services.
In relation to school education, there has been an
investment of $9.2 billion in 2015 and over
$500 million in capital funding for new schools and
refurbishment of schools. I note that this is a continuing
project, and it was only in the last week that I was at
Beaumaris North Primary School, where the school
principal indicated to me the areas of need. There has
been a lot of continuing work and representations by
the Sandringham electorate in relation to further
reinvestment in school infrastructure. As the economy
grows there is scope to derive the tax revenue to better
distribute taxpayers dollars to build valuable
infrastructure, and school infrastructure is certainly very
important.
I am also pleased to note that for people who are
carrying the burden of excessive water bills there will
be a cut of $100 per year to benefit Melbourne
residential water users. It was only two weeks ago that I
visited a pensioner in my electorate who had a penalty
water bill as a result of there being an appliance where
the water continued to run and the person was not
aware of it. She had incurred a bill of $1200. A saving
of $100 a year will benefit her in her immediate
circumstances, along with many other people across the
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state of Victoria. These are just some of the measures
that will be of benefit to constituents in the
Sandringham electorate and other people across
Victoria. It is a privilege to note the continuing
investment in infrastructure in this state.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a great pleasure
to rise and speak on this take-note motion on this year’s
coalition budget. It is difficult to start with anything
other than the enormous gaffe made by the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Tarneit, who is the
alternative Treasurer. No-one in the house has looked
up, because clearly everyone is well and truly aware
that it was an enormous gaffe: a $1 billion gaffe, in fact.
The member for Tarneit said in a press release that:
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.

However, as you know, Acting Speaker, as the rest of
the house now knows and as this side of the house has
always known, there was not a single dollar of funding
for the western section of the east–west link allocated in
the 2013–14 financial year in the Victorian budget —
not a single dollar. Any federal funding paid in 2013–
14 is simply to add to the healthy surplus that has
already been forecast for the year. That is a great way to
launch into a speech about this year’s budget by the
coalition government. It puts the alternative Treasurer
and his alternative team in stark contrast to the coalition
government. This is virtually the same team that was in
place in 2010 and was responsible for leaving the
Victorian economy in a very precarious position.
The coalition government’s Victorian state budget will
deliver a once-in-a-generation boost to state-shaping
infrastructure. It will create jobs and economic growth
and will boost productivity right across the state. This
budget will provide infrastructure and services for
Victorian families and local communities, which will
dramatically change how we move the goods and
services that will be provided to the people of this great
state. The coalition government has committed
$27 billion in state-shaping infrastructure. That
state-shaping infrastructure will create jobs, boost
productivity and build a better Victoria. That is why
this government was elected in 2010.
Through the responsible management of the economy
the coalition is able to deliver better services, which is
reflected in record funding for health, education,
community safety and support for the most vulnerable
in our community. Responsible economic government
by itself is not enough, but responsible economic
government is essential to provide the services and
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infrastructure this state needs. This budget goes a long
way to delivering the needs of this state. At the same
time it is repairing an enormous amount of damage that
was done during the 11 years of the Labor government.
The Napthine government is running a responsible
budget which will deliver a $1.3 billion surplus. That is
a surplus that has been unheard of in this state over a
long period of time, including the 11 years of the Labor
government. It is a strong budget, it is a positive budget
and it is a budget that delivers for today and plans for
the future. That is what the Victorian people have asked
for from this government, and that is why this
government was elected in 2010. Only a coalition
government has the skills and experience to manage the
biggest business in the state, which is the state
government. Most other businesses in the state rely on
this big business being run properly and well. The
coalition government is running this business well, and
this budget is very strong evidence of that. The haste
with which the opposition was happy to pass the budget
today clearly shows that it believes the same thing. It
recognises that this budget is exactly what this state
needs, and it was in a great rush to pass the budget
today. It was probably the quickest that any budget has
been passed in this state, which is another great
compliment to this government.
There are an enormous number of issues to cover when
discussing this budget. I will cover some of those issues
in my speech. I will discuss how this state budget
relates to my local area, but I will also refer to some of
the broader issues that have been improved by the
budget. The state government is putting more money
into health to ensure that Victorians can receive
world-class health care, more into education so
Victorians young and old can receive world-class
education, more into law and order so Victorians can be
and feel safer and more into roads and public transport
so Victorians can move around the state with greater
ease, more affordably and in greater safety. Those are
important investments, the effect of which is being felt
throughout the state. The improvements are palpable.
When I speak to people in my electorate, they always
refer to the fact that infrastructure and services are
being improved and improved quite quickly.
In late 2010 the coalition government took over
Victoria’s finances. As I said earlier, those finances
were precariously balanced. Labor’s debt was again
spiralling out of control to levels similar to the record
levels seen under former premiers Cain and Kirner.
One would have thought that it would be impossible to
have a government that did worse than the Cain and
Kirner governments. However, the most recent Labor
government went out of its way to make sure that its
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money handling was as poor as the Cain and Kirner
days. People need only look around the state to see
some of the damage caused by those in charge of the
most recent Labor government, including the
$1.8 million a day that Victorians are paying for the
desalination plant; the north–south pipeline, which sits
there being unused; and the debacle that myki was
under Labor.
You have only to look around the state to see how
devastating Labor’s management was. Many of these
things have been repaired, many are still under repair,
and many are still to be repaired. We had 11 years of
bungled major projects. That just re-emphasised that
Labor just cannot manage money and it cannot manage
major projects. Every time it attempts to do so, it just
proves it again and again.
There is always a price to pay when you build
something that is weak. The Labor Party builds its
parliamentary party from a very small breeding ground.
It builds it from unions and electorate officers. When
you build a parliamentary party from unions and
electorate officers and when you are trying to manage
the state’s finances, that is when the price has to be
paid, and that is when the price is always paid with
Labor. It has such a small gene pool from which to
build its parliamentary party that of course there is no
problem understanding why it struggles when it comes
to finances.
In the last years of the Kennett government, Jeff
Kennett ran the state on $17.2 billion, with a
$1.8 billion surplus, so it was $19 billion a year to run
the whole state. He had infrastructure being built all
over the state, and Victoria was a leader not only in
Australia but in many parts of the world in quite a few
areas. After that, Labor took over, and over the next
10 years it had over $400 billion to spend. What did it
build and what did it achieve? It took over with
virtually no debt, had $400 billion over 10 years and
handed over the same levels of debt as Cain and Kirner
had. What does that tell us about the money managing
capability of Labor? Every time Labor has an
opportunity it proves time and again that it cannot
manage money.
I remember thinking, as I said earlier, that there could
not be a more incompetent government than that
provided by the Cain and Kirner governments, but I am
afraid the most recent Labor government was able to
prove that thinking wrong. It gives us an opportunity to
reflect on the mess that these same people, who are
putting themselves forward again for the same jobs,
would make of the rebuild which this state has
undergone over the last three and a half years and
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which is still happening. The promise that this budget
brings to the state could be swept away just as easily
again by re-election of the Labor Party, which would
ruin the finances of this state yet again.
From the perspective of my electorate, $359 000 will be
put into Moorooduc Primary School. That school
operated for 11 years with virtually no input of money,
but we have been able to put in $759 000 for an
upgrade of that school. Those involved in the school
and the children in it are very grateful that they will
have much improved facilities. Also almost $1 million
will be put into the Pearcedale Primary School. That is
an important primary school because it also deals with
hearing-impaired children. It is a very important school
for my electorate, as it is for whole state. Obviously
these investments in my local area build on investments
that have been made over the last three years, including
$16.3 million for the Somerville police station. On top
of that we have the $81 million expansion of Frankston
Hospital, which obviously is the local hospital for my
community, and construction of the new $4 million
Somerville technical college, which is really important.
As we know, the Cain and Kirner governments got rid
of technical colleges in Victoria, and since that time
people who do not fit particularly well in the normal
curriculum of a school have felt like failures because
they do not actually receive the kind of teaching they
need to match their skills, but their skills are every bit
as important to our economy and our state as others.
The reintroduction of technical colleges is an important
thing. BlueScope Steel, Inghams Enterprises, the Port
of Hastings Development Authority and Esso will all
contribute to the curriculum of this technical school so
that we can grow and train local kids and they can take
local jobs. That is a very important aspect for my
community and something we are working on.
Members of the house will know of the $110 million
that is already being invested in the port of Hastings
development. That stands in stark contrast to Labor’s
policy of saying, ‘What are we up to this week?’. Labor
members know, when you speak to them offline, that
they cannot possibly put a port in Port Phillip because
the heads there will not allow the big ships to go
through. The channel cannot be dredged deeply enough
to get the ships in. Labor members know they will not
be able to put it into Port Phillip, so they have really got
themselves stuck in a bit of a quandary, and they would
end up having to go for the Hastings option at some
point. But of course if Labor implemented the policy
that it had the last time it was in power, that would
decimate my local community. That policy was to
create a port that expanded from one end of Western
Port to the other. It also had a great toxic element to it,
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which included a bitumen plant, a urea plant and coal
drying plants. It would have been the worst of all
worlds for my electorate.
The plan that we have put in place gives a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to my community that is
refined to just above Hastings with no industrialisation
south of Hastings. It allows for no use of the Stony
Point line for freight from the port. That is another thing
that the Labor Party was going to do. It was going to
use the Stony Point line for the freight, which would
have ruined the passenger service. It was also going to
put an extra freight line straight up through the middle
of Pearcedale. Labor had absolutely no care at all for
the population of the Western Port area. It only had a
plan in mind just to move freight. Now, because Labor
needs the votes around the Werribee, Melton and
Geelong areas, its members have decided to drop
50 years of bipartisan support for the port of Hastings
and go with some plan for a dot on the map at Bay
West, which they know is impossible to do.
In summary, the government has worked across the
state to develop a very strong economy and is working
to further strengthen it. In my local community there
has been an enormous shift and enormous impetus.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — It is my
pleasure to follow the member for Hastings and to
concur with and endorse many of his thoughts. In
particular I outline to the house this evening the benefits
of the coalition government’s budget, both for the state
of Victoria and for my local community. Given that this
is our final budget in this parliamentary term, it is
useful and appropriate to reflect on the enormous
achievements thus far and the enormous strides that
have been taken in delivering not only for our state but
also for our local community, including my electorate
of Mount Waverley.
When I turn my thoughts back to the first budget I am
struck again — and it needs to be stated again as a
matter of record — by the disastrous state of the
finances inherited by the coalition government when it
came to office. The facts speak for themselves:
expenditure growth had outstripped revenue over the
previous decade whilst Labor was in power and
spending grew by an average of 8 per cent a year, in
contrast to revenue growth of only 7.3 per cent. The
government over that decade was clearly operating in
structural deficit. The only thing that saved that
government from greater scrutiny was the one-off sugar
hits from the commonwealth, which boosted the coffers
of the Bracks and Brumby governments and meant that
the operating surplus was masked in many ways. Most
importantly, Labor knew at the time — and most
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people who have managed a household budget would
know — that that position was simply unsustainable.
You cannot continue over a decade to spend more on
day-to-day services and expenses than you earn without
either maxing out your credit card or getting the one-off
sugar hits, and that is what happened under the previous
government.
It was the challenge for the coalition government to put
in place its values and beliefs about living within its
means. That is a key part of the coalition government’s
principles: that for day-to-day expenditure the
government of Victoria should live within its means,
because the alternative proposition is unthinkable. The
alternative proposition is to have future generations
saddled with debt and deficit as a result of our operating
expenses. That is the simple fact of the matter. It does
not matter whether it is a household budget, a
community organisation or the state government of
Victoria, you cannot on a day-to-day basis continue to
spend more than you receive in income.
That is a clear principle, and the coalition government
was determined to ensure that it put itself on a
sustainable footing so that it could live within its
means. It was not easy, because not only was the
budget in structural deficit but there was a reduction in
the global economy. The reduction in state taxes and
GST as a result of the changed economic circumstances
averaged a write-down of more than $1.9 billion a year,
which was more than the loss during the 2008 financial
crisis, just to put that into perspective. I say that because
it is a fundamental point of difference in the values,
views and philosophies of this side of the house and the
opposition.
Putting aside building infrastructure and whether you
believe it should be funded by a mixture of debt and
surpluses over time, the fact remains that day-to-day
expenses should not be put on the credit card for future
generations to pay off. That is morally wrong, and that
is the difference between this side of the house and the
other side. It is something we have moved very swiftly
to rectify. If there were ever a change in government
back to Labor, we know that the old traits would return:
spending more than comes in as revenue and a return to
structural deficit and to the morally bankrupt principle
of saddling future generations with debt and deficit and
interest payments to fund day-to-day services.
This government has reduced the growth of net debt
significantly and also the growth of public sector debt.
There is more to do in relation to that; there is no
question about it. Importantly in this economic context
the government has always maintained that, wherever
possible, Victorians are better placed to make decisions
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on how they spend money than the government acting
on their behalf. With this in mind I note the reduction in
payroll tax from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent starting
from 1 July.
It is an important principle reflecting our view that
people are better at determining how to spend their
money than state or federal governments wherever
possible. If you have that view, you believe in a lower
tax environment, as the Treasurer has indicated. Not
only is this saving consistent with our values and
beliefs, it will also save Victorian businesses around
$234 million over four years. It will benefit around
39 000 Victorian employers and confirm our state as
having the second lowest rate of payroll tax in
Australia. For payrolls between $4.7 million and
$26.7 million Victoria will have the lowest effective
payroll tax of any jurisdiction in the country.
In addition to the payroll tax cut, I note that from 1 July
the duty payable on life insurance in Victoria will be
abolished entirely, saving consumers $16 million over
four years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GIDLEY — I note the sarcasm of the members
opposite; they would not understand that that saving,
which has come from hard work, is significant. If you
throw around the sort of money that was thrown at
myki, the desalination plant and other things, of course
you do not understand the value of money. That is clear
from those interjections and from Labor’s record. The
spendathon would continue under Labor and be
consistent with its rhetoric.
I note that this is a quarter of a billion dollars in tax
relief and, most importantly, a dividend of good
economic management. It goes without saying that, if
Labor had managed projects better when it was in
government, had not spent the bank and had not been in
structural deficit, we would have the capacity to reduce
taxes and charges even further. However, we accept the
path we were elected on: to restore the state budget and
reduce the growth both in general debt and in total
public sector liabilities — growth which otherwise
would have continued under Labor. That is very much
consistent with our principles and the fact that,
wherever possible, after governments have met their
responsibilities people are better than governments at
determining how they spend their money and should
therefore have the lowest taxing environment possible.
With that in mind, it is important to note where we
were when we were elected to government and where
we are today and to acknowledge those strides forward.
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In addition, in my local community there have been a
number of projects which have seen significant
improvements in the lives of residents of Glen
Waverley and Mount Waverley. I note that in the area
of transport the Glen Waverley line has gone from
being one of the worst performing train lines in
Melbourne prior to us coming to government to one of
the best performing, and that is consistent with the
$12 million-plus rebuilding of the Glen Waverley line
which the government undertook, replacing
45 000 sleepers and the ballast and ensuring that
Melbourne is not the laughing stock of the world by
having a train line shut for the Kooyong Classic, which
happened on three different occasions under Labor
because the Glen Waverley line was so unreliable.
In addition to that, I note that we are making good
progress on our $1.8 million Glen Waverley railway
station upgrade, which will be finished later this year. It
will provide commuters with improved facilities not
only in terms of lighting but also in terms of disability
access and safety and security. The $10.8 million
Syndal multistorey car park is progressing well, with
preliminary works already done and the project set to
continue. That is an increase on what we proposed,
because we have ensured that the project complements
the natural character of the area and has other
improvements, such as anti-graffiti paint setbacks and
other things. There is also the 601 express bus service
to Monash University, which was talked about for
nearly a decade. It took a coalition government to
cough up the money to put that to a trial and then
extend that on a permanent basis, and it is now one of
the most patronised express bus routes in Melbourne.
Over its parliamentary term the coalition government
has also taken important steps to improve the
opportunities available for future generations. Just as
this government will not saddle future generations with
debt and deficit around their necks for day-to-day
expenses, it will also ensure that our education system
is focused on producing high-quality education
outcomes. Part of that is about ensuring that
infrastructure is well maintained and built. I note that
the $4.5 million Pinewood Primary School rebuilding
and upgrade is on track, as well as the $250 000
walkway project for that school. The $2 million Mount
Waverley North Primary School refurbishment and
modernisation has been completed, and we look
forward to opening that shortly. The Essex Heights
Primary School rebuild has been opened at a cost of
around $7.8 million, and the Mount Waverley
Secondary College junior campus was opened in
2011–12 by the Minister for Education. That was great
to see.
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It is not all about money and spending money; it is also
about ensuring parental choice in education, and that is
one of the things the coalition government has done,
because we understand that part of a strong, quality
education system is ensuring that parents have the
opportunity to send their children to schools with the
values and beliefs they want to instil. If you believe in
that key component of non-government education, then
you must stand up and support the exemptions the
coalition puts forward to equal opportunity laws. I note
very clearly that they were opposed by the opposition
because, whilst there might be some members of the
opposition who have sympathies with independent and
non-government education, the reality is that Labor as a
whole has no time for the non-government,
independent sector; hence it opposed the equal
opportunity laws we put through and hence it will not
support parental choice in relation to that. It is not just
about money; it is about values in education.
I note that there are a couple of examples in which the
coalition government is putting its values, beliefs,
principles and priorities into action. Health is one of the
most important areas for us. Whether it is for a family
member or another loved one, you can never replace
the importance of health services. As the state member
of Parliament for my district, I am proud that there has
never been more funding going into our local health
services. I note the $250 million-plus Monash
Children’s hospital. Again, we are not saddling the
future generations of our state with debt and deficit; we
are giving them parental choice for their children, as
well as good health services. That $250 million-plus
facility will be a fine paediatric services facility. It was
talked about for many years by the opposition without
delivery, although I note the opposition’s supposed
support for that now.
The MonashLink Community Health Service, a very
good allied health service smack bang in the middle of
Glen Waverley, will certainly assist in relation to
providing local and specialised services for residents. I
am also pleased that MonashLink has been able to
continue with its program in relation to its Hughesdale
facilities, although they are not in my district but in
Oakleigh.
Finally, on public safety there have again been
tremendous steps forward by the coalition government
in relation to securing a safe community. One of the
ways in which that happens is by ensuring that we have
proactive front-line policing services, and to do that you
need to have the necessary infrastructure in place. The
coalition government has spent more than $27.8 million
on the police academy in Glen Waverley to upgrade
that facility so that when officers are in a training
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process or indeed a retraining process they have access
to those facilities. There are 940 protective services
officers, and in my electorate that will mean that every
station will be manned as a consequence of that Glen
Waverley police academy upgrade.
There is a $1.5 million saving and modernisation of the
Mount Waverley police station. When we came to
office the bulldozers were there. The ‘For sale’ sign
was about to go up, and the community was about to
lose that police station. The government acted very
quickly and ensured that the station was not closed. The
government has acted very quickly to ensure a
$1.5 million refurbishment and modernisation program
for that site, whilst acknowledging the neighbourhood
character and ensuring that it is a 24-hour operational
response station. There is no question about that. That
is going to make a real difference to public safety in my
electorate. In the time that has been allocated to me, I
have given a few highlights. I commend the budget to
the house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Since we
debated the budget in the Parliament last week a great
deal has obviously happened that has caused a lot of
people to become engaged in state politics — some for
the first time. I have to say many around my electorate
have expressed various views about state politics after
the events of the last few weeks and days.
For the benefit of members opposite it is necessary to
make the point again that of course Labor will be
passing the budget. The only party that is talking about
scuttling the budget is the Greens political party, not
Labor. We will not see teachers, firefighters and
nurses — all of those who work very hard for our
state — fall short because of the state that this
Parliament finds itself in. However, not for one moment
does that mean that this is the kind of budget Victoria
needs at this time. Far from it. In fact it fails on so very
many fronts. Today it even failed to rate a mention in
the Dorothy Dixers. I think the Treasurer got one
question in about the state of the economy and in that
he made reference to the budget, but it otherwise failed
to rate a significant mention in question time today. If
this is such a critical budget — according to
government members it is — why was it largely
overlooked by them today in question time?
In joining this debate on the state budget I want to shut
down all the circus noise and music, spin and
pantomime to focus on what really matters to
Victorians. This budget will affect those who are
sending kids off to school, who need a hospital bed or
who are looking for a job. Sadly we have seen more
and more fall into the latter category on this

Tuesday, 10 June 2014

government’s watch. It will also affect those who are
waiting for a train, tram or bus, or sitting at a dangerous
level crossing, those who are trying to run their small
business, those who are looking for a place at TAFE,
those who are trying to send their kids to kinder, and
those who have a disability. In fact the government has
left no-one out, no-one is unaffected by the state budget
or unconcerned about its implications for them and
their family.
A budget is an opportunity for all Victorians to
understand what a government is all about — its
priorities, its long-term goals and the values that
underpin it — but at times the lines and spin generated
around a budget make it fairly difficult to distil fact
from fiction. Understanding the truth about a budget is
critically important for each and every one of us, so on
budget day and on the days that followed the Treasurer
sold his budget to Victorians. The fact that the
government was just a tad heavy on the spin and a tad
light on the facts was evident in the mix-up on the
location of the new station in Fishermans Bend, which
we now understand is a new station in Southbank.
Sadly we Victorians have grown accustomed to this
state government’s habit of falling over its feet. Spin
has always come ahead of substance and noise has
always come ahead of action. This is not the foundation
for good government, and as a consequence it is the
view of the members on this side of this house that this
government has simply lost its way.
I have a healthy regard for this government’s capacity
to turn its back on the vulnerable, the sick, the
homeless, job seekers and those struggling with a
disability, and we have seen this at each and every state
budget. I am sad to say that this budget is simply no
different. Compounding this disgraceful approach is the
pitiful effort by government members and the Premier
to put a stop to the worst effects of the federal budget,
which of course came after the state budget. We know
that government members are very worried about the
federal budget, but they are worried for their own sakes
and the electoral consequences for them. They are not
actually worried about how it will impact on Victorians.
Of course little did we know that the Victorian budget
was just a taste of what was to come.
The Liberal spin on the day and days after the budget
was released was that the budget was ‘visionary’. As
the government slammed into working families just one
more time, just for good measure, it had the gall to spin
the budget as being visionary. In fact I remember
listening to talkback the day after the budget. Liberal
Party members were clearly calling in on the talkback
numbers repeatedly. Constantly they had their scripts,
and the word they were pumping out there was
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‘visionary’ — it was a visionary budget, a visionary
Premier and a visionary time. They were very
concerned to make that point. The script had been sent
out and so that is what they were sending in — and on
and on it went. It got me thinking about what it actually
takes to make a visionary budget. Could the budget
before us be fairly described as a visionary budget?
Given that visionaries are often described as those who
can see a long way into the future, perhaps this was the
best way to regard the budget given how long into the
future Victorians will have to wait to see many of the
government’s projects come to life, but I do not think
this is the conclusion government members or Liberal
Party members who were calling in on talkback were
hoping for us to draw. No matter how hard I have tried
I cannot come even close to describing this budget
using that term.
As a Victorian first and Labor Party member second I
am always hopeful that the challenges ahead will be
understood by this Liberal government and, most
importantly, that it will want to do something about
them. Instead we have this shabby state budget. In fact
if you were looking for an example of how not to be
visionary, this is the document you would reference.
Think about this: we have a budget that has a 6.4 per
cent unemployment rate, which is higher than the
national average of 5.8 per cent. More than
50 000 Victorians have lost their jobs on this Liberal
government’s watch, but the jobs this budget is talking
about creating will be created way off into the future,
not now when we need them the most. There is another
cut to health worth $831 million while 10 000 people
wait on elective surgery waiting lists, the longest the
lists have ever been. The budget also cuts another
$124 million from TAFE. I noted that some education
cash was splashed around, but it was often at schools
that had not even asked for funding. This clearly
demonstrates to me that it is postcodes, not an
educational priority, that has driven this agenda.
Victorians are no doubt sceptical, to say the very least,
about this government’s latest public transport frolic, as
it has abandoned so many of its other public transport
fixes, including the Rowville and Doncaster rail links,
Avalon Airport, Southland station, the redevelopment
of Flinders Street, rail links between Geelong, Bendigo
and Ballarat et cetera. This budget has also cut
$75 million from kinders, it has cut $62 million from
environmental programs, it has cut the Victorian energy
efficiency target — all of this — and still Victorians
live under a government which will deliver the highest
taxing budget in Victoria’s history.
In relation to my electorate this budget will clearly
leave my community worse off. It is bad news for our
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schools, it is bad news for anyone waiting for a hospital
bed, it is bad news for people needing aged care, it is
bad news for our kinders, it is bad news for the
homeless, it is bad news for public transport users and,
yet again, it is bad news for the Chandler Highway
bridge. Not a cent — not a single dollar — has been put
forward to fix the bottlenecks that occur on the
Chandler Highway bridge. The plans drawn up under
the former Labor government to fix the Chandler
Highway bridge are still gathering dust. There are so
many plans just like this one for the Chandler Highway
bridge that have just sat on the shelf gathering dust, and
this budget will do nothing to address those. I think that
for me what best summed up this budget, and in
particular its lack of vision, on the day it was released
was the fact that it provides twice as much for prison
beds as for hospital beds — that is what this budget has
delivered.
There is one area that I think demands special attention,
and that is the area of innovation. Napoleon once said,
‘Never interrupt your opponent when they are in the
middle of making a mistake’, but this mistake by the
state government will cost and is costing Victorians
dearly every day, and something must be done about it
as a matter of urgency. I know those opposite do not
want to admit it, but Victoria is in the middle of a
manufacturing crisis, and it simply does not have to be.
Too often we have heard the cry from the economic
pointy heads, the ideologues and the intellectually lazy
that it is simply too expensive to build anything in our
state or in our country; that our future lies in tourism,
farming and digging stuff up — that we have a pub, a
farm and a quarry and that is it. Who do they blame for
this? They do not blame themselves, of course; they
blame the workers, they blame the unions. In fact they
blame anyone who thinks there is more to be valued in
manufacturing something of value than in
manufacturing canapés. It does not matter that there are
so many examples of high-cost economies with strong
manufacturing bases and with workers who are valued,
not derided — skilled workers who have a future
because as far as their governments are concerned their
wellbeing is critical to the wellbeing of the entire state.
So how have the governments running those economies
done it? How have those governments managed to
structure their economies in that way? It is very simple:
they make stuff. They make smart stuff. They know
they cannot compete with low-cost economies that can
mass-produce low-value goods, so they make
high-value stuff in workshops that protect their
intellectual capital. They use their research capacities to
not only find solutions to problems but to find solutions
that the market needs, and all of this leads to jobs for
their citizens. In short, they understand that in order to
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generate skilled jobs they need to keep ahead of the
game, and they do that by understanding the critical
role governments must play in supporting research and
innovation.
We are best placed to embrace this challenge, if only
we are given the opportunity to do so. The science,
technology and industry scoreboard developed by the
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD) rates how major economies are
performing when it comes to research and innovation.
On this measure we rank 11th in the world — or no. 1
if our population is taken into account. Around the
world we have a reputation for being pretty damn
smart, but when it comes to commercialising what we
know we are not so smart. Unfortunately, on this
measure we sit on equal 21st, well behind other OECD
countries. It is here, in this disconnect between our
ability to research and our ability to then commercialise
what we have learnt, that the state government must
play an active role, yet here in Victoria we have a
government in active retreat.
Keeping in mind the future demise of our car industry,
who in their right mind would cut programs designed to
fund the next job-manufacturing industry? I guess it
would be the same people who think that cutting money
from TAFE is also going to help Victoria’s economy.
Members should just bear in mind that since coming to
office this government has cut $45 million from
funding for science and innovation. That is a 60 per
cent cut. A fact sheet compiled by the minister’s own
department says that the automotive industry has the
highest research and development spend of any
manufacturing sector in Australia, yet even this
industry’s demise is not enough to convince this
government to do what other countries around the
world are doing, and that is to look at innovation as the
pathway to skilled job creation. So strong are Liberal
government members’ ideological reflexes that they are
prepared to sacrifice Victoria’s chance to create good
jobs and skilled jobs; jobs of value to each and every
one of us. Why is this? In my view and in the view of
members on this side, those opposite simply could not
care less about Victorians’ jobs.
At a personal level, I like the member for Brighton. I
reckon we could sit and have dinner at any time and
find points of interest and agree on a great many things.
At a political level, unlike so many of her colleagues at
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings, I have to say that at least she was prepared to
be up-front about her ideological position. At PAEC
she said that there is little if any role for her to play in
this space. Can you believe that? Our state is facing this
enormous crisis in manufacturing, and the Minister for
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Innovation said that there is no role for her to play in
finding what jobs will replace those lost in the vehicle
industry. The minister did acknowledge the medical
precincts, the film industry, the Australian Synchrotron,
and that none of these things happened by accident. She
said that the Labor government had made huge
investments in this space and that that has benefited
each and every one of us.
But the minister did not want to go so far as to say that
she was prepared to revisit her ideological view and
actually take a different approach to managing
innovation in this state. In fact most people in the sector
when I meet with them compare the minister to John
Brumby, who was formerly innovation minister and
who has consistently been described to me as visionary
in this space — a visionary. By comparison they say
that this minister clearly is not, which is a shame. This
is costing Victorians dearly, and in response the
minister wants to talk more about trade missions. I am
not saying that we should get rid of trade missions, I am
not saying we should abandon them, but clearly we
should be doing both, because we need to grow skilled
jobs in order to have something to trade. That is what
we need to do.
Because of the lack of leadership in this area we are
giving our competitors overseas an advantage. They are
not going to let all of the skilled people and people who
are terrific at research sit idle. They are going to pluck
them from our state, and those skilled jobs will go
overseas and we will not see the benefit for Victoria.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — It is a somewhat
rare privilege for a former Premier to speak on a
budget, and this is the second occasion on which I have
had the opportunity. I think it has been a long time
since a former Premier has had two such opportunities.
It is not only a rare privilege but also a pleasure to
speak on this budget. By any measure it is a strong and
a good budget, and it is a budget that the coalition
government in Victoria can be proud of, particularly
given the circumstances it has faced as a government.
When we came to office we said we were here to fix
the problems and build the future. I well remember the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG) meetings
when I sat with my colleague premiers and we
discussed our respective financial positions. All,
including the Labor governments of the day, advised
that they had commenced with budgets that were
unsustainable, and that is exactly the situation we found
when we came to office — a budget that was
fundamentally unsustainable. Action had to be taken,
and we made that commitment. We made the decisions
that were necessary. We made the judgements that were
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necessary about the future of Victoria. At that time and
in the context of fixing the problems and building the
future we committed to provide this state with a more
sustainable budget, to provide this state with a more
productive economy, to seek to grow our markets, to
grow the Victorian economy and to assist those
industries in Victoria that were transitioning in the
changing economy. We made those broad
commitments, and we have stuck to them through the
term of this government.
We have fixed many of the problems that were left to
us, and they are so numerous that it is difficult to
mention them all. They include the unsustainable basis
for post-secondary training in this state; problems like
the Ararat prison; the north–south pipeline; IT projects
that were overblown, overbudget and over time; smart
meters; the synchrotron; the fish market; the gaming
machines tender; and various other issues. I will not go
into them all. We have heard many times in this place
about the regional rail link and the disasters that were
left behind for this government to fix. The many major
projects and the problems in the building industry
around the building commissioner are just some of the
others. We have dealt with those issues as best we have
been able to do, and in many cases we can say that
those problems have been largely resolved.
Along the way we have sought to produce a budget that
is more sustainable. We are in a position in Victoria to
say that we have a AAA-rated budget with a positive
outlook, and no other jurisdiction in this country can
say that. Four years ago the budget in Victoria was, as I
said before, fundamentally unsustainable, and we have
delivered on our commitment in that regard. We have
slowed the growth in expenditure, we have stabilised
debt, we have reduced the public service as it needed to
be reduced down to a more sustainable level. We have
introduced a responsible wages policy through more
forensic enterprise bargaining agreements. We have
made commitments around stamp duty to reduce stamp
duty burdens for first home buyers. We have extended
the energy concession to 12 months. We have led the
nation in calls for transformational structural change at
a federal level, all in regard to providing a more
sustainable budget. That is what this budget now
delivers on after four years.
We can be proud that the Victorian budget delivers a
substantial surplus and will deliver more substantial
surpluses in the years ahead. That is what we planned,
that is what we have drawn attention to over the last
few years and that is what we have delivered. I well
remember a press conference after a COAG meeting
where I made the point, both inside the meeting and at
the press conference, that decisions made at a federal
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level by the former federal Labor government, the
Gillard government, were going to impose upon the
states massive additional expenditure and impose upon
the commonwealth massive additional expenditure, and
that the expenditure was unfunded. I made those points
at that press conference, and the Prime Minister of the
day, Julia Gillard, sought to ridicule those claims. We
now see that all of those claims have proved to be very
much the case. We were prevented at COAG through
those years from having discussions about important
issues on the one hand and on the other hand about the
funding of those important issues, and now all
Australians are contending with those facts — and they
are the facts.
Along the way not only have we produced a sustainable
budget but we have produced a more productive
economy, with the biggest tax reforms in 20 years
around the fire services levy. We have reduced
WorkCover premiums to the lowest they have been in
the state, and we continue to reduce them. We have led
the case for a national construction cost inquiry,
something we still need to have if we are going to get a
handle on construction costs in this state in particular.
We have produced the taxi reforms that were necessary,
that many said were impossible, and they have been
important reforms. I know there are some in the taxi
industry who baulked at that, but from talking to the
drivers, as I have done, I know they now welcome
those changes. The drivers welcome the additional
income they are getting.
The changes around liquor licensing and planning
reform have been well received. We have grown our
markets and we have grown our economy. We have
ensured that in the process we have, as the previous
speaker said, balanced our activities. Yes, we have led
trade missions in an unprecedented way. In fact we
have set the standard for international engagement, and
everywhere I go I am able to say proudly that the
coalition in Victoria has taken up the challenge.
Whether it be in Japan, China, Indonesia, the Middle
East, India or in other nations, our trading partners
welcome engagement with Victoria, and it is important
that we continue that.
We have also, through the Regional Growth Fund,
ensured that all Victorians get a share of the benefits of
this budget. We sought to grow our markets and our
economy, and in these difficult times we have gone out
of our way to assist those industries that are in
transition — some of which are dramatically so.
In regard to the core messages in this budget we can say
that we have delivered on a surplus and on stabilised
debt. If members look at debt, they can see it is coming
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down. This budget delivers on many things that are
actually coming down for the benefit of all Victorians.
We have a leaner, meaner Victorian government. This
is a leaner, meaner and more efficient budget. We have
a more efficient government sector. Payroll tax is
coming down. Stamp duty for first home buyers is
down to 50 per cent, just as we committed to, on the
timetable we committed to. Stamp duty on life
insurance contracts is being eliminated.
The reduction in residential water bills negotiated by
the Minister for Water is a very significant change.
There is also the reduction in the fire services levy
premium, along with debt coming down. They are the
very issues that Victorians want to see. When we add to
that free transport in the CBD and the change around
zone 2 fares, over the delivery of this budget and its
predecessor budgets there is a lot to be very pleased
about.
Nevertheless, there are things that are going up, and I
acknowledge that. Spending on education is increasing.
Spending on health is increasing. Spending on public
transport is increasing. Spending on emergency services
is increasing. We acknowledge that, and we accept that
is increasing. I think it is actually a positive.
The infrastructure that is acknowledged and committed
to in this budget is unprecedented. There is some
$27 billion worth of it, and so much of it is
appreciated — we only have to look at the east–west
link. The support for the east–west link which used to
exist on the other side of the house no longer exists.
You would have to be barmy not to support the
east–west link. The Dingley bypass, the rail
standardisation project through the Murray Basin and
the substantial level crossing upgrades, which are not
being undertaken on a whim but are funded programs
on key level crossings, are all very significant.
The Melbourne rail link is, admittedly, different to the
Metro rail link. I am somebody in this chamber who
knows the Metro rail project intimately. We examined
it in great detail and with great care. One thing we
determined through that examination was that it was
going to be enormously costly, enormously slow to
build and potentially so disruptive as to be
unsustainable in itself. The Melbourne rail link is an
effective alternative to the Metro rail link, and will
provide some of the stations that the Metro rail link was
not going to provide. I know there has been a focus on
Parkville, but there are other stations that were not
provided by the Metro rail link which are provided by
the Melbourne rail link. That in itself is a positive.
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Most budgets provoke some commentary —
commentary about inadequacies and commentary about
some problems they deliver. This budget has been
blessed with third-party endorsements unlike any
budget that I can recall in my 15 years in this
Parliament. When I look at the summary of those
endorsements, I see glowing references from Moody’s,
Standard & Poor’s and the ANZ Bank, which said:
The Victorian budget is in good shape ahead of the November
state election and arguably the healthiest of all Australia’s
states and territories.

UBS said:
The state of Victoria boasts the strongest fiscal position of the
Australian states.

It went on to say:
Its infrastructure spend will be fully funded by operating
surpluses (and asset sales) from 2015–16.

Which other jurisdiction can make that claim? The
Master Builders Association of Victoria praised the
budget. The Housing Industry Association praised the
budget. Infrastructure Partnerships Australia praised the
budget. The Australian Industry Group praised the
budget. The Tourism and Transport Forum said:
The infrastructure program announced today will deliver the
trifecta of vital new CBD rail capacity, a rail link to the
airport and a major upgrade of Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor …

That trifecta alone warrants praise. The Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
praised the budget. The Victorian Farmers Federation
praised the budget. The Committee for Geelong, the
Cancer Council Victoria, the Australian Retailers
Association, the Victorian Council of Social Services,
beyondblue, the RACV, the Property Council of
Australia, the Bank of Melbourne, the Bendigo and
Adelaide Bank — all sought to praise the budget, as did
the Council to Homeless Persons and Hanover welfare
services. Regional endorsements came from Ballarat,
where the mayor said he was very pleased. The mayor
of Surf Coast shire and the CEO of G21, Elaine
Carbines — who is not unknown to the other side of the
house — praised the budget. Rebecca Casson from the
Committee for Geelong, the chamber of commerce in
Geelong and — this is a rare one — the Geelong
Trades Hall Council also praised the budget.
In Bendigo there were similar endorsements. In my
time in this house and in my observation of this
Parliament before I joined this house I have never, in
any circumstances, seen such a list of endorsements of
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a government’s budget. The comments on major
infrastructure projects, likewise.
I will make some observations about my own
electorate. The funding for the upgrade of the Burke
Road level crossing is not only essential but will be
very much welcomed. The additional money made
available to the brand-new already successful Auburn
High School will be much appreciated. The funding for
Auburn Primary School and protective services
officers, which will continue to roll out in this budget,
will be likewise appreciated. Also appreciated will be
the zone 2 fare arrangements, which will see a
lightening of the parking burden that occurs around
Camberwell stations in particular, owing to people
seeking to avoid the zone 2 hiccup.
New community facilities are being supported, such as
the Boroondara Men’s Shed and the Hawthorn
community hub, and the general disposition of this
budget is a very good one. I say again, this is a good
budget of which all Victorians can be proud.
There is, I believe, one very simple endorsement of this
budget which is probably unprecedented. That is the
comment that has come from the other side. Since it has
been released not a single question has been asked in
this house about the budget. Could there be a better
endorsement? The very fact that the budget bills this
afternoon were collapsed by the opposition was again
an endorsement of this budget. The other side has
nothing to say. This is a great budget.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to speak on the
motion to take note of the budget papers 2014–15. I am
pleased that Labor facilitated the passage of the budget.
We did that in order to support and pay our
hardworking public servants, our teachers, our nurses,
our firefighters and our ambulance officers. However,
when a budget is handed down by a government, that
government should be able to tell Victorians that
everything is okay and that it is doing everything it can
to support them. Governments should be able to
demonstrate that providing better health, better
education, public services and more jobs is their no. 1
priority. Instead we have a budget which clearly tells
Victorians just what this Liberal-Nationals government
is all about and where its priorities lie. It is very clear
that the priorities of this government do not lie in new
schools and new hospitals or in securing jobs or
building strong communities. Its priorities do not lie in
investing in areas that provide for the future of our
state. Its priorities lie elsewhere, like in securing jobs
for ministers and for their mates.
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This government is desperately trying to give the
impression that it is doing something and getting on
with the job, but sadly it is not. This budget lets down
so many Victorians — ordinary hard working
Victorians and vulnerable Victorians. It lets down
families, children and people with a disability. It lets
down patients and hardworking staff at our prized
hospitals. It lets down our students, our teachers and
our TAFEs. It lets down our ambulance officers, our
firefighters, our teachers and our nurses. It lets down
many communities in relation to their right to feel safe,
secure and ready to deal with any challenges that come
their way. This budget professes to be a budget for all
people, but when you have a closer look you see that
those who need the support of their government the
most are abandoned and hung out to dry. There is
absolutely nothing in this budget for those who need the
support of their government. The only thing we see in
this budget is promises, promises and more promises,
all of which are empty and cannot be delivered. I will
give some examples, particularly in relation to
education, and I will commence with Gonski.
The Gonski educational reforms were meant to deliver
additional needs-based funding to minimise educational
disadvantage and facilitate high-quality education for
every student in every school. Not one single dollar of
Gonski money could be located in this budget. Then
there is the education maintenance allowance. One of
the first things this government did when it won office
was to cut funding for the allowance, an allowance that
is meant to provide financial assistance to families on
low incomes to help them with the cost of essential
educational items such as textbooks, stationery,
uniforms and excursions. Not one additional dollar was
provided to make up for the education maintenance
allowance cuts that this government has made since it
took office. This government also cut programs like the
Reading Recovery program, the Victorian certificate of
applied learning and the School Start bonus, and there
is no evidence in this budget of a reversal of these cruel
cuts. Labor’s plan to renovate, rebuild or modernise
every Victorian government school has also been
slashed from this budget.
Then there is the crisis in our health system, which is
certainly nothing to be proud of. The Napthine
government to date has cut $831 million from Victorian
hospitals over its four budgets. Hospitals in
Melbourne’s west no longer see major capital
investment. The elective surgery waiting list has grown
by 10 000 — it is the worst it has ever been — and
hospital performance has gone backwards. Emergency
departments are overcrowded, and the promise this
government made to deliver 800 new hospital beds in
its first term has been well and truly broken, with only
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43 beds being added to the system. This government
has spent more money on prison beds than on hospital
beds.
Then there is the crisis that plagues the ambulance
system. The war between the Liberal-Nationals
coalition and our hardworking and prized paramedics is
still ongoing, with the government refusing to do
anything about ambulance response times and the time
taken for ambulance patients to be transferred to a
hospital. Ambulance response times are at their worst
levels ever since this government took office, and the
cuts to the health budget have not helped. As I
mentioned earlier, $831 million has already been
slashed from Victorian hospitals. To make matters
worse, the Abbott government will slash more funding
from our hospital programs, leaving our health system
bare and vulnerable.
Since this government took office, thousands of jobs
have been lost. We have seen the closure of Ford,
Holden, Toyota, Shell and Qantas, just to mention a
few. Victoria has been losing jobs every single day.
Figures relating to job losses in the western suburbs are
quite alarming. More than 52 000 jobs have been lost
under this government. Youth unemployment is at
20 per cent, the highest on the Australian mainland,
with youth unemployment in Melbourne’s west at
15.5 per cent. This is no surprise, because it is so hard
for the young people to get a job and get the skills they
need to build a better future. How can they do that
when this budget does absolutely nothing for them and
for TAFE other than slashing more funding, bringing
the total cuts to TAFE to $1.2 billion?
This government has nothing but empty promises and
will do nothing to fix the crisis that it has created. Labor
acknowledges the importance of investing in our youth.
It knows that investing in their future is an investment
in the state’s future. The youth in the Kororoit
electorate cannot get the skills they need for the jobs
they want because this government has made it so
difficult for them to access TAFE courses.
This heartless government has torn the TAFE system
apart, resulting in more than $1.2 billion in cuts from
TAFE. These cuts have also resulted in increased fees,
campus closures, regional TAFEs being forced to
merge, apprenticeship enrolments dropping 4 per cent
and traineeship enrolments dropping 35 per cent.
Also omitted from this budget is investment in the basic
infrastructure needs of schools, such as Stevensville
Primary School in my electorate, which does not have a
hall for school assemblies. The staff and kids assemble
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in the schoolyard in harsh weather conditions, yet
Stevensville Primary gets nothing in this budget.
However, I am pleased to note that the government has
finally announced funding for removal of the level
crossing at Main Road, St Albans. This project has
been my no. 1 priority since I was elected in 2008, and
in 2010 Labor announced funding for this grade
separation. At the beginning of the year the Leader of
the Opposition announced that if Labor is elected then
the St Albans level crossing will be one of the first to be
removed as part of the program to remove the worst
level crossings in Victoria. There has been a lot of
community campaigning about the St Albans level
crossing. Local traders, residents and I have collected
thousands of signatures in a petition, and we have
lobbied the minister.
I take this opportunity to mention one particular
resident, Dianne Dejanovic, the mother of 31-year-old
Christian Dejanovic, a victim of the deadly crossing.
Dianne spent many hours helping me organise a rally
that was held on the first anniversary of her son’s death.
Dianne is always prepared to speak to the media, write
to the minister and engage the community on this very
important issue. Dianne has been a tireless advocate for
the St Albans crossing removal and has also organised
an online petition which almost 5000 people have
signed. When that petition is combined with the
petitions that I have tabled, more than 7000 people have
called for action. I am pleased that this grade separation
has been announced.
I am also pleased to note that funding for the Caroline
Springs railway station has been reinstated in the
budget. Although it was promised and funded under
Labor in 2010 and construction began in 2010 under
the Labor government, one of the first decrees issued
by this Liberal-Nationals government and the Minister
for Public Transport himself was to halt the project in
its tracks and wipe all trace of its existence from the
Department of Transport’s website. Freedom of
information documents show that the minister
personally intervened to stop this project in its tracks
and funnelled the money into the leafy eastern suburbs
and Liberal-held seats.
FOI documents also show that advice given to the
minister from the department recommends that the
minister reactivate construction of Caroline Springs
railway station. While the local residents and I are very
pleased that the works will be reinstated, the question
we ask is when that will happen. The people of the west
have very long memories. They will not forget what
this government did to them and to their station. This
station should be fully functional and operational by
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now, but instead for the last three years it has been a
road to nowhere.
This budget is also bad news for kindergarten
programs, for environment programs, for disability
programs and for domestic violence programs. Some of
these programs have received no money at all or their
funding has been slashed. I have highlighted a few of
the most damning aspects of this budget. Clearly any
attempt to fix the problems has been omitted from this
budget. Over the last three years this government has
been creating problems, with one crisis after another. It
is a government in chaos. The Treasurer grandstands
and says he has delivered one of the best budgets. I say
to him there is nothing to be proud of.
Mr HODGETT (Minister for Ports) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak on the motion to take
note of the budget papers. Firstly I take the time to
congratulate the Treasurer on handing down a
game-changing and visionary budget that invests a
record amount in infrastructure that will transform our
great city and our great state. I am immensely proud to
be a member of this government and to be associated
with a budget that invests in the infrastructure this city
needs and will ensure that Victoria’s finances remain
strong. As I have said, we have invested significantly in
infrastructure, particularly with two monumental,
state-shaping, game-changing and visionary milestone
projects.
This government will fund and build the Melbourne rail
link, the next chapter in the metropolitan rail network.
The Melbourne rail link will increase the capacity of
the network by 30 per cent and allow for 30 additional
peak-hour services. The project includes the airport rail
link, a project that has been talked about for decades.
We have all spoken about having an airport rail link,
and ours is a government that will get on and deliver
the project. Again, it is this government — a coalition
government — that is going to build it.
We have also committed to the western section, or
stage 2, of the east–west link. The western section will
join the eastern sections and provide the vital link from
CityLink to Parkville and to the Western Ring Road.
This government has committed funding to build the
entire east–west link. I headed down to Geelong last
week, and one only has to go over the bridge to see the
amount of peak-hour traffic. I cannot believe this
project does not have the support of opposition
members, who have turned their backs on the west.
There is a record amount of infrastructure spending in
this budget — $27 billion — and it is the coalition that
has enabled that spending to occur. The strong and
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responsible economic management of the coalition has
delivered a surplus in very challenging times. We heard
the member for Hawthorn talk about the challenges we
faced when we were elected to government, including
what we have had to do and some of the tough
decisions we have had to make. This budget will
provide a surplus of $1.3 billion, which will increase
over the forward estimates period. It is this
government’s responsible economic management that
has meant the coalition can invest in critical
infrastructure and better services, and that is what the
government is doing. We are getting on with the job.
In my contribution I intend to make some general
comments on the budget, talk about my portfolio
responsibilities of ports, major projects and
manufacturing — all economic portfolios — and then
talk about the great things the budget has provided for
my electorate of Kilsyth.
I will go over those great figures again. The 2014–15
Victorian state budget will deliver an operating surplus
of $1.3 billion in 2014–15, which will grow to
$3.3 billion by 2017–18. Net debt will fall from 6.3 per
cent of gross state product in 2014–15 to just 4.5 per
cent in 2017–18. Economic growth is forecast to be
2.5 per cent in 2014–15 and 2.75 per cent thereafter.
Unemployment is expected to remain stable at 6.25 per
cent in 2014–15 before falling to 5.5 per cent by
2017–18. These are great figures. The budget is
delivering a plan — a forecast — which will deliver for
our great state of Victoria.
I now turn my attention to what the budget has
provided for my portfolio areas. In terms of ports, as
members would be aware, the coalition government
will enter into a medium-term lease for the port of
Melbourne. This will enable Victoria to take advantage
of the commonwealth government’s asset recycling
initiative. The initiative allows for states to be
supported to divest assets as long as the proceeds are
used to fund new infrastructure, and that is exactly what
we are doing. Our infrastructure-rich budget will be
funded in part from the proceeds of the lease of the
port. The lease is part of our visionary integrated ports
strategy, which will support the expansion of the port of
Hastings as our new international container port.
I am immensely proud of the 60 per cent increase in
funding that this budget provides for the boating safety
and facilities program (BSFP) to support the
improvement of boating infrastructure. This will allow
for many projects to be undertaken to support the
recreational boating and fishing sector, which was
neglected for 11 years under Labor. The Minister for
Local Government was in here before; he is a great
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supporter of recreational boating and fishing. The
coalition government recognises the economic and
social importance of the recreational boating industry to
Victoria, and that is why it is investing in it and
increasing its funding. The program is critical for local
councils, agencies and community groups to undertake
vital infrastructure improvements to jetties and boat
ramps, as well as delivering navigational aids, signage
and assistance for search and rescue groups.
If I had time I would speak about local ports
infrastructure because I know there are people in the
parts of Melbourne around St Kilda who are happy with
the investments we are making there, but as time is
against me tonight I will stick to the topic of the BSFP.
The coalition government is firmly committed to
improving boating facilities and services across
Victoria. Even though Labor introduced the scheme, it
took a coalition government to increase its funding,
which has been stable for a number of years. I was
absolutely delighted to get that increase in funding to
put into this sector, which is important to the state’s
economy. Similarly, I am proud of the investment we
are putting in to support the marine pollution response.
It is vital that Victoria be prepared for, and adequately
resourced to respond to, an emergency. Investing
$3.4 million in marine pollution equipment will boost
the state’s preparedness to respond to an emergency
incident. The budget also includes additional funding of
$10.3 million for maintenance of Victoria’s local ports
infrastructure.
This is an exceptional budget for freight. The budget
provides $58 million, which includes a commonwealth
government co-contribution of $38 million, to establish
port rail shuttle services to improve the efficiency of
containerised freight transport throughout Melbourne.
We are also providing $20 million to continue the mode
shift incentive scheme, which promotes the movement
of containers from regional Victoria by rail to the port
of Melbourne. There is also funding of $220 million for
the Murray Basin rail project to undertake major
country rail freight upgrades and build the
transformational Mildura to Geelong rail
standardisation link.
Moving on to major projects, in January the Premier,
the then Minister for Sport and Recreation and I
announced that the coalition government would fund
stage 2 of the Melbourne Park redevelopment. This
$338 million boost will refurbish Rod Laver Arena,
build a new bridge over Batman Avenue and build a
new administration and media building. The funding
will ensure that Melbourne hosts the Australian Open
Tennis Championships until 2036 and that our grand

Tuesday, 10 June 2014

slam remains the players’ favourite, with the best
facilities in the world.
The budget provides a fantastic boost to the Ballarat
community, with $30.2 million in funding provided to
kick-start the Ballarat West employment zone, which
represents a major boost for investment and jobs in
Ballarat and western Victoria. The project is expected
to generate some 9000 jobs for the region over the next
20 or so years.
The budget also provides $8 million over two years to
progress the development of the Richmond to
Footscray rail corridor. In question time today we heard
the Deputy Premier talk about this wonderful rail
corridor and its associated projects. This funding will
continue the development of the projects the Deputy
Premier mentioned, such as E-gate, Federation Square
East, Flinders Street station and Richmond station. This
suite of projects represents the opportunity for billions
of dollars of development and thousands of jobs. Each
project offers the chance to unlock underutilised land,
transform the city and activate the surrounding
precincts. They also each have the potential to deliver
important public outcomes such as new jobs, increased
conductivity, increased housing and new open space.
I move to my third portfolio, manufacturing. The most
significant budget announcement for industry, small
business and manufacturers is the cut in payroll tax.
The government is providing much-needed relief to
businesses. When I am out and about visiting many of
our innovative manufacturers, one of the most common
themes people running companies and small businesses
raise with me is the difference payroll tax relief would
make, and we are delivering it. This tax cut will help
Victorian businesses reduce their costs and create jobs.
The initiative will mean that businesses with an annual
payroll between $4.7 million and $26.7 million will pay
the lowest payroll tax in Australia. The payroll tax rate
in Victoria will be reduced by 0.05 percentage points to
4.85 per cent from 1 July 2014 — coming up very
quickly — saving Victorian employers more than
$234 million over four years. This will benefit the
39 000 businesses that pay payroll tax and benefit the
1.6 million people they employ. Importantly,
approximately 17 per cent of this cut will support job
creation in the construction and manufacturing sectors.
I am enormously proud to be a member of this
government, which is providing tax relief to Victorian
businesses and supporting the manufacturing industry.
Significantly, the coalition government is investing
more into strengthening the support it is providing to
build Victoria’s defence capability. We have committed
$8.7 million to drive growth and innovation across
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Victoria’s $1.5 billion defence and aerospace industry.
The funding will support Victorian-based defence and
aerospace manufacturers to secure Australian and
international defence contracts, and the member for
Eltham is very excited about this. It will capitalise on
existing and emerging opportunities in domestic and
global supply chains. Victoria is renowned for being
Australia’s leading defence and aerospace
manufacturing hub, with more than 300 defence
businesses employing around 6000 people across
Melbourne and regional Victoria. This funding will
enable the government to assist in the continued
lobbying for new contracts to ensure that our leading
position is maintained and strengthened.
The budget also confirms the Victorian government’s
contribution to the Automotive Industry Structural
Adjustment Growth Fund to support the automotive
sector and supply chain. We committed $12 million to
this fund shortly after the announcements by Holden
and Toyota that they would cease operations in
Australia. A total of $155 million for the fund was
recently announced by the federal government, and I
welcome the $100 million commitment made by the
commonwealth. The coalition will also support
automotive workers with $30 million allocated in the
2014–15 state budget to reskilling automotive supply
chain workers. This was announced by the Treasurer
and the Minister for Higher Education and Skills
recently and it was very well received. The funding will
set up drop-in centres for careers advice in Geelong and
other affected areas, and provide funding for retraining.
I turn now to the tremendous benefits this budget
provides for my electorate. The 2014–15 state budget is
a huge win for residents in Croydon, Kilsyth and the
outer eastern suburbs. I was thrilled at the
announcement that Eastwood Primary School will now
get its full rebuild, thanks to the remaining $4.3 million
required being included in this budget. This is fantastic
news for members of the school community, who have
worked so hard and been so united in their support for a
full rebuild, and can now look forward to
state-of-the-art educational facilities.
I was also pleased with the $2.34 million for Bayswater
North Primary School for its modernisation and
building upgrades. This is great news for the Bayswater
North staff and students, and is another example of the
coalition government’s commitment to education. The
Premier, the Minister for Education and I also
announced prior to the budget the $2.2 million in
funding for an upgrade to Pembroke Primary School.
This news has been well received within the school
community and is a great validation of the hard work
and dedication of the staff and school community at

1959

Pembroke. The school community was thrilled that we
are investing in buildings that were neglected for so
long and desperately need upgrading.
Public transport commuters in the outer eastern suburbs
are also huge winners from this budget. The
announcement of the Melbourne rail link will directly
improve services along the Belgrave-Lilydale line.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr HODGETT — The construction of the link will
increase capacity across the network with an extra
30 services across peak hour, the member for Melton
will be pleased to hear. Additionally, commuters’ hip
pockets will also benefit from the announcement that
residents travelling from our area to the city will now
have to pay only a zone 1 fare. This will provide huge
savings for transport users. Commuters travelling from
the current zone 2 suburbs to the city will save around
$1300 per year or $5 per day. The announcement that
the full east–west link will also be built is great news
for motorists. The connection of the Eastern Freeway
through the city will provide a direct link from the outer
east through the city and beyond.
Cyclists, too, are winners in this budget. Cyclists in the
local area will also be excited by the announcement that
the coalition government is investing $7.8 million in
constructing the missing link of the Carrum–Warburton
bike trail.
In the time remaining I will quickly run through my
final points. The coalition has also invested a record
$1.2 billion in skills, education and training, helping to
train workers and to provide students with vocational
training that leads to real jobs. As I mentioned earlier,
the payroll tax cut is fantastic news for business and
will provide relief for local businesses in my electorate.
This will save businesses in the manufacturing sector
an average of $1300 per year, and will benefit many
small to medium size businesses across the area. I
represent a large business and manufacturing sector in
Croydon and Kilsyth, and this tax cut will deliver real
benefits to them. The strong economic position enables
a huge investment in the future of Victoria — in
transport services, school upgrades and — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
Thank you, Minister. Your time has expired.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution to the debate
on the motion to take note of the budget papers
2014–15, and it is a pleasure to follow the visionary
contribution of the Minister for Ports. This budget is
based on a visionary and transformational infrastructure
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program that is game-changing, as the minister said. A
big part of that falls within his area of responsibility.
The budget is based on sound economic management.
It sets up a record $27 billion infrastructure program
that is job creating and state shaping, and will transport
Victoria into the future.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BLACKWOOD — Some people just cannot
bear to hear good news, that is all it is. Some of the
major projects we are looking at include the Melbourne
rail link, the western and eastern sections of the
east–west link, and the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor project, which includes the removal of an
additional four level crossings. They also include the
port of Hastings. Talking about being visionary — and
I have heard a number of members on the opposite side
tonight accuse us of not being visionary — if we look
back to 1962 we will see that Sir Henry Bolte had the
vision to set aside 3000 hectares of land for the
expansion of the port of Hastings. That expansion is
now happening thanks to the great vision of Sir Henry
Bolte, and the vision of our current Minister for Ports
will carry that project home.
In terms of what is underpinning our ability to deliver
the sort of budget we have, it really goes back to the
strategy that was put in place by the former Premier, the
member for Hawthorn, and the former Treasurer in the
first couple of years we were in government. They set
up what has now been delivered in terms of our
commitment to the vision for the groundbreaking
infrastructure that is going to set up Melbourne and
regional Victoria for many years to come. That strategy
was based initially on delivering an operating surplus of
$100 million a year, but as we have heard from other
speakers on this side of the house, that operating
surplus will be $1.3 billion this year, growing to
$3 billion in future budgets during the forward
estimates. It is based on a strategy of stabilising
expenditure growth and reducing debt.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
Mr BLACKWOOD — As I was saying before the
break, the government has a very clear strategy in terms
of how to manage the budget and the economy in a way
that will provide opportunities for everybody into the
future, in particular making Melbourne a more livable
city and making regional — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! If
the member for Narracan’s colleagues would care to
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extend him the courtesy of being quiet and listening,
that would be wonderful. Otherwise they can leave the
room, the Minister for Ports included.
Mr BLACKWOOD — Thank you, Acting
Speaker. I appreciate your support. As I was saying, the
coalition government has a very clear strategy to ensure
that the budget will set things up for the future. It will
provide benefits for Victoria over the term of the
forward estimates but also well into the future by
supporting congestion-busting, job-creating
infrastructure. This is a clear strategy. We have a
financial strategy, which is based on delivering
surpluses of at least $100 million. This year the
Treasurer has been able to deliver an operating surplus
of over 10 times that — $1.3 billion. In the forward
estimates years that will build to over $3 billion in
surpluses. Underpinning that is our ability to contain
expenditure growth and to stabilise and reduce debt.
Our economic strategy is to restore Victoria’s public
finances while boosting front-line services. That is a
key to what was set up during the first two years of our
government under the former Premier and former
Treasurer. The sustainable government initiatives that
were put in place in those early years were focused on
boosting front-line services but also rationalising the
public sector in a way that allows us to keep our costs
and expenditure growth to a minimum, or to a figure
that is appropriate. They also allow us to fund
productivity-enhancing infrastructure to drive economic
growth. That is what I am talking about with regard to
this congestion-busting, job-creating budget. The
economic strategy is based around building a buffer for
future economic and fiscal shocks.
I will make a comparison between the way the coalition
government is managing the budget and economy and
the way the previous Labor government did so. The
coalition’s budget is about bringing expenditure growth
under control. As an example, during the 11 years
Labor was in government the average expenditure
growth was around 8 per cent per annum. Since early
2011 the coalition average increase in expenditure has
been contained to 3.1 per cent per annum. In the
forward estimates that will drop to a 2.6 per cent per
annum increase in expenditure growth. This
government controls and manages the budget and the
economy to contain expenditure and keep it in line with
increases in revenue.
The surpluses are funding a record infrastructure
program. In the 11 years of Labor, investment in
infrastructure was on average $3.48 billion per annum,
which compares to the coalition average in our first
three years of $5.4 billion. In the forward estimates that
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will build to $6.8 billion expenditure on infrastructure
per annum. Clearly the initiatives that we are putting in
place are containing expenditure and making sure it
does not outstrip revenue, and we are putting those
surpluses into congestion-busting, job-creating projects.
The Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project is one
of those congestion-busting, job-creating projects.
Mr Pakula — Do you get a buck for every time you
say it?
Mr BLACKWOOD — I just want to remind you of
the facts. Obviously it is cutting through, because you
are starting to get sick of it. One in 10 Melburnians will
benefit from improved services on Melbourne’s busiest
suburban train lines. The Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor project will include 25 next-generation,
high-capacity trains, which will accommodate an
additional 4500 passengers during the peak periods. It
also includes the removal of four level crossings and
plans for the removal of a further five.
Critically in terms of the impact this budget will have
on my electorate, as well as the extra services that will
be provided, there will be more consistent and reliable
travel times for patrons going from my electorate into
Melbourne for the purposes of work, shopping or
recreation.
The establishment of a Pakenham East rail maintenance
facility will involve 300 jobs in its construction and will
provide ongoing job opportunities for 100 people. That
is great because it means job opportunities in and on the
edge of my electorate. Both stages of the east–west
link, east and west, are funded by this government in
this budget. Not only are the benefits of the east–west
link enormous in terms of improved livability for
people residing in Melbourne but they are huge for the
people of Gippsland, and in particular in my area of
Gippsland, in terms of getting product to the new
Epping market to the north of Melbourne and getting
freight to the port of Melbourne. It is a great project.
Just in terms of people being able to travel across
Melbourne via a second river crossing, this will open
up amazing opportunities for the movement of road
transport and road traffic around Melbourne. In terms
of the cost, the western section is expected to cost
between $8 billion and $10 billion, and the entire
project, both east and west, adds up to $18 billion. This
is a significant investment in a major project, but its
benefits will be seen for many years to come. It is very
hard to explain to people at this particular time just how
good the benefits will be. Opening up Melbourne with a
second river crossing will benefit many people.
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The thing that I find hard to accept is the fact that the
Labor opposition has decided to oppose this project,
both east and west. That will mean that all those good
people who choose to vote Labor and have done so in
the past will have to make a decision before the election
this year: to vote for Daniel Andrews and his crew, who
will not build a second river crossing, or to vote for the
Premier and his crew, who will deliver a second river
crossing for Melbourne. It is a pretty stark choice, but I
know a lot of people in the western suburbs are now
convinced that the only way they can be sure of getting
a second river crossing is if they vote for the coalition
government, and that is what will happen.
As I said before, connecting the port to the east–west
link, getting product to market, making it easier for
people to come across to this side of Melbourne,
providing the second river crossing and all those things
are critically important for the future growth of both
regional Victoria and the city of Melbourne.
That brings me to the benefits of the budget to regional
and rural Victoria. The coalition government’s budget
delivers record funding to build a better Victoria by
investing in future infrastructure and services to unlock
the potential and drive growth across regional and rural
communities. As I said, the east–west link is certainly a
big part of that. The budget highlights across regional
and rural Victoria include the $220 million to build the
Mildura–Geelong rail standardisation link as part of the
Murray Basin rail project. This will revolutionise the
movement of freight across the state — once again,
something I believe Labor opposes.
The budget also provides an extra $130 million for
roads, maintenance and restoration, increasing our
roads maintenance investment to more than
$500 million in 2014–15, compared to $384 million
under Labor. That is a significant increase in road
maintenance. Our country hospitals will share an extra
$287 million in funding over the next year, enabling
them to treat more parents in hospitals and emergency
departments. As part of that $287 million there is
$73 million for the expansion of the Latrobe Regional
Hospital.
Regional and rural schools will share in a massive
$500 million package to build and upgrade local
schools, delivering modern learning environments for
country students. Also on education, this funding will
build on what has been provided in my electorate for a
number of kindergartens and schools over the last two
to three years. The coalition government has provided
nearly $1 million for early learning centres across
Narracan: $300 000 for Oak Street Kindergarten in
Drouin, $300 000 for the Mouritz Street Kindergarten
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in Warragul and $300 000 for the establishment of the
Yarragon early learning centre. That is just an example
of the investment we are making in education in my
electorate. I mentioned the Latrobe Regional Hospital
in terms of health funding, which is a great outcome for
people living in the city of Latrobe, part of which is in
my electorate.
One of the biggest projects outlined in the budget is the
Sand Road interchange, which is at the intersection of
Sand Road and the M1 freeway at Longwarry. This
project has been on the drawing board for a number
years — I think about 11 years in total. It was bumped
off as no. 1 in AusLink funding priority some time ago,
but now, thanks to the commitment of the coalition
government, working in tandem with the federal
government, it is a joint $30 million
commonwealth-state investment and it will be delivered
in the next two to three years. It is an extremely
important project in terms of improving safety for local
residents. With the number of vehicles that use that
section of the M1 where it intersects with Sand Road
and the number of heavy vehicles that are coming out
of Longwarry Food Park and out of farming
enterprises, with milk being transferred across the road,
this intersection is extremely dangerous. It has been
identified as an accident black spot for many years.
Giving the people of Longwarry the ability to travel
across the freeway safely and making it much safer for
those travelling down the freeway towards Melbourne
and back towards Gippsland is a great outcome. It is a
credit to the Minister for Public Transport and Minister
for Roads in particular.
This project builds on the $26 million railway station
precinct project in Warragul, which is also delivering
200 car spaces and a third rail crossing as an underpass
at Warragul station. That project started early this year;
it is well under way, and it will be delivered very soon.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I never thought in all
my years in politics and in this Parliament that a
government would be in the pocket of the Mafia. Never
did I think that a government of the state of Victoria
would be working with and taking money from the
Mafia here in Victoria, and doing it gladly, going to
various gala events with the Mafia and taking its
money, going out there and making sure that the money
that it gets is tainted money — and it is money that it
takes on a daily and weekly basis.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
am not sure that I understand what relevance this
particular contribution has to the motion before the
house, and I ask you to bring the member back to the
motion before the house.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
have absolute faith that the member for Melton will
come back to the motion and that this is just an
introduction.
Mr NARDELLA — Certainly when you are talking
about the budget, when you are talking about law and
order and about corruption within Victoria, that is
absolutely apposite to the budget debate. We need extra
funding within this budget to task more police to
undertake an investigation into these nefarious links.
The police budget should be further increased to
investigate the Fruits of Life gala ball held at Docklands
on 17 April this year. These investigations have been
occurring within the newspapers. An article in the Age
of Saturday, 24 May, this year, at page 26 carried the
headline ‘Libs’ link to market Mafia man’. They are not
my words; they are the words of the Age. The front
page of the Age talks about godfather claims — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order on relevance,
Acting Speaker, once again I am not sure how this
particular part of the member’s contribution is relevant
at all to the motion before the house, and I ask you to
bring him back to the motion before the house.
Mr NARDELLA — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the budget allows for a very broad debate. I
have been listening to budget speeches for quite a long
time, and I know they are very broad speeches. I have
in fact referred back to the budget when I have called
for an increase in the police budget to investigate these
matters, and I am absolutely within my rights to raise
these matters within this broad debate.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
I obviously wish to support the member for Burwood.
Whilst the budget debate has always been very broad
ranging, what we have seen from the member for
Melton — who is a very experienced and skilful
politician — is simply a desire to relay some
information to the house in relation to an article that he
has read in the Fairfax press. I am not sure that that
constitutes a response on the budget, broad as the
budget papers may be. I would urge you to consider in
this context whether the member for Melton is being
true to the motion before the house.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the manager of government business is also a
very skilled and experienced politician, and she has
tried to use those skills to pull the wool over your eyes.
The member for Melton during his contribution has
referred to reports in the media, but that has been done
by members of the government consistently in the
budget debate, and indeed during question time and
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every day that I have been in this chamber. The
member for Melton did, however, having done so, then
refer to the need for increased funding in the police
budget for particular investigations, and as such he very
clearly brought his contribution back to the budget. It
was in no way outside the breadth of contributions
made by other members during this debate.
Mr Hodgett — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, whilst I am pleased that the member for
Melton is reading the Fairfax media, I would ask you to
uphold the member for Burwood’s point of order and
bring him back to the motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
have heard enough discussion on the point of order. I
do not uphold the point of order, but I do ask the
member for Melton to use his years of accumulated
experience and relate the rest of his contribution to the
budget.
Mr NARDELLA — You have this headline: ‘Libs
take money of Mafia man’, in the Age of 23 May this
year.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
ask the member for Melton — —
Mr NARDELLA — Every single person in this
chamber is allowed to quote from newspapers. They do
it on a daily basis, and that is what I am doing. Let us
keep on going about the Mafia and the Liberal Party
connection — —
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Melton’s contribution is not relevant to
the motion that is before the house, which is to take
note of the 2014–15 budget papers. I ask you to bring
him back to the motion.
Mr NARDELLA — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I am on the budget. I am talking about
resources for police and the need for increased
resources for police to investigate these corrupt
practices. It is absolutely about the budget.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I
understand that the member for Melton has a wealth of
experience with this, but if he were to refer his
comments back to the budget and expenditure, then I
would not necessarily have the problem that I do with
the fact that he is not being relevant to the motion
before the house. This is about the budget papers
2014–15.
An honourable member — What is the point of
order?
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Mr Watt — I am talking on the point of order that
was raised by the member for South Barwon.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Burwood will raise his point of order
without the assistance of the members of the
opposition.
Mr Watt — I would appreciate it if the member for
Melton did get back to the motion before the house, and
I would call on you to uphold the point of order put
forward by the member for South Barwon.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
will give the member for Melton a little bit more
licence, but I really would like to hear about the budget.
Mr NARDELLA — On the budget, I believe that
the police budget should be increased so a task force
could be set up to investigate the alleged crime figures
who organised the original fundraiser one year
beforehand. This Mafia boss with direct links to
members of Parliament had members at this gala night,
where tickets cost $1000 each.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member has already been asked to go back
to referring to the motion that is before the house. In the
next minute we will probably be hearing about the
Labor Party’s connection to the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) and the
corruption links there. I ask you to draw him back to the
bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! At
this stage I do uphold the point of order. I ask the
member for Melton to now discuss the motion before
the house, which is to take note of the budget papers.
Mr NARDELLA — It was reported that this gala
ball that I believe — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — No, I believe quite seriously
that the police should investigate this gala ball. It is the
right of this government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
ask the member for Melton to return to the motion, to
not defy the guidance that I have provided from the
chair, to continue contributing to the debate on the
motion to take note of the budget papers and to not
immediately make a beeline for the previous argument
that he has been running.
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Mr NARDELLA — The police budget should be
increased.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — That is in the budget that we
are discussing. What should the police be doing? They
should be investigating corrupt practices; they should
be going through these gala balls, these underhand
donations in the brown paper bag — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member continues to defy your rulings. I
ask that you sit him down and that he no longer be
allowed to continue on with this line.
Mr NARDELLA — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, just as it is the right of honourable members
on the other side of the house to have raised the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union, the
desalination plant and a number of issues on the budget
papers, it is my right to raise serious matters, such as
the increasing need for resources for the police to
address these matters. It is absolutely within the realm
of the budget papers, Acting Speaker, and you should
rule this point of order out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
again ask the member for Melton to return to the debate
on the budget.
Mr NARDELLA — The My Room cancer charity
for the Royal Children’s Hospital was part of this
arrangement, and what is known is that the Royal
Children’s Hospital Foundation has not received the
funds from the My Room Fruits of Life gala ball. It did
not give authority to fundraise for the Royal Children’s
Hospital. It did not authorise the use of the logo, and
about $226 000 was raised.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Melton is defying my guidance and
ruling. I would ask — —
Mr NARDELLA — I am not. I am referring to the
appropriation bill, the police resources we see in it and
the police budget. That is what I am referring to. What
am I supposed to be referring to?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
believe the member for Melton is going beyond my
guidance and the bounds of this debate. If he wishes to
take it up later with me or the Speaker, I am very
pleased for him to do that, but at this stage I request that
he operate with the guidance I have provided and some
understanding.
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Mr NARDELLA — I will talk about the health
budget, the Royal Children’s Hospital and the
foundation. The donations that are given to the Royal
Children’s Hospital are auxiliary to the work and the
good deeds it does. The problem is that this money —
the $226 000 raised through this shonky deal — has not
yet been given to the Royal Children’s Hospital, and
that should be investigated.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Melton is again defying your
rulings. I think this is the seventh time you have sought
to bring him back to the motion. He has defied that for
the seventh time. He is disrespectful to the Chair. I ask
you to sit him down and that he not be allowed to
continue with this abominable speech.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Caulfield has not raised a
point of order. He did not make any reference to
relevance or anything of that nature; he simply asked
you to shut the member for Melton up, and that is
outside his bounds and, I respectfully say, outside
yours, Acting Speaker. Unless the point of order can be
founded in the standing orders, it has no standing and
the member for Melton is entitled to continue.
Mr Newton-Brown — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, the member is straying from the topic.
The matter of relevance is the point of order I put
before the Chair. Given that this is the seventh time the
member has defied your ruling, I respectfully suggest to
you that it may be appropriate to name the member at
this stage.
Mr NARDELLA — Coming from you, you fool!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
That is enough debate on the point of order on
relevance. I ask the member for Melton — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
have heard enough on the point of order.
Mr NARDELLA — I withdraw the term ‘fool’.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — I thank
the member.
Mr NARDELLA — It is very important to make
sure that crime in our society — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — Crime in our society is part of
the budget, and this Mafia person, Blondie, was in the
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Age. I can refer to the Age — no, I have to be shut
down! Those links to the Liberal Party are too close.
Blondie should be investigated by the police. The
Liberal Party should be investigated by the police. The
ministers should be investigated by the police — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise this evening to
speak in support of the coalition’s 2014 budget, which
continues to deliver on the government’s commitment
to building a better Victoria, strengthening our
economy and protecting our community. I do not intend
to go through the budget line by line and highlight the
many outstanding initiatives it contains. I am quite
confident that my colleagues have more than
adequately articulated the benefits this budget brings to
the people of Victoria and also reminded this house of
the sound fiscal management that has enabled this
budget to deliver a surplus — a real surplus, not a
Gillard-Swan surplus and not a typical Victorian state
Labor surplus, which would see us in structural deficit
and which is good on paper but not really there. They
say that an ALP surplus is a bit like a bunyip —
rumoured to exist, but no-one has seen one for some
time. Ladies and gentlemen, stick around and keep
listening anyway.
This is a real budget and a real surplus. This is the
product of a party that knows how to balance the books,
knows how to read a balance sheet and knows what an
economic forecast is. It is a party that does not have
$1 billion gaps in its accounting figures. These budget
figures are absolutely real. These figures add up. They
are not like those dodgy statistics released by partisan
players just before an election to con the electorate that
all is well as it drowns in a sea of street violence. These
figures are not massaged, cherry picked or selectively
quoted. These budget figures stand up to scrutiny, and
there is no chance of their author cutting and running
down to Van Diemen’s Land.
Rather than dwelling on the economic and other
failures and the apparent numerical illiteracy of those
who sit on the other side of this place, I intend to speak
on the things that are closest and most important to me:
the needs of my electorate and the protection of the
community. This budget continues to provide funding
to support the recruitment of an extra 1700 police,
along with 940 protective services officers (PSOs).
Those police and PSOs, if I have anything to say about
it, will be deployed to the front line at local police
stations that we fund, build and resource, despite
whatever it may say on some loo paper. My
apologies — I mean a blue paper.
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I must say that the conversation needs to be had, and
when our police retreat from the streets we surrender
the ground to the lawless, the criminal and the thug.
When that happens the most vulnerable in our society,
including the elderly, begin to live in fear. They
withdraw from society and hole up in their homes.
Communities become fractured, and we all suffer as a
result. Then we all wring our hands and bemoan the
loss of our communities and neighbourhoods. It is
typical of the socialists that after 11 years of Labor they
wipe their hands and create some social problem about
our crime figures, but that is something that needs a hell
of a lot more time to be argued and debated.
This budget provides $13 million to equip police with
tasers, giving police another less than lethal option. I
was actively serving as a member of the police force
nearly eight years ago, and I am still a member of
Victoria Police, an organisation which I am extremely
proud of but currently do not hold office in.
Honourable members interjecting.
An honourable member — You could go back.
Mr TILLEY — I would be more than happy to go
back one day and serve the community; don’t you
worry about that.
Mr Pakula — Are you still in the union?
Mr TILLEY — I am not paid up, like you blokes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Mr TILLEY — It was an ALP government that
promised to fund tasers but never delivered them —
such were the hollow promises under the Labor
government. However, the rollout by the coalition has
already started.
There is $447 million allocated to our prisons, which
will provide for an additional 871 prison beds,
including 50 beds at Her Majesty’s Prison Beechworth.
In recent times not only did the local government — the
mayor and councillors — make representations to me
on behalf of their community, but the community was
also happy to see an increase at Beechworth prison.
That was a great result, and we delivered on that. More
prison beds are a necessity, since under the coalition’s
approach to law and order those who do the crime will
do the time.
Additionally, the days of a weak and out-of-touch
approach to dealing with parole violators have gone.
Under this government it is now much tougher to get
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parole. Under this government you will have to earn it,
not just fill in a form and wait near the revolving door
of the prison for some bleeding-heart, out-of-touch,
do-gooder apologist for your violent crimes to pick you
up and chauffeur you home. Under this government, if
you breach the trust granted to you by the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria, you can contemplate your failings
back in prison.
There has also been $457 million provided for the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), which enables funding
for 78 new firefighting vehicles. Those of you who
were touched by the impact of the Black Saturday
fires — those of you who did not abandon your
responsibilities to protect the community by going out
for a haircut and a pub meal — no doubt acknowledge
the fine work the CFA does in protecting the
community and the importance of the continued
funding of this organisation. I absolutely acknowledge
the critically important work this organisation performs.
The budget also continues the commitment this
government made to regional Victoria. In the
Benambra electorate there is $3.8 million to support the
expansion of Wodonga West Primary School, which is
a great school. It has done the hard yards, and I must
acknowledge — I do not do this very often in this
place — the former president of the school council,
Alan Warhurst, who was patient and worked with us
right along the journey. The $3.8 million to expand the
school to provide its great school community an
absolutely promising future comes on top of a $425 000
investment in early learning and kindergartens in the
electorate.
In the budget there is also $7 million to assist in the
operation of a newly constructed 10-bed prevention and
recovery care facility in Wodonga. That is certainly
great news because I know firsthand that mental health
is a significant issue for all of us to address, not only
around the electorate of Benambra but also right
throughout the state of Victoria. I know that the
coalition government is absolutely committed to
addressing the issues confronting us in mental health,
and these beds in early and post-trauma high-end,
high-need care will have a significant impact for so
many of those affected by mental health issues in our
community. There is also the ongoing work with
Albury Wodonga Health, which will see patients not
having to travel all the way to Wangaratta for the
high-end trauma beds at the Kerferd clinic because of
beds becoming available in Albury-Wodonga in the
very near future. People will no longer have to be
transported great distances to obtain treatment.
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Moving on from mental health, $1 million is being
committed for the restoration of Shelley-Walwa
Road — a fantastic result given the enormous
co-contribution from Hancock Victorian Plantations. At
the top end of the electorate, although Shelley-Walwa
Road is used primarily as a significant logging road,
school buses also travel on that road and its restoration
is something we have been trying to achieve for many
years. Given the plantations at that end of the electorate,
there will probably be at least another 30 years of
logging traffic travelling down that road —
unfortunately leaving Victoria and going to the
Tumbarumba mill, although there will be some coming
into this state — so we need to get that done. Hancock
has been a great corporate citizen in the area, and I
congratulate it for supporting the coalition government
in getting significant work done on the restoration and
sealing of the road.
There will be $2 million in additional funding for wild
dog control, a matter that has been near and dear to my
heart for quite some time because we are aware of the
neglect shown by the former government in relation to
wild dogs. Certainly you, Acting Speaker, know full
well as a passionate advocate for wild dog control and a
great help to me personally in confronting the wild dog
problem in north-eastern Victoria, what a continual
scourge wild dogs are on our farming community.
Today the Border Mail reported more wild dog stories,
but we are getting on top of those mongrels.
Unfortunately, with the great start we have had to the
season, the grass has grown so long we have had some
farmers losing lambs. With the dogs it is a separate
matter, and those farmers have not given up. I know
this is certainly not the first time I have spoken about
the need to put down vicious wild dogs which threaten
the good order of Victoria. That mission has been
accomplished, although sadly not before a number of
good people were torn apart. We can now focus our
attention on the four-legged variety of blood-crazed
mongrels. Certainly with the aerial baiting in
addition — —
Mr Pakula — What are you talking about?
Mr TILLEY — If you read this tomorrow, you will
be able to make some sense of it, because you are all
part of that lot from those dark 11 years of Labor, don’t
worry about that.
I absolutely commend this great, positive budget, which
will see a long-term prosperous future not only for the
electorate of Benambra but for all Victorians and for all
of Victoria. It is a budget built upon a commitment to
the Victorian community, underpinned by fiscal
maturity and responsibility, and is one that, unlike a
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slogan concocted by an overpaid spin doctor on which
those opposite were very good at spending the generous
donations of the taxpayer, will certainly ensure that
Victoria is and will remain the place to be. Once again I
commend this bill to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I wish to
contribute to the debate on the budget in the areas of
health, education, and community transport, and I will
also cover sport and recreation. In the 15 minutes
available to me I will try to whip through all of those
topics, which are so important to the constituents of the
Pascoe Vale electorate and to all Victorians. The first
thing is in relation to the most important thing in most
people’s lives — health. Health has gone backwards
under the coalition government. When it went to the
last election, the coalition government promised it
would create 800 new beds in its first term. In fact
43 beds were delivered. That is a failure.
This budget delivers $447 million for new prison beds,
but in contrast only $222 million for hospital beds. The
people in my electorate and throughout Victoria want
hospital beds over prison beds. We want our loved ones
to be looked after, and we need hospital beds in order
for that to happen. If there is a serious illness or event in
their lives, most people call the ambulance, the ambos.
Once upon a time when you called the ambos, you
would feel confident that they would be there in as
rapid a response time as possible because there would
be hospital beds that would allow patients to be
admitted to hospital. Now we have hospitals
underfunded, underresourced, and without sufficient
hospital beds in existence, and ambulances are ramping
outside the hospitals.
I want to pay tribute to Victorian ambulance officers.
They are the most highly trained yet the lowest paid in
Australia. This government deserves a fail not only on
hospital beds but also in relation to how it has treated
ambulance workers.
The budget has done nothing to improve response times
in emergency departments. The emergency departments
that look after my electorate in particular are at the
Northern Hospital and the Royal Children’s Hospital. If
you look at the Northern Hospital data for the last
12 months, you will see that the number of people
awaiting elective surgery has increased by 147. In
relation to elective surgery category 2 patients — that
is, patients treated within 90 days — the government
has set a target of 80 per cent. In fact at the Northern
Hospital by December 2012 only 65 per cent of
category 2 patients had been treated within the 90 days,
and by December 2013 that figure had dropped to
64 per cent.
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Not only did the figures for that hospital worsen over
12 months, they are also 16 per cent below the
designated target. For elective surgery category 3
patients the response target is 90 per cent, but by last
December only 83 per cent had been treated within the
365-day period. For people living in the northern
suburbs these figures are appalling. They are appalling
because this budget puts more attention on prison beds
than it does on hospital beds. The Royal Children’s
Hospital targets have diminished, and the Royal
Women’s Hospital has failed to meet its expectations in
relation to elective surgery lists. For people living in the
northern suburbs the Napthine government has failed.
I want to move briefly to education. The Minister for
Education, thankfully, is sitting at the table. He has
heard me speak many times on Westbreen Primary
School. That school has been let down over four
successive budgets. It was ready for its $5 million
rebuild. The minister has seen how bad that school is. It
is sinking, and its wooden frame is disintegrating. The
school community has patched that place up with
tender loving care. The minister went out recently and
gave that school some extra money for maintenance
when it needed $5 million for a rebuild. I am a
carpenter’s daughter, and my son is a carpenter. We
were told that, as members know, you do not spend
good money after bad. That school needed $5 million
for a rebuild, and the minister went out and gave it
some maintenance money. The school was gracious
enough to accept that money, but it does not address
what was required — which was finalised in August
2010.
This government has had four years to meet that
school’s needs, and now it has given the school money
for a patch up. What an insult to the students and to the
whole school community. I made an FOI request in
relation to the minister’s visit to Westbreen Primary
School to see what information was provided to him in
relation to the sorry state of that school. The
FOI documents are insightful in that they show that the
minister failed totally in getting his department to brief
him adequately.
Let us look at just where the funding has gone under the
Napthine government. The government has spent an
average of $278 million a year on school capital, which
compares poorly with the Labor government’s average
investment in its last term of $467 million per annum.
In this budget there was an opportunity to reinstate the
education maintenance allowance cuts. That did not
occur; the government deserves a fail on that measure.
There was an opportunity to address cuts to the School
Start bonus. That was not reinstated. That is another
fail. There was an opportunity to reinstate the cuts to
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the Fresh Fruit Friday program. That was not reinstated.
That was a fail. There was an opportunity to address the
cuts to the Reading Recovery program. They were not
reinstated. It is another government fail.
The vocational education and training coordination
funding cuts were not reinstated. The Victorian
certificate of applied learning coordination funding cuts
were not reinstated. The extensive specialist school
support teams at regional offices that were slashed were
not reinstated, and the Coburg office is now home to
support staff for not only the northern region but also
the Loddon Mallee region. So the Napthine government
has saved a penny on rental for northern country
Victoria by putting the staff in the northern
metropolitan office, but of course it has lost in terms of
travel time and inadequate rapid response to schools in
the northern region of country Victoria.
Looking at the TAFE sector, we can see that the
government has failed again. After the $300 million
cut, a further $124 million has been hacked from the
TAFE funding for next year. I recently visited Youth
Projects in Glenroy. Staff there are looking after some
of the most disadvantaged young people in our
community. They are funding a retail course for very
disengaged young people at $1 an hour. I thought I had
heard incorrectly and asked them to repeat the figure.
They get $1 an hour in funding for that TAFE course.
They are continuing with the TAFE course because it
links young people to ongoing employment — and, as
we all know, the retail industry continues to grow.
I will mention briefly some of the callous cuts and
aspects of this budget. One of the worst parts of the
budget, in my opinion, is that pertaining to the
Victorian WorkCover Authority. We are set to witness
WorkCover paying the government $600 million in
dividends over the next four years. That is something
Labor never did and never would do. A number of us
are looking after constituents in relation to WorkCover.
It is one of the most heart-rending experiences as an
MP when you try to advocate for people who need
WorkCover and who are being given the run-around by
insurance companies. Organisations like WorkCover
Assist are trying desperately to look after people injured
at work and assist their families, but they are finding it
increasingly difficult to do that under the current
budget, and it is only going to get worse.
In relation to sport and recreation Pascoe Vale Sports
Club desperately needs a $100 000 pavilion
refurbishment. I hope this budget provides the minister
with the opportunity to announce this funding fairly
quickly, but I will not hold my breath, because so many
of the funding initiatives are being based around
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coalition-held seats. Anyone in a coalition-held seat
where there is a requirement for a grade separation is
more likely to get it. Anyone who needs school funding
is more likely to get a new school if they are in a
coalition-held seat. That is quite different to how things
operated under Labor; our ministers took an oath to
deliver without fear or favour, and that is what they did.
I will briefly mention domestic violence. Today in
question time we saw crocodile tears from the Premier
about domestic and family violence and how urgently
he needed to talk about it today. What this Parliament
needs to remember and what commentators need to
remember are the words of Fiona McCormack from
Domestic Violence Victoria, who said after the budget
was announced:
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.

Yet today, when faced with some other difficult issues,
it suits the Premier to trot out family violence. It is such
an important topic, and in my opinion the way it was
used today was shameless.
I will also mention briefly the Scallywags Children’s
Centre, which lost Take a Break occasional care
funding. The Sussex Neighbourhood House was hoping
there would be some good news in the budget in
relation to reinstating Take a Break occasional care
funding, but there was zero in the budget in relation to
that. As a result there are mums and dads in my local
area who cannot afford child care and are left without
any option.
Hopefully the next speaker will be addressing the
subject of transport in a more comprehensive way than
I have time to do in my last minute or two. I was
appalled to find that half a billion dollars has been taken
out of the work that was going on on the Western Ring
Road upgrade, particularly from Glenroy through to
Preston and across towards Greensborough. That half a
billion dollars has gone, and as a result the hope we had
of noise walls being constructed on that ring-road looks
quite forlorn. The government needs to address grade
separation. I am glad Labor is doing it in relation to the
Glenroy railway crossing and the Bell Street crossing in
Coburg.
The last transport matter I raise is the Merlynston
railway car park, where residents are losing their
footing in dangerous potholes. I have raised the need
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for that car park to be urgently upgraded directly with
the Minister for Public Transport. In the absence of
such an upgrade, perhaps he can provide people with
splints for broken ankles or Wellington boots for
winter.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to say a few words on the budget papers. It
would be nicer to be talking about the glory days of
Fitzroy Football Club and the 1986 final in which
Hawthorn beat us, robbing us of a grand final
opportunity. There are not so many enjoyable days,
however, so we will go back to the budget.
This budget highlights that those opposite have been in
government for nearly four years. They have brought
down four budgets, and they have very little to show for
it. To date not one major project has been funded and
managed by this government. At the end of four years
we might have a contract signed for the east–west
project, albeit one that has not been put to the people.
Realistically, however, in four years we have not had
one project completed that was not funded or initiated
by the previous government, whether it be the regional
rail separation, the children’s hospital or similar.
This is a government that has sat still for four years and
suddenly, in this final budget, says to the Victorian
public, ‘We’re awake. We’re alive. We’re going to do
something. We’ve finally woken up’. After four years
of withdrawing government funds from the economy
and allowing employment growth to come quite
literally to a standstill — and even suggesting in this
budget that unemployment figures will increase —
what we have is a government that has not set its path
and is now, in its final year, saying to the Victorian
public, ‘Look, we haven’t done anything for four years,
but give us another opportunity and maybe in the next
four years we’ll do something’. Personally I do not
think the public will accept that. I hope they will not
accept it because at the end of the day four years is far
too long to have done very little.
We have the major project which the government is
supposedly going to sign off on in October. It is going
to wave around a contract and tell everybody, ‘Hip hip
hooray, we have a contract signed’. We still have not
seen the full business case, so we do not know what the
underlying assumptions are. We have a serious
suspicion that the full business case was premised on
the idea that traffic volumes from the west side were
included in it because it simply would not work out any
other way. You have about 165 000 cars coming from
the inner western suburbs and going through that part of
the city and about 28 000 cars coming off the Eastern
Freeway heading towards the west, so in terms of
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making it stack up obviously those figures were used to
put the business case together. That is why the business
case has become such a top secret document that not
even the CIA or anybody is ever going to see it.
If the government were confident about what it is
putting forward you would think that the business case
would have been fully released for analysis by the
public. I know it has gone to Infrastructure Australia,
and hopefully the federal government has a full copy of
it, but it is ridiculous to be spending — I think it is now
$16 billion — and still not be able to explain why the
business case will provide a beneficial return for all
Victorians. If the government cannot say to Victorians,
‘This is going to generate future growth, employment
and the like’ you would have to suggest that this project
should not go ahead.
There have been various major projects also planned
for my electorate. Again they have been quickly
planned without a great degree of foresight or thought
going into them. We have proposals to upgrade the
Cranbourne and Pakenham railway lines, and that
would be a welcome investment if it were well planned,
but the problem for my community is that if you have
been travelling on a train on the Pakenham and
Cranbourne lines for an hour, the idea of suddenly
being locked out of the city loop, which is what is
proposed, does not greatly appeal. If you have been on
a train for an hour and you are going to work, you do
not want to be swapping trains to get to your
workplace, so the idea that somehow or other this major
upgrade by Metro would be an absolute godsend, a
great nirvana for people in the outer suburbs, is simply
not the case. The responses members of the opposition
are getting from people who catch trains is that they are
furious that this government is putting forward a
proposal that has not been well planned and would lock
them out of the city loop.
It is a pity that we also have this proposed outer loop, or
whatever we might like to call it — the southern
loop — and I know that the people at the Department of
Transport are pulling their hair out at the moment
because we are building an outer loop and then we are
going to build a light rail into the city to link with this
outer loop. We may as well put in a canal from the
Yarra River and run the ferry from Werribee, or
wherever we are running the ferry, have it come
through the canal, pick people up in Fishermans Bend
and then get them into the city. That is about as logical
as the plan being put forward at the moment.
Again the government has panicked after four years of
sitting still and suddenly said — —

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
1970

ASSEMBLY

Mr Hodgett interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — To be fair to the Minister for
Ports, who is at the table, we will say three and a half
instead of four. That is reasonable. But it is still three
and a half years. It has been very slow. It is as if rigor
mortis has set in for this government.
An honourable member — Early.
Mr DONNELLAN — Early. I was about to say that
it has only been at it for three and a half years, and it is
already feeling a bit stiff and slow.
If the government is going to spend money on this
project, it needs to be properly planned, and again there
is a complete lack of focus by the government on
getting properly planned projects and properly planned
major infrastructure on the board. We have the
east–west link, we have the Pakenham and Cranbourne
lines upgrade and then we have this birdbrain outer
loop for which somehow or other we have to build a
light rail to get it into the city. We have three projects to
date which are major projects costing billions of dollars,
yet we do not have a proper business case for any of
them to date and all the public is given is the ‘trust me’
syndrome. The government is saying, ‘Somehow or
other we will do it properly and you just have to trust
us’. That is simply not good enough.
While this has been going on and this government has
spent three and a half years planning to do
something — which is great but is still just a plan to do
something — there is congestion across the board,
whichever part of Melbourne you are in. In the north of
Melbourne, in the new suburbs out there like Aurora
and so forth, you are very lucky to be able to get onto
the Hume Highway. The west also has serious
problems with roads in places like Point Cook, and the
issue is: what has the government done about it? Again
the government has gone around talking about a
congestion-busting birdbrain idea that the east–west
link will fix congestion problems across the universe.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Burwood without assistance.
Mr DONNELLAN — Calm down! The
congestion-busting exercise simply is not going to
work. It is a birdbrain idea for a pack of bird brains. It
simply does not work. How on earth the east–west link
will fix congestion problems in the city of Casey, the
city of Brimbank or any of those other areas is beyond
me, but all this government has done is go out and tell
people that the east–west link will fix everything. If you
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are sick, if you have cancer, the east–west link will fix
it. If there is congestion in Paris, the east–west link will
fix that. If you have an irritable stomach, the
east–west link will fix that. It is about the logic of this
government going around and saying, ‘The east–west
link fixes everything’. We all know that is a lie. It is a
furphy. It is load of drivel. It simply does not work.
What is probably most disappointing for this
government is that eastern suburbs voters are not
particularly excited at the prospect of simply getting to
their holidays more quickly. That is not enough to get it
over the line.
The government has worked out along the way that
spending $16 billion on one inner city link project does
not deliver great outcomes across the board. That is
pretty upsetting for all of us, but most upsetting for all
the punters who do not live in the eastern suburbs. At
the end of the day people know that this government is
trying to sell them a major dud.
Unfortunately this situation reflects what members of
the Liberal Party are. They are not doers about growing
the product and growing the economy. We can see that
in the year ahead government members are expecting
unemployment to increase, which is pretty disgraceful.
It is an indictment of all government members that they
think it a reasonable proposition to have in the budget
books that unemployment will increase. That highlights
that members of this government are not doers; they
just sit there and occupy the Treasury benches. They
are not there to grow the product and grow employment
to give people more dignity in their lives. Government
members are there to sell the great furphy that the
east–west link will fix everything.
This budget highlights that areas like mine, the city of
Casey, will get very little from the budget — absolutely
bugger-all. You only have to see the punters down at
the train stations to understand what the loop lockout
means to them. They are horrified at the idea of the
loop lockout; they think it is absolutely ridiculous. They
would rather wait and make sure that this government
planned its proposals properly. They do not want to be
locked out of the loop and sent off to Fishermans Bend
or somewhere like that, because that is what is
proposed at the moment. Then the government might
have to build a light rail carriageway to get those people
into the city, but congestion simply is not getting better.
The people in my electorate were looking forward to
more hospital beds in Casey, but there is not one new
bed — full stop. At the last election Gleneagles
Secondary College was promised new change rooms by
members of the Liberal Party, but there is zip —
nothing at all. There are no more beds, there is very
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little roads funding and there is not much to crow about.
But we did see an upper house member for South
Eastern Metropolitan Region go around the place
suggesting that money spent across the whole of the
south-east was somehow or other being spent in Casey.
That was an absolute lie; it was simply dishonest.

way to work, but I do not think he would be half as
productive as he would be if he bypassed the Liberal
bar and got on to work. People in the south-east want to
go through the loop to get to work. They have none of
the bad habits of members of the Liberal Party, such as
drinking on the way to work.

At the end of the day the poor punters of Casey have
received very little from this government. You have
only got to look at the faces of the City of Casey
councillors to see the panic that is setting in now. Those
people are not getting anything, even though members
of the Liberal Party would swear black and blue that
they are the friends of the outer suburbs. We only have
to look in the outer suburbs across the board to see that
very little money has been spent anywhere, whether it
be in the west, the north or the south-east. I guess the
east gets east–west link, so they are meant to be
jumping in the stalls — ‘Hip hip hooray!’.

People want to get to work. They want to be locked into
the loop and be part of it. They want to travel around
the loop and get to work, whether it be to Parliament
station or Melbourne Central. Instead people are
probably not going to stop at the Flinders Street bar and
celebrate the delivery of this magnificent initiative by
the Liberal Party. What else could we ask for? No-one
has ever delivered a bar to the punters of Victoria, but
the Liberal Party will deliver this magnificent bar. That
is really what this budget is all about.

Mr Watt — The west gets a train line to the airport.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! Members of the opposition as well as members
of the government will cease interjecting.
Mr DONNELLAN — We start to get the idea that
people are suggesting a trip to the airport for their
holidays. What I thought most amusing was the bar in
Flinders Street station, so as you hop off from the south
and go to work, government members will say, ‘Don’t
worry! There’s a bar on the way to work. Have a drink,
because it’s our big initiative to put a bar in Flinders
Street station. Don’t worry! If all else fails and you
can’t get to work, sit in the bar for the rest of the day’.
That is what members of the Liberal Party are saying:
‘Hip hip hooray! It’s one for you punters. Don’t worry
about work; don’t worry about life. Just have another
drink and relax in the bar in Flinders Street station’.
I could not believe that when I heard it the other day.
Obviously things were going pretty badly when the
southern punters had worked out that they would be
locked out of the loop, whether they are on the
Sandringham, Pakenham or Cranbourne lines. The bar
fixed it all, didn’t it? Down at the train station people
are saying, ‘All is forgiven. Members of the Liberal
Party have not spent a brass razoo on us, but they’ve
delivered us a bar, and we’re overjoyed with it’.
Mr Hodgett — As Minister for Ports should I claim
that?
Mr DONNELLAN — The Minister for Ports could
claim that, and he could have a couple of drinks on the

Ms Hennessy — Frankston line commuters won’t
get access to the bar.
Mr DONNELLAN — That is right. The poor
Frankston line commuters will not get access to the bar.
Obviously they are going to be really upset.
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — Maybe the punters in South
Yarra would like the bar. We do not know, but at the
end of the day we will have to wait until we see this
magnificent bar built and the Liberal Party deliver us
one piece of major infrastructure — a bar. Thank you,
Acting Speaker, for the opportunity to make a small
contribution.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak in
the debate on the motion to take note of the budget
papers. This is yet another disappointing budget after a
run of disappointing budgets over the last four years.
When we read the budget papers and see what the
budget contains, the one thing we realise is that this
budget is not about Victorians at all; it is all about the
Liberal Party and The Nationals surviving in
government. It has nothing to do with what might be
needed in this state. It does not show that the coalition
government has a plan or a strategy, or how this series
of budgets will meet that plan and strategy.
Victorians do not know where any of this money is
being pulled from or where it is going. There is not a
list of ongoing funding. What year the money will be
expended is anyone’s guess. Government members say,
‘Let’s get this together and hope it re-elects us’. This
budget comes on the back of budgets that did very little
for Victorians, particularly those in the western
suburbs — very little indeed. This budget is a sham for
those people who live in the inner west. There is
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nothing in it that people in the inner west can take any
joy from at all.
In health alone, there is no new money in the budget for
Western Health, yet there is an increase in population,
an increase in the birthrate, an increase in the need for
aged-care services and an increase in the incidence of
chronic illnesses. Chronic illnesses are overrepresented
in the west, including diabetes and heart disease, and
people in the west need medical support and assistance.
Where is the money for that? It is not there.
Data about emergency departments was released
recently which showed that Western Health is one of
the worst — I think the second worst — and that was
because there has been no investment in its emergency
department facilities. This government should have
provided that funding. The Western Hospital
emergency department should have been rebuilt under
this government, but it has not been. Government
members have not put money in the budget for that at
all.
Let us have a look at education. I fundamentally believe
that government has a large responsibility to provide
great government schools, particularly for kids who
come from disadvantaged backgrounds. For those kids,
having an education is something they can only look
forward to if there is a good government school for
them to go to. What has this government done? Has it
spent anything on our schools in the western suburbs?
The government made a promise to Sunshine College
of $6.1 million, of which only $1.26 million will be
available in the first financial year, and the college will
have to wait out to the never-never to get the rest of it.
That is not what Sunshine College needs. In 2010,
under the Labor government, Sunshine College was
promised $10 million to start the first stage of its
redevelopment, which was going to go from five
campuses to three.
The college has a master plan; it is all set and ready to
go. But instead of delivering on the master plan, which
you would expect the government might do — the
work has been done; it is all there; there is an
expectation by the families, the teachers and the
community — the government said, ‘Don’t worry
about a master plan. Let’s ring the principal a couple of
days before and announce that we will give them some
money for who knows what’. This is real planning —
this is really great government! It is really bad
government. It is not actually giving the school what it
needs. Schools across the state got the very same phone
call saying, ‘Have we got something for you! We have
written it on the back of an envelope. We do not have
any plan, but we will give you some money because it
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looks good in the lead-up to an election’. That is not
what a community is looking for in a government —
nothing like it.
Let us talk about TAFE. Poor Victoria University
TAFE, which has to look after one of the most
disadvantaged areas in the state, has been absolutely
gutted by this government. It is certainly suffering as a
consequence. It has had courses cut, it has lost teaching
staff and it has lost the capacity to help all those who
have become unemployed recently because this
government does not have a manufacturing industry
policy that it can look to in providing jobs for the
future. It is just a hopeless situation. It has had almost
$50 million cut from its budget by this government.
Government members should hang their heads in
shame that they are taking so much out of the TAFE
system and not investing in our young people or in
people who are being retrenched on a daily basis and
need to find new jobs and new ways of earning money
to support their families. This government does not
care — it could not give a damn — because it does not
think those people are going to vote for it anyway.
Those people will not be voting for the government
because of that.
Let us look at housing. There is no new money for
public housing in my electorate or in the whole of the
west as far as I can see, yet we know that homelessness
and demand for public housing is growing in the west.
Does this government care about that? No, it does not
give a damn about that either. It could not care less. We
have a situation where family violence in the western
suburbs is at an all-time high. We cannot find
emergency housing for women who are running away
from situations where they are totally unsafe. It is very
hard to get them housed. What makes it worse is that
while we are trying to encourage them to not go back to
their partners, to try to live an independent life, we
cannot provide them with long-term housing. There is
no affordable housing for them to go into because
waiting lists are so long and this government is not
investing in new public housing that would enable these
women to live safely with their children without being
at risk.
Government members can stand in this Parliament and
talk about family violence and introduce instruments
they think will help address family violence, but they
will not invest in the real things which would make a
difference to these people’s lives and which would
make it possible for these women to live independently,
to support their families and even potentially to get
back into the workforce and make a contribution to
their children’s welfare and give back something to the
community and society. Government members should
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hang their heads in shame for not providing the
necessary resources for the people who are most in
need.
Then we have public transport. This government thinks
it has done a wonderful job on public transport, but
public transport takes planning, and you have to take
time to plan it to make sure you are meeting the needs
of Victorians. The Melbourne Metro rail tunnel — the
project we on this side of the house still support — took
six years of planning. Infrastructure Australia rated it as
Victoria’s no. 1 priority in infrastructure for support
from the federal government. But what did this
government decide to do? It trashed it, and instead it
said, ‘We are going to come up with an alternative plan
over a six-month period’. There was no consultation,
there was no talking to the people who would know,
because those people were involved in developing the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel, and so there was no
understanding of the pressure the new project would
put on the west.
This project is bad for the west. It is an atrocious
abomination for people who live in the western
suburbs. I will tell members why. It is because the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel — Labor’s proposal —
would have opened up a new rail route into North
Melbourne, Parkville, the city and on to the Domain.
Our plan would have given people in the west rail
access to areas they did not have access to before. It
would have created less of a burden on Footscray and
Sunshine. It would have been fantastic. It would have
been great, but instead we are going to add to the
pressure on Footscray and Sunshine because of this
never-never dream of building an airport rail link,
which I know we will never see.
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idea that it dreamt up over six months and whacked on
the table saying it was the greatest new plan. It is a
sham. It is an absolute sham and it is no wonder that
people in my electorate feel disappointed — not only
disappointed but disgusted with this new government. It
is atrocious that this has been allowed to occur.
Let us have a look at planning. Under Labor there was a
central activities district in the city of Footscray, which
was planned and which involved the council, the police,
the local community, the community services in the
area and local businesses in creating a strategy for how
Footscray might be developed, not only for residential
purposes but also for jobs. What do we see now?
Nothing of the sort. What we had was a council that
was prepared to support development that was
reasonable and would improve the living standards of
the people who live in Footscray now and provide great
livability for the people who come to live and work in
Footscray. What we have now is a minister who thinks
that putting up a tower is a great initiative; I think I will
be waiting to see these towers for a very long time. The
one thing this minister does not care about is the
standard of living of people in these communities. He
does not care about a whole strategy for these
communities. He says, ‘Let’s build a tower as big as we
possibly can’.
If we turn to look at Sunshine, we see that Sunshine
was to become a central activities centre — —
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Prahran is out of his seat and
out of order.
Ms THOMSON — It has the same issues that
Footscray will have — livability. Yet before this
government was elected it made a promise to the
people of Sunshine that it would grant the whole of the
Sunvale Primary School site for parkland, but it has
reneged on that promise. It has not done it, it will not do
it. The government is selling off 0.8 hectares of the
property for residential high-rise development without a
care for the fact that it has made a promise to the
community. But who cares? The government may have
made a promise, but there is nothing wrong with
reneging on it — —

It will be a bit like the Avalon and Doncaster links,
which we all heard so much about for years and years.
Where have they gone? They have vanished. No longer
are we building the Avalon or Doncaster links. Instead,
this week we are going to the airport. Of course
everyone in my electorate goes to and from the airport
every day — this is the most crucial link they need! No,
it is not. Very rarely would people from the western
suburbs travel to the airport. It is a treat to fly off on
holiday with your family. That is what people look
forward to, but what they really want and need is a rail
link that would open up access to the city loop and
create more opportunities for them to go to Parkville
and other parts of Melbourne.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Prahran!

Melbourne Metro rail tunnel would allow
60 000 passengers an hour to travel to get to work,
hospitals, schools and recreation. But did this
government care? No. It came up with a brand-new

Ms THOMSON — The government is saying, ‘We
can go right ahead and relieve the community of that
promise and just do what we like’. I thought it took a
long time for governments to become arrogant, but this
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one is as arrogant as you can get. This is not a budget
for the people of Footscray, it is not a budget for the
people of Sunshine and it is certainly not a budget for
the people of Victoria. There is no strategy, there is no
plan. There is only one agenda and that is to get the
government re-elected.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I should not say that I am
pleased to be contributing to the debate, because it is a
very sad budget for my electorate of Clayton. I have
referred to this budget before as a smoke and mirrors
budget, but I am going to bring to the attention of the
house some of the very real pain that this government
has inflicted on my community of Clayton. In talking
about education, I am not going to talk about the
devastation of the funding cuts to TAFE and so on. I
am just going to talk about the real things that are
happening in my electorate. There are six campuses of
former primary and secondary schools in my electorate.
I can name them: Clayton West Primary School,
Clayton Primary School, the former Oakleigh South
Primary School in Beryl Street, Oakleigh, part of
Oakleigh South Primary School and two others, one
primary and one secondary school. The government is
selling these blocks of land and it is going to get tens of
millions of dollars from these sales. All the while I have
been pleading with the Minister for Education for
funding for Clayton South Primary School.
Three times I have raised this matter on the
adjournment. I have begged him, I have pleaded with
him to come and have a look at just this one school.
Clayton South Primary School is falling apart. Under
the previous government it was at the tender stage for a
rebuild. The Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development had set up a tender and
everything was ready to rebuild the whole school. Then
this heartless government decided not to fund it. It did
not even bother to say what it was going to do. It is a
cynical, sick joke that the member for Frankston said he
did not want funding for a school in his electorate, but
this government funded it to the tune of $18 million.
What kind of government is this? One member of
Parliament says the school in his electorate does not
need funding, meanwhile I have begged and pleaded
with the minister for funding, saying that my
community needs the school that is falling apart. But
the government decides instead to build it in Frankston,
where nobody wants it and when nobody asked for it.
What kind of sick mentality does that show?
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Burwood!
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Mr LIM — Only a sick government would do
something like that to a community it is supposed to be
representing. The list goes on and on. The community
and that very same school have been pleading for a
40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit and a pedestrian
crossing for the kids from that school. However, the
government has cut the funding, and the parents, the
school and the school community have been waiting
and hoping that it is going to be funded, but it has not
been — and this is just in education.
I could go on all night about the government’s broken
promises. Let us look at the development of the
Monash Children’s hospital. The Labor Party went to
the last election with the promise of a brand-new
$240 million facility that would be up and operating in
2014 — this year. The coalition at that time was
dragged kicking and screaming to match the promise,
but what is happening now? In this budget the
government has only allocated $47 million instead of
the full amount, and it does not even know when it will
finish that hospital. The government has no plan. It has
nothing because deep in its DNA it does not know what
it is doing.
For the first three years the government decided that it
was going to be a small government and a small target.
It did not want to do too much, it did not want to do
something too big and it did not want to do something
too fast, so it ended up doing nothing for three years.
The government has done nothing, yet suddenly it says
it has decided to build the east–west tunnel just to show
people that it is doing something. This is what we are
dealing with. We have ended up with a government like
that in Victoria. It has no plan, it does not know what it
is doing, and whatever it is doing it is doing in a panic
and just for the sake of staying in government.
We have to ask ourselves whether Victorians deserve
this kind of government. I think we deserve better than
that, but I will continue. Clayton happens to be the most
multicultural electorate of the 88 lower house
electorates in this state. I can talk about the pain that
this government has inflicted on the migrant
community, on the multicultural community. We have
seen the report of the Auditor-General on the confusion
and the inability to provide leadership in that area. The
coalition government has done this before and it was a
mistake.
When Labor came back into government for 11 years
we fixed the problem, and this government is supposed
to be the government that fixes problems! It has not
fixed any problems. In fact it has caused more problems
for Victoria. Because government members are
born-to-rule kinds of people, they have no idea of what
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the people need and what they aspire to. They have no
vision whatsoever for this state, let alone for the ethnic
and multicultural community.
The lack of leadership is evident in the two competing
bodies the government has to deliver services to the
multicultural community — the so-called Office of
Multicultural Affairs and the so-called Victorian
Multicultural Commission. Neither body knows what
to do. Each one is looking at the other and saying, ‘It is
your responsibility’; ‘No, it is your responsibility’, so
neither delivers those services effectively and
efficiently. For that, government members should be
hanging their heads in shame.
The former Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship is leaving the sinking boat. Now we have a
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship in the
upper house who has hardly had anything to do with the
multicultural community. He is from an ethnic
background, but that is not good enough. This
government should not waste time and energy or the
monetary resources of this state carrying on like this
and losing its way.
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At long last this government has decided to do
something. It decided to tell the people it is doing
something. It told them that it was going to tackle the
issue of trains. However, the coalition went to the last
election making big promises. It said, ‘We are going to
fix the problem’. Do you know how it is going to fix
the problem of the Dandenong-Pakenham line? If
people in my electorate board the train in Clayton, they
will not go through the loop and they will not go to
their workplace. They will go somewhere else. That is
how the government is going to fix the problem for my
community. We know that the government is going
down that track. The only result awaiting the
government is a big slap from voters who catch trains
on the Dandenong-Pakenham line and those on the
Frankston line, who will have the same problem. Their
destination should be their workplace in the loop, but
their train will now go somewhere else outside the city.

I am concerned with this new development of the
so-called rearranging of priorities and resources in the
police force. In Clayton we do not have a full-time,
functioning police station. From the sound of it, this
redirecting of resources will be to so-called specific
projects rather than to front-line officers walking the
street. Clayton has had its share of problems. As a result
of complaints by local traders and residents, there have
been a lot of patrols in the main street of Clayton. That
has made a lot of difference and has improved the
situation in the Clayton shopping strip. If there is any
change to that by pulling out the patrols and the
presence of those police officers on the main street of
Clayton and reallocating them to other priorities,
without any justification, there will be a real problem
again in Clayton.

You have to ask: why would a government do
something like this? It promised to fix the problems.
Instead of fixing the problems, the government is
creating problems, and it is becoming the problem. It
amazes me that after four years the government has
decided to go down this track. An opportunity has been
missed. The government should have grabbed the
opportunity to fix public transport in the state, but it has
not. This includes grade separations in Clayton and at
Centre Road in my electorate. These have become a
major concern. I bring to the attention of the house a
member in the upper house. When she was in
opposition, she was jumping up and down almost every
second week complaining about these issues. However,
now that she is Cabinet Secretary, it is okay. She is
happy now, and she is not complaining any more. This
is an indication of how sick, bad and fundamentally
wrong this government is. It has no direction, no vision
and no empathy with the people of Victoria. The
people’s concerns are not the government members’
concerns, because the government members are born to
rule.

Members probably do not remember that there have
been incidents of people being held up at gunpoint or
knifepoint when they were withdrawing money at
banks in the main street. People have been threatened
and robbed at gunpoint or knifepoint because the
attackers know there are no police at the station. The
police have been very underresourced in this state and
in Clayton. The government’s promises on this issue
have not been delivered. Unfortunately this government
is building prisons instead of hospitals. The government
has not delivered on its promises, which is a real
concern.

I could go on and on about the failure of this
government, which went to the last election saying it
would fix the problems. As I have mentioned, instead
of fixing the problem, government members have
themselves become the problem, and they themselves
are creating more problems for the community. They
should be ashamed of themselves. They should have a
look at themselves before the next election. I have not
even mentioned the problem in this chamber that they
have created, which they have not been able to solve
and do not intend to solve. They have no will to solve
it. Indeed, they are becoming the problem.
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I came to the Parliament 18 years ago — four elections
ago — and I have never before seen the Parliament
deteriorate in the way that it has recently. Each of the
previous Labor government budgets provided fairness.
We allocated at least $1 billion in each budget to
looking after the community. This government takes
from the community. I will give one small example.
The volunteering funding has just disappeared. The
government does not even know where the money has
gone. The minister who is supposed to be responsible
for this area will never be able to explain to this
Parliament or respond to my inquiries and many
representations as to where that money is. It is a little
money — a couple of thousand here and there, enough
for small community groups, especially ethnic
communities, which cannot articulate their wishes.
We have heard about Co.As.It — unfortunately I have
to mention it — an organisation representing the Italian
community, being able to reap $140 million from the
state of Victoria and the commonwealth in the past
20 years. Yet the Chinese community, which is four
times bigger, cannot even get a hundredth of that kind
of money to look after themselves, and the misery they
have been through under this government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I rise this evening to
make a contribution on the motion in relation to this
year’s state budget.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — The minister at the table, the
Minister for Ports, indicates that he will be moving for
an extension of time because he is so interested in my
contribution. The budget has been formally passed by
this house and supported by the opposition, but of
course our formal support of the budget and the budget
bills before the house in order to ensure supply does not
mean that we are giving a big tick to every element of
this budget or to the associated bills, and I had the
opportunity to speak on the Building a Better Victoria
(State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment) Bill
2014. It certainly does not mean we do not have
concerns about this government’s priorities when it
comes to determining how state tax money is spent.
Last sitting week I had the opportunity to make a
contribution about the way this government has shown
a real lack of interest and failed to invest in the Geelong
region. The budget, which was before the house and
passed earlier today, and recent policy changes and
announcements by the government indicate how low
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down the priority list Geelong is for this government.
There are cuts to police services in my electorate. I
spoke about this in detail last sitting week. Three police
stations are basically being wound back — they are
really being closed — by this government: Drysdale,
Portarlington and Queenscliff.
We have seen enormous cuts in the TAFE system, and
this has had an enormous impact on Gordon TAFE in
Geelong, resulting in fewer staff, fewer students being
able to undertake courses and fewer courses being
provided through Gordon TAFE. What we also have
before us are enormous job losses. The Minister for
Manufacturing is sitting at the table this evening, and I
know the loss of hundreds of jobs from Alcoa is
looming in only a few weeks time. Unfortunately this
budget provides no real strategic investment in jobs or
any support for the workers who are about to lose their
jobs from Alcoa.
We are seeing a lack of investment in health and
ambulance services. The Geelong region has one of the
worst ramping problems across the state. In the last few
days I had the opportunity of meeting with some of the
paramedics from the Bellarine stations, and I know the
ambulance services being provided to Bellarine
residents are less than satisfactory.
This budget has let down Geelong. It is certainly letting
down regional Victoria. The figures suggest that, of the
infrastructure spend in this budget, only 4 per cent is
going into regional Victoria, despite the fact that
regional Victoria makes up 25 per cent of the
population. It feels like we are revisiting the Kennett
years, when the Kennett government left regional
Victoria behind and when there was talk about
Victorian towns being the toenails of the state.
I will touch on a couple of areas of concern about this
budget as it pertains to Geelong. There is no money for
training. We know that TAFE across the state will face
additional funding cuts, and we imagine that further
cuts to Gordon TAFE will occur. This budget confirms
that the promised $85 million for a second public
hospital for Geelong will be only $50 million, and of
course, as has been revealed through secret documents
that were leaked, it will not be a second public hospital
but in fact something arranged in a private deal with a
private hospital.
I turn now to the promised Avalon rail link. Three and a
half years ago some money was allocated for a study;
the government is going to keep studying. By the time
it finishes studying, Avalon will probably be gone. No
rail link is delivered in this budget. In regard to the
study provided for in the last budget for a potential train
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line to Drysdale, the government is going to keep
studying it. There has been no community consultation,
and no-one knows what is happening, so again it will
just be delayed and delayed.
On the commitment of money to the Northern Health
facility, what we discover in this budget is that there is
only $3.4 million and that it is not until 2017–18 that
we see the final amount spent.
We have seen the Minister for Ports recently visit my
electorate, and I presume as a contingency measure
$3 million was allocated towards Portarlington Pier. It
absolutely needs rebuilding because it is about to have
load limits placed on it, but what the community wants
is a safe harbour. Labor has committed the $15 million.
The government has committed $3 million to do
another master plan. As I said, this budget shows the
government has again walked away from regional
Victoria, and it is a very big disappointment for the
Geelong region.
Another thing about this budget is that it further deserts
Victoria’s environment. It is hard to believe that is
possible, given the last few budgets. The last three
budgets have seen serious funding cuts to the
environment. In the last three and a half years this
government has overturned many environmental
policies which had been supported in a bipartisan way
across both conservative and Labor governments.
Again this budget gives a clear indication that this
government does not care about Victoria’s
environment.
We have seen over 500 staff cut from the Department
of Environment and Primary Industries. In addition to
that, over 200 jobs have been lost from Parks Victoria.
That is up to this point, and this budget will see further
cuts, including $19 million from environment policy,
$46 million from environment programs and
$16.6 million from the management of forests, parks
and public land. The merger of the former Department
of Primary Industries and the former Department of
Sustainability and Environment has resulted in the
environment part of the new department being the poor
cousin. It is wearing the vast majority of program and
staff cuts. This was confirmed during the hearings of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee when
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security
basically said the funding cuts were not in the primary
industries area but within the environment part of the
department.
These cuts are having and will continue to have a
significant impact on the capacity of the government to
manage and protect the environment, of which it is
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custodian on behalf of all Victorians. The impact is
already being seen in the management of national parks
and coastal areas. When you think about 200 jobs being
lost from Parks Victoria, that is prior to this budget
taking effect. That is a massive cut in jobs, and that is
not just in metropolitan Melbourne. About half are in
metropolitan Melbourne and half are in regional
Victoria. This, combined with the budget cuts that
Parks Victoria has had to sustain, is impacting on the
ability of Parks Victoria to manage our coastal and
national park assets.
If you have a look in the budget papers, you will see the
performance measures that the government has set out
in relation to the environment. Page 129 of budget
paper 3 sets out the service delivery figures. Let us
look, for example, at the performance measure in
relation to foreshore protection assets around Port
Phillip and Western Port bays. This measure relates to
how many of the assets are rated as good to very good.
The target for 2013–14 was 80 per cent, but what was
in fact delivered was 50 per cent — 30 per cent lower
than the target. The government has now revised the
target down to 55 per cent. That means that when
Victorians go to the beach, the bay or, in my case,
around the Bellarine Peninsula and use the barbecue,
the picnic table, the walking tracks or the foreshore
area, they can only expect 55 per cent to be in good to
very good condition. That is down from 80 per cent,
which was the target.
In addition to that, when we look at things like
recreational facilities in state forests with a life
expectancy of greater than five years, we had a target of
70 per cent in 2013–14, and the expected outcome in
this financial year is 54 per cent, with a future target of
60 per cent. We are basically seeing that the funding
provided and the staff cuts that have occurred in Parks
Victoria have meant that we are unable as a state to
protect and maintain the assets that all Victorians rely
on when they visit national parks, state forests, parks in
our local communities — where many hundreds of
families walk their dogs, for example — and of course
our foreshore areas.
The irony is that the government cannot find the money
to protect these assets but it is able to find the money to
enable another trial of alpine grazing. The minister
admitted at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing that in addition to what has already
been spent, which is at least a couple of million dollars,
another $400 000 at least is going to be spent to enable
the next trial of alpine grazing. This trial is going to
occur in the Wonnangatta Valley, an area which Parks
Victoria has spent hundreds of thousands of dollars
over the last few years rehabilitating, getting rid of the
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weeds et cetera. Now we are going to allow cows back
into the area, which will deteriorate the area again —
when the reason for the weeds and deteriorated natural
values in that valley was cows grazing. Not only is the
government going to waste the money that Parks
Victoria really did not have to spend in that area, but it
is about to spend another $400 000 on what is really an
ideological fight around alpine grazing in the Alpine
National Park area.
We have also seen in this budget the government hitting
programs like the solar water program and the energy
efficiency program. The government basically went to
the election saying right up to the last day, ‘We’re
going to have a great environment policy’, but really it
had none. One of the things it promised was that it was
committed to improving the energy efficiency of
Victorian homes, raising them from an average of a
2-star to a 5-star standard. That is another commitment
the government has walked away from in this budget,
condemning Victorians to high utility bills. This
particularly impacts lower income Victorians, who are
also going to be affected by the fact that the value of
concessions is no longer keeping up with the real cost
of utility bills.
We again have nothing for climate change; despite the
adaptation plan launched by the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, there is nothing to
back it up. If you do not have energy efficiency
programs, like solar hot water, you are saying that it is
somebody else’s problem. It is a bit like Tony Abbott
going overseas and saying to the President of the
United States and basically 90 per cent of the world
community, who believe climate change is the critical
issue facing our world, ‘It doesn’t matter; we won’t do
anything’, and working with the Canadian government
to try to block attempts to deal with climate change.
The state Minister for Environment and Climate
Change has led the way on this, walking away from
real action when it comes to climate change.
This budget has deserted regional Victoria, it has
deserted Geelong and once again it has deserted the
environment here in Victoria. Generations of Victorians
will pay the price for that desertion.
Motion agreed to.
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TREASURY LEGISLATION AND OTHER
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — The Treasury Legislation
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014 is essentially an
omnibus piece of legislation to deal with a number of
matters that fall largely within the responsibility of the
Assistant Treasurer. The acts that are amended include
the Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986,
which will create a requirement to comply with any
prudential standards approved by the Governor in
Council, and the State Superannuation Act 1988 and
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 to allow former members of public sector
superannuation funds to commute a pension to meet a
commonwealth tax liability.
There are also amendments to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 to improve the
operation of the acts. That is what is stated in the
explanatory memorandum, but essentially the
amendments in the bill deal with issues that arose from
the introduction of the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation
and Compensation Act 2013 and the unintended
consequences of a series of amendments.
There are also amendments to the Victorian Managed
Insurance Authority Act 1996 relating to the ability of
the board, the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority
(VMIA), to delegate to a holder of a named office of
the authority rather than having to individually name a
person. There are also amendments in relation to the
VMIA act to provide further clarification on powers
and delegations of powers of the chief executive officer
or other persons to appoint or engage other officials and
employees and to set terms and conditions of
appointment or engagement. There are also changes in
relation to indexation provisions in acts, particularly in
relation to how the Australian Bureau of Statistics
changes indexation over time.
To turn to the individual clauses in the bill, I will first
deal with the amendments that relate to the Emergency
Services Superannuation Act 1986. These amendments
relate to the prudential standards that apply to these
particular public sector superannuation schemes that are
covered by Emergency Services and State Super
(ESSS). It is important to note the scale of public funds.
We often talk about budgets and related matters, but
there are funds that exist within the public sector that
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are often administered without particular regard to the
public debate.
It is important to note the amount of funds the ESSS
administers. If you look at the most recent annual
report, you see it includes assets of nearly $20 billion
and liabilities of nearly $34 billion. We are talking
about very significant areas of public administration
that involve the retirement of many thousands of
Victorians, and these liabilities relate principally to
defined benefit schemes — there are over $31 billion of
liabilities relating to defined benefit schemes. The
assets, of course, relate to both defined benefit schemes
and accumulation schemes. There are also smaller but
still significant liabilities of over $2 billion but under
$3 billion relating to the accumulation schemes. These
are very significant funds, and the opposition is of the
view that it is reasonable to provide further regulation.
At the moment the prudential standards that apply are
applied voluntarily.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Keeping It Together program
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Community Services and concerns the good work of
the Casey North Community Information and Support
Service (CISS), in particular its successful Keeping It
Together program. The action I seek is that the minister
fund the program so that it can continue and, if
possible, be expanded.
The city of Casey has disturbingly high levels of family
violence and family breakdown. Sometimes the two
problems are linked, sometimes not. What we know is
that families in the city of Casey are in desperate need
of assistance. Budget cuts are having a dramatic impact
on the lifestyle of local families and on support services
which provide families with advice and assistance
during times of crisis. Family violence is a major cause
of homelessness among women and children in the city
of Casey.
The Keeping It Together program has been in operation
for five years. Facilitators work two days a week,
delivering three programs per term, with an additional
annual program for culturally and linguistically diverse
women. The emphasis in the program is on
prevention — preventing family breakdowns and

1979

preventing family violence. I do not think there would
be a person in this house, and I know that to be true of
the member for Gembrook, who would not support a
successful program with such a positive focus. This is
what some of women have said about the Keeping It
Together program:
The course was really worthwhile and the format and
structure was excellent! I would happily recommend this
course to others.

A second woman said:
I never thought I had an issue with anger management; I
became aware that I actually do!

Another said:
It has also given me the skills to stop and act, rather than
react.

Yet another said:
The kids are happier to be around and they seem to notice that
I am happier and not angry all the time.

The program has been supported in the past by some
philanthropic organisations, and I thank the Helen
Macpherson Smith Trust, the R. E. Ross Trust and the
Besen Family Foundation. It is now time for the
government to support this innovative and
life-changing program so it can continue to change
lives, save lives, stop women from being victims of
family violence and keep families together.
None of us can be proud to live in a state where a
woman dies every week at the hands of a partner or
previous partner. Family violence is estimated to cost
the state economy $3.4 billion a year in police and court
costs, hospital time, ambulance response, lost
productivity and support. A couple who benefited from
the program recently visited Casey North CISS and
donated $300. They said it was to say thank you for
saving their marriage. We should all be grateful for this
life-changing program, so I ask the minister to follow
the lead of this generous and grateful couple, especially
now that there is new money, given that the budget was
regarded as a pittance. The Premier was asked to return
his white ribbon, and the government was accused of
being an active contributor to the abuse of women and
children. I ask the minister to find the funds necessary
for the Keeping It Together program.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Caulfield Park conservatory
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise today to
raise a matter with the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change in regard to the Caulfield Park
conservatory. The action I seek is for the minister to
conditionally approve the relocation of the historic
conservatory to the Rippon Lea estate, subject to the
vacant space at Caulfield Park being appropriately
utilised as a feature within the park. The conservatory
was in fact originally located at Rippon Lea as a
greenhouse, but the original burnt down in the 1920s.
There has been a great level of community concern and
a big local campaign to save the conservatory.
Unfortunately the structure has become run down over
the years, and the Glen Eira City Council surveyed
residents to explore options of either developing,
demolishing or refurbishing the site known as the
conservatory. One of the proposals included a cafe,
which was completely rejected by the community. The
building is in worse shape than originally thought, and
even though the most preferred option from the
community consultation was to refurbish the
conservatory, the Glen Eira council has voted to
demolish it.
I am told the cost of refurbishing the conservatory is
estimated to be in excess of $250 000, and council has
only set aside $100 000 to do the work. As a result, due
to the overwhelming community concern and the
historical nature of the conservatory, the National Trust
of Australia (Victoria) has offered to relocate the
structure back to the Rippon Lea estate. I have been
informed that the council supports this new approach
and is willing to fund the relocation of the conservatory.
I believe this is a good option, as we will still retain the
conservatory in the area and in fact return it to its
original home. This also opens up the possibility of
upgrading the space and better utilising it for local
residents, who have been advocating for more seating
for the elderly and families in Caulfield Park.
I would be prepared to organise a meeting, under the
minister’s direction, with council and the Department
of Environment and Primary Industries to explore these
possibilities and opportunities. It is on these grounds
that I ask that the minister approve the relocation of the
historic conservatory to the Rippon Lea estate, subject
to discussion with the council, and to appropriately
upgrade the vacant land and keep it as a unique feature
within the park.
Caulfield Park is a great park. As I have said on many
occasions, it is the jewel in the crown of our open space
in Caulfield, and we are looking at relocating the depot
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to Booran Reserve and to be able to look at this
particular conservatory as one of the key projects. It is
certainly a historic building. It has historic significance,
as I said, back to the 1920s. To take that building back
to its original home at Rippon Lea gardens would be a
great opportunity for all, and I ask the minister to
consider this matter.

Cranbourne electorate bus services
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is
for the introduction of a much-needed bus service for
the new estates of Cascades on Clyde and Selandra
Rise in my electorate of Cranbourne. The new route I
am seeking is to run along Linsell Boulevard, passing
through Cascades on Clyde and the north end of the
Selandra Rise estate. The electorate of Cranbourne is
certainly a growing area, with many families moving in
week after week.
As the minister knows well, two Liberal
governments — the Napthine and Abbott
governments — have hit anyone with a car in their
respective budgets. The Abbott government’s
unfreezing of the fuel excise levy will lead to an
increase in petrol prices twice a year, adding about
2 cents a litre to the cost of petrol from August, and
there is also the Napthine government’s additional
increase in the motor vehicle registration fee by $25 on
top of consumer price index increases, plus the stamp
duty increase in motor vehicle sales of 4 cents on every
$200.
Many residents are now looking for alternative ways to
commute. Most of them are members of young families
and first home buyers who are struggling to cope with
these additional cost of living pressures. At present, if
you live in areas like Cascades on Clyde or Selandra
Rise estates, there is no direct way to commute by
public transport without walking a long distance. My
constituents from these areas request this bus service
time and again when I meet with them on my
doorknocking rounds, in my mobile offices, in
shopping centres, at community events and at other
places. Over the last three years both estates have been
growing well and are still doing so, hence the need for a
bus service to be introduced urgently. This
much-needed bus service would enable residents to
travel to their places of employment or education,
attend medical appointments and travel to shopping and
entertainment facilities in the Cranbourne area, or easily
get to the railway station.
Cascades on Clyde is a vibrant masterplanned
community created to suit the growing needs of my
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electorate’s modern families. Selandra Rise is an
Australian first — a world-class community being
developed through an innovative partnership that
enables residents to be at the forefront of planning for
the creation of a healthier and more engaged
community. Bus services in growing areas like the
electorate of Cranbourne play a major role in the
provision of public transport and therefore need to be
delivered urgently. I therefore urge the Minister for
Public Transport to support this much-needed bus
service in the Cascades on Clyde and Selandra Rise
estates.

Visionstream
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I direct my request to
the Minister for Technology, the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips, and ask him to visit the Bentleigh
electorate to tour the national headquarters of the
Visionstream business in Bentleigh East to meet the
staff and management who work in this large locally
based business. Bentleigh East is the home of
Visionstream’s head office, where approximately
450 staff members are based, including the senior
leadership and executive teams. Visionstream provides
design, construction and maintenance services for
advanced communication and industrial networks in
Australia and New Zealand. With a heritage in design,
construction and maintenance services, Visionstream is
a trusted partner to leading telecommunication and
ICT network providers and industries that rely on
mission-critical infrastructure. The company was
established in 1994 as a subsidiary of Telstra to design
and build the $4 billion Telstra cable TV rollout, before
being acquired by Leighton Contractors in 1996.
Since 1996 Visionstream has been a part of Leighton
Contractors and has built an impressive track record in
delivering telecommunication construction,
maintenance and engineering services to carriers,
governments, channel partners and enterprise customers
in Australia and New Zealand. Its key expertise is held
in-house and backed by industry-recognised
accreditation and an award-winning safety record.
Some of Visionstream’s current projects include the
delivery of the national broadband network and the
installation of fixed line, mobile and wireless networks
for Telstra and Optus. It also has a community
investment program, which operates from a
company-wide strategic framework aligned with its
parent company Leighton Contractors. This ensures
support and focus for greater impact and creates true
sustainable outcomes for communities through a
combination of cash and in-kind donations, community
sponsorships, skilled and unskilled volunteering, and
fundraising. Community partnerships focus on three
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core areas: environment, Indigenous and disadvantaged
youth.
The action I seek is for the minister to come to the
Bentleigh electorate and visit the large locally based
telecommunication and ICT network provider
Visionstream and to meet with management and staff to
gain a greater insight into the work it carries out.

Isla Avenue Community Respite Care Facility
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Community
Services. The action I seek is for the minister to
investigate the operation of the Department of Human
Services respite facility located at Isla Avenue,
Glenroy. By way of brief background, on 26 May I
received an email from a constituent of mine, Mr Paul
Greenfield, whose son Thomas stays at this respite
facility. In his email to me Mr Greenfield outlined that
he had recently been informed by the department that
all respite at Isla Avenue Community Respite Care
Facility had been cancelled until further notice. As I am
sure the minister appreciates, respite care is a vital
service that provides not only a much-needed break for
carers but also gives individuals like Thomas an
important change in their daily routine and habits and
the chance to interact with different members of the
community. In fact Mr Greenfield has informed me
how much his son looks forward to the respite and the
opportunity to get out into the community with other
children at that facility.
This sudden and unexpected cancellation of respite at
Isla Avenue, Glenroy, has greatly inconvenienced not
only the Greenfield family but also others who depend
so much on the facility for their children. I understand a
possible reason for the cancellation of respite is that the
facility is needed to provide a refuge for another patient
with high-care needs. I do not know the full
circumstances, and I am hoping the minister may be
able to shed some light on what is happening at this
facility. I have given the minister some details on the
concerns at the facility earlier today. Furthermore I
believe this is not the first time that respite has been
suddenly cancelled at Isla Avenue. In fact I have been
advised that such cancellations in the past have led to
complaints being lodged with the disability services
commissioner.
Mr Greenfield’s frustration was clear in his recent email
to me, which states:
The issue here is that as usual we the carers come in second in
every way, shape and form. The fundamental issue here is
that Isla Avenue is a respite facility, not a refuge, but you
could be forgiven for thinking otherwise.
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The action I seek is for the minister to investigate the
operation of the Department of Human Services respite
facility located at Isla Avenue, Glenroy. I also ask that
the Minister for Community Services pursue this matter
immediately and ensure that these problems are
addressed as soon as possible.

North-eastern Victoria investment
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I a matter for
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. The
action I seek is that the minister come to north-eastern
Victoria to meet with various groups, particularly in the
Myrtleford and Bright areas, where I would like to
show him the progress made on some of the
investments made through the Regional Growth Fund
and some of the activities going on and potential
opportunities to be had in the area. For example, last
Friday I accompanied the member for Benalla to
Boynton’s Feathertop Winery for the opening of the
latest $150 000 stage of its expansion. It was a lovely
day there. The $150 000 from the Regional Growth
Fund is in addition to a further coinvestment by the
federal government and a major investment by the
Boynton family.
Another significant investment in this region from the
Regional Growth Fund has gone towards a cycling
track between Bright and Harrietville — a distance of
about 25 kilometres. It is being built from each end and
does not quite meet in the middle just yet. However, I
want to update the minister as to how we are travelling
with that project. I also invite the minister to inspect
various communities in the region, including at
Porepunkah. Lucy O’Dwyer, who runs the Rail Trail
Cafe, has many stories to share about the rail trail
activities and the value of tourism.
Obviously as the Parliamentary Secretary for Tourism
and Trade I think it is important that the minister hear
from the community itself how important and value
adding the cyclists, the snow traffic and the food and
wine sector are to the region. It is important that the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development sees that
firsthand. I would also encourage him to meet with
members of the Porepunkah United Neighbourhood
Community Association, a very proactive group, and of
course no trip to the north-east would be complete
without at least an update on how we are travelling with
the Mount Buffalo Chalet.
The Bright and District Chamber of Commerce is a
very active group, and it will be keen to show the
minister some of the fine investments that have taken
place in Bright and the potential opportunities that lie
ahead. If he plays his cards right, I would also be
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delighted to take the minister to the Myrtleford Butter
Factory. Myrtleford is an outstanding part of the world
where Naomi Ingleton runs a fantastic business. It is a
small business, but it has a large vision. I have no doubt
the Deputy Premier will be impressed with what he
finds in our region. If he can fit it into his busy
schedule, I would encourage him to come to our
wonderful electorate so I can show him some
developments in the region.

Vocational education and training
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I wish to raise an issue
for the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. The
action I seek is for the minister to lift the cloak of
secrecy and release long-overdue public information on
the Victorian training market. I call on the minister to
stop stalling and release the long-overdue full-year
vocational education and training market report 2013
and the now overdue Victorian training market report
for the first quarter of 2014. The minister’s secrecy over
these training market reports has now extended for so
long that they are effectively banking up against each
other. These reports do not contain trivial details; they
contain information that is vital for a full analysis of the
performance of the training market — the performance
of over $1 billion in public funding. It is public
information that has been released quarterly for years
by governments of all political persuasions, information
that training providers rely on to make their business
plans and evaluate the market.
On 16 May at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings the minister, when questioned
about this, said the full-year 2013 report would be
‘released shortly’. A month on there is still no sign of
these reports; they remain under lock and key in the
minister’s desk drawer. We all know why the
government is withholding these public reports. It is
because the training system is in absolute turmoil and
the facts stand in stark contradiction to the increasingly
feeble rhetoric that we hear from the government. We
know that TAFEs are in turmoil, with half of them
posting operating losses last year; student fees are
skyrocketing; apprenticeship numbers are plummeting;
subsidy rates have fallen to unsustainable levels; rorting
of public funds is rife; quality training is rapidly
becoming a thing of the past; courses have been cut;
thousands of teachers have been sacked, and small rural
TAFEs are being consumed in the name of mergers. No
wonder the government is in major cover-up mode over
training.
Since this minister was elevated to his position he has
presided over a systematic, shameful cover-up of any
public information about the state of the Victorian
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training system. He has refused to reveal details of the
$80 million in transitional funds. It took a leaked
Auditor-General’s report for us to discover that
$129 million in state government funding had been cut
from our TAFE system. The list goes on and on. All
this information would be clear if the minister released
the quarterly training market reports. This is a minister
who conducts public business in secrecy — a minister
petrified of public disclosure of the decline of our
TAFE and training systems. We have a government
that is paralysed by scandal and indecision, a
government afraid to change the direction of a sinking
ship and a training system engulfed in a crisis not of its
making but foisted on it by an incompetent
administration. It is time the minister released these
reports so we can see the total damage that has been
done to our training system through this government’s
lack of proper policy.

Bowel cancer awareness
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Health and call on him to assist in our
campaign to raise awareness around bowel cancer and
assist Bowel Cancer Australia in getting the facts on the
table about one of the largest killers in relation to cancer
in Australia. Many people are not aware that more than
14 000 people are diagnosed with bowel cancer every
year. It is the second biggest cancer killer in our
country, the first being lung cancer and the third
prostate cancer. If found early, 90 per cent of bowel
cancer cases can be treated successfully, but fewer than
40 per cent are detected early. Twice-yearly screening
for bowel cancer can reduce deaths by up to 33 per
cent, which is obviously a substantial level.
Tonight I visited the offices of nearly every member of
Parliament and left either under or at their door
information in relation to bowel cancer. I particularly
encourage people over the age of 50 to look at that
information, get a test and ensure that they are on the
right side of that early detection test, which may assist
them in the prevention of bowel cancer in the future. In
their packs members will also get some information and
posters for their electorate offices to raise awareness
around bowel cancer. In those packs is mention of the
14 000 families affected by bowel cancer in Australia
each year.
Unfortunately, as everyone in the chamber knows, we
have experience of bowel cancer on this side of the
chamber. The member for Carrum underwent
chemotherapy today. I spoke to her earlier. She is in a
fairly good place at the moment, as far as she can be,
given the treatment she is going through. I know
everybody in this house would pass on their best wishes
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to her. When she spoke to me she mentioned that one of
her commitments is to raise awareness of bowel cancer
with as many people as possible. Being in this position
with bowel cancer can give you extra motivation. If that
is what it takes for everybody to speak to one person —
and if the pack I have put under members’ doors today
is not suitable for them, they can pass it on to someone
and it could save someone’s life — then I think it is
worthwhile. I commend the member for Carrum, who,
even in her position, still continually puts the message
out there that it is up to you to make sure that you get
your own test done and are in the best position for the
prevention of bowel cancer.
There are many symptoms, and again I think it is worth
looking in the pack or going to the Bowel Cancer
Australia website. We should not assume that these
symptoms could be anything from haemorrhoids to
other things. If you have anything that looks like a
symptom of bowel cancer, you should make sure that
you go and get tested. The Bowel Cancer Australia
slogan for this is ‘Don’t be a fool, test your stool’.
Make sure you get tested so you stand the best chance
of recovery.

South Melbourne Life Saving Club
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — Through the member
for Gembrook, we all wish the member for Carrum a
speedy recovery.
The matter I raise is for the attention of the Premier.
The action I seek is that he direct his Minister for Police
and Emergency Services to reverse his decision to rip
$1 million from the South Melbourne Life Saving Club
for its promised redevelopment and in so doing
immediately direct the $1 million contribution back to
the delivery of the promised new clubrooms at that site.
I do so because the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services has made it clear through his actions that he
will do anything to keep this dysfunctional government
clinging to power, even robbing the South Melbourne
Life Saving Club of $1 million in funding to develop its
new clubrooms in an attempt to sandbag the marginal
seat of Mordialloc and its lifesaving club from its no
doubt worthy funding claims.
The South Melbourne Life Saving Club is one of the
most vibrant and active lifesaving clubs in Victoria,
having been operating since 1876. It has operated from
its now inadequate 1950s clubrooms whilst delivering
one of the state’s most successful nippers and cadets
leadership programs, a widely respected and successful
competition program across many levels, an extensive
beach patrol and safety program and a wide-ranging
community engagement program, including hugely
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popular recreational and competition swims. This is
important given the growing population around the
South Melbourne beach, with its ready access to the
beach via tram route 1. This has made the beach a
popular one for many Melburnians and visitors to
Melbourne. Along with that popularity we have seen a
growing number of rescues and, sadly, over recent
years a death or two at the beach.
With this in mind the club was well advanced in its
planning. Indeed it had finalised plans for new
clubrooms. It was working on the basis that this
government would keep its word when it announced in
2011 that it would deliver $1 million towards the cost
of the redevelopment. With the support of the City of
Port Phillip the club was well advanced in the process
of finalising the tender conditions and terms of the
redevelopment to go to market for bids for building and
delivery. Imagine the disappointment and surprise of
the club and the community when they learnt in April
that the government was considering ripping $1 million
from the redevelopment. Sadly the club, the council and
Life Saving Victoria now know it is true that the
government ripped $1 million from the club.
With cost overruns at the Mordialloc Life Saving Club
and the ripping away of funding by the Abbott federal
government from that club, the minister looked around
for a source to sandbag the government’s marginal and
at-risk seat. Instead of doing the right thing and taking
the fight up to Canberra, it did what Liberals always do:
it failed to stand up for Victorians and instead ripped
support from a community that was well advanced in
the delivery of its clubrooms. In a media release dated
5 April the minister said he was glad:
… to contribute $1 million towards the Mordialloc Life
Saving Club redevelopment which will revitalise the club’s
facilities and replace an ageing building …

What he forgot to say was that it was at the expense of
the South Melbourne Life Saving Club. I share the
South Melbourne community’s concerns and support
its demands for funding justice. It is time for the
Premier to direct his Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to fix the problem.

Badger Creek hall
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise to make a
request of the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, and I am pleased to see that he is in the
chamber this evening. The action I seek is that the
minister assist the Badger Creek Hall Committee of
Management to resolve some of the issues with regard
to the maintenance and upgrade of the Badger Creek
hall.
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When I first visited the hall its history jumped out at
me. It has a beautiful old stage, tin features and old
honour boards. What also jumped out at me was the
amount of work that needs to be done to restore the
building to its former glory. The hall was moved from a
site closer to the Healesville Sanctuary to its current
location on Crown land in 1978. I think previously the
hall had been on its own land. It is in a beautiful
precinct in Badger Creek. The Country Fire Authority
is next door, and the primary school is across the road.
The kindergarten and the old school are up the road a
little bit. The area continues to grow, and the hall is a
hub for the Badger Creek community.
Members of the small but dedicated hall committee are
tireless workers for not just the area of Badger Creek
but also the community in general. They are stalwarts
in the community. The minister has met a couple of
them. Kevin Mason was last year an inaugural inductee
into the Healesville Sanctuary’s hall of fame. He has
been a long-time worker at the zoo and also a guide.
The minister has met Bob Anderson. He has been
actively involved with the Friends of the Helmeted
Honeyeater for a long time and has done some
marvellous work. Kathy Cameron is involved in all
sorts of things in Healesville, whether it is disability
services, the tennis club or the Badger Creek hall.
These people do an enormous amount of work for the
local community, but they have limited ability to
fundraise. If you were to look at the hall, you would see
the old concrete toilet block out the back. There are
drainage issues and a variety of other needs.
I thank the minister for coming with me recently to the
hall when we were both involved with the
Mount Toolebewong and District Landcare Group’s
planting for singles event, and that was terrific. The
issues facing the hall committee are very messy and
complex. I request that the minister take an active role
so we can assist the committee to make the necessary
improvements to the hall.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Murray Valley
invited me to visit his electorate and to meet with
constituents to hear about their local priorities for their
community. As the house knows, the member does a
great job of keeping the government and me as the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development fully
informed of important issues in his community and the
major priorities of his constituents. I thank the member
for the invitation to visit his electorate and parts of the
new electorate of Ovens Valley, and I assure him that I
will visit his region in the near future.
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Through our $1 billion Regional Growth Fund a
number of developments have occurred within areas
that are either now represented by the member or
hopefully will be represented by him after the election
on 29 November and the readjustment of the
boundaries. In the Alpine shire, for example, which will
form part of the new Ovens Valley electorate, we have
committed just over $11 million to 36 projects, for a
total project cost of just over $32 million. In
Wangaratta rural city we have supported 30 projects
through the fund, with over $6.5 million and a total
project cost of over $12 million. One great example of
that investment is the Ovens riverside precinct in
Wangaratta, which received $715 000 from the
Regional Growth Fund and has provided an important
local community space. That project has been
welcomed by the community and has transformed the
local area, creating an attractive environment for the
entrance to the CBD.
Those are but some of the instances where we have
been able to fund projects within the member’s
electorate and those areas the member will represent if
he is returned at the election, which is now 172 days
away. I hope to be able to visit the member in his
electorate and those parts of what we hope will be his
new electorate in the not-too-distant future and to have
the opportunity firsthand to see the many initiatives that
are so important to his local communities.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I am pleased to participate in the
adjournment debate this evening. The first matter I will
deal with is from the member for Niddrie. I
acknowledge and thank him for speaking with me this
afternoon so that I had time to get some information
about this particular situation so as to be able to provide
some information to him and his constituents this
evening.
The government acknowledges the incredibly important
work that carers do for people with a disability and in
many other capacities as well and has sought to invest
in a variety of different ways to support them in their
important tasks. Part of this commitment has been an
expansion of respite, both facility-based and school
holiday-type programs and other flexible respite, as
well as accommodation and other support.
Unfortunately from time to time there are occasions
when particular clients stay longer in a respite facility
than is normally required while alternative solutions are
found for them.
In this particular case in Isla Avenue, Glenroy, there are
two young people with extremely complex needs who
have been relinquished and who are being
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accommodated at this respite facility. That is because at
this point there is not any other option for their care.
Because of the complexity of the needs and behaviours
of these two young people and in order to remove the
risk to other children, respite bookings at the house
have been temporarily suspended. This creates a
significant difficulty for other affected families,
including the Greenfield family.
My department is working very hard to try to resolve
this situation as a matter of urgency. I have asked the
area director to contact Mr Greenfield personally to
discuss other options for respite and what might be
available for him and his son and also to keep him
informed about progress in reopening the house.
Reopening the house is, of course, our objective, but
first and foremost in making our decisions we must
prioritise the safety of all the young people, whether it
be those two with complex needs or other young people
who may access those respite facilities. This highlights
the ongoing challenge and the need for a national
disability insurance scheme, which I know has support
right across the Parliament, where additional funding
will create more flexibility and more choices in relation
to respite and ongoing accommodation for a range of
people, including people with extremely complex
needs. I thank the member for Niddrie for raising that
adjournment matter, and I hope some solutions can be
provided along with further information for him and his
constituent.
The second adjournment matter raised with me was
from the member for Narre Warren South.
Unfortunately, unlike with the matter raised by the
member for Niddrie, I did not get any advance notice of
this particular situation, so I have been unable at this
late hour to get any information in relation to it. In
terms of the Casey North Community Information and
Support Service and the Keeping It Together program I
did a quick Google search. Based on that and on what
the member has provided it looks as if it is a very
valuable program and one that has been well utilised
and supported by the community. From a high-level
look, it seems to be very much a relationship-based
support program. It says it provides a safe space to
explore strengthening yourself and relationships
between partners, children and extended family. It
offers things like positive conflict resolution, healthy
communication, preventing social isolation, money
management tips and ideas, and understanding and
coping with anger. Clearly there is a component
relating to violence in a relationship, but it also tackles
many broader issues in relation to general relationship
management.
Unfortunately from a government perspective there are
no pots of money waiting for good programs to be
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funded. The additional funding — the $55 million —
that the coalition government provided last month has
been fully directed in a number of ways, particularly
towards expanding our strengthening risk management
initiatives, keeping women at high risk of violence safe,
funding expanded sexual assault counselling services
and other things responding to violence, particularly
supporting women and children to get their lives back
on track. There is an extensive suite of prevention
initiatives, which I would put at least a component of
this under, already under way, fully funded and
operating.
I would be happy to offer that a relevant person in our
area will sit down with the organisation to get some
information about the program and see if they can
provide some advice about other potential funding
sources.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Cranbourne raised an issue with me in
relation to the cost of living pressures on people within
his community, and he also called for additional bus
services in the Cranbourne area. As the member would
be aware, the coalition government has established
Public Transport Victoria. That was canned by the
former Labor government as nothing more than a
shifting of deckchairs. I think everyone in this house
would recognise the great work that Public Transport
Victoria has undertaken on behalf of the government in
terms of cleaning up the mess that was left behind by
the Labor government. Part of that work has involved
working on bus routes.
Public Transport Victoria has been going along and
straightening out bus routes where we had buses
running in and out of residential streets and not picking
up passengers. This was a turn-off for people who
wanted to get from point A to point B and to do so as
quickly as they possibly could. With the work that has
been carried out by Public Transport Victoria we have
seen a lift in patronage on the bus network.
I will put to Public Transport Victoria that it have a
look at the Cranbourne area to see whether or not there
is potential for any additional bus services out there or
whether it can undertake the work that was not done by
the Labor government in terms of analysis of the bus
networks and determining whether there are any wasted
kilometres in that bus network. It is important to point
out that since the coalition government came to office it
has provided approximately 3800 additional bus
services a week.
In situations where we open new railway stations the
first thing we do is go through and retune all the
existing bus networks to make sure they coordinate
with the train timetable. Moving forward, we are
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looking at an integrated public transport system where
tram or bus meets train. I think it is important to make
sure that families in particular are not wasting their
time.
I think it is also important to note — and I am sure the
member for Cranbourne would understand — that
under the Labor government transport plan there were
two 5 per cent public transport fare increases, with the
promise of improved infrastructure and service
delivery. I am sure the member would be aware of the
appalling situation on the
Pakenham-Cranbourne-Dandenong rail corridor. I think
about 1 in 10 rail commuters use that very crowded
corridor. When we first came to government I was
advised that unless a major investment was made in that
corridor, we would end up with people being left
standing on platforms. That, of course, would have
affected a number of the member for Cranbourne’s
constituents as well.
We have looked at that corridor and made a significant
investment of $2 billion to $2.5 billion to upgrade the
Pakenham-Cranbourne-Dandenong corridor. As part of
that investment they will get new trains, and there will
be upgrades to level crossings, high-capacity signalling
and a new depot down at Pakenham. There will be a
massive improvement and a 30 per cent uplift in service
delivery along that corridor, something that would
never have happened under the Labor government.
As well as that, and because we know that families are
under enormous cost of living pressures, zone 2 fares
will be available for the cost of a zone 1 ticket, while
those who are travelling in zone 2 will still be able to
travel at that discounted zone 2 fare. Families who live,
for instance, in Cranbourne — perhaps a couple; maybe
a husband and wife — and travel daily through zones 1
and 2 could be looking at a saving of somewhere in the
order of $2400 per annum, which is a massive level of
assistance in terms of relieving pressure on those
families.
I am sure the member would also be aware that a lot of
people in that area, particularly during winter, want to
head off to Bali or interstate for a holiday at this time of
the year to get away from the cold weather, and as part
of the Melbourne rail link the government is providing
a link to Melbourne Airport. Let us look at the benefits
that would provide for people living in Cranbourne.
They would be able to get on a train at Cranbourne and
travel right through to Melbourne Airport without
having to drive and use the long-term car park. You can
imagine how that would reduce cost of living pressures
for families in Cranbourne.
We are doing an awful lot to assist families in
Cranbourne deal with cost of living pressures by
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improving services out there with a $2 billion to
$2.5 billion investment that would never have happened
under a Labor government. We are providing an airport
rail link to the people of Cranbourne, and Public
Transport Victoria will no doubt go through the process
of analysing the current bus routes operating through
Cranbourne to do away with some of the wasted
kilometres on those routes that were established under
the Labor government.

government has brought to businesses, not only in
Bentleigh but around this great state of ours. I will pass
her issue on to the Minister for Technology, and I am
sure he will be very happy to join the member for
Bentleigh visiting Visionstream because, as the
member said, it is a great Victorian business, and I am
sure the minister would be very happy to meet with the
company and discuss its future with the member for
Bentleigh.

Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I rise to respond to the members
for Caulfield and Seymour. The member for Caulfield
raised issues about the relocation of the Caulfield Park
Conservatory. As the member representing a
municipality that has the lowest amount of public open
space in metropolitan Melbourne I have to say that he
has been a great advocate for the good use of the public
space that is available. I have asked him to convene a
group of people who have an interest in using the open
space in his electorate, and he is doing a very good job
in making sure that in discussing the moving of the
Glen Eira council depot from Caulfield Park to the open
space at Booran Road we get the very best outcomes
we possibly can. In doing so he will be discussing that
issue with a number of sporting clubs and other users in
the area. I will certainly be happy to accommodate the
meeting he has asked for to ensure that we get a good
outcome.

The member for Eltham raised issues for the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills regarding the release of
the Victorian training market report.

The member for Seymour raised an issue around
Badger Creek hall. She is also a very passionate
member of her community, and having visited her
community a number of times with her I have to say
that she is very well known to community groups for
being a good advocate in raising various issues. I have
visited Badger Creek hall with her, and it is a lovely
little hall with some fantastic characteristics. However,
it has some issues that we need to consider to see
whether we can help to address them. The member
mentioned that I met Bob Anderson there, and that is
true. He is not only on the committee but is also a
passionate member of the Friends of the Helmeted
Honeyeater. It is not uncommon in these communities
that individuals have more than one volunteering hat,
and full credit goes to Bob and to other members of the
community for the work they do in that community,
ably supported by the member for Seymour.
The member for Bentleigh raised an issue for the
Minister for Technology. You have to hand it to the
member for Bentleigh for knowing the businesses in
her area. I know that she organised quite an extensive
tour of businesses in her area for the Minister for
Manufacturing, which he very much enjoyed. She
continues to be out and about in her community
meeting with business owners, and they have got to be
very happy about the reduction in payroll tax this

The member for Albert Park raised an issue for the
Premier, asking him to direct the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services on issues regarding the South
Melbourne Life Saving Club.
Finally, the member for Gembrook raised an issue for
the Minister for Health about assisting in raising
awareness of bowel cancer. The member made
reference to our good friend and colleague the member
for Carrum, who is going through a difficult time at the
moment. Again, I have been out in her electorate, and I
have worked with her in this place for the last three and
a half years, and it is no surprise to me given the
passion she has shown in her electorate and in this place
that she is also passionate about raising awareness of
bowel cancer. That she is able to do that while not
being in the best of health is a credit to her, and I
commend the member for Gembrook for raising this
issue on her behalf.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.46 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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regarding the Napthine Liberal government’s intention to
build an $8 billion tunnel. In particular we note that:
1.

the Napthine Liberal government is trampling on the
rights and homes of local residents;

PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION
BILL 2014

2.

the Premier has failed to present a business case for this
tunnel, which will do nothing to fix traffic congestion
for most Victorian motorists; and

Introduction and first reading

3.

the $8 billion tunnel will mean there is no funding
available for other desperately needed transport
infrastructure.

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to provide for responsible collection and
handling of personal information in the Victorian
public sector, to establish a protective data security
regime, to repeal the Information Privacy Act 2000
and the Commissioner for Law Enforcement Data
Security Act 2005, to make consequential
amendments to other acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
calls on the Napthine Liberal government to seek a mandate
from the people of Victoria before spending $8 billion of
taxpayers money on this tunnel.

By Mr WYNNE (Richmond) (28 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions be considered next day on
motion of Mr WYNNE (Richmond).

DOCUMENTS

Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 10 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:

East–west link
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly Denis Napthine’s
$8 billion tunnel. In particular, we note that:
1.

Denis Napthine is trampling on the rights and homes of
local residents;

2.

the $8 billion tunnel won’t do enough to fix congestion
and isn’t a priority for Victoria.

Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
calls on Denis Napthine to take this $8 billion tunnel to an
election and let the Victorian people decide.

By Mr WYNNE (Richmond) (430 signatures).

East–west link
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly recent news

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Prisoner Transportation — Ordered to be printed
Using ICT to Improve Traffic Management — Ordered
to be printed

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Altona electorate bus services
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to raise two
matters with the house this morning. The first relates to
the ongoing concerns of many in my community about
the changes to bus services that were instituted by the
government upon the opening of the Williams Landing
station last year. There continue to be concerns deeply
felt across my community about new routes, areas
being abandoned in particular estates, including
Sanctuary Lakes, Seaholme, Laverton and some parts
of Truganina, and changes that abandon access to
Aircraft station. While changes to bus services and
routes are not in and of themselves to be opposed, there
needs to be better consideration of patronage of routes
and community needs and a commitment to delivering
wider access for more people, particularly in growing
communities.
Information I obtained under an FOI application
demonstrated that the government had decided that the
communities which rely upon this bus service were
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simply not a financial priority. People in my
community are rightly angry about the government’s
failure to address these concerns in the recent budget.

John Ballestrino
Ms HENNESSY — The second matter I wish to
raise today is to congratulate an important pillar of our
community who was a recipient of an Order of
Australia medal in the Queen’s Birthday honours list —
John Ballestrino. John is dedicated to the service of our
local community. He was deservedly recognised on the
weekend for his service, particularly to local sporting
organisations of which there are simply too many to
name. His service extends far beyond sporting
organisations; it is to charity groups, school
communities, traders associations and many others. In
all of his endeavours he has been supported by his
lovely family: his wife, Maree, and children Stephen,
Luisa, Jake and Michael. I wish to publicly add my
congratulations — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Swan Hill June Racing Carnival
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — Over the long weekend there were three
great days of racing in Swan Hill. Murray Mallee
Racing CEO Aaron Garvie told the Swan Hill
Guardian that he is confident that at least 5000 people
were trackside on Sunday, which is a record number.
Organisers report that the crowds were well behaved
and the track held up well during the three days of
racing. Not only is the Swan Hill June Racing Carnival
one of the greatest social events on the district’s
calendar, it also delivers an economic boost to Swan
Hill’s hotels, motels, cafes and restaurants. In the wider
Mallee area the racing industry is worth $55 million in
annual economic benefits to the local communities and
it supports about 1000 jobs.

Murray Downs Swan Hill Cup
Mr WALSH — The Murray Downs Swan Hill Cup
was won by Diamonds At Noon, a seven-year-old
trained by Colac’s Bill Cerchi and ridden by Craig
Robertson. As always with racing, there is a great story
behind the win. Bill was encouraged after Diamonds At
Noon carried 62 kilograms and ran a game third on
Friday. Diamonds At Noon then backed up to take out
the $100 000 Swan Hill cup at 50 to 1, his career best
performance. Unfortunately I did not back it, otherwise
it would have been a great win.
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Victorian Racing Industry Fund
Mr WALSH — The coalition government is a great
supporter of the racing industry, and its $79.5 million
Victorian Racing Industry Fund has been critical in
supporting country racetracks around Victoria and has
helped to upgrade facilities. I recently announced a
grant of $32 000 to invest in new practice starting gates
at the Swan Hill track, which have helped the local
training industry to achieve wins in some of the races.

Victorian energy efficiency target
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The Napthine
government stands condemned for its plan to axe the
Victorian energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme at
the end of 2015. This comes despite the government
itself having admitted in 2011 that there would be
downward pressure on overall energy prices due to the
cost reductions associated with energy savings achieved
through the ESI, the energy saver incentive scheme.
The Clean Energy Council estimates that participating
households will benefit directly through an average
$308 in savings on their electricity bills over the first
five years. This represents 5.5 per cent of the average
electricity bill over that period, which significantly
outweighs the cost to the household of contributing to
the scheme. The Clean Energy Council also estimates
that typical non-participating households will benefit by
an average of almost $40 of savings on electricity bills
over three years, representing just over 1 per cent of
their total energy bill and more than negating the cost of
contributing to the scheme.
The Australian Energy Market Commission confirmed
recently that its modelling showed that less than 1 per
cent of Victorian energy bills were attributable to the
cost of running the VEET scheme. Other modelling
estimated that the economic benefits of a national
energy efficiency scheme would be more than
$2.2 billion. Forty per cent of households participating
in the VEET scheme have below average incomes.
Two-thirds of all Victorian households have
participated in the scheme. The scheme supports
2500 jobs in Victoria, which will now disappear thanks
to this government’s decision to axe the scheme. The
Napthine government has used dodgy modelling in a
regulatory impact statement that was halted midway to
avoid external scrutiny, which sits at odds with all other
modelling completed by reputable bodies — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Coastcare Victoria
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I would like to congratulate the
25 successful community groups who are sharing in
over $200 000 from the latest round of the coalition’s
Coastcare Victoria grants. I know coalition members
have been passionate advocates for the work being
done by their local communities to protect our coastal
regions. Funding from this round will support a range
of worthwhile projects, including the protection of
Phillip Island’s coastal biodiversity, biolink restoration
at Mount Martha, enhancement of hooded plover
habitat at Kilcunda foreshore and dune restoration in
Torquay. Another group being funded is Earthcare
St Kilda, which will research the little penguin colony
on St Kilda harbour breakwater, collecting data on
population size, health and breeding numbers. It will
also provide a penguin guiding service every evening
during daylight savings for awareness raising and
protection of the wildlife from public disturbance.
The range of projects that have received funding
through the Coastcare grants program reflects the
diversity of needs and uses of Victoria’s
2 000 kilometres of incredible coastline. Through
Coastcare the government is supporting the thousands
of volunteers who give their time to care for our coast,
championing, conserving and managing the coast on
our behalf. No matter what time of the year, our coastal
environments are there to be enjoyed through a range of
activities, whether it be walking, riding, swimming or
boating. However, with that right comes a
responsibility. Our responsibility is to ensure that we
have a negligible impact on the environment, which is
home to many unique species of flora and fauna. The
Coastcare funding builds on the coalition government’s
A Cleaner Yarra River and Port Phillip Bay Action
Plan, which has seen this government deliver more than
$l million in grants to support thousands of volunteers
across the state. I congratulate these active
environmental citizens on their initiative and
commitment, and I encourage more Victorians to do
their bit — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Craig Walker
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise with deep sadness
today to mourn the passing of a great man of the district
of Yarrambat, Craig Walker. Craig was the president of
Yarrambat Junior Football Club, and it is a deep
sadness to lose someone so young and vibrant and such
a leader for this community. My deepest sympathies go
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to his wife, Melissa, his daughter, Makayla, and his son,
Josh. Josh is a keen footballer, and hopefully we will
see him play representative football in the future — he
is really that good.
I was privileged to know Craig well. He grew up in the
Yea district. He had had fabulous country values. He
was a pseudo dad to the 400 kids at Yarrambat Junior
Football Club. One of the things that I have always
valued about Yarrambat is that the participants at the
club have looked after each other. Their slogan is
‘Footy does not get any better than at Yarrambat’.
There are a couple of tables at the club and in the
bathrooms where the club offers people support for
depression when they are not going through a great
time. Recently Craig won an argument with his great
mate, welfare officer Rob Windsor, and handed the
brochures to Rob and said, ‘I know you are sad about
losing that argument’. But it was actually Craig who
needed that support. The club should not blame itself
for the loss of Craig, because maybe that information
saved others — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

East Gippsland bushfires
Mr BULL (Minister for Local Government) — I
would like to acknowledge and thank the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and Victoria’s fire
chiefs for recently visiting the East Gippsland region
and listening to the concerns of residents regarding the
management of the recent summer fire season.
Residents of Tubbut, Bonang, Goongerah, Bendoc and
Deddick Valley had the opportunity to provide
feedback directly to the minister and fire chiefs, which
has resulted in an operational review of the fires being
conducted by emergency services commissioner Craig
Lapsley. Residents of Lindenow, Glenaladale, Iguana
Creek, Dargo, Hillside and Fernbank then had the
opportunity to discuss matters directly with the minister
and fire chiefs last week. Should the need arise,
Minister Wells has committed to refer any matters to
the inspector-general for emergency management for
further investigation.

East Gippsland Field Days
Mr BULL — I congratulate the Lindenow Lions
Club organising committee of the East Gippsland Field
Days for putting on yet another fantastic event. This
well-supported event raises funds for the community,
with over $30 000 being distributed to community
groups throughout the year. It attracts people from
across the state, but in particular many East Gippsland
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communities, including Orbost, Tubbut, Heyfield,
Dargo and Maffra, to name a few.

Gippsland East electorate kindergartens
Mr BULL — The townships of Maffra, Stratford
and Swan Reach recently opened upgraded
kindergarten facilities, thanks to coalition government
funding. I look forward to visiting the township of
Swifts Creek in the coming weeks to open yet another
great facility. This is a fantastic program that invests in
the future of our local children, supporting them to get a
great start to their education.

East Gippsland events
Mr BULL — There were two great events on the
weekend in East Gippsland: a big crowd attended the
Metung Food and Wine Festival, centred on the village
green; and on Sunday a huge crowd watched Brendan
Fevola kick 15 goals for Lindenow.

Kindergarten funding
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The Abbott and
Napthine governments are a double act when it comes
to cutting funding to early childhood education. The
Abbott government’s failure to commit to the national
partnership agreement on early childhood development
and the Napthine government’s seeming acceptance of
this decision will have devastating consequences for
young children, families and kindergarten teachers
across Victoria.
In the Loddon Mallee region there is growing concern
about the Abbott government’s failure to commit to
children receiving a minimum of 15 hours of quality
early learning. The Loddon Mallee Preschool
Association believes the withdrawal of federal funding
for 15 hours of preschool and the discontinued support
for the national partnership are a backward step.
Families across the Loddon Mallee region should not
be expected to bear the cost of increased fees in making
up the 15 hours or to choose the only other option — to
reduce preschool hours.
Kindergarten teachers under the national partnership
would have had access to professional qualifications
and improved rates of pay. It would have also provided
significant funding for preschool infrastructure to assist
with growing enrolments and the 15-hour commitment.
The Napthine government’s budget has short-changed
Victorian families by funding only 10 hours of
preschool per child per week. The loss of federal funds
will make things worse. Research demonstrates that a
minimum of 15 hours exposure to a quality early
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learning program is critical for children and
fundamental to our social and economic future.
It is imperative that the Napthine government stand up
to the Abbott federal government and demand a
continuation of the national partnership agreement
beyond 2014. To do otherwise would be sending a very
disturbing message to families with young children
everywhere that under the Liberal Napthine and Abbott
governments kinder kids do not matter and you are on
your own.

Eastern Lions Junior Football Club
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I congratulate the president, Andrew
Buckley, and the committee members of the Eastern
Lions Junior Football Club for the hard work they are
doing in providing a great local club. I have been very
impressed by the enthusiasm of the players of each age
group and the involvement of the families. I wish the
club all the best for the 2014 season.

Angliss Hospital
Mr WAKELING — I congratulate Angliss
Hospital in Upper Ferntree Gully on its 75th birthday.
This is a wonderful milestone for the hospital and all
the staff, who continue to ensure that the Angliss meets
the needs of local residents in both the city of Knox and
the shire of Yarra Ranges.

Youth leadership program
Mr WAKELING — I thank the Parliamentary
Secretary for Transport, the member for Narracan, for
taking the time to meet student leaders from Knox
secondary schools who participate in my youth
leadership program. We had a great discussion about a
range of public transport and road issues, as well as
issues affecting young people with respect to taxis.

Ferntree Gully North Primary School
Mr WAKELING — I was pleased recently to visit
Ferntree Gully North Primary School to view its
building works. This is part of a $4.5 million funding
commitment from the coalition government that will
ensure that the school will be able to provide fantastic
facilities for its current and future students. Building
progress is well on the way and is due to be completed
by the end of 2014.

Eastern Lions Football Club
Mr WAKELING — I also extend my
congratulations to all the hard workers at the Eastern
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Lions Football Club. This is a great club which is doing
great things in the fourth division of the eastern footy
league. I wish the club all the best for a great season
ahead. I know the member for Scoresby and I are very
strong supporters of this great club.

Reconciliation in the Park
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am proud and
privileged to have attended the 2014 Reconciliation in
the Park event, held in Johnstone Park, Geelong, on
Sunday, 1 June. Having attended the event over many
years, I can say once again that this year’s event and
activities were very much reflective of our local
community, focusing on the Wathaurong people.
Over the course of the day more than 450 people
attended the event, where activities included didgeridoo
playing with the talented Norm Stanley. The crowd was
also entertained by the Deadley Dancers, local musos
Mick and Ollie from the Louds, Craig Norman and
Renee van-Parren. A new log for Reconciliation in the
Park was also unveiled, which was designed and
donated by local artist Catherine Gibbs. I take this
opportunity to commend all those involved, especially
from the Wathaurong, Geelong One Fire, City of
Greater Geelong, Reconciliation Victoria, Geelong
Connected Communities and many other local
organisations, including the Geelong Trades Hall
Council.
As I said, Reconciliation in the Park was a great
success. As Mel King from the Wathaurong Aboriginal
Co-operative said:
I think this is a fantastic and exciting event that gives the local
Aboriginal community an opportunity to put ourselves out
there, share our culture and show the world what we can do,
stomp out some of the discrimination about us. This year’s
Reconciliation in the Park will demonstrate local Indigenous
artists, musicians and other exciting activities.

Well done to Mel and all those involved in this year’s
event. It was a job well done.
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the national banking sector, he works with senior
management to ensure that there is a workplace
diversity strategy in place. Huss is also a part-time
commissioner on the Victorian Multicultural
Commission, a role that he has taken seriously and
performed professionally. He works hard to ensure that
Victoria remains a harmonious place that is renowned
throughout the land. His award is for services to
multiculturalism and the business community.
I congratulate Mr Paul Rosario Borg, who received an
OAM for services to the Maltese community of
Victoria. I also congratulate Dr Prem Phakey, who
received a Member of the Order of Australia award in
the general division for his services to the Indian
community of Victoria, aged care and education.
Finally, I congratulate John So, who received an
Officer of the Order of Australia award in the general
division for services to local government and
community relations as an ambassador for cultural
diversity and for services to the promotion of
Melbourne. Well done to all these Victorians, who
ensure that Victoria remains a multicultural capital.

Shipbuilding industry
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — Last year
Victoria’s job-wrecking manufacturing minister went
on a junket to the US, apparently to showcase
Victoria’s defence capabilities to some global defence
companies. Meanwhile the future of Victoria’s only
large-scale shipbuilder, BAE Systems Australia in
Williamstown, hung in the balance, along with
1000-plus jobs. On his return, the minister wired up the
member for Caulfield to ask a parliamentary question
on 26 June 2013 about the future of Victoria’s defence
industry. The minister took great delight in having a
crack at the Gillard government, and he declared very
boldly that he had met with BAE in Williamstown to
discuss its uncertain future. He declared:

Queen’s Birthday honours

It is important to note that the shipbuilding industry in
Victoria is dependent on contracts from the Australian
government. It cannot survive unless it has contracts from the
Australian government.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to commend
and applaud Mr Huseyin Mustafa for being awarded a
Medal of the Order of Australia (OAM) in the Queen’s
Birthday honours, which were announced on Monday.
Huss was born in Cyprus and migrated to Australia in
1968. Growing up he faced much discrimination and
was not allowed to use his real name until he was 26 —
16 years after migrating. As a result of his experiences
and challenges in life, he is now a strong advocate for
multiculturalism and the need to respect others. As a
member of the cultural diversity steering committee in

The scenario was very clear: unless the Australian
government placed an order, the shipyards would likely
die. What a difference a year and a change of
government make, with Tony Abbott now at the helm
and an announcement last week that the Australian
government would place an order to build two new
warships — not in Victoria, and not even in Australia.
No, these two ships will be built overseas. This is a
stunningly bad announcement for Victoria and
demonstrates how little influence the Napthine
government really has over the Abbott government —
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exactly zero. Now many hundreds of workers at the
shipyards in Williamstown face an uncertain future, and
all we have had from the minister is complete silence.

Southmoor Primary School
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I was pleased to
announce, with the Minister for Education, the sum of
$494 000 in infrastructure funding for Southmoor
Primary School, following a tour of the school last
week. I have listened to the principal, Marie Kick, to
the school council and to parents, staff, students and the
wider school community, who have called for this
much-needed funding, which I am now pleased to
deliver. The acting principal, Jenny Siriopoulos, and the
business manager, Chris Horton, were surprised and
overwhelmed by the announcement. They are pleased
about what these funds will mean to the students and
staff and how they will transform their school, which
was neglected by the previous government for 11 years.

St Kevin’s School, Ormond
Ms MILLER — Recently I was invited to join the
90th birthday celebrations of St Kevin’s School, a local
Ormond school. Principal Michael Day led the
celebrations, which began with a mass followed by a
morning tea at which I was proud to make an address to
the school community. It was a wonderful day. It was a
pleasure for me to speak with past and current students,
including nuns from the Presentation order. We enjoyed
viewing a display of original items of memorabilia
from the school’s history.

Marjorie and Vere Palmer
Ms MILLER — Over the weekend I was honoured
to be invited to celebrate the 60th wedding anniversary
of Bentleigh locals Marjorie and Vere Palmer at
Milano’s hotel in Brighton. I spent the afternoon with
Vere and Marjorie’s family and close friends, many of
whom are Bentleigh locals. I was pleased to be able to
present the couple with flowers, and I would like to
thank Vere and Marjorie for such an enjoyable
afternoon. I congratulate them on reaching this
impressive milestone.

Bentleigh electorate Jewish community
Ms MILLER — Last week the member for
Caulfield and I welcomed Israel’s ambassador to
Australia, Shmuel Ben-Shmuel. We discussed the
strong relationship between Victoria and Israel and our
growing Jewish community in the Bentleigh electorate.
We also discussed plans to strengthen the relationship
with me and the Bentleigh community into the future.
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Winter Wise information campaign
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Last week the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
member for Warrandyte, came to Ballarat to launch the
Winter Wise energy information campaign. In a press
release, the minister said:
The Winter Wise campaign builds on the Napthine
government’s already substantial investment in practical
energy efficiency programs and complements the energy
saver incentive scheme.

The Victorian Energy Saver Incentive scheme is also
known as the Victorian energy efficiency target, and
this scheme, highlighted by the environment minister
last week, was in fact abolished two weeks earlier by
the Minister for Energy and Resources, the member for
Morwell. According to the state government website,
the energy saver incentive scheme, helped the
community cut its power bills and reduce greenhouse
gas emissions. The scheme required energy retailers to
reach targets on reduced energy consumption in homes
and businesses across the state and initially saw
households assisted to replace older light globes with
newer energy-efficient globes and saw many other
programs established which were making significant
progress in reducing household energy bills and
reducing carbon gas emissions.
While the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change was reintroducing his latest information
program, his colleague announced the axing of a much
more substantial scheme. Not only does this show that
this government is in disarray, with the environment
minister talking up a program which had two weeks
earlier been cut by his ministerial colleague, it also
shows how this government continues to go backward
in helping consumers keep their energy bills down.

Adoption
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — It was a
pleasure to recently meet with Felicity Marlowe from
the Rainbow Families Council to discuss adoption law
reform for same-sex couples. This year I have also been
working with a Monash University intern to prepare a
paper on the issue of same-sex adoption and in
particular the interests of children in rainbow families.
Personally I believe that there are compelling
arguments to support same-sex adoption as being in the
interests of children in many scenarios, such as those in
long-term foster care or those conceived through
surrogates. I look forward to continuing to work
through these issues with a view to law reform in this
area.
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Shu-Cheen Yu
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — Congratulations to
Windsor resident Shu-Cheen Yu, who is currently
performing as a principal artist in the Melbourne
production of The King and I. Ms Yu’s extensive list of
performances is extraordinary, and I am inspired by the
great success and numerous awards she has received
throughout her career. I look forward to seeing The
King and I and encourage all of my parliamentary
colleagues to get to the Princess Theatre to view a
performance.

Protective services officers
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — The people of
Hawksburn were pleased to welcome protective
services officers (PSOs) to their station last week. The
PSOs will be a friendly presence at the station every
night of the week from 6.00 p.m. to the last train. I met
with local residents at the station, and many informed
me that the presence of PSOs will mean that they will
now use public transport after hours.

Melbourne International Horse Trials
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I was pleased to
represent the Premier at the Melbourne International
Horse Trials this week. The three-star event brought the
best three-star talent in horse eventing to Werribee for
competitions in dressage, cross-country and
showjumping. I was honoured to present the top
honours to Olympian Shane Rose, riding Shanghai Joe.
Well done to Equestrian Victoria, Doug Wright and
Georgie Murphy for putting on this fantastic event. I
look forward to them snatching the four-star event from
Adelaide in the near future.

Melbourne Boston Sister Cities Association
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — It was a pleasure to
recently represent Premier Napthine at the Melbourne
Boston Sister Cities Association annual gala dinner at
the Athenaeum Club. It was great to meet with
delegates from the city of Boston to celebrate the
longstanding and dynamic relationship between Boston
and Melbourne.

Melbourne rail link
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — The big question in
the areas of Port Melbourne, South Melbourne and
Southbank is: where is the phantom
Montague-Fishermans Bend-South Melbourne-casino
railway station? The Napthine government’s botched
rail scheme is no more than a panicked idea on the run,
written on the back of a beer coaster after a boozy night
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in the Premier’s private office. With every new day
further evidence shows just how ill thought out and
ridiculous this botched scheme is. Now we learn that
the Napthine government’s $11 billion scheme is
designed to run straight into the city’s major rebuilt
sewer, a sewer that Victorian taxpayers spent
$206 million upgrading in 2012.
The Napthine government has torn up the shovel-ready
Melbourne Metro plan, deemed by Infrastructure
Australia as the no. 1 public transport priority for
Melbourne. Instead we see a scheme cooked up with no
business case. The communities of Albert Park and
South Melbourne will see unprecedented chaos, with
heritage-listed parts of the city ripped up for a
Fishermans Bend-Montague-casino-somewhere
mystery station to service Minister for Planning’s
high-rise, high-density concrete city, which he has
begun through his rubber-stamping of approvals.
When you do not have a plan and do not consult
communities, when you have all the powers but none of
the community values of planning, you have a public
policy free for all. This is now what we have under this
government. Locals want public transport options that
they know will contribute to an integrated transport
solution for all of Melbourne. They want public
transport that will take them to where they want to go
every day. They do not want transport plans to be used
as an excuse to attract Hong Kong-like urban density
skyscrapers, clogging their trams, roads and
communities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Victorian Truck Drivers Memorial
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I attended the
unveiling of the Victorian Truck Drivers Memorial and
the second annual memorial service in Alexandra on
the weekend. The memorial was unveiled by my
colleague and good friend the member for Narracan
and Parliamentary Secretary for Transport, who is very
familiar with the transport industry. The memorial
provides a permanent place of quiet reflection for the
families and friends of the men and women who have
died doing their work.
The truck driving industry includes drivers of large
long-distance trucks, tow trucks and small zip-about
suburban vehicles. The memorial itself creates quite an
impression with its Corten steel panels, stone pathway
and prominent location in Rotary Park in Alexandra.
The work-related grief support services provided by
Bette Phillips of Creative Ministries Network were
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integral to this project. Bette has been working with
grieving families over the journey.
The first memorial service was conducted last year at
the same place as a part of the Truck, Ute and Rod
Show in Alexandra. The committee is made up of
locals Gordon Simpson, who is a quiet achiever, and
Andrew Embling, and its patron is Liz Martin, OAM,
CEO of the National Road Transport Hall of Fame. I
want to thank the local traders for their time and
skill-based volunteerism and the suppliers who donated
their products. On the Sunday I was involved with the
opening of the Alexandra Truck, Ute and Rod Show,
and it was again a marvellous event, with record entries
providing a boost to the local economy.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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particularly in light of yet another disgraceful decision
to cut the Victorian energy and efficiency target
program and hack into much-needed environment and
energy efficiency programs.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Australian Red Cross Chelsea branch
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I recently attended
at the Chelsea branch of the Australian Red Cross at
Chelsea’s St Andrews Uniting Church. We all know
about its annual doorknock appeal and efforts in
disaster-affected places, but the extra work it does to
help others in need in the local community is largely
unheralded. I wish to record my appreciation for all its
members do in the community.

Earthworker Cooperative

National Netball Day

Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I rise to
acknowledge the fine work of the Earthworker
Cooperative, which is progressing strongly in its
mission to establish local jobs in the manufacturing of
sustainable and renewable energy technology after a
decade of groundwork and preparation. It is a unique
and pioneering collaboration between employers,
unions and community activists and is supporting local
manufacturing jobs at a time when they are sorely
needed in Victoria by producing cost-saving renewable
energy technology for households and families here and
across the country.

Ms WREFORD — The inaugural National Netball
Day was held on 31 May and was a day to recognise
and celebrate the netball community. I attended the
Chelsea Sportswomens Centre to see and speak to
players and parents from local clubs, such as the
Aspendale Arrows, Chelsea Heights, Chelsea YCW
and Edithvale netball clubs. They are all terrific clubs
and are doing a wonderful job of getting people
involved in a great sport. Netball is definitely a great
sport in the region, thanks largely to the positive
attitude of the clubs themselves. Well done to all
involved.

The Earthworker Cooperative is working to establish an
Australia-wide network of not-for-profit cooperatives,
beginning with Eureka’s Future, a worker-owned
factory that will manufacture high-quality solar hot
water systems in Morwell. Through partnerships with
local businesses, Earthworker is currently producing
solar hot water components in a factory in Dandenong
and plans to expand production into Morwell soon,
bringing much-needed employment to the Latrobe
Valley.

Bayside rail project

What is unique to this cooperative is its use of
agreements between unions and employers whereby
individuals can decide to purchase a solar hot water
service through the cooperative as part of their
negotiated agreement. This gives those families and
households the opportunity to reduce their energy bills,
helps to create manufacturing jobs and addresses our
need to reduce carbon pollution.
I call on the government to fully investigate this
important cooperative and support it as is appropriate,

Ms WREFORD — Last week the Minister for
Public Transport, Terry Mulder, attended Aspendale
train station in my electorate to witness the progress on
the $115 million Frankston line upgrade. Aspendale
station is leading the upgrades, with painting and the
installation of tactile services, shelters and boards now
occurring. Other work in the program relating to line
upgrades includes preparation for the more reliable
X’trapolis trains. In May 2010 the Frankston line’s
punctuality hit 62.6 per cent under Labor. In May 2014
it is at 90.7 per cent, which is a 28.1 per cent
improvement and makes it significantly better for
people — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Migrant, refugee and asylum seeker services
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise to
raise my concerns about the Auditor-General’s report
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into services for migrants, refugees and asylum seekers
tabled last sitting week. As the former minister and
someone involved in multicultural policy for 20 years, I
find it very disappointing that we have had a report that
says, basically, we have gone backwards in the services
for multicultural communities. It is a longstanding
bipartisan area, but it is an area that needs coordination
and resourcing. We have seen from the
Auditor-General’s report — and in fact the
Auditor-General’s staff told MPs this at the briefing on
the report — that the government is not meeting its
obligations under the Multicultural Victoria Act 2011,
which is legislation that the government also supports.
The issue is to do with cutbacks across government
services. Departments, as part of their
whole-of-government reporting, are now falling further
behind and pigeonholing multicultural affairs as a
disadvantaged area rather than as a strength for the
community. The report also highlights that the
government got it wrong by dismantling the
multicultural commission that we established when we
were in government. Instead it created two agencies —
the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and
the Victorian Multicultural Commission — but it did
that without adding resources.
The multicultural commission in its response to the
Auditor-General’s report said that it cannot meet its
obligations because it does not have the level of
funding required to do so. Having broken them apart,
not only has the government not resourced these
agencies; it has in effect disjointed the leadership and
authority for multicultural programs across
government — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I acknowledge
the following individuals who have made significant
contributions to our great state by serving our
community, largely through philanthropic work. These
individuals were appropriately awarded Queen’s
Birthday honours for their great work: Dr Alan Finkel,
AM, for distinguished service to science and
engineering, to tertiary education administration and to
philanthropy and as an advocate for the protection of
children; Professor Ingrid Scheffer of the University of
Melbourne for distinguished service to medicine in the
field of paediatric neurology; Mr Michael Gawenda for
significant service to the print media as a journalist and
editor; Professor Paul Komesaroff for service to ethics
in medicine as a physician, researcher and philosopher;
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Rabbi Morgan for service to the Hebrew congregation
of Victoria, particularly through the development of
spiritual and educational programs, and to a range of
interfaith activities; Professor Phillip Nagley for
significant service to education in the fields of
biochemistry and molecular biology; Professor Jeffrey
Szer for significant service to medicine as a practitioner
and administrator in the field of clinical haematology;
Mr Jeffrey Appel, vice-president of Jewish Care
Victoria and current cabinet member of United Israel
Appeal Victoria, for service to the community,
particularly in the area of social welfare; Ms Evelyn
Field for service to the community, particularly through
school and workplace antibullying initiatives; Mr Frank
Tisher for service to aged-care, cultural and sporting
organisations; and to my Auntie Delysia Pahoff, who is
now the fourth member of my family to have received
an Order of Australia Medal, for her work for the
Melbourne Hebrew Ladies Benevolent Society.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for statements
by members has now expired.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Budget initiatives
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Gippsland South
proposing the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house notes the many beneficial aspects of the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government’s budget, including
substantial increases in funding for essential services such as
police, education and health, a record program for
infrastructure developments thereby creating thousands of
jobs and an array of initiatives for regional and rural Victoria,
and contrasts these fully costed and funded programs with the
vague, misleading and populist agenda of the Labor
opposition, as encapsulated in the 2014 Labor policy
platform.

Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — The
Liberal-Nationals coalition government has a very
proud record of having rebuilt Victoria and having done
a lot to restore its finances after it was hit by the
wrecking ball that was the Labor government. That is
represented first and foremost by our AAA-rated
economy, which has a stable outlook with surpluses
going into the future. It is of course the envy of the
nation. Every other jurisdiction in Australia would love
to have what we have been able to display here in
Victoria. It is the collective effort of the people of
Victoria, through their government, and it is all being
done despite what Labor has done and what it continues
to attempt to do.
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Mind you, Labor members did do something
constructive yesterday, one of few such days they have
had in this place — they passed, together with us, the
budget of the state of Victoria for this year. We are
pleased to have their unanimous support in that process.
The Labor opposition has been singularly silent in its
criticism of the actual content of the budget while it has
tried to focus people’s attention on other matters. The
fact is that this is a great budget for Victoria, and we are
delighted that it has passed the house with the total
agreement of everybody in this place.
This budget maintains our record of achievement on
behalf of the people of Victoria. It provides major
infrastructure initiatives for our state. There is record
funding for various service provisions across the gamut
of government responsibility and, very importantly
from the perspective of The Nationals in this
government, it includes a raft of initiatives for rural and
regional Victoria. The reality is that the Labor Party
threatens most of these initiatives; it will destroy some
of these initiatives. The fact is Labor members will say
and do anything if it suits their own miserable purposes.
This time they have exceeded their usual endeavours
and have actually written their objectives down in the
form of what is termed the Victorian Labor Platform
2014. It is therefore with reference to that document, to
contrast its content with the record of our government,
that I propose the matter I have provided to the house.
The Regional Growth Fund is the focus of the
commentary I want to make with regard to this
initiative. The fund has been an extraordinary success
for rural and regional Victoria. As the house knows, it
is a $1 billion fund. The Labor Party lost $500 million
of the $1 billion. We all remember the member for
Bendigo East, in her responsibility as a shadow
minister, coming in here, I think it was on 8 May, and
announcing to the house that the $500 million was a
hoax and did not exist. Worse still, to the eternal
chagrin of the poor member for Lyndhurst, the member
for Bendigo East dragged him into the web. He had the
unenviable role of heading up the questions in the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
investigations. He put the question to me, no doubt
following the nonsense the member for Bendigo East
was propagating, about whether the $500 million was a
hoax. ‘Where was it within the budget papers?’ he
asked. When it was all explained to him and to the
Labor Party, they went silent except for a few
half-baked apologist explanations by the member for
Bendigo East basically complaining that it was all
hidden away and was a bit too hard.
The reality is that the $500 million is there, and if we
are re-elected to government, we will continue the
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programs under the Regional Growth Fund. Indeed,
why would we not? It is a great record of achievement.
In the period to the end of April 1475 projects had
either been commenced, were in the process of
completion or had been completed. I will quickly run
through the different aspects of those projects. The
economic infrastructure element of the fund, which is
some $200 million, has to date invested $168 million in
83 projects. It has leveraged investment of just over
$1 billion. That investment has in turn produced over
5000 new jobs that either exist now or are in the
making. It has provided for another 10 800 indirect
jobs. It has provided for an additional 3800 jobs in the
construction phase. In addition to all of that there are
some 8000-plus retained jobs as a result of the work of
the economic infrastructure component of the fund.
I pause to say these are actual, real jobs. They are great
jobs that have been created right across rural and
regional Victoria or are in the phase of being created.
Were the Labor Party in government, this simply would
not be happening. A further $100 million is being
dedicated to the Energy for the Regions program. As
we know, the former Labor government completely
abandoned the regions of Victoria in terms of the
extension of natural gas to those parts of the state that
need it. In the closing phase of the 2010 election
campaign former Premier Brumby made it very clear
that as far as he was concerned, Labor was done and
dusted in terms of this issue. It was not going to spend
any more money — not another cracker — on the
extension of the provision of natural gas to rural and
regional Victoria.
We as a government have invested $100 million in this
very laudable cause. We named the provision of natural
gas to 14 towns and extensions to the natural gas
provision at Mildura as priority projects. We have
completed or are in the final stages of completing the
augmentation of Mildura’s national gas supply by some
50 per cent. We have contracts with 7 of the 14 priority
towns. We have a request for tender process in place
which will not only deliver gas to the remaining
7 priority towns but will also deliver natural gas to the
Murray towns that come within that tender. It is a great
project that is working well. Labor abandoned it.
Another $100 million has been allocated to the Putting
Locals First program, a fund from which 610 projects
have resulted. So far there has been an investment of
some $68 million. That has resulted in substantial
leveraged investments coming out of these initiatives. I
emphasise to the house that these are local initiatives.
These are initiatives that rural and regional
communities have brought to the government. These
initiatives are reflective of the aspirations of those
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communities, something that they see as being their
future. That is why this element of the program is so
vitally important. It is wonderful to be able to transfer
and change the way in which our country communities
present. These programs have achieved wonderful
outcomes for those communities.
I might also say that it has been a wonderful addition to
the funding for local government. In the 48
municipalities which comprise rural and regional
Victoria, local governments have come to understand
that they can look to the Putting Locals First program to
supplement the funds they have available. It is a very
important element of what we have been able to
achieve.
Another $100 million of the $500 million in the fund
that we have access to in this term of government has
gone into the local government infrastructure program.
This is another $100 million divided amongst those 48
councils on the basis of an agreed formula and it has
made magnificent changes to the regions of our state.
Some 400 projects have been developed through this
aspect of the fund and they have resulted in roads and
bridges, in libraries, in community facilities, in sporting
grounds and in pools. A total of $270 million has been
invested.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear the interjection, ‘Libraries?’
coming from the other side. Just as an example, I had
the great pleasure of being in Bendigo about 8 to 10
weeks ago where I was able to open the newly
refurbished library, a magnificent investment on behalf
of that great city. The council there chose to use the
$2 million it had available in the fund under that agreed
formula. It incorporated that funding with investments
from the federal government and money from the
council itself to end up with a total investment of, I
think from memory, about $8 million. It is a
magnificent initiative.
I say again that this funding is reflected in some 400
projects right across rural and regional Victoria. Again,
the creation of this fund has resulted in the creation of
those real jobs to which I referred. That in turn has
resulted in the fact that as at the end of April the
unemployment rate in rural and regional Victoria was
6.3 per cent. Australia’s unemployment rate in the
regions was 6.8 per cent. That fund has made an
extraordinary difference. In the 12 months up to the end
of April this year some 18 800 jobs have been created
in rural and regional Victoria, and all of this has been
generated as a result of a combination of factors.
Firstly, there is the strong budgetary position. Secondly,
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and very importantly, there are the various programs
which we have brought to the regions of the state of
Victoria as a result of the operations of the Regional
Growth Fund.
What is going to happen under Labor? I refer to the
Murray Basin rail project that we have also funded in
our budget with an allocation of $220 million. Labor is
never going to build that project. It said it would do it in
1999, but it did not ever do it and it will not do it now.
It refuses to commit to it. The communities in that part
of the state of Victoria that are going to be the
beneficiaries of this great project need to understand
very clearly that Labor, if it is returned to government,
is not going to build the Murray Basin rail project. That
would be absolutely tragic.
However, it is worse than that. I refer to page 12 of the
famous document entitled Victorian Labor Platform
2014 — and I should wash my mouth out with salt that
I am referring to a Labor Party document, but I will —
that contains the heading ‘Growing rural and regional
jobs and economies’. Fancy that coming out of the
Labor Party. I quote from page 13 of the document,
which says:
Labor will:
Reinvigorate the successful Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund to target priority infrastructure
projects in each region.

What does that translate to? Labor is going to destroy
the Regional Growth Fund. That is what it is going to
do. It is going to bring back the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — That is what its document says. I hear
laughter from the other side of the house. The member
for Melton ought to read his own policy document. I
will read it again:
Reinvigorate the successful Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund …

That is what his own party’s document says. These dills
cannot even read their own material. The point is that
that fund provided about $660 million or $670 million
over a period of almost 11 years. It was around
$61 million a year on average.
We have put $1 billion into this fund over eight years.
Accordingly it is an absolute and utter travesty for
opposition members to say the opposition is going to
reintroduce its dog of a program and destroy the
Regional Growth Fund. People across rural and
regional Victoria should have no misgivings and be
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under no misapprehension because if it were returned to
government, the Labor Party would destroy the fund.
Labor has had enough time and enough opportunity to
say what it is going to do, let alone the opportunity to
say in its own policy document that it would retain the
Regional Growth Fund. But no, on the contrary, not
only has it not said that it would retain the Regional
Growth Fund, it has said in its own document, which I
have just read to the house, that it will reintroduce its
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund.
I say to the people of rural and regional Victoria: be
aware and be alarmed. All these programs and projects
to which I have referred across these various sectors are
never going to happen under a Labor government. The
Putting Locals First program will be no more. The
Energy for the Regions program was no more under
former Premier John Brumby because, as I have said,
he was not interested in it in any way. We can imagine
all those communities out there in rural Victoria pining
for the provision of natural gas, but if the Labor Party is
re-elected that will never happen. Labor will destroy the
Energy for the Regions program. The prospect of ever
having natural gas extended across rural and regional
Victoria will be finished. It was finished under John
Brumby — out of his own mouth it was finished — and
if this lot is re-elected to government it will also destroy
it. Members can go through the raft of programs to
which I have referred, and those programs will be laid
waste by a Labor government, which will return to its
old habits of concentrating on metropolitan Melbourne
and forgetting the regions.
I conclude where I started, and on the basis of the
content of the matter before the house. This government
has a proud record of providing for the whole of the
state of Victoria across the whole gamut of government
services. If Labor is re-elected, people just have to have
a look at the documentation Labor has produced to see
that that work will be destroyed.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak on the
matter of public importance put forward by the Deputy
Premier. The words of Napoleon Bonaparte come to
my mind. He once said that you should never interrupt
an enemy while they are busy making a mistake. If that
principle were to apply, we would never get a word in
in this place, because this government is littered with
error, mistake and illusion. For a government that says
it will not be held to ransom, this resolution proves that
its members’ grasp on reality has been abducted, and it
is Victoria’s and Victorians’ opportunities that have
been held hostage.
If delusion were a substitute for debate, this
government would win. If arrogance were a substitute
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for action, this government would be a study in
perpetual motion. If government could be achieved by
gobshite, then the fields of our economy would be
fertilised by the fruits of their effort. It is a sign of this
government’s stupidity and desperation that its
members are gloating about how their budget has more
detail in it than the Labor Party’s platform. The
document they have referred to is not a budget; it is a
statement of values and of intentions. It is where
political parties explain to the public what they stand
for.
Let us contrast the Labor Party’s platform with the
budget. It simply serves to show that the budget lacks
not only the necessary amount of detail but also lacks
coherence and reality. If members of this government
really wanted to compare our platform with what the
Liberal Party stands for, it seems to me that the obvious
place to start would be on the Liberal Party website in
the section entitled ‘What we stand for’. It is a
wonderful document. Members should read it. It says
things like:
Liberal government means a safety net of assistance for all
who are disadvantaged by life’s chances …

What a load of nonsense! This is a government that
marches lockstep, arm in arm with a federal
government, both of which are intent on taking away
opportunities for those who are least advantaged. What
if you are sick, old, unemployed or a student? Members
of this government and their fellows in the federal
coalition — the people they are locked arm in arm
with — in their one and a half pages of beliefs basically
tell us:
Liberal governments have been highly successful in Victoria
and nationally over many decades.

The people of Victoria are seeing the sort of success
that Liberal governments wreak upon them, and it
stinks to high heaven. If members look at the Liberal
Party website, they will find a page and a half of total
drivel that covers protecting the environment, better
public schools and a raft of other motherhood
statements. There is nothing there that would give
anyone an indication that the defining feature of this
Liberal government would be a panicked assault on the
quality of life of Victorian families. I suppose the
Liberal Party’s highly paid political consultants have
decided that the less said about the page and a half of
bare-arsed philosophical bankrupt opportunistic
claptrap the better.
The Nationals statement of values has only brevity to
recommend it. It is made up of 13 vacuous sentences
from The Nationals headed ‘What we believe’. How
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dare members of the coalition government criticise a
70-plus-page document of values against their
13 vacuous sentences and their page and a half of
poppycock. The Nationals referred to freedom of
speech twice in their 13 vacuous sentences, so I
suppose it is really 12 sentences. Nevertheless is good
to know that The Nationals support the rule of law and
the Westminster system, unless you are the rorting
member for Frankston. If this government really wants
a debate about policies and values, then I say bring it
on. But that is the last thing the government wants. The
government does not want to talk about values, because
its members are valueless and vacuous.
This week we are all being forced to watch the Premier
belligerently defile the traditions and the dignity of this
place in his sordid determination to hang onto power.
Any straw — any opportunity to keep himself above
the inevitable tide of public opinion — will do, as he is
going down for a third time. Members of the
government stand for nothing and care for no-one but
their own petty, grasping ambition. In his and Tony
Abbott’s Victoria there will not be any record funding
for anything. Any suggestion to the contrary simply
reaffirms a new iron law of Australian politics —
Liberals lie.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member knows very
well he is not permitted to use the word ‘lie’. It is
unparliamentary. There are other words he can use.
Mr PALLAS — Liberals are massively distorted
and dislocated from reality. They have no moral
compass. There is reality, and there is the Liberal Party.
There is truth, and there is the Liberal Party. How was
that? I will never mention the L word again.
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importance simply demonstrates what they stand for —
getting up and patting themselves on the back despite
all the evidence to the contrary. This is a government
with a budget jobs target in 2013–14 that it knows it
cannot meet, because so far jobs growth has gone
backwards, but it published it anyway. This is a
government that has overseen the highest youth
unemployment on the mainland but is proud of its
TAFE cuts. It is a government that is excited about its
regional jobs performance, as we have been hearing
from the vacuous and ignorant.
Let us talk about the government’s jobs performance.
This is a government that during its term has seen a
total decrease of 5000 in the number of jobs in regional
Victoria. Not only are there fewer jobs altogether, but
full-time jobs have fallen by 20 000, despite a drop in
the participation rate. There are fewer full-time jobs,
and people are just giving up on looking for them, but
government members are proud of their efforts.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer! That is
unparliamentary language.
Mr PALLAS — What a bunch of delusional
clowns. Despite this drop in the participation rate, we
still have nearly 9000 unemployed people seeking
full-time work. Members of this government praise
themselves on jobs. They actually believe they are
good. That is how sad it is for the Victorian people.

Any suggestion to the contrary simply reaffirms the
iron law of Australian politics. Since the Liberals came
to government they have cut $11 billion from essential
Victorian government services. These $11 billion in
cuts have already crippled our hospital system, and they
have pushed our schools into disrepair, but members of
the government are apparently proud of their efforts.
This matter of public importance indicates that. If the
budget truly delivers record increases in funding, why
will the government not reopen a single TAFE
institution? Why is it that our elective surgery waiting
lists are tipped to hit 115 000? Why are more and more
Victorians dying while they wait for an ambulance to
arrive?

Let us look at infrastructure. First of all, the idea that
the infrastructure program of this government in the
2014–15 budget is fully funded is an outright — I
cannot say that word — distance from reality. Of the
$27 billion in job-creating infrastructure that this
government has identified, less than 4 per cent will get
out the door in 2014–15, so let us look at what will
happen in the forward estimates period. How much of
that money — of that job-creating infrastructure — will
actually go out the door in that period? Only 26 per cent
has been identified for expenditure at any time in the
next four years. The $27 billion does not include asset
divestments, like the backroom deal to sell the Rural
Finance Corporation without any kind of process.
Considering how much of that $27 billion the
government plans to spend on ill-conceived and
wasteful projects, the extended time lines start to look
like a positive, certainly to the people of Victoria.

The reality is this government has no bearing in reality.
It has no principles and no perspective. Members of the
government have lived in the rarefied air of
self-delusion and self-praise, and this matter of public

Let us look at the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor
upgrade. This is a truly astounding piece of work from
the government, which brags about this upgrade. It is
bragging about a deal in which it got taken to the
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cleaners by its mates in the Liberal Party. In the 1990s
Alan Stockdale was the Victorian Treasurer, and he
converted assets to dollars on behalf of taxpayers
during the asset privatisation program. In 2014 Alan
Stockdale is now extracting some serious value and
dollars, but this time it is coming from the Treasurer
and in effect from the taxpayer, and the Treasurer is too
weak and desperate to resist. He wants to sign a deal
that will require the people of Victoria to pay up to
$1 million a day for 15 years for a project that will only
cost $1.8 billion to build. That works out as an interest
rate of around 20 per cent per annum. The government
could literally get it cheaper on a credit card. Perhaps if
the government were willing to hold an open tender,
MasterCard might bid and we might be able to knock a
couple of hundred million dollars off the price.
Let us look at the ridiculously named and ridiculously
conceived idea of the Melbourne rail link. This budget
abandons the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel for the
Melbourne rail link. It is hard to say exactly when this
decision was made. We could ask the Premier, but he
just gets angry when you ask him for an explanation of
his unhinged decisions. I cannot say for sure how he
might react to similar questions from his backbench,
but I suspect it would be pretty similar. We do know
that when the government released its policy document
Securing Victoria’s Economy — Planning. Building.
Delivering in December 2012 the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel was described as one of the government’s
highest priorities.
Only a couple of years ago we were told in that
document that it was going to transform the Parkville
precinct and generate development potential in the
Arden-Macaulay precinct by delivering direct
passenger access to the city. It has now been replaced
by the Melbourne rail link, a project supported by only
an interim business case and the government’s
assurance that it is visionary. A 100-year catastrophe is
how the Liberal Lord Mayor of Melbourne has
described it. How can it be a 100-year catastrophe? It
would take a 100-year catastrophe of a government to
deliver it.
Over three years in education the Liberals have spent
on average only $203 million a year on school capital
works, compared with Labor’s average investment
spend of $467 million a year in its last term. This
election year pork-barrel fest will only bring the
government’s average spend to $278 million a year,
still way short of what is required in our schools and in
our communities for the education that our kids
deserve. Opportunistically, two-thirds of the 70 school
upgrades were in marginal seats.
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What of this government’s approach? This is a
government in name only. It lacks the character and
courage to lead Victoria and to stand up to the
challenges that confront our state. The Premier
admitted what all Victorians know to be the truth when
yesterday he said, ‘Ever since I’ve been Premier it
hasn’t been easy’. It has not been easy for the people of
Victoria either. Why? Because the Premier says he will
not be held to ransom, yet he then capitulates at every
opportunity in his own political self-interest. In the
interests of clinging onto government at all costs, of
simply being there, he has cowered and covered up the
malfeasance of the member for Frankston. Meanwhile
he sits quietly while Victoria’s future is being held to
ransom by a dishonest and discredited anti-Victorian
Abbott federal government — a government that loves
Sydney’s north shore even more than this government
loves the member for Frankston.
The failure of this government — a government that
bears no relationship to the government that Victorians
voted for three and a half years ago, a government that
is not on Victoria’s side, a government that is so busy
with delusion — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
May I say, beautifully read by the former Minister for
Roads and Ports. I rise to join the debate on this matter
of public importance, which seeks that the house note
the many beneficial aspects of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government’s budget, including its investment
in road and rail infrastructure. It is interesting to look
back and think about the days when former Premier
John Brumby walked down the street with roads
ministers and public transport ministers walking
alongside with the Victorian transport plan — a
$38 billion transport plan with a sprinkling of dollars
that was going to revolutionise Victoria, a plan that had
no money attached to it and a plan to simply try to buy
Labor’s way through the next election.
Why was Labor thrown out of office? Because it failed
to plan for growth. What does that say about the
so-called transport plan? What does that say about the
so-called platform documents, whether it be a platform
document issued prior to the last election or Labor’s
2014 platform document? What it says is that you can
have as many plans as you want, but in the end what the
public wants to see is excavators on the site. Members
of the public want to see the supply chain cranked up.
They want to see job-creating projects. They want to
see money in the budget. They want to see real action,
and that is what they are getting from the coalition
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government. They are sick and tired of the so-called
plans and the trickery of a Labor government that
treated the community with absolute disdain as it
moved forward and tried to buy another term in office
with a dodgy plan. The public saw plan after plan and
platform after platform. Members of the public are a
wake-up to it and they want real action, and that is
exactly what the coalition government is delivering for
them.
I have the absolute privilege of a $24 billion package,
courtesy of the hard work undertaken by the Treasurer,
for public transport and road projects. There is
$8 billion to $10 billion for the western section of the
east–west link, and we know, as we have gone through
this time and again in this chamber, that we could talk
about the support for the western section of the
east–west link. It is good to see the member for
Williamstown sitting in the chamber through the course
of this debate. He was a great supporter of that project,
as indeed were a number of people on the other side of
the house. They were really supportive of that project,
until crunch time came. Even the Leader of the
Opposition was a great supporter of this project, until it
was announced by the coalition government. Not only
were we planning for it, but we have the money to build
it, and that is the difference between a Liberal-Nationals
coalition government and a Labor opposition would-be
government. Labor talks the talk but it never walks the
walk. Labor never ever gets the job done, and that is
why we are in government today.
The $8.5 billion to $11 billion Melbourne rail link
project has been opposed outright by those opposite. It
was just today that I was listening to the radio and there
was report of an incident at Melbourne Airport
involving a taxi. The alerts were going out via radio
warning people to add a significant amount of
additional time to their trip to the airport because there
were going to be delays on the road network. There was
no option for those people other than to leave home
earlier, get caught up in traffic and lose a lot of time on
the road sitting there waiting while that particular
incident was cleared.
We know what this project means to Victoria. No
matter where you live around the state, if you can get to
a railway station with your luggage, your holiday will
start when you get on a train anywhere around Victoria
when this project is completed. Whether they live at
Warrnambool or whether they live at Swan Hill,
Bairnsdale, Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong, Traralgon,
Frankston or Cranbourne, people right across the
network will be able to get to Melbourne Airport if they
can get on a train. All great cities should have this
facility, and we will deliver it in this great city.
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Prior to 1999, who committed to an airport rail link?
We all know it was the Labor Party. Labor in
opposition committed to an airport rail link. When it
was elected to government, Labor turned its back on the
idea as soon as it walked through the door. It said, ‘We
are not going to proceed with this project’. Time and
again Labor produced these phoney claims and
offerings to the public. However, as soon as Labor
members hit the door and enter government, they turn
their backs and walk away from these claims. The
coalition government will make sure it delivers this
vital project for Victoria. This will be a legacy of the
government of the day. It is what Victoria is calling for,
and we are the government that will deliver it. We
know the number of people who are using Melbourne
Airport at the moment. We know that over the next few
decades 30 million passenger movements will grow to
over 60 million. The road network will not cope with
that growth. We have to have a rail link, and we are
going to build a rail link.
We are up to about 40 grade separations with the
regional rail link. There is one on the Princes Highway
duplication to the west. There are around 40 that either
have been built, are being built or are in the planning
phase. We are talking about 50 grade separations over
two terms of government. I am sorry, but the opposition
is dragging behind already, because we are well and
truly on our way. If you are going to make a
commitment to level crossings, the first thing you need
to do is know how much they will cost. I have an
understanding about the $120 million that Labor has
estimated its plans will cost. Mr Tee, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place, is
closely connected with the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union. At least he has some idea of
construction costs. I think what he said they would cost
is pretty close to the mark.
Rail safety is either in your DNA or it is not. Prior to
the last election, the Labor government provided only
half the cost of one grade separation. Out in the western
suburbs, which is so-called Labor heartland, who is
delivering the St Albans level crossing for the people of
the west? The coalition government is delivering that
project. Labor turned its back on the west. We are the
ones who are out there time and again. As people in the
west are saying, ‘We have never seen premiers before’,
and, ‘We have never seen ministers before’. We treat
everybody equally, right across the state. We do not
provide projects for people simply because we think
they are going to vote for us. Labor people have turned
their backs on the west, and we are out there doing the
work. Main Road, St Albans; Blackburn Road,
Blackburn; Burke Road, Glen Iris; and North Road,
Ormond — the list goes on. We know those projects
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are vital for Victoria. We know they have great
benefits, not just in terms of road safety but also for
people who travel on the rail network. The freight
industry in Victoria also relies on smooth flowing
traffic. Getting rid of these level crossings delivers
enormous benefits right across the network.
The $2 billion to $2.5 billion Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail corridor upgrade also has history. We all remember
the triplication, as it was called, of the line between
Caulfield and Dandenong, which was committed to and
promised by the former Labor government. Labor
dumped that project and walked away from it as soon
as Labor was elected to office. Once again a coalition
government has stepped up to the mark. We have
provided $2 billion to $2.5 billion of funding to make
sure we make this project a reality, and it has to happen.
One in 10 people who use the metropolitan network in
Melbourne travel along that corridor.
When we came to government I asked a number of
questions. As a minister you get briefings from your
department about a variety of projects. This issue
floated to the surface. A member of my department said
to me, ‘Minister, do you realise that in coming years
people will be left standing on the platforms along that
corridor? There is not enough capacity. That is one of
the most urgent issues that you as minister are facing
and that the government is facing’. What did we do?
We put our shoulder to the wheel, we came up with the
money and we are delivering that project for the people
who travel on the Dandenong, Pakenham and
Cranbourne lines. That project is extremely important
to them. They will get new trains, new stations, grade
separations, high-capacity signalling and a new depot at
Pakenham to be able to maintain and look after the
trains. This is all about creating jobs, and once again,
the government has a great partnership with the
consortium that put together the bid for this project.
This project will deliver a great outcome for the people
who live along that line.
There is also the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway
widening project, which is another partnership with
Transurban. We have committed $850 million to build
an extra lane in each direction. Once again this morning
an incident at Melbourne Airport highlighted the
problems along that corridor.
Turning to regional and rural initiatives, you could go
right through the lot: the Princes Highway duplication,
the Winchelsea to Colac project, the Murray Basin rail
project and $100 million to operate and maintain the
regional rail link project. The Labor government
provided no money for signals, no money for trains, no
money for stations, no money for grade separations and
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no money to run the business. We will get on with the
job.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It is funny to
listen to the Minister for Public Transport. He does not
talk about his transport plan, he talks about his transport
package. This package will deliver a railway station to
the casino, not to the cancer centre. Let us deliver a
station to the casino, not the cancer centre. Let us
deliver a rail line to the airport. Let us not say when it is
going to happen. It is never going to happen or it will
happen in 2050 or in 2030, who knows!. What a joke!
This government is not only dysfunctional, it is truly
delusional. Look at it this matter of public importance
(MPI) today as an example. It is full of self-praise and
chest beating. The government should be embarrassed
about this offering today. I say to the government that it
should have a look at today’s newspapers. Have a look
at the headlines. Look at the press gallery, whose
members are not here for the MPI or to hear about the
budget and how well the government is doing. This is
not a day for the government to revel in its own
achievements. This is not a day to be pulling the party
poppers and having a great time. This is a day on which
the coalition is trying to hold onto government; trying
to stop a by-election in Frankston to save the
government. That is what today is about, and that is
what the headlines are about.
Members should have a look at the Herald Sun editorial
today. The headline says ‘Rogue pulling strings’. I will
read two paragraphs:
The government’s decision to suspend the disgraced MP
rather than expel him from Parliament for his conduct smacks
of appeasement rather than punishment.

And this:
Keeping Mr Shaw out of the Legislative Assembly until
September is like sending him on gardening leave when there
are few sitting days in any case.

The Minister for Agriculture and Food Security
appreciates something about gardening leave.
That is the story of today. That is the story of this
government. That is the story of this year. There is
nothing in the newspapers today that I have read talking
about education and schools. There is nothing in the
papers today talking about health and hospitals. There
is nothing in the papers today about policing, other than
the crimes that are going on all across Melbourne and
Victoria. There is certainly nothing in the papers today
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about jobs. But that is what this MPI is supposed to be
about. All we have are stories about a Premier trying
desperately to hold onto government and his job.
Let me go to the MPI and deal with the issue of
policing. I cannot begin to tell the house how many
times I have heard government members chest beat
about policing. I will come back to crime rates in a
minute. I need to make it clear at the outset that
Victorian taxpayers today are spending $1 billion per
year under this government to prop up the
Liberal-Nationals government’s failing law and order
policy. The budget papers for 2014–15 reveal that the
government is spending $5.91 billion on public order
and safety. Contrast that to Labor’s last budget in
2010–11, which allocated $4.89 billion to public order
and safety. That means more than $1 billion more is
being spent on the issue of public order and safety. This
spending is desperately out of control. Only a
delusional, dysfunctional government would allocate
more funding for prison beds than for hospital beds, but
that is exactly what this government is doing. In fact
under the Napthine government funding for schools and
education has grown at a substantially lower rate than
funding for police and prisons.
Despite this reckless spending, Victoria is no safer
today than it was three years ago. In fact it is less safe.
Have a look at Victoria Police’s crime rate data. It
shows there were over 40 000 more offences recorded
across Victoria last year compared with the situation in
Labor’s last full year in office. Crime statistics recently
came out for the year ending 31 March, and they show
a continual upturn of rising crime rates. Let me go
through them. Crime against the person was up by
2.7 per cent. Crime against property was up by 4 per
cent. Drug offences were up by a whopping 17.8 per
cent. Other crimes, which include weapon offences,
breaches of intervention orders and deception offences,
were up by 21.3 per cent. Total crime was up by 7.1 per
cent.
Crime is going up and up under this government. In fact
this government has never seen a reduction of crime in
its term in office. This is extraordinary when you
consider this is a coalition that wanted to make a
centrepiece of law and order prior to the 2010 election.
It has not one set of crime reduction figures to speak of.
I am sure we will hear government members talk about
additional police. They love to do that. You will never
hear from government members that the additional
police were budgeted for in Labor’s last budget in
2010–11. I warn government members that talking
about inputs rather than outcomes is a very dangerous
path to follow.
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I will move on to this issue of so-called front-line
police. The government loves to talk about front-line
police. The problem is that there are fewer front-line
police officers assigned to local stations today than
there were in November 2010. Victoria Police
documents obtained by the state opposition under FOI
reveal that of the 56 police service areas across Victoria
only 6 have more police today than they did in
November 2010. More than 20 police service areas
have had front-line staffing cuts of more than 20 per
cent, and that is despite a pre-election commitment
from the coalition to address what it called
undermanned police stations.
We have some police service areas that have lost
30 uniformed police since 2010. Some police regions
are already reporting that they are having trouble filling
shifts and keeping up uniform patrols. In many cases
there is a direct correlation between the loss of local
police and increased crime rates, which is absolutely
extraordinary. The government says the state opposition
is making it up. I say to government members: these are
Victoria Police’s own statistics released to the state
opposition under FOI.
Let me go through the statistics for the interest of some
members. The local police service areas of Benalla,
Knox, Monash, Yarra Ranges, Darebin, Hobsons Bay,
Melbourne, Melton, Moonee Valley, Moreland,
Wyndham, Yarra, Cardinia, Glen Eira, Greater
Dandenong, Kingston, Mornington Peninsula, Port
Phillip, Stonnington and Surf Coast have all recorded
police losses of more than 20 per cent. Why is this
happening? It is pretty simple. An Auditor-General’s
report was tabled this morning, and it shows that about
500 police are monitoring prisoners in cells. In
November last year the number of prisoners in police
cells hit a record high. The government has
forced — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Forest Hill is warned.
Mr NOONAN — The government has forced the
Chief Commissioner of Police to find $113 million
worth of savings in his operational budget. What has
that meant? The chief commissioner has had to cut
400 public service jobs. That means that uniformed
police have been shifted to those jobs that were
formerly occupied by public servants, and at a higher
rate. The police forensics budget has been cut by about
$2 million a year, and that has not helped either. It is no
wonder that the chief commissioner is trying to move
away from the failed policies of this government. Let
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me say very clearly that this is a delusional and
dysfunctional government.
The attack on Labor’s platform document is
remarkable. It is hysterical, quite frankly. I am very
proud to have been part of Labor’s platform committee.
I am proud to have consulted our party’s membership
in producing the document. I am proud to have attended
Labor’s conference to debate this document, and I am
proud that it has been adopted. Labor’s platform creates
a vision for where we want to take this state. We want a
state that Victorians can be proud of; we want a state
that leads; we want a state that allows our kids to
prosper, whether they live in Melbourne or right across
rural and regional Victoria; we want a state that cares
for our sick and elderly; we want a state that is fair and
compassionate; and we know that only a Labor
government can deliver that for Victoria.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I rise to support the matter of public
importance of the member for Gippsland South. I
would not be proud of the Labor platform document if I
were the member for Williamstown. It says very little,
with absolutely no costings and no outcomes. The
member for Williamstown talks about outcomes; it sets
out no outcomes at all.
The contrast could not be starker between the coalition
government’s budget, which is building a better
Victoria, and Labor’s poor financial management and
habit of doing what its union mates say. When you talk
about poor financial management, you need not look
any further than the shadow Treasurer, the member for
Tarneit, and the $1 billion mistake he made in reading
the budget. There is a very old saying that Labor cannot
manage money, and you just have to look at what the
member for Tarneit did in his budget analysis. The
member for Bendigo East has already been in the
chamber this morning saying that there is no money for
the Regional Growth Fund in the forward estimates.
Someone had to show her where it was. People who
were ministers in the previous government cannot read
the budget to know what is there. That is a disgrace. It
very much reinforces the view that Labor cannot
manage money.
The choice could not be clearer: the Premier versus
John Setka. Who do people want to run this state into
the future? The budget has charted a course for the
prosperity of this state. The Murray Basin rail project,
worth $220 million, is a game-changing project. It is a
project that Labor will not support and will not
implement if it gets into government. This project will
revolutionise freight movement in northern and western
Victoria. Ken Wakefield’s business in Mildura is one of
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the pioneers of intermodal freight transport, and he is
over the moon about this project and what he will be
able to do in moving containers of produce out of
Mildura with a standardised, upgraded railway line. It
has been talked about for decades. It was talked about
and promised by the previous government, which did
nothing for 11 years.
Deputy Speaker, you use the Calder Highway at times;
there is $86 million in the budget to fix up the
Ravenswood interchange, one of the worst intersections
in Victoria. Again, this was talked about for a long
time. Two Labor members of Parliament represent that
area, yet they did nothing for 11 years. That project is
now funded in the budget to be done, another really
great outcome, particularly for the trucks that have to
cross a busy section of the freeway and make a
right-hand turn. We are delivering and building a better
Victoria.
Talking about game-changers, the Regional Growth
Fund is a great initiative, particularly for regional
Victoria. With the Putting Locals First local
government infrastructure component of the fund,
nearly every country town has had a benefit in its social
or business infrastructure. It has created jobs right
across Victoria. You know, Deputy Speaker, the benefit
that Murray Goulburn has had from money out of the
Regional Growth Fund for the upgrade of power and
water into its plants. The dairy industry is leading the
Victorian economy and the exports out of this state.
The Minister for Roads can be congratulated for his
initiative with the country roads and bridges program,
which is again a great thing for regional Victoria. There
is $160 million across the four years for that, with 40 of
our large but not so revenue-rich councils across
regional Victoria getting $1 million a year to help fix
their backlog in roads and bridges — a backlog that
was created by 11 years of Labor in government. If you
read this document that the member for Williamstown
is so proud of, it says Labor would unwind all of that; it
would all be gone. One of the things country
councillors most often say to me when I meet with
them is, ‘That country roads and bridges program is the
greatest thing we’ve seen, where government actually
gives us the money to spend on our priorities, the way
we want to spend it to help our communities’. They
want to see that continuing. They do not want to see
Labor get in and destroy that project.
If you look at the agricultural policy in this document
that the member for Williamstown is so proud of and
compare it to the budget this year, you see that in the
budget there is money for aerial baiting. How you
control wild dogs is again something that has been
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talked about for years. As I understand it, the Labor
Party is opposed to aerial baiting; it wants to appease its
green mates because they do not like that program.
There is no commitment to the continuation of a fox
and wild dog bounty, which we brought in and are
committed to. It has now seen 284 000 fox scalps and
1345 dog pelts handed in. That means there are
284 000 fewer foxes out there eating domesticated
animals, like lambs, and preying on small native
marsupials. That is a great outcome, and the Labor
Party would scrap it. If the Labor Party got into
government, there would be no fox bounty, no wild dog
bounty and no aerial baiting. We would go back to the
days when none of those sorts of things happened.
In the time I have left I will spend a couple of minutes
on water and compare the government’s record on
water with the Labor Party’s. Under Labor you saw
water bills more than double. Melbourne water bills
went from $500 a year to nearly $1200 a year because
of the poor decisions Labor made while it was in
government. What we have announced post the budget
is a fairer water bills initiative, where for the first time
in many years we will actually see a reduction in water
bills, not only in Melbourne but right across Victoria.
From 1 July Melbourne water customers will have a
$100 reduction in their bills. Barwon Water customers
will have an average $80 reduction in their bills across
the next four years. Ballarat customers will have a
$50 reduction. I put on the record my appreciation to
the chairs, the boards and the management teams of the
water authorities. They have done great work in taking
costs out of their particular businesses.
Again I come back to this document the member for
Williamstown is so proud of. If you read that — and the
member for Benalla will be very interested in it — you
see that Labor is going to unplug the pipe. Labor is
going to extend the pipeline network across Victoria so
that there are more pipelines than there ever were
before. Labor plans to take more water from the north
and to take more water from agriculture. Labor just
wants to build pipes everywhere, as it started doing
before. What you will see is an increase in water bills
again, like you saw when Labor was in government last
time. You will see another doubling of water bills while
Labor continues to build more pipes around Victoria. I
am sure the member for Benalla will have a lot to say if
the pipe is actually unplugged.
If you read that document again, which those opposite
are apparently so proud of, you see that Labor is
effectively against irrigation. The document talks about
restoring water regimes to a sustainable level. If you
read between the lines of that document, you see it
means taking water off irrigators to use for other
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purposes. As we said before, people do not need to be
aware; they need to be afraid if that mob gets back on
the Treasury benches in the future.
In conclusion, the budget also provides record
investment in country Victoria from a health and
education point of view. I finish on one point:
$630 million for the new Bendigo Hospital. That is a
great project that has been managed well by the
Minister for Health to drive really good value out of
that project. I just cannot understand why the member
for Bendigo East and the member for Bendigo West
would be against such a great project. All I ever see in
the Bendigo press clippings from those two members is
that they are opposed to that project. That project is a
great project for regional Victoria and a great project
for the catchment, where people can actually go to
access services.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I shall try to inject
some fact into this debate, because quite frankly, if you
bound all the speeches from the other side and put them
in a book, it would be in the fiction section of the
parliamentary library. Talk about making it up as you
go along! What a disgrace. When I read this matter of
public importance (MPI), I could not believe that
anyone would put an MPI of such poor calibre before
this Parliament. You have to think, ‘What must have
been going on?’.
All the big boys and girls in the Liberals and The
Nationals are working on their strategy around the
member for Frankston, so they have taken an intern and
said, ‘Here, write up an MPI for us’. They have given it
to an intern to do, and now we have this MPI.
Government members do not like the Labor Party
policy platform — boohoo! —. and have been debating
it in here. Of course they do not like it, because it is
about social justice. It is about strong government. It is
about initiatives to get the state going. What a surprise
that government members do not like our policy. What
absolute rubbish.
I notice that the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills is in the chamber. I am pleased he is in here,
because I am going to direct a lot of my contribution to
the education comments in the MPI. It follows on from
an adjournment matter I raised last night about the
secrecy of this government and its hiding from public
scrutiny vital information about the collapse of our
training system and our training market, in particular
the disasters that have befallen public TAFEs. We are
not talking about trivial information; we are talking
about what should be publicly accessible information
about the performance of over $1 billion worth of
government funding hidden from scrutiny.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2008

ASSEMBLY

The minister has grabbed market training reports that
have been put out by governments of all political
persuasions. They are put out every quarter so that
people can see what is happening in our training
system. He has grabbed them and said to his
bureaucrats, ‘Give them to me. Don’t put them out, for
goodness sake; it will tell everyone how bad the
situation is’. He has put them in his desk drawer, turned
the key and locked it. What a disgrace that is. Those
reports are well overdue. Last year’s report still has not
been put out. It is at least 10 weeks overdue. The report
for the next quarter is due now — the report to show
just how far our TAFEs have fallen this quarter. The
minister is here. He should go out, unlock his drawer
and release these reports. What is he scared of? What is
he hiding about the training system? He quotes his
highlights, but he will not release the details. What an
absolute disgrace that is. Even at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings, when he was asked
about this, he said, ‘Yes, we’ll release them shortly’.
There is still no sight of them. What is the problem? Is
it that it takes him a while to photocopy them? It was
done last year. He has the facts, but he is hiding them
from public scrutiny.
Why is the government doing that? Why will it not
release any data about what is happening in our TAFEs
and in our training sector? The reason is clear, because
we know the facts. We know that those opposite have
slashed $1.2 billion from TAFE institute funding. We
know that the government has caused the loss of
2500 talented teachers and trainers from their jobs.
They have all been sacked. We know that the
government has scrapped the fee caps which kept fees
affordable for apprentices, and we know that fees have
gone through the roof to unaffordable levels for young
apprentices and trainees. We know that those opposite
are responsible for numerous campus closures and the
scrapping of hundreds of courses. We know that
subsidy rates have gone down to ludicrous levels — $1
an hour to train someone in this state. That is what the
government is paying for some courses. How obscene
is that? Then government members wonder about
quality.
We know that those opposite have abandoned rural and
regional TAFEs, put them into bankruptcy and forced
them to merge. We know that, and I will talk a little bit
more about The Nationals compliance in this matter.
We know that the government has sacked the chair of
any TAFE who complained about the disastrous impact
that the funding cuts would have on their communities.
What hypocrisy that is when you read what The
Nationals stand for. The former minister was a member
of The Nationals. The Nationals platform is in 18-point
font with big gaps between each item. We read that one
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of the priorities is the preservation of freedom of
speech, but not when it comes to public TAFE
institutes.
If you speak out, you get the sack and a hand-picked
boy or girl gets put into your job. Silence the criticism,
silence the facts — that is what has happened here. We
know that very talented public servants have been
sacked and replaced with million-dollar consultants. No
contracts or expressions of interests, just ‘A million
bucks; here you go. You’re the one who’s going to get
the job’ — a job that was advertised as a public service
job at a quarter of the rate. It was an absolutely
disgraceful waste of public money.
We know the government sacks public servants, and we
know it has slashed funding to local learning and
employment networks (LLENs) — vital community
organisations set up by Labor as part of its plan to keep
young people in school and help them to get jobs. A
local learning and employment network is like an
octopus: it is a hub of a whole heap of community
effort to give young people a chance in life by keeping
them in school, engaged and on the road to jobs.
Funding has been slashed from LLENs by this
government. It is much the same when it comes to adult
community education providers, which are often the
last chance for people in our community to get back
into education and find a job. They are small
neighbourhood houses and Learn Local centres
comprised of people who give the most basic education
to those who want another start to life, including
women who have been out of the workforce for years
and young kids who have left school because they were
bullied — a whole range of young people, in fact.
These providers offer a non-institutionalised setting and
do a fantastic job to give opportunities to people in our
community — and they are on their knees in this state.
They are closing at a rapid rate across the state because
they simply cannot afford to operate on the funding
reductions imposed by this government. What a
disgrace it is that they are on their knees right across the
entire state.
The disasters go on and on. I will mention that we have
a proliferation of dodgy providers right across the state
and nothing has been done about it. There are
mountains of extra bureaucratic work and paperwork
that every training provider has to do. I mentioned the
local living and learning networks earlier — if you go
to one of them now, it will often have only two or three
trainers while half of its staff sit in back offices filling
out compliance forms and paperwork — work for this
government — rather than working on the front line to
give people an opportunity to get an education, find a
job and get back on the road to success. It is an absolute
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disgrace that paperwork and red tape in the training
sector has ballooned under this government, and it is
grinding the entire sector to a halt.
Then there is quality. You can no longer find an
employer in this state who will recognise a certificate
from most of our training institutions. Quality has gone
out the window, and nothing has been done about it.
We hear stories daily about people turning up at the
Waltzing Matilda Hotel car park at 2 o’clock on a
Saturday and getting a certificate IV. If they go back the
next week they will get a diploma. The lack of quality
is absolutely rife in this state, and the government has
done nothing — absolutely nothing. Our whole quality
assurance system had gone down the gurgler. Victoria
was once the absolute pinnacle of training in this
country when compared to any other state. People from
countries overseas came to us to learn how we did it,
and it was something we were very proud of. We are
now at the bottom of the heap, and they laugh at us.
You go and speak to officials — —
Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, for the member’s assistance the system he is
talking about was in fact created in 2008 by the Labor
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I could not
hear the point of order for the interjections. I have heard
enough of the point of order. I do not uphold it at this
stage.
Mr HERBERT — The new minister should get his
facts straight because anyone else in this place, apart
from the minister, knows it was Jeff Kennett who
brought in public funding for private providers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Eltham that his comments should be made
through the Chair.
Mr HERBERT — I could talk more about the
disaster that is impacting upon TAFEs and training
across this state or the mergers that have been forced
upon them. This government starves country TAFEs of
funds and demands that they merge, but when they
come up with a plan it says the problem was not of its
doing and that the Premier did not lie when he said the
government would not support mergers. It is happening
right across this state. One of the most disgraceful
things is that it is the TAFEs and training in country
Victoria that are suffering the most, yet from the
10 Nationals members of this place we do not hear one
word. They have stood by and allowed their
communities to be decimated. They have seen
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agricultural training going down the gurgler across this
state and not one of them has said a word. It is
hypocrisy at its greatest. Victorians deserve better —
they deserve a Labor government.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It would appear that
this matter of public importance proposed by the
Deputy Premier has struck a rather raw nerve, and that
is because there is absolutely no doubt that the budget is
delivering for the state of Victoria. If you need evidence
of that, you only need to look at the shambolic response
we have had from the Labor Party. We have seen a
series of claims, fallacious claims, and a collapsed
speaking list of members who would rather talk about
other things. Opposition members do not want to talk
about the state budget; they would rather focus on
playing political games. That is the absolute sense of it.
Indeed apart from those fallacious claims, there has not
been one criticism of this budget. Not one legitimate
criticism has been levelled at it.
I contrast this state budget, the coalition’s record on
prudent financial management and its delivery of
services and infrastructure with not only the record of
the Australian Labor Party in government in Victoria
but also with the 2014 state Labor platform. The Leader
of the Opposition said Labor simply could not keep up
in government, and it is clear from its state platform
that he has learnt absolutely nothing. Today’s matter
includes the words ‘vague’, ‘misleading’ and ‘populist’,
and that probably describes some of the contributions
we have heard from the opposition side today. I would
add two further words to that: ‘uncosted’ and
‘unfunded’. If you really want to be reminded of why
the Labor Party opposed the parliamentary budget
office, you only have to look at its state platform.
As I said, this state budget absolutely delivers. It is a
once-in-a-generation investment.
Mr Hodgett — A game-changer!
Mr MORRIS — Exactly, a game-changer — as the
Minister for Ports says. It is a once-in-a-generation
investment that is delivering for this state.
There is $27 billion infrastructure investment in this
budget. We are providing better services, record
funding in health, record funding in education, record
funding in community safety, surpluses of $1.3 billion
this year building to $3.3 billion by 2017–18 and
maintenance of the AAA credit rating with a stable
outlook. No other state in Australia has been able to
maintain that status. There are tax cuts in this budget
too, including payroll tax cuts for 39 000 employers,
the abolition of stamp duty for life insurance policies
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and investment, as the Minister for Ports said, in
transformational infrastructure.
It needs to be said that the government also has a
terrific record when it comes to regional employment.
We have a terrific record on employment generally but
particularly in regional employment. In the last
12 months there has been growth of 18 000 jobs in
regional Victoria. That is 2.9 per cent growth to April
2014 — one of the best results in this country. Let us
compare our record over the 41 months since we have
been in office, in which we have created 21 000 jobs in
regional Victoria, with the last 41 months of the Labor
Party government, in which 9000 jobs were created.
More than twice as many jobs have been created in
regional Victoria under the watch of this government
than under the Labor government.
There is also terrific support in the budget for regional
and rural councils, a subject that is close to my heart.
We have heard about the Regional Growth Fund on
many occasions so I do not think I need to go over that
again, but I note that $400 million has been committed
to support regional councils in the term of this
government, including through infrastructure, the
Putting Locals First program and support for Regional
Cities Victoria and Rural Councils Victoria as well. I
contrast the approach of the state budget and the record
of this government with that of the opposition.
Let us look at the document referred to in the matter of
public importance, the Victorian Labor Platform 2014.
I would have thought that one of the primary duties of
any government was to create an environment where
the economy can grow, where jobs can be created and
where opportunities are created. What do we see in this
state Labor platform? If we turn to page 21, the subject
of productivity comes up under the heading ‘Public
holidays’. What is the Labor Party going to do first and
foremost? It is going to wind back the coalition changes
to the Easter holiday arrangements, putting thousands
of small businesses at risk. The next point is that Labor
will declare the Friday before the AFL Grand Final a
public holiday. That is just what this state needs — an
extra public holiday. That is just what this economy
needs — the burden of the cost of an extra public
holiday in the state of Victoria. The fact is that if you
add costs, it will cost jobs. If you add costs to business,
employment opportunities are lost. That is something
that Labor has never, ever managed to learn.
Reading further into the document we come to the
subject of local government. I am sorry the member for
Richmond, the shadow Minister for Local Government,
has left the chamber, because I am interested in some of
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the words used here. The document says that Labor
will:
Ensure local government autonomy, independence and
community ownership;
Empower democratically elected councils to manage their
duties and responsibilities …
…
Encourage further devolution of program responsibility to the
community level …

Some might call that cost-shifting, but the principle is
not a bad one if you can avoid the cost-shift. Labor will
also:
Ensure shared service models are not used as a pretext to
reduce local government employment conditions, staffing
levels or to threaten harmonious industrial relations.

We could not possibly have productivity improvements
proposed in local government, could we? It is all about
protecting conditions. What I am really interested in is
the contrast between the words about the autonomy,
independence and empowerment of councils and a
recently announced policy to cap rates in Victorian
councils, which is not in fact referred to in this state
platform. I was interested in the comments of the mayor
of Monash City Council, Cr Geoff Lake, who recently
said that rate capping is a failed New South Wales
policy and will hurt Victoria.
We have also had comments in the past from a former
Premier, John Brumby, who said that rate capping has
‘put back by years and years Victoria’s … economic
capacity’ and that it is a ‘short-sighted, politically
expedient policy’. Those quotes can be found in
Hansard of September 1998. A former Minister for
Local Government, Candy Broad, said that rate capping
drove councils broke. There are significant problems
not only in the ALP draft platform but beyond the draft
platform as well.
I was interested in the section of the Labor Party
platform on ports. We know that the Bay West option is
the preferred one of the Labor Party. Indeed Labor says
in the document that the case for Bay West is
‘compelling’. It goes on to say in the very next sentence
that ‘the Bay West option requires significant further
investigation’. If the case is so compelling, you would
not think that significant further investigation was
necessary. The document goes on to talk about
investigating long-term freight needs. Labor did that
when it came to government in 1999. It then sat on its
hands for three years and caused a crisis at the port of
Melbourne due to a lack of capacity. The last time
Labor failed we had to fix the mess, and that is what is
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going to happen again. The platform goes on to talk
about bulk capacity at the port of Hastings. Are we
talking about bulk oil? Are we talking about ammonia
urea? Are we talking about bitumen plants? Those are
all options that have been considered for the port of
Hastings by the Labor Party. I suggest that the option of
a container port is a far safer one in the environmentally
sensitive port in Western Port.
The platform supports the Melbourne Metro rail
project, a second-best project that moves only
19 000 passengers an hour compared to 35 000 under
the proposal from the government and causes massive
disruption to the city centre. There is no mention of the
airport rail link in this document at all. Then we have
the response to the problems with the second river
crossing of taking 5000 trucks a day off the West Gate
Bridge. The West Gate distributor is supposedly a
better option than east–west link stages 1 and 2, which
will provide the second river crossing that is so
desperately needed as an alternative to the Monash
Freeway-West Gate Bridge. The choice is clear: a
responsible budget and a responsible plan for the future
from this government, or — the alternative — vague,
misleading, populist, uncosted and unfunded. I
commend the matter to the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — What an extraordinary
exercise in self-praise and self-congratulation that was.
This matter of public importance is so far from the truth
that I had to read it a number of times; I was sure the
Deputy Premier had gotten some of the words wrong.
Perhaps he meant to say the budget was detrimental
rather than beneficial for regional and rural Victoria.
Perhaps he meant to say ‘substantial decreases in
funding’ rather than ‘substantial increases in funding’.
The facts do not match what this matter of public
importance claims. The facts do not match the claims
that this budget is great for regional and rural Victoria,
creates thousands of jobs and creates new initiatives,
infrastructure and investments. Like my mum used to
say, somebody is telling porkies.
This budget illustrates what we have known for three
and a half years: regional Victoria is not valued by
those opposite. It is less important to them than
Melbourne. The truth is that in this budget the state’s
total infrastructure spend for regional Victoria is only
4 per cent. Of all the infrastructure money being spent,
about which we hear time and again from those
opposite, only 4 per cent is being spent in regional
Victoria. We heard claims this morning from the
Deputy Premier about how fantastic the Regional
Growth Fund is, unlike our Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund. He forgot to mention to the house
and to the community that when that Regional Growth
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Fund was established those opposite changed the
guidelines. Instead of it being a regional fund, it became
a fund available to parts of metropolitan Melbourne. It
is not really a regional growth fund; it is a regional and
metropolitan growth fund. That is why in this budget
we see only 4 per cent of the infrastructure spend being
put into regional Victoria.
The other truth about this budget is that it continues to
undermine the key services that regional Victorians rely
on for quality of life. Over the last three and a half years
we have seen massive pressure put on key services —
the very services those opposite claim are doing so
well. The police, health and education budgets are all
under massive pressure from substantial funding cuts
initiated by this government — cuts that will continue
in this budget and also be reinforced by further cuts by
the Abbott federal government.
Let us have a look at cuts to TAFE. We heard the
member for Eltham talk in detail about the impact those
cuts have had. I remind the house about what the cuts to
Gordon TAFE have meant for my community of
Geelong. We have seen 136 staff members lose their
jobs, and the impact on students has been even greater.
Four thousand fewer students are able to attend Gordon
TAFE than when this government came to office. That
is due to fee increases and reductions in classes that
occurred so that Gordon TAFE could manage the
funding cuts it had to sustain.
We have seen TAFE campuses close across regional
Victoria. As the member for Eltham said, The Nationals
once again sat quietly, as they did in the Kennett era,
while TAFE campuses across regional Victoria closed.
This matter of public importance talks about how great
this government is when it comes to education and job
creation, yet if we look across regional communities,
we see examples of thousands of people missing out on
education opportunities through TAFE courses. One of
the most concerning things we see at the moment in
Victoria is the high level of youth unemployment —
the highest in mainland Australia. The young people in
Victoria are facing a very high unemployment rate. It is
made even worse by a proposal by the Abbott federal
government that is going to further punish these young
people by not allowing them to access financial support
under Newstart.
What this matter of public importance does not talk
about or tell us about is the truth about job losses in
Victoria. We already know, for example, that 260 jobs
were lost at Target in Geelong, 300 jobs were lost at
Murray Goulburn and 400 jobs were lost at Qantas at
Avalon. We have seen further job losses in Victoria as a
result of the Qantas call centre moving jobs to
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Tasmania. We have seen Ford announce it will close by
2016. Toyota is going by 2017. My region is also about
to face hundreds of jobs being lost at Alcoa.
Our regions have also been hit hard by public sector job
cuts. Over 500 jobs have gone from the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI). On top of
that a further 200 jobs have gone from Parks Victoria.
Most of these are being lost in regional Victoria. These
cuts are impacting not only job opportunities in our
regions but also the services and infrastructure that
were previously supported by those DEPI staff in
regional Victoria.
When I spoke last night on the budget, I spoke about
some of the impacts those job and funding cuts are
having on infrastructure — for example, the park
infrastructure in regional Victoria and the coastal
infrastructure in my area of Bellarine. This
infrastructure is deteriorating so quickly that we are
now setting performance measures of only 50 per cent
of that infrastructure being in good or very good
condition. We are going to see further job cuts as a
result of this budget, and we will see further funding
cuts that will ensure that the infrastructure that people
appreciate when they go to a national park or to our
beautiful coastline will continue to deteriorate.
We have seen massive job cuts across regional Victoria
both in the public sector, through specific government
decisions, as well as in the private sector. These
decisions are not achieving what the matter of public
importance claims, which is that somehow thousands of
new jobs are being created in regional Victoria. We are
now seeing 5000 fewer jobs in regional Victoria; in fact
we have lost 20 000 full-time jobs in regional Victoria.
There are fewer jobs, including full-time jobs, and less
expenditure on infrastructure, and unfortunately over
time we will see further job losses. In my community of
Geelong we are about to face millions of dollars in
payroll being ripped out, and yet in this budget the
government has provided no strategic investment in
Geelong to try to deal with this. It has provided no
support to workers, and with the TAFE cuts we know
that many of those workers, particularly at the moment
those at Alcoa, will be unable to access retraining
opportunities at the Gordon TAFE.
I want to talk very briefly about police. The matter of
public importance praises the government for the
increase in funding for police. I spoke in detail about
this in the last sitting week, and I can tell members that
there are fewer front-line police in Bellarine now than
there ever have been. In fact the decisions that are being
made by the government will see three of my police
stations closed, all the staff moved into the Bellarine
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station and all being part of the roster for Geelong in
order to backfill the Geelong area. Instead of the
224 staff that we had in 2010 we now have 181 — not
the promised 70 additional on top of the 224. We have
fewer police now than we had in 2010, yet the crime
rate has gone up by 15 per cent. In order to backfill the
Geelong area the Bellarine community will suffer. As
we move from the model of community policing that
has worked so well in my community over many
decades, we see the government support the closure of
three police stations in Drysdale, Portarlington and
Queenscliff. There is no new additional money or
services in police. The reality for communities is that
there are fewer police, our communities are less safe
and, as was done back in the Kennett era, the
community is fighting these changes.
Regional Victoria is suffering. Basically we are back to
the Kennett era when regional Victoria was seen as
being the toenails of the state. Whether it is in
infrastructure funding or funding for critical services
like police, health and education, regional Victoria is
bearing the cost.
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I rise in support of the
matter of public importance submitted by the member
for Gippsland South, who is the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development. The government has spent
three and a half years in turning around the state’s
economy from the massive revenue write-downs that
Labor refuses to acknowledge ever happened. We have
had three and a half years of getting the state budget
back to a sustainable position after the structural deficit
left by Labor when it increased its expenditure by more
than the revenue than was coming in. It is three and a
half years since the federal Labor government tap was
turned off and Victoria was left to deal with what the
Labor government in Victoria never did.
Clearly Labor Party members have their heads in the
sand. They say, ‘We were running things so well,
weren’t we? We wouldn’t have changed a thing’.
Therein lies the problem — that is, their failure to
accept that there was a problem in the first place. That
gives them licence to complain about every economic
measure that has been taken to get the state back on
track and to get it into a position where we have been
able to fix the structural deficit that they left behind. We
hear Labor Party members moan and groan about
everything, but in government there was a lack of
courage, a failure to act on their out-of-control spending
or to get some good financial management and good
project management in place. They squibbed it.
Now the state finances have been brought back into a
sustainable position and there are surpluses to fund the
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infrastructure that Victoria needs, they want to slide
back in not having learnt a single lesson and not having
done any of the hard yards. Instead they are trying to
tell people how good they had it under Labor. If they
think Victorians are not awake to their words, then they
are wrong.
Let us look at the hypocrisy in the 88 pages, I think it is,
of a policy platform contained in another glossy
brochure from Labor. It contains hypocrisy and
contradictions. Labor members want a second river
crossing, but they do not want the east–west link. They
used to want the east–west link, but now they do not
want it. They have turned their backs on the west,
Geelong and Ballarat. They want better public transport
and a major underground rail link, but they do not want
the Melbourne rail link with its airport connection.
They do not want the additional 35 000 members of the
public being moved on public transport or the
additional 30 peak-hour services that come with it.
They do not want the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
upgrade that is being managed through the budget.
Labor members want more jobs, but they do not want
the 25 000 jobs created by the massive infrastructure
investment that our state needs and will get under the
$27 billion game-changing infrastructure investment
the coalition is making. They want to increase exports
and to have jobs growth, but they laugh at this
government’s trade missions that have led the country
and have helped to build major investment, jobs and
exports in Victoria. They want those things, but they
just do not want them the way the government is doing
them. The 80-something page glossy brochure does not
say how they will do any of this. It contains lots of
motherhood statements.
Labor members want less ramping and more hospital
beds, but they do not drive around to look at the billions
of dollars being spent on building upgrades and
redevelopments of hospitals that is going on before our
eyes, including new emergency departments and
hospital expansions. Labor members only need to drive
towards the Mitcham electorate and to stop at the Box
Hill Hospital to see the 221 additional beds and another
floor that has been built because the hospital came in
under budget and under time. We have an additional
floor, a 10th level for the cost of nine floors, for all
inpatients in the new facility. If they drive through they
will see what hospital expansions and bed building
actually looks like. If they drive by Maroondah
Hospital as well, they will be able to see what
redevelopment and expansion looks like.
The state was flush with cash under Labor, but did
Labor do any of this? No, it did nothing at all. It is one
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thing to be in opposition and to say that everything is a
mess and use the word ‘crisis’ whenever you can to
make it sound like something is a problem, but it is
another thing to have never acted during 11 years of
government, to have never done anything to actually
deal with it. It is one thing to leave a mass of waste
through massive mismanagement and another thing to
turn around and point the finger at a government that is
cleaning up your mess. We have done and are still
doing in three and a half years what Labor should have
done in 11 years.
Opposition members talk about the crime rate. They
want a reduction in crime, but they refuse to
acknowledge that they left Victoria with a lower per
capita spend on police than any of the other mainland
states. That is something else that this government is
now fixing with more than 1500 additional police on
the beat and over 700 protective services officers on our
railway stations. We now have more police detecting
more crime, more often.
Ms Garrett interjected.
Ms RYALL — I hear the member for Brunswick. If
she does not have and Labor does not have — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Mitcham knows that it is out of order to respond to
interjections. If the member for Brunswick wants to
take her position on the speakers list, she needs to desist
from interjecting.
Ms RYALL — Members of the opposition do not
like what we are doing in putting more police on, but
they cannot say how they would fix the problems. The
thing is that when we look at modern policing, we have
heard much from members of the opposition during this
MPI. If they do not have the confidence in the Chief
Commissioner of Police to resource the regions in the
way he is doing, then they should say so. We have
more police detecting crime more often.
Labor, through its glossy document, wants to be all
things to all people at any cost. That is its policy
platform. The thing about Labor members is that you
hear what they say, but you can never trust it because it
is not about what they say, it is about what they do. The
preamble to its Victorian Labor Platform 2014 is
laughable. Labor has its head in the sand because it
gives the impression that nothing has happened over the
last three years. It has no regard for the economic
impacts in this state. Labor speaks of the jobs it has
created and the AAA credit rating. Labor members
need to come clean because it was the Australian
taxpayer, courtesy of former Prime Minister Kevin
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Rudd, that kept this state’s AAA rating in place and
created jobs through massive stimulus.
Labor says in its document:
Labor built a pipeline of major projects for Victoria.
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It was the French author Victor Hugo who made the universal
observation that nothing is more powerful than an idea whose
time has come.

For 11 years Labor has failed to act. Hindsight is a
wonderful thing. The truth is that Labor cannot manage
money.

Where is it? Where is that pipeline?
Mr Katos interjected.
Ms RYALL — The north–south pipeline,
absolutely. I agree with the member for South Barwon.
Labor built a north–south pipeline at a cost to
Victorians of $700 million, and it was a total waste. The
document states:
Only Labor has a comprehensive plan for major projects.

Where is it? It goes on:
… putting more cranes in the skies and more jobs in our
economy.

Have they seen the city skyline of late? There are more
cranes in the sky and more jobs in the economy.
Labor says that a strong economy means we can invest
in health and education. That is an epiphany, is it not?
The coalition has fixed up the economy. One thing is
certain — you only need to look around Australia to see
what Labor does to economies. It is only ever coalition
governments that come in and fix those economies
because Labor always stuffs them up. We have a
shadow Treasurer and a shadow minister for the regions
who cannot read the budget papers, and they make not
just million-dollar blunders but billion-dollar blunders.
Regarding industry, Labor says that it believes:
… that government has a responsibility to respond to these
changes, identify sources of growth, encourage investment
and innovation …

Yet Labor members laugh at the trade missions this
government has taken the lead on in Australia that
actually do those things. The document says Labor
believes the food industry is a priority. Hello! How long
has it taken Labor members to realise that? Where have
they been? We have billions of dollars of increased
exports in food and fibre products and those opposite
have now had an epiphany and think that food and fibre
is a priority.
Labor members understand the importance of tourism
now, and yet they have not realised that we have had a
massive expansion in visitors, an increase in visitors to
this state from overseas. Major events and international
conferences are attracted to this state. I think the state
secretary for Labor said it all when he said:

Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I am wondering
whether the member for Mitcham actually let the
slogan out of the bag when referring to the Premier’s
‘Victoria — more crime more often’, which she did
repeatedly during her contribution. But I must say that
as I stand up here to make my contribution to this silly
little matter of public importance (MPI) that has been
served up by this government that there is more than a
little deja vu for me personally and for members on this
side of the house because it was back in May 2011 that
I spoke again on a self-congratulatory MPI put up by
members of this government. I think at that stage they
were congratulating themselves on their first six months
in office.
Of course the settings around members of this house
were somewhat different. We had the elected Premier,
the member for Hawthorn, in the big seat. The member
for Bass was in the Speaker’s chair. The Deputy
Premier was still the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The member for Scoresby was the
Treasurer and a range of other people held ministerial
or parliamentary secretary positions they no longer
enjoy today. It was really quite a lifetime ago, and just
as a pointer to history I think it is worth going back to
the contribution I made at that time. I said:
I find, members of this house, that it is always better if you
are going to boast, if you are going to have a bubble bath in
your own hubris, if you are going to light candles, put on the
soft music and slow dance with yourself, to have something
genuine to boast about. Otherwise, members of this house, it
is more than a little awkward and a little embarrassing.

Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Ms GARRETT — I say to the member for Prahran,
through you, Chair, that the bubble bath of hubris goes
on.
I went on to list some of the more heinous activities of
the then six-month-old government led by the then
elected Premier, the member for Hawthorn. We had the
backdown on teachers pay; the debacle of the enterprise
bargaining agreement negotiations with the police,
which we all remember; the proposal to keep wage
increases below inflation; changes to Easter trading
hours, which have forced workers to work on Easter
Sunday; and the passing — indeed the ramming
through — of changes to the equal opportunity
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legislation, which for the first time meant that Victorian
antidiscrimination laws have gone backwards. It was a
shameful period, which was bad enough back then
but — goodness me — how much worse has this mob
got over three years?
Let us take stock. We have lost a Premier and so many
others along the way. The government has been held to
ransom by a rogue MP and has repeatedly failed to act
decisively to take control of that issue or to deliver a
proper agenda. Government members have lost control
on the floor of the house many times and failed to
deliver a government business program. It is chaos, it is
shambolic and it is a circus, which brings me to this
particular matter of public importance, which is another
feeble attempt by government members to kiss
themselves in the mirror. The offerings of those
opposite are lacklustre, and they sound tired, listless,
lacking in life and unconvinced by their own musings.
Their efforts do nothing to give this MPI any oomph.
We also have a government MPI which, as opposed to
what happened in 2011, focuses on the Labor Party’s
election platform, such is the forlorn nature of their
offerings. I do not blame government members for
doing this; I do not blame them for being obsessed with
the significant work and undertakings of our party.
Compared with what government members have served
up over the last three and a half years, I would be
enamoured with the ALP too.
It is worth listing Labor’s significant body of work.
Opposition members had a comprehensive jobs plan at
a time when this government abandoned any serious
effort to save, protect or grow jobs in this state. Under
the watch of this government, Victoria has lost tens of
thousands of jobs, including an entire industry. What
will that mean down the track? Government members
and their federal mates in Canberra turned their backs
on thousands of workers just when they needed them
the most.
Labor has also delivered its very comprehensive and
well-received Project 10 000 transport plan, which left
members of this government scrambling for a transport
agenda, forcing them to come up with a ridiculous
thought bubble at the last minute. They have scrapped
the well-thought-out Metro rail project and come up
with an entirely new rail route overnight, which cuts
entire lines from the city loop and refers to Fishermans
Bend station, which is really located at the casino.
It is also worth highlighting that our leader has
conducted literally hundreds of community forums
across the length and breadth of this state. He has
listened and is listening to thousands of Victorians. Our
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party platform document is yet another significant body
of work. The member for Williamstown and I spent
many happy hours in a room together working on this
values-laden document. It is our party’s election
platform and an outline of our vision and values for
Victoria. Members will note very clearly the message
from our leader at the beginning of the document,
which says:
As we head toward the next Victorian state election in
November, the parliamentary team will be working hard to
prepare a costed and funded policy program to present to the
people of Victoria.
The important ideas set out in the platform will help inform
this work …

What I am most proud of in this document is that it sets
out our party’s values, which we seek to go forward
with and take to the people: security, services, standing
up for you, strength, standards and sustainability. These
are important values. They inform the Labor Party’s
presentation of its commitment and ideas. We are most
proud of the document.
What do we have to compare our platform with from
those on the other side of the house? We have our
comprehensive values-laden document, but what
document has this mob come up with off their own bat?
We see an 11-point plan that would see the member for
Frankston back here in a couple of months — a circus,
chaos and a lack of vision. The fact is that this
government is incapable of articulating, discussing and
touching on a vision, let alone delivering on one.
This year’s budget once again fails, just as over the last
three and a half years this shaky mob who try to call
themselves a government have failed. There were the
missing Gonski billions. Where did they go?
Apparently they are in the one big bucket of happiness
this government calls its education agenda.
As the member for Eltham so articulately put it, we
have had a further smashing of TAFE and vocational
training, which is leaving our young people bereft of
opportunity at a time when we have lost so many jobs
and entire industries. Crime is on the rise; as the
member for Mitcham said, there is more crime more
often under the Napthine government. Contrast that to
the Bracks and Brumby governments, which oversaw a
fall in crime year on year.
We have had a comprehensive failure to properly fund
or articulate an agenda for dealing with family violence
in this state, and we have seen the scrambling that has
happened since then. We have had the ongoing and
disastrous ambulance crisis and an absolute ripping out
of the guts of our public hospitals. Now coalition
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members have got their mates in Canberra to really
finish the job in both health and education, where we
are seeing people charged, regardless of their income,
to visit a GP. We are seeing people unable to access
unemployment benefits for six months, and with the
slashing of funding to TAFE and vocational education,
the capacity for these vulnerable, struggling Victorians
to find work is going to be further reduced. This
government should stand absolutely condemned for
that.
I stand here today, three years on from when I first
spoke. As I said, it was bad enough back then, but look
at the shambles we are in now. This MPI is as big a
joke as this government. It is a government that cannot
bring itself to talk about its own agenda, but instead is
obsessed with talking about Labor’s agenda, because
the Labor Party in this state has an agenda. Our agenda
is the product of listening and leading. Our agenda very
proudly and clearly puts people first and is entirely
focused on delivering stable, caring government for the
people of Victoria — and, goodness me, isn’t everyone
craving that?
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on this matter of public
importance. It is important that the Parliament notes
significant achievements for the Victorian community,
and that is what this matter of public importance does.
It notes the significant achievements for the Victorian
community that, in partnership, the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government has delivered — tangible
improvements to our state over the last three years.
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr GIDLEY — That may well be news to the
member for Williamstown, but glossy platforms
documents with plenty of photo opportunities do not
deliver the significant improvements that have
happened under the coalition government.
The economic action plan the government has
implemented has ensured that future generations will
not be straddled with the debt and deficits that Labor
produced through its ongoing day-to-day expenditures.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition government on coming
to power implemented and understood the basic
principle that for day-to-day operating expenses,
whether it be a household budget, a community
organisation budget or a Victorian government budget,
you cannot always live beyond your means for the
day-to-day running of services. You need to balance the
budget and ensure that you do not max out the credit
card for future generations.
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When we came to government it was clear that the
previous government had an unsustainable platform.
Whether or not members of the opposition like to hear
them, the facts are that expenditure growth outstripped
revenue over the previous decade, when Labor was in
power. Spending grew by an average of 8 per cent a
year — yes, 8 per cent — contrasted to revenue growth
of 7.3 per cent. The effect on families and our
community of that structural deficit — when you take
out the one-off sugar hits from the commonwealth — is
that today’s children will tomorrow be paying for
Labor’s reckless overspending on day-to-day services.
That is something the coalition government simply was
not prepared to tolerate, because it understands that
when you are building for future generations in our
country day-to-day services need to be paid for by this
generation rather than saddling future generations with
debt and deficit. Not only was the former government
operating in a structural deficit but in addition to that it
faced the challenge of the write-downs in revenue of on
average about $1.9 billion a year from state taxes and
GST as a result of the global financial crisis.
I note that because when you look at where the
government has come from you see that it has delivered
a budget which will ensure that the state’s finances are
on a sustainable footing. That will deliver our state
confidence and it will ensure that future generations
will not be saddled with the debt and deficits that are
the hallmarks of Labor, whether it is federal Labor
under Rudd and Gillard or state Labor under John
Brumby and Steve Bracks, which operated in structural
deficit. As I said, in addition to that there was the
important task of managing the debt and ensuring that
the growth in the debt was reduced.
The government has done that in this budget wherever
possible by keeping in mind that it is the custodian of
taxpayers funds. We are not going to undertake reckless
spending on infrastructure projects like myki, the
desalination plant or others that were so clearly
mismanaged by the Labor government. Because of the
very good project management of this government it
has been in a position to not only balance the budget
but also provide some tax relief to families. That has
meant wherever possible putting downward pressure on
the cost of living for families.
In particular I note that in this budget the rate of payroll
tax has been cut from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent. I
know the opposition will not like this, because it is
inconvenient to its spin, but the fact remains that that
cut in payroll tax will save Victorian businesses around
$234 million over four years. That will deliver jobs,
investment and security. It is not a glossy document; it
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is actually delivering real policy outcomes. The
measure will benefit around 39 000 Victorian
employers, and in one particular bracket it will make
Victoria’s payroll tax rate the lowest effective rate of
any jurisdiction in the country.
In addition to that, the government has put downward
pressure on the cost of living for families that hold life
insurance by abolishing duty on it, saving consumers
$16 million over four years. That dividend, if you like,
of good economic management could never be
delivered under a government as reckless and careless
as the previous government was in putting together
projects like myki and the desalination plant or
managing the Building the Education Revolution
(BER) school rip-off building program, which was not
necessarily in our children’s interests. Victoria’s
AAA rating has been protected, again to ensure the
lowest possible interest rate for future generations. That
means governments will have the capacity over time to
ensure that more funds are directed to front-line
services rather than to bankers overseas, which the
Labor Party clearly showed an interest in by running
debt and deficits.
Let us look at some of the infrastructure projects that
have been made possible by this government as part of
a record $27 billion of investment to improve the lives
of ordinary Victorians. In particular I note what the
east–west link will do for the residents of the city of
Monash. Unfortunately, as the member for Tarneit said
very clearly in the lead-up to the 2010 state election,
Victoria is over reliant on the M1 corridor and there is a
need for a second east–west crossing. The member for
Tarneit was right; I will give him credit for telling it
like it was then and like it is today. What that means is
that the east–west link will provide my community with
an alternative to get around on other than the M1. That
will deliver not only economic outcomes but also
positive social outcomes.
In terms of better roads and public transport, the
$2.5 billion investment in the Dandenong rail corridor
will ensure the removal of level crossings around the
municipality of Monash. I note the contrast with the
opposition’s glossy document entitled Victorian Labor
Platform 2014, which talks about level crossings and
the capacity to remove them. I ask: why did the Labor
Party not remove the level crossing at Clayton Road,
Clayton? Why did it not remove the crossing at Centre
Road, Clayton? In its 11 years in government, with
good revenues from the commonwealth government’s
one-off sugar hits, why did Labor not undertake those
projects? The reasons are that Labor did not have the
capacity to manage projects and that it was not a high
priority for it.
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Simply because something is printed in a glossy
document six months from a state election does not
mean anything will be different. One thing that is sure
in politics is that actions speak louder than words, and
when a government does not undertake the sorts of
infrastructure projects that are required, as Labor did
not, it cannot be trusted to undertake those sorts of
infrastructure projects into the future. What we do
know is that under Labor we had more projects like
myki and the desalination plant.
In terms of project management, this document talks
about a new office called Projects Victoria. Why was it
not implemented during the term of the Labor
government for myki, the desalination plant or the BER
school rip-off projects? The facts and the record speak
for themselves. Outside of a glossy spin-doctored
document released six months before a state election,
Labor has shown it does not have the track record to
manage major projects. The consequences of that are
that Victorians pay higher taxes and charges, get less
front-line services and do not get the project
management they deserve.
In the short time that is left I turn to fairness and justice.
One of the great things this government has done is
ensure that those who want to work can do so. I will use
the example of illegal blockades. It is no surprise that
this document talks about tearing up the construction
code, in effect ensuring that the rule of law on building
sites will not continue to be enforced and illegal
blockades on building sites will occur. The
consequences of that for Victorian families would be
higher costs on building sites, both for government and
non-government projects, lower economic growth,
reduced job opportunities, higher debt, higher taxes,
higher interest rates and less front-line services.
If a government spends more on major projects and
building sites because it does not have a construction
code, it will have less to spend on front-line services.
That is why this government has delivered the
construction code. Importantly, this document talks
very clearly about how Labor will abolish equal
employment opportunity exemptions in education and
destroy parental choice in independent schools.
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Road Safety Committee: serious injury
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to speak
briefly on the Road Safety Committee report on its
inquiry into serious injury. I begin by thanking those
who worked hard to produce this report. It is well and
truly a historical document. I very sincerely thank Yuki
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Simmonds, the executive officer, who managed all
aspects of the inquiry beautifully, understanding the
exact nature of her role; John Aliferis, the research
officer, who has enormous aptitude for research into
new concepts and in-depth analysis; and Christianne
Castro, the office manager, for getting everything on
track smoothly, and having patience and a no-fuss
approach with the ever-changing diaries of members of
the committee. They are a fantastic trio. Should
circumstances permit, I look forward to working with
them again.
I also acknowledge the contributions made by my
parliamentary colleagues: the chair of the committee,
the member for Sandringham; the deputy chair, the
member for Derrimut; the member for Benambra, and a
member for Western Metropolitan Region in the other
place, Mr Elsbury. I also thank all the organisations and
individuals who provided briefings, made written
submissions and presented at public hearings of the
committee.
Every measure identified and analysed by the
committee studies reinforces the view that motorcycle
use is growing and is likely to continue to do so.
Currently there are more licensed riders and
motorcycles registered than at any prior time. A key
theme in the report is the need for a new approach to
address crash-related serious injuries in order to both
raise the profile of these injuries and to reduce them.
The committee suggests that there is an urgent need to
take a whole-of-government approach to road safety,
one that moves away from the traditional
engineering-enforcement approach.
The integration of road safety policy into broader
government objectives around health, planning, justice,
transport, environment and education is considered the
key to significantly reducing road trauma. This is
particularly important given the rise of alternative travel
modes in Victoria, specifically bicycling and
motorcycling. Among inquiry participants there was
also a push for greater promotion of active transport,
through urban design and other means, as a way to
reduce the dominant impact of the road transport
system on land use. This also aligns with public health
objectives, such as overcoming obesity with safe
walking and cycling, as well as accommodating the
ageing population within the road transport system. The
integration of road safety into other policy areas, and
particularly its alignment with broader government
transport and planning decisions, is also a key
characteristic of the safe system approach, the model of
road safety management employed by the Victorian
government.
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The report makes 47 recommendations, including that
the government explore ways to contribute to reducing
road safety risks and change the way serious injury data
is compiled. The report also recommends the
government develop terms of reference for an inquiry
into cycling and its challenges, and to introduce a new
tiered definition structure that will ensure all aspects of
injury are included and therefore monitored. The report
states that the current structure tells us very little about
the nature of injuries at the time of a crash and at the
treatment stage, and nothing at all about the functional
outcomes or long-term implications of injuries on
patients. Under the new structure, the existing injury
categories will be retained, with the current serious
injury definition renamed ‘admission to hospital’.
Taking this approach will ensure that Victoria meets the
national definition of ‘serious injury’, which is
‘admitted to hospital’, and will also allow the Victorian
government to track the resources used to treat victims
of road crashes — that is, how many hospital beds have
been used to treat crash victims — and the number of
fatalities. The committee found that the cost of crashes
contributes to an understanding of the magnitude of the
road safety burden — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The member’s time has expired!

Road Safety Committee: serious injury
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The Victorian
parliamentary Road Safety Committee undertook an
inquiry into serious injury, and I have previously
commented on it. To paraphrase, in broad terms, the
terms of reference to the committee were that it
examine the cost of a serious injury to the Victorian
community and economy, look at the better correlation
of data, consider best practice definitions in relation to
injury and injury severity, determine the correlation
between reductions in fatalities and serious injuries
resulting from different road safety countermeasures,
identify cost-effective countermeasures to reduce
serious injury occurrence and severity, and identify best
practice in managing long-term reductions in serious
injury, including raising the profile of the serious injury
burden.
As members of this house would know, the Victorian
parliamentary Road Safety Committee has had a
significant impact on reducing the death toll on
Victoria’s roads and has led the world in the
implementation of some measures, most notably the
mandatory wearing of seatbelts. In addition there have
been other pioneering reforms that have included the
mandatory wearing of bicycle helmets, which occurred
a number of decades after the introduction of the
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mandatory wearing of helmets for motorcyclists. There
has also been pioneering reform in relation to
drink-driving legislation, random breath tests and other
matters.
Where do we go in the future? There is an overall
objective of reducing the burden of the road toll by
30 per cent, and it will take a quantum leap in order to
be able to achieve that. There have been submissions
made in relation to the use of technology, and it is one
area that I placed high hopes on in the future in my role
as chair of the committee, as there is great scope
through the application of technology to achieve some
outcomes. The Monash University Accident Research
Centre provided evidence on:
… the examples of fitting of mandatory alcohol interlock to
all new vehicles, seatbelt interlocks, and Intelligent Speed
Assist (ISA) to address speeding and low-level unintentional
speeding.

That is a direct quote from the committee’s report,
which goes on to say:
Similarly, VicRoads stated in its submission that ‘the future
landscape of road safety will require a heavy reliance on the
introduction and uptake of existing and new technologies to
modify driver behaviour and to deliver greater road user
compliance’.

I note that in Europe at the moment the trucking
industry has a black box recorder device that is installed
in all freight vehicles across Europe. After a period of
time they are placed under security and are subject to an
audit process. There have been calls in Australia for
such measures to accommodate interstate truck driving
that will monitor the level of fatigue and reduce
subsequent crashes arising from fatigue, but there is an
overall focus within the Victorian parliamentary
committee on evidence-based research.
There is also an opportunity for the media to assist in
terms of raising the profile of serious injuries. The great
work of former Herald Sun editor Harry Gordon in the
‘Declare War on 1034’ drove reforms in the state of
Victoria. The legislature acted once there had been
some significant headline work undertaken by Harry
Gordon in the late 1960s and early 1970s in Victoria,
which led to the implementation of the seatbelt
legislation. I pay a great tribute to Harry Gordon and
others who were involved in pioneering reform at the
time.
There is a focus on better identifying the serious injury
burden, and that it be statistically calculated and
presented. I, along with colleagues, took evidence
during the course of the current Parliament from people
who had acquired brain injuries. We also heard more
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about the incidence of quadriplegia and paraplegia
through our own constituency work and general
commentary during the work of the committee.
The impact and toll on families and communities of
people having sustained serious injuries is massive, and
we have the responsibility as legislators to redress that
impact. More people have been killed on Victoria’s
roads than in the great wars of the 20th century. The
burden on the community from serious injuries is a
double-digit multiple of that produced by deaths, and
more can and should be done about this. If I was to
distil the principal advice for safety from the
committee’s report, it is that motorists and
motorcyclists should stay in the safety zone at all times.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: growing the suburbs
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee report entitled Inquiry on Growing the
Suburbs — Infrastructure and Business Development in
Outer Suburban Melbourne, which was tabled in the
house in June last year. As a former member of the
committee — the committee no longer exists in the
form it did previously — I have spoken on this report a
number of times. Today I want to focus on one of the
points of the terms of reference of the inquiry, point (d),
which states that the committee ‘catalogue the skills
mix of outer suburban residents to identify those areas
with a skills shortage and provide options for skills
training and retention, especially as these relate to both
younger and semi-retired people.
Issues relating to young people are particularly relevant
in the outer western suburbs, where youth
unemployment is significantly higher than in other parts
of the state. The growth rate in Melbourne’s west is the
fastest in the nation. Over the next few years the
population of Melbourne’s west will hurtle towards
1.1 million. As things stand, this milestone is set to be
tarnished by wilfully short-sighted planning and a lack
of commitment from the state government to spending
on infrastructure in the outer suburbs or providing
supports for employment in this area. As the west has
continued to grow, the infrastructure that underpins that
growth has not been invested in, and the region is
feeling the burden of its own progress.
I draw the attention of the house to some of the points
made in chapter 13 of the report — in particular, part D,
dealing with skills development, where the committee
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identifies that the skill and training needs of the outer
suburbs are quite different to those of the inner suburbs.
In particular the committee notes that Melbourne’s
interface councils have a ratio of job provision of
approximately one job for every two labour force
participants, as compared to one for one among
non-interface councils, particularly those in the inner
suburbs.
Many stakeholders who spoke to me during the
committee’s inquiry emphasised the importance of
providing outer suburban residents with training
opportunities that would enable them to participate in
Melbourne’s knowledge economy. Unfortunately
during the time since the hearings occurred and this
report was tabled, the outer west has slipped backwards
significantly. It now receives less funding for TAFE,
and the state and federal governments have walked
away from their commitments to the local learning and
employment networks (LLENs) that exist across the
state. LLENs are amazing facilities that underpin
support, partnerships, relationships, brokerage and
training for kids most at risk, including those currently
engaged in schooling and those who have dropped out
of schooling and are facing unemployment. The
unemployment rate in the western suburbs for young
people aged 15 to 19 is 38.4 per cent, as compared to
the rate in greater Victoria, which is 7.2 per cent. The
difference is stark.
The region as a whole is in decline when it comes to
employment. In 2003 the west had 8 per cent of
Victoria’s population. In 2014 that has jumped to
16 per cent, yet the unemployment rate in relation to
population has skyrocketed. There are many barriers to
employment, including a lack of local jobs and a lack of
support. Unfortunately it looks as if this will worsen
due to the potential closure of the LLENs in the western
suburbs. This is particularly so with the great
Brimbank/Melton LLEN, which is in my electorate. For
every dollar invested by the state government into that
the Brimbank/Melton LLEN, it has leveraged an
additional $2 from the community to support kids who
are at greatest risk of long-term unemployment, in
partnerships with businesses and schools. I urge the
government to have a good look at the
recommendations in this report, endeavour to secure the
future of LLENs and take up the fight for jobs and
youth in the outer west.
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Report — Inquiry into the Opportunities for People to
Use Telecommuting and E-business to Work Remotely
in Rural and Regional Victoria. This subject and the
report on it is of particular interest to people in
north-eastern Victoria. Our part of the world is a great
place to call home, as you know, Acting Speaker.
Around 70 per cent of the land in my electorate is
owned by people who have significant off-farm
income, and a number of those people run businesses
that may involve working with people throughout
Victoria, particularly in Melbourne, and also
interstate — Sydney and other locations — and
internationally.
The committee visited north-eastern Victoria, and a
number of us had the opportunity to address the
committee. The message we conveyed loud and clear
was that we know how to use this technology. What we
need is for the technology to be put in place. To this
end, the federal government has committed
$100 million towards addressing a number of mobile
phone black spots throughout Australia. We know that
money will be stretched to cover the many black spots,
but over and above that the Liberal-Nationals state
coalition government has committed $40 million to
address mobile phone black spots and to put wi-fi on a
number of train lines, including the Melbourne to
Seymour line. That will go some way towards helping
people conduct their business through e-technology,
and I hope this can be expanded.
The challenges for providing greater services in
regional Victoria particularly include the cost of the
necessary infrastructure. Companies such as Telstra and
Optus are private businesses, and they need to make a
profit. But that said, they often underestimate the level
of technology usage in the areas seeking greater
services — that is, use of the technology by locals but
also in north-eastern Victoria by the many visitors who
come throughout the year. What we need over and
above meeting the baseload requirements is to meet
peak demand requirements and usage.

Rural and Regional Committee: opportunities
for people to use telecommuting and e-business
to work remotely in rural and regional Victoria

To that end, I encourage local communities to put up
their cases as they have done in the past. The
community of Myrrhee collected information on usage
by both locals and visitors and was able to convince
Optus, I think, that it was worth the company’s while to
put in place a communications tower. Similarly, the
Mansfield shire has taken the lead in arguing the case
for improved telecommunications throughout all of
north-eastern Victoria, and I commend it for taking that
action.

Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to comment on the
Rural and Regional Committee report entitled Final

Over the weekend we had an example up in the high
country of north-eastern Victoria where we saw the
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alpine resorts taking advantage of evolving technology.
At Hotham, for example, people now have the ability to
book their accommodation online and also to organise
their parking permits online so that it is a seamless
transition. You come up the mountain, you go straight
to the car park, you go straight to your accommodation
and you can start enjoying our beautiful high country
hospitality from the moment you arrive. Technology is
also being applied to providing options for ski lift
usage — certainly the Mount Hotham Skiing Company
is doing that — and we will see greater opportunities
evolving.
The issue of improving telecommunications and
e-technology is fundamental to the coalition’s
commitment to growing regional Victoria. In addition
to ensuring that we provide greater educational
opportunities for our young people, which e-technology
and telecommunications can provide, we are providing
support and guidance to older people through our small
business seminars to help them understand what they
can get out of e-technology through growing their
markets.
As an example of growing their markets, our
educational institutions in north-eastern Victoria, such
as Mansfield Adult Continuing Education, the Euroa
Community Education Centre and GOTAFE, have all
recognised that by using telecommunication and
e-technology they can service the education needs of
people far afield. My message is that the coalition
government strongly supports the growth of regional
Victoria, and the growth of telecommunications and
e-commerce is a fundamental part of that plan.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 2)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make some
comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) reports to this Parliament — a
number of them — particularly the report on the
2013–14 budget estimates, parts 1 and 2. I do so
particularly in regard to those reports and their
associated transcripts insofar as they relate — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I remind the member for Albert Park that he can
speak on only one report.
Mr FOLEY — Thank you for your guidance,
Acting Speaker. I will restrict my comments to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report on
the 2013–14 budget estimates, part 2, tabled on
16 October 2013. In so doing, as those budget estimates
reports deal with the operations of particular
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departments, I will restrict my comments to the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI). I do so particularly with regard to the fact that
that report gives us an insight into the management of
the environmental contribution levy system — a levy
that comes back to government through that
arrangement and which was the subject of some
consideration by that committee.
The environmental contribution levy was established in
2004 by the Labor government in recognition of the
issues around water extraction for consumption by
industries and the impact on the sustainability of rivers.
Under the requirements relating to that environmental
contribution levy, water authorities are required to pay a
portion of their revenue to fund initiatives that, as stated
in section 194 of the Water Industry Act 1994:
(a) promote the sustainable management of water; or
(b) address adverse water-related environmental impacts.

As members would be aware, that levy is set at 5 per
cent of revenue for urban water authorities and 2 per
cent for rural authorities. The money most recently
identified in that PAEC report indicates that
$406.9 million was projected to be raised over the
period 2012–16. DEPI, as the department responsible
for administering this levy and deciding how it is spent,
was the subject of some consideration by that
committee. It is interesting to note that, in the seven
years in which the department was able to identify an
environmental contribution since the levy’s
establishment, some $435 million was collected under
the Labor government. This money was fully expended,
with 30 per cent of the identified projects going into
protecting or repairing river or water sources; 25 per
cent going to water recovery, including the Living
Murray; and the remainder of the money being spent on
urban recycling projects, WaterSmart farms and a
variety of other water projects.
Interestingly enough, the reports available for the last
two years — that is, reports made under the current
government — have coincided with a remarkable
change of events. Over these two years, 2011–12 and
2012–13, $138 million was collected by the levy, but
only $72.724 million, or some 52 per cent, of the
available money has been spent. A further examination
reveals that the decline in spending has accelerated in
more recent times, with the figure coming down from
62 per cent to 42 per cent of the available money being
spent in 2012–13. Most problematic of all is the fact
that this money has been identified as having been
spent on non-consistent projects such as, as DEPI puts
it, entitlement refinement, market development or
whole-farm planning in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation
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district. Whilst these are no doubt worthy projects, they
do not fit the requirements under the act. Indeed, they
fit better the routine government business that is
required under the Water Act 1989.
In short, this state government now appears bent on a
path, having collected this money, of spending less and
less on the dedicated works that the environmental
contribution levy is aimed at whilst pocketing the
remainder. This continues this government’s
performance in the water management area, particularly
its mismanagement of the Office of Living Victoria and
its extension of The Nationals’ politicisation of that
office into these arrangements. Perhaps most disturbing
of all is the preparation of the Minister for Water, as we
are now seeing through the independent economic
regulation review, as he looks towards the potential
privatisation of the pipes and bills areas of water
corporations.

Education and Training Committee: education
of gifted and talented students
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
report of the Education and Training Committee
inquiry into the education of gifted and talented
students, completed in 2012. I thank the crowd we have
here listening to this contribution, especially some of
those in the media. The reason I am speaking on this
report is that the government recently released a policy
with regard to aiming higher around this topic.
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put it aside and did not bother to fill it out or do
anything with it. A couple of weeks later I rocked up to
school and the teachers said to me, ‘You have got to go
and do this test’. I was thinking, ‘Why do I have to do
this test? My parents didn’t fill out the form’. It so
happens that somebody else filled out the form, I
assume one of my teachers. That then led to me going
to a different school. I used to travel 30 kilometres a
day to get to school and 30 kilometres home, because I
was accepted into a program for academically talented
students.
I do not normally talk about that, but I mention it now
because in Victoria we may have a number of
select-entry schools but they do not work for
everybody. What I learnt through my schooling is that
if you do not provide kids with the ability to be
enthused, to progress and learn, they get bored and do
not necessarily do what they could do in life or progress
as they should. This report talks about making a decent
education accessible for gifted and talented students
throughout the state, not just in these select-entry
schools. I was lucky because I was in a metropolitan
area and 30 kilometres is not that difficult — a train and
a couple of buses, no problems — but students in other
areas do not necessarily have access to select-entry
schools. As a government we need to make sure that we
provide for all students right across Victoria to ensure
that every student has the ability to excel in their own
way.

Raising a gifted child can be exacting and exhausting. Parents
often struggle to find information about giftedness and, in
particular, about educational options for their child.

That is where I come to the Aiming High strategy for
gifted and talented students, which the government is
progressing at the moment. The government has
developed 18 actions and initiatives for the next five
years that are designed to improve gifted and talented
education. That includes the provision of $1.2 million
over three years for educational and community
organisations to establish extension programs for gifted
and talented students and $200 000 for select-entry
schools to provide outreach programs for Victorian
students. That is a particularly worthy outcome: to
make sure that we can provide outreach programs and
that students right across Victoria can get access to the
education facilities and programs that they need. Other
actions are to provide professional learning in gifted
and talented education for early childhood professionals
and teachers, to work with universities to support gifted
and talented early entrants and to develop identification
toolkits for parents and early childhood professionals
and teachers to recognise gifted and talented students.

I raise that because when I was in primary school I
remember taking a form home for my parents, and my
parents just did with it what they did with all of these
forms whenever they got them from my sisters — they

I would like to end my contribution by saying that we
need to make sure that we assist parents, as my parents
were not given that assistance other than through the
teachers I had at primary school.

Before I start, I will comment on some of the barbs that
are thrown in this place, especially from the member
for Albert Park. I get called things like ‘Mensa’, which
is quite hilarious — if the member for Albert Park only
knew!
This report is interesting. I will start with some of the
things that were identified in the executive summary.
Under ‘Improving provision for gifted students in
Victorian schools’, it says:
There is no one-size-fits-all approach that can be used to
educate Victoria’s gifted students.

That is very interesting. I will follow up on that later in
my contribution, understanding that I have only
3½ minutes left. The executive summary also says:
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
government business order of the day no. 1 to be considered
before the government business notice of motion 1 as listed
on today’s notice paper.

I again thank the opposition for facilitating this. What
we will now do as a house is move to the
second-reading incorporation of the Freedom of
Information and Victorian Inspectorate Acts
Amendment Bill 2014. For that we will follow the new
process that the government and opposition have
agreed on. Then I understand we may — but it is
completely up to you, Acting Speaker — break for
lunch, which would enable question time to proceed,
followed by the motion in which everyone is interested.
The notice of motion proposed by the Premier will be
the first item of government business after question
time. Again I make a point of thanking the opposition;
without its cooperation we would have had the
ludicrous situation of the Premier commencing his
speech, having a break for lunch, having question time
and then going back to it. For those of us in this place
who are interested in the smooth running of the house
this is a good solution. I give an undertaking — and I
am completely and utterly locked in by this anyway —
that the notice of motion proposed by the Premier on
the Privileges Committee report regarding the member
for Frankston will be first up after question time.
Motion agreed to.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND
VICTORIAN INSPECTORATE ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Freedom of
Information and Victorian Inspectorate Acts Amendment Bill
2014.
In my opinion, the Freedom of Information and Victorian
Inspectorate Acts Amendment Bill 2014, 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.

2023

Overview
The bill makes various amendments to the Freedom of
Information Act 1984 (FOI act) and the Victorian
Inspectorate Act 2011 (VI act).
The FOI act amendments in large part seek to improve the
operation of the act, including by clarifying time limits and
notification requirements by the freedom of information
commissioner (FOI commissioner). In addition, the
amendments will allow for the appointment of assistant
commissioners, providing much-needed support to the office
of the FOI commissioner.
The amendments to the VI act provide a process for dealing
with detained persons, including processes for a detained
person to make a complaint to the Victorian Inspector (VI),
and enabling the VI to issue a summons to a detained person
to attend before the VI. In addition, an amendment will
provide specific consequences where a corporation or its
officers are guilty of an offence under the VI act.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
Section 13: privacy and reputation
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. This right may be relevant to clause 16(1) and
clause 23 of the bill.
Under the existing FOI act the FOI commissioner may
disclose a document that is claimed to be exempt under
section 33 (document affecting personal privacy), provided
that he or she notifies any affected person of their right to
appeal that decision. In some cases, it is not possible for the
FOI commissioner to obtain the contact details required to
notify affected people. Clause 16(1) will amend the FOI act to
require the FOI commissioner to notify a person ‘if
practicable’.
This amendment will ensure that the provision is consistent
with section 33(3), which requires an agency or minister to
notify a person ‘if practicable’, if, in response to a request, the
agency or minister intends to release documents containing
information relating to the personal affairs of the person. The
amendment does not limit the right in section 13 of the charter
act because it has no effect on which personal information is
disclosed under the FOI act. It will still be necessary for the
FOI commissioner to consider, under section 33, if the
document should be exempt from disclosure where this
would involve the ‘unreasonable disclosure’ of information
relating to the personal information of the person. The FOI
commissioner will also still be required to make endeavours
to notify an affected person.
Section 63D of the FOI act currently imposes substantial
limitations on the FOI commissioner and her office in relation
to the use of any document or information produced or
provided in the course of a review or complaint process.
Clause 23 will amend this provision to apply only to exempt
documents such as cabinet documents and documents
affecting personal privacy. The purpose of this amendment is
to reduce the administrative burden on the FOI commissioner
of handling and disposing of every document and item of
information received as though it were sensitive, which often
is not the case.
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The bill amends section 63D so that it only applies to exempt
documents.

improving transparency and accountability across
government agencies.

This has the effect that the requirements contained in
section 63D will no longer apply in relation to non-exempt
documents received by the FOI commissioner, which may
contain personal information in some circumstances.
However, this amendment serves a legitimate and necessary
purpose, enabling the timely and efficient processing of FOI
reviews and complaints. Victorian public servants who
receive personal information remain bound by the
requirements of the Information Privacy Act 2000, and by the
data security processes utilised by the FOI commissioner
which ensure the proper handling of such information and
limit any interference with personal privacy.

The establishment of the FOI commissioner by the coalition
government was the most significant change to Victoria’s
freedom of information regime since its introduction more
than 30 years ago.

In my view, the provisions do not limit the section 13 right to
privacy and are therefore compatible with the charter act.
Section 17: protection of children
Section 17(2) of the charter act provides that ‘every child has
the right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in
his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason
of being a child’.
Clause 28 of the bill provides that people in detention aged
16 years or over can be directed to appear before the
Victorian Inspectorate (VI) by summons.
The VI act provides that the VI must not issue a witness
summons to a person who is under the age of 18 years unless
it considers on reasonable grounds that the information,
document or thing that the person could provide may be
compelling and probative evidence, and it is not practicable to
obtain the information, document or thing by any other
means. This process requires the VI to take the best interests
of the child into account. Further, the VI process is fair and
transparent and there is scope for a child’s interests to be
represented by a legal representative, parent or guardian.
These safeguards are sufficient to ensure that children aged 16
or 17 who are directed to appear before the VI receive
sufficient protection within the meaning of section 17(2) of
the charter act.
Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The bill implements further important reforms to the Freedom
of Information Act and the Victorian Inspectorate Act that
will support and enhance the operation of Victoria’s integrity
legislation.
Freedom of Information Act
The coalition government remains committed to ending the
abuses of FOI that pervaded the former government, and to

For the first time, Victoria now has an independent FOI
commissioner to review applications and investigate
complaints, where applicants are dissatisfied with the initial
response to an FOI application by an agency.
Victorians are already making good use of this regime: the
office of the FOI commissioner has received more than
1000 inquiries, 250 requests for reviews and 160 complaints
in its first year of operation.
The coalition government has allocated $9.9 million over the
forward estimates to the office of the FOI commissioner. This
represents substantial additional resources compared with the
position under the former government, where reviews were
usually undertaken by agency officers as a side role on top of
their main jobs.
This bill allows for the appointment by the Governor in
Council of one or more assistant FOI commissioners. The
coalition government has committed to appointing two
assistant commissioners, who will assist in reducing delay
and managing the FOI commissioner’s caseload by deciding
on applications for review and complaints referred by the FOI
commissioner.
These two assistant commissioner positions will be funded by
an ongoing increase to the budget of the FOI commissioner’s
office, in addition to the $9.9 million already allocated over
the forward estimates.
The bill provides for the FOI commissioner to be able to refer
any review or complaint to an assistant commissioner. An
assistant commissioner will have all the functions, and may
exercise all the powers, of the FOI commissioner in dealing
with a review or complaint. Assistant commissioners will be
responsible to the FOI commissioner for the due performance
of their functions; however, each assistant commissioner will
have full authority to decide the cases referred to them, and a
decision of an assistant commissioner will be taken to be a
decision of the FOI commissioner.
These reforms will ensure timely decisions on FOI reviews
and complaints, benefiting applicants and improving the
efficient use of agency resources across government.
The bill also affirms that the FOI commissioner must perform
functions and exercise powers with as little formality and
technicality as possible.
The bill clarifies the process to be undertaken by the FOI
commissioner when reviewing a decision of an agency to
refuse a request on the grounds that it is apparent that the
documents described in the request are exempt documents.
The bill clarifies that the FOI commissioner may rely on the
advice and assistance of members of staff in all aspects of
dealing with a review or complaint, including undertaking
preliminary inquiries and making a fresh decision or
recommendation. The bill also clarifies the circumstances in
which the functions of the FOI commissioner may be
undertaken by, or delegated to, members of staff.
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In addition, the bill makes various amendments that clarify
time limits and notification requirements by, and to, the FOI
commissioner. The bill amends the FOI Act to require the
FOI commissioner to notify an agency when the
commissioner receives an application to review a decision of
the agency. The bill also specifies a time limit for an agency
to notify the FOI commissioner if it revokes a decision under
review by the commissioner, and imposes a clear and
appropriate time limit of 28 days on applicants to indicate
whether they agree with the fresh decision of an agency.
Victorian Inspectorate Act
The bill also makes amendments to the Victorian Inspectorate
Act, primarily designed to improve the capacity of the
Victorian Inspector to hear complaints and evidence from
persons in detention. The bill confirms that a detained person
may make a complaint to the Victorian Inspector, and enables
the Victorian Inspector to issue a summons to a detained
person to attend before the Inspectorate. The bill also provides
specific penalties for a corporation found guilty of an offence
under the Victorian Inspectorate Act, and establishes that an
officer of the corporation knowingly concerned in or party to
the commission of the offence is also guilty of the offence.
Consistent with the government’s commitment to promoting
an efficient and effective integrity regime, the bill will reduce
administrative burdens, support the informal resolution of
disputes, and underpin the provision of additional resources
where they are required. The amendments will enhance the
efficiency of the FOI regime and increase the effectiveness of
the Victorian Inspectorate.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 June.
Sitting suspended 12.47 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member entitlements
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments that wrongdoing should be met by an
appropriate punishment, and I ask: is the Premier aware
that a member of this house who is named and
suspended for just 11 days will still take home salary
and entitlements of more than $163 000 between today
and the end of November? Is the Premier aware of that,
yes or no?
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Speaker, on the rule
of anticipation, Rulings from the Chair — 1920–2013,
December 2013, at page 29, states that ‘A question
without notice may not anticipate debate on a matter listed
for debate’, referring to a ruling made by Speaker Christie
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in 1973. Subsequent Speakers have in fact ruled that if
members wish to anticipate the budget, they may do so by
a special resolution. Previous speakers have in fact ruled
that if there is a motion on the general business paper
which will never be reached, that would be permissible.
However, the main Speakers ruling is that questions must
not anticipate debate. I put it to you, Speaker, that given
that the next item of business is the motion that has been
referred to in the Leader of the Opposition’s question,
this question is out of order.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, I
put it to you that I have not referred to any specific
member of Parliament.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — I have not. I put it to you
respectfully, Speaker, that I have not referred to any
specific member of this house, and I have been very
careful not to do that, knowing the forms and
conventions and rules of this place. No member has
been specifically named. I have asked a question about
the Premier’s knowledge or awareness of a set of facts
in the context of commentary that the Premier, the
leader of the government, has made repeatedly in recent
days. There is no anticipation of a very specific debate
that is listed for debate and may or may not occur after
question time.
This question does not anticipate a specific debate; that
would be inappropriate. This is a question about the
Premier’s awareness or knowledge in relation to
specific comments he has made, and in those comments
I am not drawing the attention of the house to any
specific member or any penalty beyond the scope of the
carefully worded question. I respectfully put it to you,
Speaker, that the question should stand.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
position to which the Leader of the House has referred
of course has regard to the actual practicality of the
ruling which was made by the Speaker at the time.
Coincidence, one can accept, sometimes has its place in
things, but surely the clear implication in this question
is that it is dedicated precisely to the matter which is
about to be debated in this place. It clearly is in breach
of the rule of anticipation and should be disallowed. It
is entirely in order for the Leader of the Opposition to
pose his question — of course it is — but he has to do
it, surely, within the forms, precedents and standing
orders of the house. This question breaches all of them.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order to rule. The notice of motion does
not refer to ‘11 days’. I allow the question.
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Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Any penalty that
applies to any wrongdoing should be fair, just and
appropriate. It should be proportionate to the
wrongdoing and consistent with the precedents.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk and the Leader of the Opposition will cease
interjecting in that manner.

Major sporting events
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Premier. How is the coalition government’s
securing of major sporting events for Melbourne and
the regions helping to build a better Victoria?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the member
for South Barwon for his question and for his interest in
using major events and major sporting events to grow
jobs and grow the economy, particularly in the Geelong
region. Melbourne and Victoria are quite rightly
recognised as the sporting capital of the world. We are
also well known as the major events capital of the
world.
Victoria is home to the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix, the Melbourne Cup carnival and the AFL Grand
Final. These significant sporting events put Melbourne
and Victoria on the world stage, delivering incalculable
benefits to our great state. They also deliver direct
economic and jobs benefits to the state, and they add to
the great quality of life for those residing in Melbourne
and Victoria.
I am pleased to advise the house that Victoria has
secured two great Rugby League State of Origin
matches for the MCG in 2015 and 2018. Those who
watched the recent Rugby League State of Origin
match saw that it was a game full of passion,
commitment and involvement, and we are bringing that
to the greatest sporting arena in the world, the MCG.
We will see the great history of State of Origin here in
Melbourne, with a crowd of over 85 000 people, bring
enormous benefit to Melbourne and Victoria. Indeed, it
is anticipated that over $20 million per match will be
delivered to the Victorian economy. In addition,
Melbourne will also host an Australia-England Rugby
League match at AAMI Park in November as part of
the four-nations tournament, with a benefit of over
$10 million to the state.
Today I am pleased to advise the house, and
particularly the member for South Barwon, that the
government has joined with Melbourne Victory and the
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City of Greater Geelong to deliver A-League
premiership games at Geelong’s Simonds Stadium in
2015, 2016 and 2017. The government is pleased to
work with the City of Greater Geelong to deliver these
great matches for Geelong and the Geelong region.
This will attract thousands of fans from Melbourne and
potentially from interstate, depending on which team
plays Melbourne Victory, and it will also attract fans
from throughout western Victoria. The match is
expected to be scheduled over the New Year holiday
period, so plenty of spectators will be able to go to this
game at Simonds Stadium from the holiday spots on the
Bellarine Peninsula, from along the Surf Coast and
from throughout western Victoria. This will be an
enormous economic stimulus for the Geelong region.
It is no wonder that the Geelong Advertiser today
carries the headline ‘Victory for Geelong — Simonds
to host A-League clash this summer’. It highlights the
fact that over 8000 people attended a Melbourne
Victory game against a Thai team this year, and we
would expect more people to attend a full premiership
match for Melbourne Victory at Simonds Stadium. This
is a great outcome.
Last year we saw over 95 000 people attend the MCG
to see Liverpool play Melbourne Victory. We have
seen the success of the World Cup of Golf and the
Wallabies matches, and of course in 2015 we will have
the Cricket World Cup and the Asian Cup. In country
Victoria — regional and rural Victoria — we will see
the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix and the
superbikes at Phillip Island, the Rip Curl Pro at Bells
Beach, the Australian Goldfields Open snooker at
Bendigo, the Stawell Gift and the Herald Sun Tour. We
are the sporting capital of the world, and we turn that
sport into great economic benefits. This decision will be
great for Geelong and Simonds Stadium.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Leader of the Opposition, I welcome to the house
Mr Tony Sheehan, a former member for Northcote.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Member entitlements
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments that wrongdoing should be met with an

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 11 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

appropriate punishment, and I ask: is the Premier aware
that a member of this house who is named and
suspended for just 11 days will still collect more than
$9000 in vehicle allowances between today and the end
of November? Is the Premier aware of that, yes or no?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Any person who
transgresses should be held to account for their
transgressions, and the penalty should be fair, just and
appropriate. They should be consistent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will not interject in that manner. The Leader
of the Opposition!
Dr NAPTHINE — They should be consistent with
precedent and proportionate to the wrongdoing.

Government economic initiatives
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My question is to the
Minister for State Development. How is the coalition
government’s investment in new industries broadening
the state’s economy, driving future economic and jobs
growth and building a better Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
thank the member for Benalla for his question. As the
house knows, our government, through its 2014–15
budget, which was passed unanimously by this house
yesterday and indeed passed through the other place as
well — —
Dr Napthine — It must have been a good budget.
Mr RYAN — It must have been a very good
budget, Premier; good point. The government is
focused on building a better Victoria. Through that
responsible economic management which underpins
the budget we are in a position to deliver a record
infrastructure program that will create jobs, boost
productivity and deliver a better quality of services for
all Victorians. We are also looking to build on
Victoria’s existing strengths while expanding and
diversifying the economic base of our state.
I have the privilege of leading two diverse but very
important initiatives which are intended to achieve that
end. The first is the Global Health Melbourne Plan, and
I recently had the honour of launching it, together with
the Minister for Health. It is a new $17.8 million
economic development initiative, and the
accompanying document is entitled Global Health
Melbourne Plan — Taking Victoria’s Health Strengths
to the World. This plan recognises that Victoria is a
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leading provider of health and aged-care services and
products and is very well placed to capitalise on the
increased global demand for quality health services and
products. The plan aims to increase exports of our
health and aged care related services and goods to
global markets while also ensuring that domestically
and within Victoria we are able to continue to grow our
skills in those respective areas.
The plan is an excellent example of a strategy that
builds on Victoria’s existing strengths while also
looking to diversify our economic base. At the moment
the exports out of this sector earn about $2.6 billion
annually for Victoria, and we are well advanced in
establishing a presence in international export markets.
Through the plan we are for the first time putting a
concerted focus on growing these opportunities. There
are seven pivotal elements to the plan. They are health
system policy and design; medical research; health and
medical conferences; workforce training; facility
design, construction and management; provision of
medical services; and, finally, manufactured products
and related intellectual property.
The Global Health Melbourne Plan will help to grow
export opportunities for Victoria’s health sector through
a range of initiatives that are set out in the document.
This shows how the government is harnessing
Victoria’s existing knowledge in these important areas
while also ensuring that we can earn greater income for
our state in these global markets.
The second initiative relates to coal. It seeks to
capitalise on the natural assets of our state as the home
of one of the world’s great brown coal reserves. As
members will know, there are approximately 65 billion
tonnes of identified resource in the brown coal fields of
the Latrobe Valley. About 13 billion tonnes of that is
unallocated, and we are working at examining the
prospect of allocating those resources wherever the
markets may prevail.
We have had a number of investigations domestically
and internationally, the focus of which has been to
provide further development for the Latrobe Valley, as
well as to enable the development of a royalty system
for the benefit of Victoria at large. We continue to work
with those who have expressed interest. No decisions
have or will be made until we have had regard to all
prevailing factors, particularly the all-important
environmental issues which surround this particular
matter. This is a great opportunity for Victoria to
further broaden its economic base.
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Member entitlements
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments that wrongdoing should be met with an
appropriate punishment, and I ask: is the Premier aware
that a member of this house who has been named and
suspended for just 11 days is still eligible to collect a
severance payment of more than $36 000? Is the
Premier aware of that, yes or no?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Any person who is
involved in wrongdoing, whether they are being dealt
with in front of the courts or by this house, needs to be
treated with a penalty which is fair, just and
appropriate. It needs to be proportionate to the
wrongdoing and consistent with precedent.

Arts funding
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for the Arts. How will the coalition
government’s 2014–15 budget further nurture
Victoria’s arts sector and help to build a better Victoria?
Ms VICTORIA (Minister for the Arts) — I thank
the member for her great interest in the arts.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order.
Ms VICTORIA — I would have thought this is
something that is important to everybody in the house
and to everybody in Victoria. The arts are
sometimes — at the best of times — treated as
discretionary by those who are interjecting, and I find
that offensive on behalf of the arts community.
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Albert
Park! That kind of remark is disorderly. The member is
warned.
Ms VICTORIA — On this side of the house we are
very proud to be great supporters of the arts here in
Victoria. We are extremely proud of the level of
investment that has been made in the arts community of
Victoria, not only in this budget but also in the previous
three budgets put through this house. Under the
previous government there were plenty of opportunities
to do really good things, and they were not taken.
This government has been investing in infrastructure
that under the previous government fell into wrack and
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ruin. We have had to invest very heavily in these
particular infrastructure projects. We have invested not
only in infrastructure that was desperately needed in
this state but also in organisations, for the first time in
the history of an arts ministry. For over 30 years
investing in the arts was a very closed shop. Investment
was within the realm of certain organisations only, and
those who were coming through with new technologies
and those who were coming through with new ideas
were kept out because of the definitions.
We have opened that investment up to new
technologies and to new organisations, and for the very
first time we have invested long term in organisations,
giving them not a handout but a hand up. This has
given them the opportunity to go out and not only
create a foundation for their organisations but also
leverage from other organisations, to know that the
government is investing in the arts and to know that the
private sector and philanthropists can now go in and do
exactly the same thing. We have made sure that not
only organisations are taken care of but also that the
independent arts sector is taken care of. Again, for the
first time in history this has become a very open, clear
and transparent process that has opened up the doors to
many new people who have never before fitted into
particular funding categories.
The arts sector is incredibly important in Victoria. It
provides the equivalent of over 110 000 jobs. A
substantial amount — over 3 per cent — of
employment in Victoria is down to the arts sector. It
contributes almost $11.5 billion to the gross state
product. For those who pooh-pooh what we have been
doing in the arts and for those who do not appreciate
the fact that we have been investing heavily in artists
and arts organisations, what is the fabric of society? I
say to them: question your own ideals of the arts.
The coalition has been investing heavily in the arts. We
are very proud of the type of regeneration that we have
brought to the arts sector in Victoria. This is the arts
capital of Australia and is also one of the great arts
capitals of the world. We are very proud of the work we
are doing in the arts portfolio in Victoria, and we wish
everybody would come on board and make this a
bipartisan idea.

Member entitlements
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments that wrongdoing should be met with an
appropriate punishment. I ask: is the Premier aware that
a member of this house who is named and suspended
for just 11 days will still collect more than $19 000 in
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electorate allowances between today and the end of
November? Is the Premier aware of that, yes or no?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — The penalties for any
wrongdoing should be fair, just and appropriate. That
the penalties that apply to wrongdoing are fair, just and
appropriate is a sign of a fair and just society. They also
need to be proportionate to the wrongdoing. They also
need to be consistent with precedent, and they should
never be based on political expediency or the
personality of the wrongdoer.
Honourable members interjecting.

Grampians Peaks Trail
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — My question is to
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
How is the coalition government’s investment in the
state’s national parks helping to build a better Victoria,
and is he aware of any alternative policies?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for Lowan for
his question. A few weeks ago I was delighted to
release the government’s vision for that great Victorian
icon, the Grampians. The draft Grampians Peaks Trail
master plan sets out a clear vision for growth
opportunities for the Grampians and will set the
direction for the region for the next 50 years. The
Grampians Peaks Trail is a world-class long-distance
walking track that will go from Dunkeld to Mount Zero
and showcase the beauty of Grampians National Park.
The Napthine government supports the Grampians
Peaks Trail; indeed it supports nature-based tourism
right across this state. We consider it a vital part of the
Victorian economy, particularly in the regions. As part
of the master plan we highlight the opportunities that
are available to commercial investors to develop
low-impact hut accommodation right along the trail.
The development of the Grampians Peaks Trail is
forecast to bring in an additional 86 000 visitor nights
annually over next 10 years, with the tourism spend to
increase by $6.4 million.
In addition to this, the operation and construction of the
trail will bring in around 170 direct and indirect jobs to
the region, which will be a fantastic boost to the
region’s employment. Tourism operators and local
governments are excited about the opportunities this
development will bring. In an article in the Wimmera
Mail Times headed ‘Tourism body backs Grampians
investment plan’, the CEO of Grampians Tourism,
William Flamsteed, said:

2029

This policy direction will open up new lucrative international
markets, such as China, to exploring more of regional
Victoria.

In a subsequent article in the same newspaper he went
on to say:
That is something we should applaud because it is creating
tourism opportunities on Crown land but also ensuring that
our national parks, their assets and the environment are
protected …

He also said:
… allowing private investment in national parks would boost
tourism in the Grampians.

The master plan will be further informed by community
consultation that is happening at the moment. In short,
our plan brings more jobs to the area, it brings
opportunities to the area and it brings commercial
investment to the area. But unfortunately not everyone
agrees with that approach. While local operators are
saying that this will support their business, one person
has said:
This move by the Napthine government will undermine
tourism in our regional towns …

Who brought us that pearl of wisdom? It was the
member for Bellarine. While tourism operators are
saying this will support their business, the member for
Bellarine obviously knows a lot better than local
businesspeople, and that is what she said.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. SMITH — It gets better. Page 72 of another
document I have here says that opening up national
parks for private developers is actually one of the worst
environment decisions in Victoria’s history. In the same
document — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to standing order 58, and I think you can tell from
the disquiet coming from the opposition that it is pretty
clear that the minister is offending against the standing
orders by debating the question. We ask you to bring
him back to answering the question, which was a pretty
narrow one, on the topic he was asked about.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister was asked a specific question in relation to
alternative policies, and he is answering that question
directly and in accordance with standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister was being relevant to the
question.
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Mr R. SMITH — As I was saying, on page 72 of
this document it says that opening up national parks is
one of the worst environment decisions made in
Victoria’s history, but in the same document it says that
development is okay in national parks as long as it is
appropriate. They have not even made up their minds.
On the one hand it is okay and on the other hand it is
the worst decision made in Victoria’s history. This the
ALP’s policy platform. It is all over the place.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister just indicated that he was quoting from the
Labor Party’s platform document. Previous Speakers
have ruled consistently that it is out of order to use
party documents from either side of the house during
question time and for forms of debate, and we ask you
to bring him back to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order will be
heard in silence.
Ms Allan — Before government members get a bit
too excited and a bit more shrill than they already are,
perhaps we could have the minister try to pretend he is
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change and
answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East! I bring the minister back to answering
the question.
Mr R. SMITH — I conclude by saying that we
have a policy and a draft master plan that is informed
by local communities, local governments and local
businesses. That is who we are listening to. We are
listening to local businesses; we are not ignoring them.
We are not saying that this sort of approach is going to
hurt their businesses; rather we are listening to them
when they say that it is going to help their businesses.
This government is presenting a clear vision for the
regions. We have a clear vision, unlike the flip-flopping
from those opposite.

Member entitlements
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comments that wrongdoing should be met with an
appropriate punishment, and I ask: is the Premier aware
that a member of this house who is named and
suspended for just 11 days will retain a fully resourced
electorate office and a full complement of staff, in
addition to a $163 000 golden handshake? Is the
Premier aware of that, yes or no?
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Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Any person who has
been involved in wrongdoing deserves a penalty that is
fair, just and appropriate, proportionate to the
wrongdoing and consistent with precedent.

Budget initiatives
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — My question is to the
Treasurer. How will the coalition government’s
2014–15 budget create more jobs, grow the state’s
economy and build a better Victoria, and is the
Treasurer aware of any alternatives?
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Benambra for his question and for his interest in the
Victorian budget and sound financial management. It is
fantastic news that yesterday not only this place but the
other place passed intact all three bills in the Napthine
government’s budget. This means that the Parliament
has approved the most ambitious infrastructure agenda
seen in Victoria in decades — a $27 billion program
that will deliver job-creating, congestion-busting,
economy-growing, game-changing infrastructure like
never before.
I acknowledge and welcome the fact that opposition
members in this place supported the budget. They voted
for it. It makes you wonder why on 8 May the member
for Tarneit wasted 4261 turgid words criticising,
bagging and critiquing the budget, only to turn around
yesterday and vote for it. It reminds me of that other
famous politician, John Kerry, who famously said:
I actually did vote for the $87 billion before I voted against it.

Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
by the member for Bendigo East is disorderly.
Mr O’BRIEN — The member for Tarneit is
Victorian Labor’s answer to John Kerry and just as
successful.
This budget has appropriated the funding to get on with
building east–west link stage 1 and stage 2. There is no
doubt that this side of the house is unanimously in
favour of east–west link stage 1 and stage 2, but we
appreciate that not everyone shares the same view,
although many do. The RACV supports the east–west
link; the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce
and Industry supports the east–west link; and when the
Premier was out visiting LeadWest it was delighted
with this government’s plans to invest in east–west link
stage 2.
Another commentator was quoted recently in the
newspaper as having said:
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Having spent so long presenting compelling arguments for
the western side, it puts our critique of the east–west link in a
very strange place.

I am referring to an article in the Age of 1 June headed
‘Labor split on road link plan’. The article says:
Insiders admit the shift has confused the opposition’s
message, leaving some MPs unsure how to sell Labor’s
transport agenda.

There is no doubt that they are having trouble selling an
agenda when they do not have one. They do not have
an agenda.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 it is absolutely clear that the
Treasurer is debating the matter. He is referring a lot
more to the Labor opposition than he is to government
business, which is what he should be talking to in order
to be relevant under standing order 58, and I ask you to
bring him back to answering the question consistent
with government business.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer was asked a direct question relating to
alternative policies, and he is addressing that question
in a most relevant way. I put it to you that the point of
order is out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I ask the Treasurer to continue answering the
question.
Mr O’BRIEN — What we are seeing is rats in the
ranks and leaks against the Labor leadership’s position
to oppose stage 2 of east–west link. There is no
question that the coalition stands united for east–west
link stage 1 and stage 2. We stand united for the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway upgrade. We stand
united for the Melbourne rail link. We stand united for
the airport rail link. We stand united for the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor upgrade. We stand
united for the Murray basin rail upgrade. We stand
united for tens of thousands of new jobs for Victorians.
We stand up for payroll tax cuts now kicking in from
1 July 2014. We stand for the abolition of stamp duty
on life insurance. We have delivered a budget which
UBS described as the fiscal equivalent of the 4-minute
mile. We stand united. We have direction. We are not a
divided rabble like the other side.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has
completed his answer. The time for questions has
expired.
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MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind all members
that the next item of business is a serious proceeding of
great significance to the member concerned and the
house. Debate should be focused on the matters for the
action of the house and the substantive motion and the
two reports. Whilst every member is entitled to express
their point of view, it is important they make use of the
richness of the English language and select phrases that
express their meaning without causing offence to
others. Members will be referred to by their correct
titles at all times. The addition of adjectives to a title
will not be allowed.
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I view that seriously.
That was casting a reflection on something I delivered
to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes the special reports of the Legislative Assembly
Privileges Committee Investigation into the Improper
Disclosure of a Committee Document, February 2014,
and Investigation into the Improper Disclosure of
Committee Deliberations, March 2014;
(2) notes the report of the Legislative Assembly Privileges
Committee inquiry in relation to recommendation 2 of
the Ombudsman’s report Whistleblowers Protection Act
2001 — Investigation into Allegations against Mr Geoff
Shaw MP, May 2014;
(3) orders the member for Frankston to repay $5220.75 for
the improper use of his parliamentary vehicle and fuel
card to the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly by
1.00 p.m. on 2 September 2014;
(4) orders the member for Frankston to pay an additional
$1617.69 for misuse of his parliamentary entitlements to
the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly by 1.00 p.m. on
2 September 2014;
(5) instructs the member for Frankston to apologise to the
house and to the people of Victoria for his breach of the
code of conduct for members as set out in section 3 of
the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978;
(6) requires the Speaker to name the member for Frankston
for not complying with the code of conduct;
(7) resolves that the member for Frankston not be permitted
any interstate or overseas travel funded by his electorate
budget while he is suspended;
(8) further notes that if the member for Frankston does not
comply fully with paragraphs 3 and 4 of this motion by
1.00 p.m. on 2 September 2014 and that if the member
for Frankston does not apologise appropriately to the
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house for that failure on 2 September 2014, he will be in
contempt of the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Assembly will move to expel him;

(9) refers to Victoria Police the Privileges Committee
reports set out in paragraph 1 of this motion for
investigation;
(10) requests the Speaker to write to the Premier asking that
the government considers the legislative changes
outlined in recommendation 2 of the Privileges
Committee report of May 2014; and
(11) refers recommendation 3 of the Privileges Committee
report of May 2014 to the Standing Orders Committee
of the Legislative Assembly.

I agree with your sentiments, Speaker, that this is a
serious matter that deserves very serious consideration
by each and every member in this house. There is no
doubt in my mind that the member for Frankston
misused his taxpayer-funded parliamentary
entitlements, and he must be held to account for those
wrongful actions.
This motion before the house will ensure that the
member for Frankston accepts the serious
consequences of his actions. This motion outlines a fair,
just and appropriate penalty for the member for
Frankston. It also outlines very clearly the
consequences if the member for Frankston fails to
comply with the decision of this house if it supports the
motion before the house. It is about appropriate
sanctions — sanctions that are enforceable and
sanctions that will stick. That is what this motion is
about.
The motion has been very carefully drafted after proper
consideration, after fulsome and detailed expert advice.
The motion is designed to: one, immediately and
effectively sanction the member for Frankston for his
misuse of parliamentary resources; and two, ensure that
the member accepts his wrongdoing, accepts his
responsibility, apologises to the people of Victoria and
complies with the sanctions imposed. If he fails to meet
that test, then he will be held in contempt of the
Parliament and his position in this Parliament will be
jeopardised.
In detail, paragraphs 1 and 2 of motion note the three
relevant reports of the Privileges Committee.
Paragraphs 3 and 4 are in line with the unanimous
recommendation of the Privileges Committee that
requires the member to pay to Parliament a total
amount of $6838.44, being a component of repayment
of costs associated with the identified misuse of the
parliamentary electorate office vehicle plus a penalty
payment of $1617.69.
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Paragraph 5 of this motion is very important and vital to
the motion. It calls on the member for Frankston to
accept personal responsibility for this misuse of
parliamentary resources. It requires that the member for
Frankston accept that responsibility by apologising to
the people of Victoria and apologising to the Parliament
for his wrongdoing.
Paragraph 6 requires the Speaker to name the member
for Frankston. I can advise the house that it is the
government’s intention when this motion passes to
move for the member for Frankston to be named and
suspended for 11 sitting days. To put that in context,
over the past 100 years in this house the highest number
of days any member who has been named has been
suspended for is 6 days, so this is almost double that
previous suspension.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not tolerate
interjections.
Ms Allan interjected.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bendigo East
The SPEAKER — Order! I have just said I will not
tolerate interjections. Under standing order 124, the
honourable member for Bendigo East will leave the
house for half an hour.
Honourable member for Bendigo East withdrew
from chamber.

MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
Debate resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — The naming of a
member and their suspension for 11 sitting days in the
context of this Parliament and the history of the
Westminster system in this state is a very significant
penalty. We know that if the member is suspended for
those 11 days he will lose $386 of pay for each and
every one of those 11 days. Paragraph 7 of the motion
imposes a ban on interstate and overseas travel to be
funded through the member’s electorate office budget.
Paragraph 8 is very significant. This makes it very clear
that the member will be held to account for his
wrongdoing. It puts in place a system of accountability
that says the member must do certain things, and if he
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fails to do those things, there is an additional penalty.
That is an absolutely appropriate way to ensure that the
member understands his responsibility, accepts
responsibility for his wrongdoing, makes the
appropriate payments associated with the penalty and
makes an appropriate apology, because if he fails to do
so, at that stage the member would be deemed to be in
contempt of this house by thumbing his nose at the
decision of this chamber. Then there is potential, and I
would move, for the member to be expelled from this
house if he failed to comply with the decisions of this
house on this very serious matter.
Paragraph 9 seeks to refer to Victoria Police concerns
raised by the Privileges Committee in relation to leaks
from the committee and responds to the committee’s
recommendation on this issue. We know that any leaks
from the Privileges Committee are a serious matter. The
Privileges Committee — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
is warned.
Dr NAPTHINE — In its report the Privileges
Committee asks the house to deal with this matter, and
it is appropriate that this house does deal with this
matter. Paragraphs 10 and 11 deal with
recommendations 2 and 3 of the Privileges Committee
report dated May 2014.
I now wish to move to outline why I am of the view
that the member for Frankston is guilty in relation to the
misuse of taxpayer-funded electorate resources and
therefore appropriately subject to these very serious
sanctions. I draw this from the conclusions that came
from the hard, diligent and considered work of the
Privileges Committee and the evidence presented in its
report. The Privileges Committee faces a difficult task.
The members of a Privileges Committee in any
Parliament have the difficult task of dealing with issues
raised with regard to the behaviour of their colleagues,
their fellow members of a democratically elected
Parliament. The job of the Privileges Committee is a
difficult job. It is a job that requires hard work, good
advice, proper consideration and fair and appropriate
reporting.
That is what this Privileges Committee has done. I
point out that members of the Privileges Committee
operate as people nominated from the floor of this
house to serve on the Privileges Committee in their
own right as members of Parliament, not as members of
the government or the opposition. They are appointed
as individual members of Parliament based on their
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own experience, track record and expertise. I commend
all members of the Privileges Committee for the
diligence with which they have undertaken this task.
The Privileges Committee, and I quote from its report,
outlines the case against the member for Frankston. I
refer to page 11, item 33, which refers to a document
entitled Members of Parliament Vehicle Plan. In
referring to that plan it says:
Vehicles should not be used for commercial purposes.

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

It makes that very clear and plain. The Privileges
Committee also came to a unanimous conclusion — a
unanimous finding — that the member for Frankston
had contravened the code of conduct in section 3 of the
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978. Indeed on page 9, under findings, items 21 and
22, it says:
… the committee finds that Mr Shaw was not diligent in the
management of his parliamentary vehicle. He allowed
individuals connected with his private business to use his
parliamentary vehicle with little or no supervision.

It says further, at item 22:
The committee finds that Mr Shaw enabled the use of his
parliamentary vehicle for commercial purposes and his
parliamentary fuel card to purchase fuel for his private —

use.
The report, on pages 8 and 9, goes into detail with
reference to the Ombudsman’s report, the evidence
collected by the Privileges Committee itself and the
thorough considerations of the Privileges Committee. It
clearly outlines evidence of misuse of the electorate
office vehicle allocated to the member for Frankston.
Therefore I accept those findings. I accept that
conclusion. It is clear that the member for Frankston
was wrong in allowing his electorate office vehicle,
funded by the Parliament, funded by the Victorian
taxpayers, to be used for commercial purposes.
The next task we as a house need to look at is: what is
the appropriate penalty for this wrongdoing?
Consideration in this case must be based on fairness
and justice. It cannot be based on political expediency
or the personality of the person involved. It is
absolutely imperative that this house act with fairness
and justice. Our decisions should not be coloured by
political expediency. They should not be coloured by
our perception of the personality of the person
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involved. They should be done in a fair and proper way.
That is incumbent on all of us who have the honour and
privilege to serve in this great Parliament, in the great
traditions of this Parliament dating back 150 years.
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Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ballarat East

It is an absolute honour and privilege to serve in this
Parliament. It is an absolute honour and privilege to be
elected to this place by the people in the electorate in
which you serve. They are the people who decide who
comes to this place, and they are the people who
ultimately have the sanction about whether people are
re-elected to this place. It is a very significant issue if
this Parliament seeks to usurp that situation.
Therefore I say again that it is absolutely imperative
that this house acts with fairness and justice with
respect to consideration of the penalty to be applied to
the member for Frankston. I repeat that it should not be
about what is in the political interests of either side of
this house. It should not be about our judgement of the
personality of the person concerned. This is not a
political Star Chamber or the Big Brother house. This is
the Parliament of Victoria, and that ought to be the
ultimate respect we have. It is what is in the best
interests of the parliamentary democracy of this state.
Consideration must be based on the long experience
and tradition of the Westminster system of
parliamentary democracy in Victoria, in Australia and
in Westminster itself.
In those contexts it is very important that we look at the
precedent of similar cases in Australia and across the
world where there have been allegations and even
admissions of misuse of parliamentary resources and
what action has been taken in those cases. Let us have a
look at some of the cases in Australia. I refer to the
Australian of 17 September 2013:
Julia Gillard wrote a personal cheque for $4243 to the
Department of Finance because her partner, Tim Mathieson,
had misused her taxpayer-funded car to drive around Victoria
selling shampoo and other hair-care products in breach of
parliamentary rules.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray!
Dr NAPTHINE — The article goes on to say — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to
continue.
Mr Howard interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ballarat
East will leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Ballarat East withdrew
from chamber.
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Debate resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Further, the article
goes on to say:
The $4243 repayment by Ms Gillard indicates her office
estimated Mr Mathieson had driven several thousand
kilometres while pursuing his commercial interests in the
private-plated car, which was wholly funded by the
commonwealth.

We can also refer to the Sydney Morning Herald of
8 October 2013, where it says:
… Labor frontbencher Mark Dreyfus has admitted to billing
taxpayers for a ski trip to Perisher.
The shadow Attorney-General said he will repay $466 for
two nights accommodation he claimed in August
2011 … after incorrectly claiming travel expenses.

I refer to an article in the Australian of 16 October
2013, which says:
Labor factional warlord Don Farrell has repaid almost $900
he claimed from taxpayers to attend last year’s AFL Grand
Final because his trip had already been paid for by a grocery
firm.

I refer to the Herald Sun of 24 January 2011, which
says:
The Herald Sun reveals 65 federal MPs have repaid air fares
and car transport in the past five years — many after being
caught out abusing an entitlements scheme …
Sustainability and population minister Tony Burke made
15 separate repayments involving family travel, totalling
almost $7000.

There were people on both sides of the house in the
federal Parliament who were involved in these
repayments. But the point I make is that the Leader of
the Opposition and the Labor Party in Victoria did not
at any stage call for Julia Gillard, Tony Burke or any
other members to be expelled from the federal
Parliament in relation to those repayments. The point I
make is that you need fair, just and appropriate
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penalties, and they need to be consistent with precedent,
not imposed for political expediency.
I refer to the Herald Sun of 24 May 2000 and an article
headed ‘MP’s vehicle a getaway car’, which says:
A Labor MP’s taxpayer-funded car doubled as a getaway
vehicle in a shoplifting spree pulled off by his ex-wife.
Melbourne West MLC Sang Nguyen’s parliamentary car was
found by police loaded with stolen goods which they said
were taken from a range of shops —

and it was found at the Glen shopping centre in Glen
Waverley.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. Government members!
Dr NAPTHINE — The point I make is that there
needs to be consistency in how we deal with these
matters, not political expediency. There need to be fair,
just and appropriate penalties for the wrongdoing.
There need to be serious penalties for wrongdoing, but
they need to be fair, just and appropriate and not based
on political expediency.
An example in Westminster was reported on BBC
News on 4 February 2010 under the heading ‘MPs told
to repay £1.1 million expenses’. The article says:
MPs should repay £1.12 million of their second home
expenses, an audit of claims dating back to 2004 has said.
Sir Thomas Legg recommended that 389 MPs, more than half
the current and past MPs reviewed, should repay £1.3 million.

What we find from looking at that circumstance is that
a number of those members resigned their positions in
government and opposition, a number did not recontest
the election, a few faced criminal charges and some
were suspended by the Parliament, but none were
expelled by the House of Commons — not one of those
389 MPs. What we need to do is look at the examples
from across the world and in Australia to make sure we
have a fair, just and appropriate penalty.
For the situation in the House of Commons, which is
the father or mother of this Parliament, we can look at
an article by Christopher Hope, Whitehall editor, in the
Daily Telegraph of 6 February 2010, which says:
Expelling an MP is highly unusual …
The last MP to be expelled —

from the House of Commons —
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was in 1954 when Peter Baker, Conservative MP for South
Norfolk, was thrown out after being convicted of forgery and
sentenced to seven years in prison.

The point I make is that expulsion, which some people
are arguing for in this case, is a very serious matter and
should not be done lightly. In fact the extreme penalty
of expelling somebody from Parliament should only be
done in the most extreme circumstances. It should not
be done for political expediency, and it should not be
based on a member of Parliament’s personality — and
it has not been used in Victoria since 1901.
If we look at the advice we are receiving from expert
commentators, we see an article in the Australian today
under the heading ‘Expulsion of elected MP a bridge
too far — Democracy would be the loser if Geoff Shaw
is kicked out’, written by Greg Craven, the
vice-chancellor of the Australian Catholic University,
who has expertise in government and constitutional
law. That article says:
According to media reports, he is quixotic, unpredictable and
difficult. These seem to be his good points.
But when it comes to expelling him from Parliament, enough
is enough. Personality flaws are one thing; democracy
another.
The ostensible reason for pursuing Shaw is his alleged misuse
of a government petrol card. Problematic, but hardly a
force 10 on the Eddie Obeid scale of tectonic malfeasance.
…
But when we get to the point of throwing uncongenial
politicians out of Parliament altogether we are dangerously
close to the days of Cromwell, purging the House of
Commons for supposed corruption and moral turpitude.

In an interview with the ABC on Lateline on 5 June,
Hamish Fitzsimmons, the interviewer, said:
It’s not certain that expelling an MP is legally possible and
constitutional law expert Greg Taylor doesn’t believe the
punishment fits the crime.

Then Greg Taylor, who is an associate professor in the
faculty of law at Monash University, said:
That would be an absurd outcome, far out of proportion to
any offence that he might be thought to have committed.
Members of Parliament have been expelled in the past. The
latest case I know of is in 1969 … but that was for really
serious stuff like being suspected of bribing a judge and
making up evidence.

In an article in the Australian of 6 June, it is reported
that:
Swinburne University of Technology politics professor Brian
Costar said Labor would take an extraordinary step by
pushing for Mr Shaw’s expulsion and risked a backlash.
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‘It’s vindictive’, Professor Costar said.
‘He hasn’t murdered anybody — it’s 6000 bucks.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. The Leader of the Opposition will have his
chance in a moment.
Dr NAPTHINE — Indeed, when we look at
experienced political commentators who have studied
these matters for some time, we see views that are
similar across the political spectrum. In the Age today,
11 June, Josh Gordon writes:
In terms of an appropriate sanction, Denis Napthine was
probably on solid ground. Shaw is being ordered to repay
$5220.75 to cover the mileage chalked up through the
improper use of his vehicle, plus $1617.69 as an add-on fine.
Shaw will also be humiliatingly — —

Mr Wynne interjected.
Debate interrupted.

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

MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
Debate resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — The article continues:
Shaw will also be humiliatingly named by the Speaker, forced
to apologise to the Parliament and the people of Victoria, and
suspended for 11 sitting days until September 2, costing him
about $3600 in lost pay. If he fails to comply he will be
expelled.

The article further says:
Napthine has also avoided setting what would be a dangerous
precedent for Parliament.

At the other end of the spectrum, Andrew Bolt wrote in
the Herald Sun:
Our political class is getting dangerously arrogant in deciding
who is allowed to speak. Another state Parliament — this
time Victoria’s — is thinking of sacking one of its members,
this time just for being obnoxious and submitting dodgy
expenses.
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This isn’t how democracy should work.

This is a serious matter. The misuse of taxpayers funds
is an extremely serious matter. It is clear that the
member for Frankston must be held to account for his
wrongdoing, but it is vitally important under the
traditions of our parliamentary democracy — traditions
that go back several hundred years in Westminster and
almost 200 years here — that when we deal with this
matter we do it fairly and justly, based on the merits of
the case, not on our perceptions of personalities and not
on political expediency.
I believe this motion puts forward a penalty that is fair,
just and appropriate to the actual wrongdoing. It is not
based on politics, not based on personality and not
based on individual benefit to any member of this
house; it is about this house doing its duty under the
parliamentary system, upholding the traditions of the
Parliament and looking at, as I have done through my
presentation, the precedents in the Australian
Parliament, in the Westminster system and in this
house, where there is unfortunately a track record of
misuse of parliamentary resources by members on all
sides of politics. In each and every one of those cases
nobody argued for the house to expel that person and
overrule the democratically elected position that was
put forward.
The vital situation here is to make sure that the penalty
is fair, just and appropriate and that it is based on
precedent. It is also absolutely essential that the penalty
is enforceable and that the penalty will stick so that
there are consequences for the member for Frankston if
he fails to adhere to the decisions of this house. I
believe that this motion before this house achieves
those laudable and high objectives. I believe it provides
a mechanism to deal with the wrongdoing of the
member for Frankston — an effective mechanism, a
mechanism that is fair, just and appropriate, a
mechanism that is enforceable and a mechanism that is
consistent with the traditions of the parliamentary
democracy in this house and in Westminster systems
across the world.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — If
anyone wants to know why ours is regarded as the
lowest profession, then simply look at the conduct of
the member for Frankston and the Premier’s protection
of him. If anyone in this chamber wants to know why
we are regarded as being for the public purse instead of
the public good, if anyone in this chamber wants to
know why we are held in such low regard by the
hardworking people of this great state, then look no
further than the conduct of the member for Frankston
and the Premier’s protection of him via this motion.
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The Premier says this motion was carefully drafted. We
will return to that in a few moments. It is this sort of
conduct, this sort of weakness, this apologising for the
member for Frankston that sums up this Premier, sums
up this government and sums up, sadly, why the
community has lost faith in us as a class of person —
all of us — and, what is more, lost faith in this chamber
and the institution of this Parliament.
The Premier’s presentation was littered with
inconsistencies and littered with the notions of strength
and of doing the right thing. At the outset I remind all
honourable members and all Victorians that it has taken
the best part of 19 months for us to arrive at this
position. Only after the member for Frankston indicated
he would withdraw his support from this Premier is the
Premier, in complete fulfilment of the great saying
‘There is nothing like a convert’, prepared to act and
prepared to ensure that no wrongdoing goes
unpunished. The Premier is prepared to make sure — I
should not have to refer to my notes, because we have
heard it so many times today — that punishments are
‘fair, just and appropriate’.
Apparently one can only take the most extreme action if
a murder has been committed, if there has been some
other piece of absolute malfeasance at the highest of
high standards or if it is September. That is the great
arbiter of what sort of penalty should be applied,
because timing is everything. If the member for
Frankston were appropriately punished and an
appropriate penalty were levied upon him — that is to
say, if he were expelled from this house, which is
exactly what should occur, for his completely
inappropriate behaviour and for putting his private
interests and profits ahead of his public duty and the
public trust placed in him by the good people of
Frankston — there would be every expectation that a
by-election would be held.
Captain Courageous over there, the Premier — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the Leader of
the Opposition that I made it very clear that members
should be referred to by their correct titles.
Mr ANDREWS — The Premier then, Speaker,
fearful of a by-election — —

2037

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

MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
Debate resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) —
Fearful of the people of Frankston, the Premier is
determined not, as he would have us believe, to punish
fairly, justly and appropriately the member for
Frankston; he is intent on making sure that no
by-election is conducted in Frankston. That is what
drives this allegedly carefully drafted motion that does
little more than give the member for Frankston a slap
on the wrist, docks him 11 days pay and leaves him
with all the entitlements, the pay, the allowances and
eligibility for severance. It gives him a $163 000 slap
on the wrist. It is no golden handshake, it is a golden
bear hug. That is what it is. It is not dictated by the
Premier’s alleged commitment to fairness and to
justice.
The Premier has no shame when it comes to these
things. He has done nothing. He has spoken barely a
word of criticism against the member for Frankston.
But the moment the member for Frankston says, ‘I have
had enough of your government that bears no relation
to the government fairly and squarely elected three and
a half years ago’, suddenly the Premier is about fairness
and justice and being appropriate — but only in
September. This is transparent, and it is central to the
reason why the people of this great state have such low
regard for us as parliamentarians and politicians. The
conduct of the member for Frankston, the protection of
the member for Frankston by the Premier and the
Premier’s very recent conversion, motivated by
self-interest and nothing more, to hold the member for
Frankston to account for appalling behaviour, as found
by the Ombudsman, are a reflection — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
Debate interrupted.

Mr ANDREWS — Well, that is the fact of these
matters, that the Premier has only been motivated by
self-interest. That is why he has not spoken one word
against the member for Frankston but has been happy
to deal with member for Frankston one on one in
meetings, in texting back and forth, on the phone, in
relation to all sorts of agreements around supply and
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confidence and in rewriting the laws of this state. He
has been happy to accede to demands, despite his
protestations last week.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I am only quoting the Premier.
The Deputy Premier might want to look at the tape. I
would never want to misquote the Premier; his error
can live on. I am happy for that to occur.
The issue here is that the Premier has been motivated
by one thing and one thing only, and that is his survival.
If decency, fairness, accountability, the public trust, the
public good, and saying no to the abuse of the public
purse were motivations for the Premier, then he would
not have waited until the member for Frankston went
on ABC radio 774 and said, ‘I have had enough of this
Premier’ before speaking up and making the case that
the member for Frankston had acted appallingly. The
Premier says, ‘I only just received the report’. I am not
sure whether Hansard got that. The report was tabled at
the end of the previous sitting week, and the Premier
spent the entire weekend and the Monday, indicating,
‘Well, we will need to get advice, and I see no reason
why this matter needs to be dealt with before the winter
break’. There we are, back to September again, you see,
Speaker. So confident is the government of support in
Frankston that the Premier will do anything to avoid
being subject to the views of the people of Frankston.
There was talk about legal advice. We have seen none
of that legal advice. We have had journalists quoted.
We have had conservative commentators — I think it is
fair to say that — quoted. We have had quotes from the
UK. We have had all sorts of material dressed up as
expert opinion, but where is this advice? Where is this
legal advice that holds that it would be unsafe to apply
an appropriate sanction to the member for Frankston,
unless it is in September? Where is that advice that says
it would be not only inappropriate and unprecedented
but could be open to legal challenge? Where is that
advice? Where is that advice for the consumption and
consideration of every member of this house and indeed
every Victorian? Again, so confident is it in this legal
opinion, apparently paid for by the taxpayer — sought
by the government and secured by the government —
that the government will not come forward and give us
a look at it; it will not table it and make it publicly
available. That is because this is not a legal strategy;
this is a political strategy. This is not a strategy about
probity; it is a strategy about politics. It is not a strategy
about representation; it is a strategy about apologising
for rorting. That is what it is. It is not a strategy put
forward by the government that is about the highest of
standards or punishment; it is about protection. That is
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exactly what this is: it is about protection, plain and
simple.
Let us have a look at what the member for Frankston
actually did. The Premier skated around a few of these
issues and used a few terms to describe it, albeit tough
talk by the Premier’s pretty low standards. There was
deafening silence from the Premier on the conduct of
the member for Frankston for every single day of his
premiership, until the day the member for Frankston
said, ‘I might end your premiership’, when the Premier
then found his voice. It is a mere coincidence, no doubt,
Speaker!
The Ombudsman found in what is one of the most
damning reports you would ever want to read, that there
had been a systematic abuse of entitlements and
resources, that there had been a wilful abuse of
entitlements and resources. The Ombudsman found that
the member for Frankston fundamentally had a warped
view of his public duty and his private interests. In
regard to those things provided to him as an extension
or as a key feature of his membership of this house, his
having been duly elected — and no-one questions
that — the Ombudsman found in regard to those
entitlements and resources that are only for a member
of Parliament, such is the unique position and the great
honour that we enjoy, and the Premier and I could agree
on that, that the member for Frankston fundamentally
misunderstood that there was a very clear line between
his duties and obligations to this place, his electorate
and the laws of this state and his private for-profit
commercial interests.
The Ombudsman has gone into great detail. Despite the
fact that I have 30 minutes available to speak in this
debate today, I cannot run through each and every one
of the breaches; I simply cannot. The member for
Frankston driving the car himself to Sale was found to
be a breach of the guidelines, found to be a rort. It is as
simple as that. The report then goes on to detail a litany
of other trips: interstate trips, trips conducted right
across Australia and across Victoria without any sense
of parliamentary function and without any sense of
parliamentary duty or responsibility. There was
absolutely no connection between the Parliament of
Victoria and the member for Frankston’s own use of his
entitlements or their use by his staff members for which
he had made provision. We got to a position where the
member for Frankston’s only defence was, ‘Well if
cars, vehicles owned by my company’ — or
‘companies’, because both were involved — ‘were in
for a service, I would give the car to my employees,
because if the company cars were in for a service they
might need the use of a vehicle to get to and from
work’.
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That is an interesting proposition, and there are
problems with it. The member for Frankston signed the
logbook with hundreds and hundreds of kilometres.
That is not a short trip from home, unless he is
submitting that his staff lived in Sale and the workplace
was in Frankston, Warrnambool, Wagga Wagga,
Adelaide, Lakes Entrance or any of the many other
places to which that vehicle provided to the member for
Frankston — not the owner of a company, but the
member for Frankston — travelled. There is no
connection whatsoever between that use and the
Parliament. These people were not staff of the member
for Frankston; they were not staff of the Parliament.
We all know, as does the Ombudsman, that there was
no personal use in this. This vehicle was used expressly
for the member for Frankston’s profit, not for the profit
of this state, the public good or the public in any sense.
This was the systematic rorting of entitlements for
personal profit and gain; as simple as that. They are the
findings of the Ombudsman and the findings that any
reasonable person not blinded by their own political
survival would make — not after 19 months, and not
after 15 or 16 months as the Premier. They are the
conclusions that ought to have been arrived at by a
reasonable person back in October 2012 when we
spoke about this matter in this house — or at least I did,
when I arrived at those conclusions. I have stuck fast to
those conclusions. This is rorting, plain and simple.
The month in which we take action against the member
for Frankston should not determine what penalty we
apply to him. This is wrong; it is why we are so lowly
regarded by this great state and its people. It is a very
poor reflection on the Premier that he is only motivated
to act against the member for Frankston when it is an
‘I’d better get him before he gets me’ outcome, despite
the clear findings of the Ombudsman and even the
Privileges Committee — which I will come to in a
moment. I thought this Parliament was a bit better than
that, and I reckon the Victorian people might have
thought that the Parliament was a bit better than that.
They might even have thought that the Premier was a
bit better than that, but he has proven them wrong.
If we look at comments not just from the Ombudsman
but from the staff of the member for Frankston — not
his staff in connection with his parliamentary duties but
his staff at the hardware store — here is what they had
to say:
The only vehicle he had provided to me was the
parliamentary one, and I was continuing to … run the
business on a day-to-day basis.

It was not trips to home and to work; this was a
continuing arrangement. That staff member also said:

2039

He … told me that, if anyone asked me about it, I was to say I
had the car for private use.

That level of conspiracy and intent renders completely
useless many of the parallels that the Premier sought to
draw with others. They ought to be accountable for
their conduct, and let us hope they are; in fact many of
them were. But the level of planning, deceit and frankly
conspiracy around this misuse of taxpayers money —
Mr PAKULA — The failure to disclose.
Mr ANDREWS — and the failure to disclose, as
the shadow Attorney-General points out, renders those
rather feeble attempts at finding some bedfellows in
inappropriate conduct for the member for Frankston
absolutely irrelevant.
Another staff member said:
Mr Shaw went off at me for not using the parliamentary
card —

the fuel card.
So … we refilled a … Southern Cross Hardware … car using
the fuel card.

That was a private vehicle refilled with a public fuel
card provided expressly for the purpose of running a
parliamentary car for private or parliamentary business,
not for commercial business — not for the business of
making money, not for the business of making profit
and not for the business of lining your own pockets.
That this obvious fact has only become clear to the
Premier in the last week or so is a pretty poor reflection
on the Premier, I would have to say.
That staff member went on further to say:
I specifically recall Mr Shaw asking me to reverse back from
the pump so the service station operator could not take the
registration number.

That is further evidence that this was not one incident;
it was repeated. This was not one mistake; it was a
litany, indeed a strategy, of misuse, malfeasance,
inappropriate behaviour, rorting or whatever term you
want to use. That is what the behaviour constitutes,
which is something the Premier has only become aware
of in the last week or so.
I want to pose a question: what if a staff member of this
Parliament had behaved that way — not a member of
Parliament but one of the attendants, a clerk, someone
who works in the garden or someone who works in the
catering department? What if someone else, a staff
member in this building, had misused a credit card or a
vehicle, not just for their private pleasure but for their
commercial interests, such as a part-time job they had
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on the side or for another venture that they were
involved in? I am pretty confident, and I think all
fair-minded members of this house would join me in
saying, that there would be every expectation that that
member of staff would be dismissed. That member of
staff would be expelled from this workplace and dealt
with appropriately. The month that they were dealt with
would not matter and nor would their political
allegiance. It would be clear to everyone from
departmental heads through to managers that that
person had done the wrong thing.
Indeed we have seen examples across the public sector
of people in senior positions, and others in less senior
positions, who have been dismissed or have resigned
knowing that their position was untenable for much less
than the member for Frankston got up to. They have
gone; they have done the right thing. They did not have
to be pushed or forced. In many respects the matter was
not for them — they were dismissed immediately. If it
is good enough for a staff member of this Parliament, if
it is good enough for a public servant in that traditional
sense of the term, then why is it not good enough for a
servant of the public?
If it is good enough for a member of staff in this
Parliament to go for doing what the member for
Frankston did, or even perhaps less, why is it not the
same? Why is it not good enough for the member for
Frankston to be expelled from this workplace for
having brought dishonour on all of us, regardless of
what political party we are from, regardless of what
electorate we represent, regardless of how long we have
been here, regardless of what motivates us and
regardless of what burns inside us? The member for
Frankston has defamed all of us, and he ought to be
dealt with by all of us, not to suit our own political
purposes and not in an act of conversion but in an act of
conscience, an act of decency, an act of character,
might I say, and an act of leadership — a concept
foreign to the Premier, because he became offended by
this conduct only after the member for Frankston said,
‘Well, you know what? I’ve had enough of you’. It was
only at that point that the Premier thought that this
matter could not wait until after the winter break. It was
only at that point that the Premier thought we had to be
fair, just and appropriate — but not too appropriate!
Mr Merlino — And not too early.
Mr ANDREWS — And not too early! ‘We have to
act on this, We have to do all this wonderful work,
Speaker. We have to hurry around, convincing people
that we are tough on the member for Frankston, but not
too quickly, and not too much and not too well!’. That
is the issue here. The Premier is paralysed to act
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appropriately on the member for Frankston, and this
motion shows it.
The Privileges Committee majority report, which is a
complete and utter whitewash, finds as a matter of fact
that, ‘Yes, of course the member for Frankston did it
all’, but it could not find him wilful. It could not find
that he did it on purpose. It could only find that he was
‘not diligent’. ‘Not diligent’ is not doing a spellcheck.
‘Not diligent’ is not returning a phone call. It does not
apply to rorting wilfully and systematically and
working on your alibi as well. It does not apply to
giving instructions to the staff you have told to misuse
the resources — ‘If anyone asks, make sure you say it’s
for private use’ — as if that works anyway! How is
going to and from work the responsibility of taxpayers?
How is the member for Frankston’s commercial staff
getting to and from work a matter for any of our
constituents? He did not just give them the line to run if
they were ever queried. The member for Frankston also
told them how to drive in — how to back the vehicle up
so that the security camera did not see what he was
doing. So confident was he that he was doing the right
thing that he did not want anyone to film it.
Even if I had 3 hours I could not run through all the
quotes out of the Ombudsman’s report, the majority
report of the Privileges Committee and indeed the
minority report — a report its authors can be proud of,
as opposed to the alleged first law officer of our state,
the Treasurer and all the people who have been thrown
under the bus by the Premier, junking, effectively, their
whitewashed majority report in favour of desperate
survival action as a tactic to survive, not a tactic to do
the principled thing, the right thing and the thing that
every Victorian ought to be able to expect of their
leader. The Premier has not done that at all. He has
thrown these servants of the government — and that is
what they are in this work, servants of the government
and its majority — under the bus, as it were.
The minority report, however, has some integrity. The
majority report most certainly does not have any
integrity, having ignored legal advice provided because
it did not suit the purposes of government members of
the committee, having taken the most charitable
interpretation of intent and the burden of proof you
could possibly summon and having whitewashed what
the member for Frankston did. The minority report, on
the other hand, calls this out for what it is: a wilful,
deliberate, persistent, consistent, strategic rort. That is
what it is — a rort, plain and simple, and one that
constitutes without any doubt at all to any fair-minded
member of this chamber and indeed every Victorian a
contempt of this Parliament and, what is more, a
contempt of the people of Victoria.
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The member for Frankston was not sent to this place to
run his small business out of the pockets of taxpayers.
This is the great irony. The party of small business —
those who sit opposite — thinks it is fine for the
member for Frankston to run his small business like no
other small business in Victoria. It can be run on the
taxpayer. And that only becomes a problem — that
rorting, that fundamental breach of trust — when the
member for Frankston suggests that he might end his
arrangement with this dysfunctional, chaotic,
circus-like government and this Premier, chosen by
no-one other than the member for Frankston. That is
when all this became a problem. That is when fairness
and justice and appropriate penalties, especially in
September, became what was needed.
What is needed is an appropriate penalty for the worst
behaviour we have seen for a very long time — the
rorting of the member for Frankston. What is needed is
an appropriate penalty and an appropriate recognition
that we in this Parliament will not settle for the slur that
the member for Frankston’s conduct poses to all of us,
that we in this Parliament will not settle for
fundamentally failing the people of this great state with
a standards and the example that we set, that we will
not settle for a protection racket for the member for
Frankston and that instead we will do the right thing
and expel the member for Frankston from this chamber
once and for all. We will not celebrate the fact that in
September all the news crews will be out the front
again. The gallery will be packed. There might even be
queuing to get in here, and the member for Frankston
will strut in, I am sure, and let us all know that he is
back, and the circus will continue — a circus, a
government that bears no relation to the government
fairly and squarely elected three and a half years ago. It
is a circus — the dysfunctional, chaotic shambles
opposite — that is not the government Victorians voted
for nor the government Victorians need.
We ought to take action once and for all on the member
for Frankston, not because it is expedient, not because it
is about personalities, not because it is about politics but
because it is about probity. It is about probity and
decency. It is about doing the right thing and being
consistent. That is what it is about. There is no place for
the member for Frankston and his rorting in the
Parliament of Victoria, and I accordingly move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house finds that
Mr Shaw is guilty of contempt of the Parliament, and that he
be therefore immediately expelled from this house’.

I have provided that amendment to the Clerk in
accordance with the usual practice.
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When this debate comes to a conclusion I hope that
members — all members, because all members will be
accountable for how they vote on this amendment —
search their conscience, not just for their own political
survival but for the sake of decency and for the sake of
honouring rather than betraying the public trust that is
placed on all of us. I hope honourable members do the
right thing and join with me in expelling the member
for Frankston from this house, because there is no place
for the member for Frankston and his rorting in this
great chamber, in this great Parliament and in this great
state of Victoria.
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — In
the 10 minutes available to me I wish to make a number
of points. The first is that the report from the Privileges
Committee regarding these matters pertaining to
Mr Shaw was tabled in this place on the last sitting day
of the previous sitting week. We are now in a position
where, having given notice of today’s motion
yesterday, which was the first sitting day of the
immediate sitting week following that in which the
report was tabled, we are in the course of debating the
motion. Any proposition as advanced by the Leader of
the Opposition that we are in some way seeking to
delay all of this is preposterous.
A further point to make is that there are two essential
issues in matters of this order. The first of those is the
question of guilt or innocence. The second is the
question of the penalty to be applied. On the first, there
is no doubt about the fact that the member for
Frankston breached the code of conduct in the manner
which is set out in the report from the Privileges
Committee. There is broad agreement about that issue
in all its aspects across the whole of the Parliament. The
Leader of the Opposition spent considerable time
arguing the case, as it were, for guilt or innocence. The
Parliament accepts that there has been a wrongdoing on
the part of the member for Frankston — indeed, a
grievous wrongdoing in the sense of the great
disservice he has done to all Victorians and to this place
in particular — but the issue of primary consideration is
the question of the proper penalty which ought to be
applied to the member for Frankston.
Edward Findley, a Labor member for Melbourne, was
expelled from this Parliament on 25 June 1901, his
third day in the chamber. Mr Findley was accused of
seditious libel. In the 113 subsequent years no-one has
been expelled from the service of this Parliament. It has
not happened. Therefore, by definition, expulsion of a
member from this Parliament by the Parliament is
obviously at the absolute, utter and extreme end of any
penalty to be provided. There is no in-between. There is
no lesser. It is the ultimate penalty to be applied. Yet
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113 years have passed since the previous occasion
when there was an expulsion, and those events have not
occurred again. Surely that demonstrates the
extraordinary gravity which applies to the notion of
anybody actually being expelled from this place.
Further, in many circumstances, particularly judicially,
one talks about the punishment fitting the crime. The
practical fact is that in this case there was no crime. The
Ombudsman conducted investigations; the police laid
charges and then withdrew them. This member has
never been found guilty of a crime. It is true, without a
shadow of a doubt, that he has breached the code of
conduct — that is the absolute fact — but he has not
committed a crime. Therefore the issue becomes the
proper penalty that ought to be applied to a member of
this place who has breached the code of conduct that
applies to all of us.
The next point to be made is this: the suspension as
proposed by this motion is the harshest penalty, as I
understand it, which has been sought to be applied to a
member of this place since those events of 1901,
113 years ago. This contemplates 11 days of
suspension, being named, a monetary penalty, an
inability to access interstate and overseas travel
entitlements and an apology having to be given by the
member to the house and to the people of Victoria.
Most importantly, in my view, the motion contemplates
that the future of what is to happen in relation to the
member will now rest squarely and quite properly in his
hands. If he comes back in here on 2 September and if
the matters he is called upon to deal with are dealt with,
then the penalty will have been applied and satisfied. If
he does not, he then exposes himself to being expelled
from this Parliament.
Therefore I believe that the future of these events lies
quite rightly within the hands of the member. The
Parliament is imposing a series of sanctions that we
have not seen in this place for 113 years. It is now in
the hands of the member for Frankston as to what will
actually happen. Ultimately that is right because the
member was elected to this place by the people of
Frankston, so ultimately it is the people of Frankston
who should determine whether this member stays or
goes. If the series of sanctions set out in this motion are
given effect, the people of Frankston will have that
opportunity, subject to the member for Frankston
complying with the various sanctions as set out.
There is no doubt that the propositions set out in the
motion are tougher than those recommended by the
majority of the committee, but that is simply because
the conduct of the member for Frankston requires that it
be so. You cannot treat this Parliament, the committee
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and the processes in which it engages, the members of
that committee and, most importantly of all, the people
of Victoria with the absolute disdain and lack of
remorse which has been exhibited by the member for
Frankston and expect to do those things with impunity.
As opposed to that circumstance, the propositions now
before the house reflect the fact that the member for
Frankston has conducted himself in the manner that has
occurred since the committee’s report was tabled.
Insofar as other comparisons with other jurisdictions
are concerned, the Premier has gone through many of
them. To take the point raised by the Leader of the
Opposition that some degree of profit should be
associated with the manner in which this is all viewed, I
simply refer again to Mr Tim Mathieson, who drove
around in the electorate vehicle of a former Prime
Minister over a period of time, conducting a business
by selling shampoo out of the boot, no doubt for profit.
He did it all in circumstances where the Prime Minister
wrote out a cheque for $4243 and the whole thing went
away. I also refer, by way of another example of
penalties that have been applied, to the findings of the
report undertaken by Sir Thomas Legg into the English
system, as referred to in the Daily Mail of 5 February
2010, which says:
Half the cabinet — including Gordon Brown — were told to
hand back money. The Prime Minister topped the list, being
told to repay £12 888 in cleaning costs, decorating charges he
claimed twice and garden maintenance.

All of this bespeaks again that nothing was done by
way of the expulsion of that member or any of the
others involved in that investigation.
On a further point, the motion calls for these issues to
do with leaks from the committee to be investigated by
the police. This is important. Self-evidently this has not
happened on this side of the house, because we have
advanced this element of the motion — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Melton
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will leave the house for half an hour.
Honourable member for Melton withdrew from
chamber.
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people we represent. I want no part of that, and the
Labor Party does not want any part of that.

Debate resumed.
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) —
This has nothing to do with media reporting, what was
written by the media or otherwise. It has nothing to do
with that. This is all about the question of where those
leaks came from. We are entitled as members of
Parliament to know where those leaks came from, and
the police investigation is intended to achieve that end.
What we have seen here — and it was exhibited again
today — is a Leader of the Opposition who has been
blundering around these issues instead of focusing on
the matter that is central to the question of what penalty
should be applied. What we have before the chamber is
a carefully considered motion that has been properly
balanced and is proportionate in terms of what it
suggests by way of sanctions to be adopted by the
house that are appropriate to the member for Frankston.
The member for Frankston was elected by the people of
Frankston, and they should have the final say in
determining what his future will be. This is the toughest
series of sanctions proposed in this place in the last
113 years. It is quite appropriate, therefore, that these
sanctions be adopted by the house. Of course, if the
member for Frankston chooses not to abide by these,
then he faces the prospect of expulsion from this place.
That is the way it should be, and I commend the motion
to the house.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — We have a rare and
important opportunity today for the Parliament to take a
stand on standards of behaviour. This is an opportunity
for the Parliament to set a marker that places us with the
people of Victoria, not above them. The member for
Frankston is a rorter who wilfully misused money for
personal commercial gain. We need to get one thing
straight: in the Victorian public service that behaviour
would see him sacked. In the private sector such misuse
of company funds would see him sacked. In any other
line of work the member for Frankston would be
sacked. Yes, this debate is extraordinary; and yes, it is a
significant thing to expel a member of Parliament. But
if the view of those opposite is that the sanction of
expulsion does not fit the crime, then the government
will be saying to the people of Victoria, ‘The behaviour
of the member for Frankston may well be a sacking
offence outside of this place, but in the Parliament of
Victoria we will set a lower standard, thank you very
much’. If we do not find the member for Frankston in
contempt of the Parliament and expel him immediately,
we will effectively have set lower standards of
behaviour for ourselves and placed ourselves above the

It is a privilege to serve in this place. Such is the honour
and responsibility of serving that, if anything, a higher
standard of behaviour should be demanded of us and
displayed by us. The member for Frankston has never
understood that, and he never will. The member
Frankston has disgraced this Parliament, and the
protection racket run by the Premier and his
government is equally weak and reprehensible. The
proposal by the Premier will continue this circus for
months. The Premier had an opportunity to match his
tough words with action, and he squibbed it. That is not
leadership, it is weakness. It is not punishment, it is
appeasement. It is driven by fear of a by-election in
Frankston. We will all be back here in September,
conveniently too late to give the people of Frankston a
real voice. According to the Premier, it is only
appropriate to expel a member if they have committed
murder or if it is September 2014. This is driven by a
pathetic unwillingness to properly deal with the person
who installed him in the Premier’s seat. The Premier’s
wet lettuce offering ensures that the member for
Frankston will not be sanctioned but will be rewarded
with a $163 000 golden handshake and a ‘Thank you
for your services’.
The member for Frankston’s behaviour was no one-off
mistake. It was wilful misuse of his entitlements over
an extended period of time. Let us go back to the
Ombudsman’s report. The Ombudsman found — that
is, he independently verified — that the member used
and allowed others to use his parliamentary vehicle for
commercial gain time and again. On 21 February 2011
employee Mr A used the member’s vehicle on a
commercial trip to Warrnambool. On 21 April it was
used by the member for Frankston on a commercial trip
to Sale. Throughout May a number of commercial trips
were made to New South Wales and country Victoria,
and between October and December 2011 Mr B used
the vehicle for commercial trips.
The Privileges Committee, the Parliament’s ethics
committee, also investigated the rorting of the member
for Frankston. The majority report was the whitewash
and the rort that we expected it to be. Despite the
damning Ombudsman’s report and despite the
committee receiving legal advice from
Lander & Rogers that a finding of contempt of
Parliament could be made. That legal advice outlines
the obligations of lawyers to their clients — that is,
people in a position of responsibility. The advice to the
committee is:
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… breaches committed over a period of time can, in the light
of the relevant circumstances, be so substantial and reckless
and show such complete indifference on the part of the
solicitor to his important obligations to his clients and to the
public, as to amount to wilful failure.
For these reasons, we are of the view that indifference or
reckless carelessness as to a member’s obligations under the
ROI act is sufficient to constitute ‘wilfulness’ for the purposes
of section 9 of the ROI act.

That is contempt of this Parliament.
Let us go back to that trip to Warrnambool —
694 kilometres. The member for Frankston signed a
fringe benefits tax form. When he was asked by the
Ombudsman if it ever occurred to him that that was
slightly more than travelling to and from home and
work, the member for Frankston said:
I can’t recall, but I suppose I wasn’t fussed.

Let us go back to the legal advice: complete
indifference or reckless carelessness constituting
wilfulness and a contempt of Parliament. The Liberal
and Nationals ministers ignored that advice and
produced a pathetically weak response. They found that
the member was not in contempt and that he did
nothing particularly wrong. Were those Liberal and
Nationals ministers under instruction? I challenge the
Attorney-General to get up on his feet and enter this
debate. They have some explaining to do.
What we have witnessed from the other side has been a
mutual protection racket. Those opposite made a
choice: they chose the member for Frankston over their
own leader and Premier. With the member for
Frankston’s approval they necked the former Premier.
The current Premier is only Premier because he was the
choice of the member for Frankston. Those opposite
now understand — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Monbulk that this is a narrow debate and
that he should keep his remarks to the two reports. I ask
the member for Monbulk to come back to the debate on
the motion.
Mr MERLINO — Perhaps you were not listening
to the Premier’s contribution, Deputy Speaker. Those
opposite understand the bitter reality — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Monbulk will not be disrespectful to the Chair.
When I call order, order must prevail. When I ask the
member to come back to the motion, he must come
back to the motion, and he must not dispute my call.
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Mr MERLINO — This protection racket is a deal.
Those opposite now understand the bitter reality that
when you make a deal with the likes of the member for
Frankston there is no end to the chaos. It is like an
insatiable beast. A Premier is gone, the minister
responsible for IBAC is gone, the Speaker is
gone — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Monbulk knows that this motion goes to the two
reports. He is straying from the two reports. I ask the
member for Monbulk to restrict his points to the two
reports. If he does not do that, I will ask him to sit
down.
Mr MERLINO — What do we hear from those
opposite? Appeasement, appeasement, appeasement.
Enough is enough. Today we have an opportunity to
take a stand. It is within the Parliament’s power. It is
the right thing to do. The member for Frankston has
brought only disgrace to this Parliament. He rorted
taxpayers for commercial gain — behaviour that is
rightfully and immediately sackable outside of this
place. The member for Frankston should be expelled.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — The
motion before us today looks at three Privileges
Committee reports. The first two are mentioned in
paragraph 1, and they involve the issue of leaking from
the Privileges Committee. A subsequent report had
statutory declarations signed by every single member of
the Privileges Committee, which maintained it had not
leaked information. I note that the Leader of the
Opposition’s amendment has removed this particular
clause for further investigation, which in itself may well
say something.
The motion before the house also looks at a third report,
which is the report on the member for Frankston.
Obviously members will spend the most time on that.
This majority report found that there was no breach of
privilege. At page 6, finding 4 states:
Therefore Mr Shaw is not in contempt of Parliament under
section 9 of the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests)
Act 1978.

Finding 5 states:
The committee finds that access to and use of a parliamentary
vehicle is not one of the special rights or immunities which
belong to members of Parliament, and therefore Mr Shaw’s
actions in relation to his parliamentary vehicle and fuel card
cannot be treated as a breach of privilege.

That is the basis of the Privileges Committee report.
Members of Parliament would know that the
Constitution Act 1975 clearly sets out who can and who
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cannot be a member of Parliament. Section 44 of that
act sets out very clearly that you cannot be a member of
the Legislative Assembly if you are an undischarged
bankrupt or if you are:
An elector who has been convicted or found guilty of an
indictable offence which by virtue of any enactment is
punishable upon first conviction by imprisonment for life or
for a term of five years or more committed by him when of or
over the age of 18 years …

As I said, the constitution very clearly sets out who can
and cannot be a member of Parliament. The Victorian
Parliament has its own constitution act which provides
for the same powers and privileges as the House of
Commons. Standing order 1 makes a direct reference to
Westminster parliaments.
The second point I make is that there is no doubt that
the Parliament does have the capacity to expel. That
was no revelation. In New South Wales, however, the
Parliamentary standing orders are more explicit. The
issue for this house is that expulsion is rarely used in
Victoria. It has been used five times — in 1861, 1869,
1876 and in 1901 — for offences such as electoral
fraud, corruption and bribery, an attack on the monarch
and criticism of the Assembly. In the UK, the
Parliament on which this Parliament is based, it was
used three times in the 20th century, usually in relation
to some crime associated with imprisonment.
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The federal Parliament has divested itself of this power
in response to a case where it thought it had been
misused.
I also ask whether this would be contestable in a court
of law. I think the answer may well be yes, because in
1969 there was a case before the New South Wales
Court of Appeal after an expulsion. It is the case of
Armstrong v. Budd. Again, I quote from the New South
Wales document:
Concerning the potential for abuse of the expulsion power, in
Armstrong the response by Herron FJ was twofold. First, he
assumed that the house would not exercise the power
‘irresponsibly or capriciously’. Secondly, he noted that an
expulsion could always be appealed to the Supreme Court
which has the power ‘to declare a resolution for expulsion
null and void …

In the Armstrong case the evidence was the Hansard
transcript. Again I quote the document, which states:
Wallace P used this to satisfy himself that the grounds stated
in the resolution were not only grounds upon which the house
was entitled to expel, but that the resolution was based on
‘substantial material’ and was therefore not a ‘sham’ designed
to gain some political or other advantage …

The decision in that case, even though it is in the
reverse, is that this would only stand up in the Supreme
Court provided the decision was not a sham to gain
some political or other advantage.

It is interesting to note that the commonwealth removed
its power to expel MPs some time ago. There is one
case of expulsion from the federal Parliament. In 1920
Hugh Mahon was expelled for ‘seditious and disloyal
utterances’, and these days that is regarded as flimsy
grounds for the expulsion of a member of Parliament.
In 1984 the Joint Select Committee on Parliamentary
Privilege had a look at this, and again I am indebted to
the NSW Parliamentary Library Research Service
briefing paper no 17/2003, which advises us that the
committee reported to the Parliament that:

Ms ASHER — I put it to the Parliament that
manoeuvring for a by-election could well be interpreted
by the courts as a sham designed to gain some political
advantage, and it would be a great shame for a decision
of this Parliament to end up before the courts. Again, at
page 21 the document makes the point:

… the power to expel was exercised is a case when, we think,
the power was demonstrably misused is a compelling
argument for its abolition.

The general point to make is that, while the expulsion power
is discretionary in nature, it is not to say that it can be
exercised without regard to the rules of procedural fairness.

The committee went on to say that as another
consideration:
… we … have something approaching a statutory code of
disqualification.

It also made the point that it is the electors in a
constituency or in a state who decide representation.
The report then goes on to say:
… the houses still retain wide powers to discipline members.

Mr Merlino interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Monbulk is warned!

In relation to the one court case that has looked at this,
this paper has made the point that we have an
obligation to look at procedural fairness. In case these
decisions are reviewed by courts, as a Parliament we
need to show procedural fairness.
The final question for the Parliament is: does this
offence warrant expulsion? Again, the point made by
the Premier is that comparable offences have not
resulted in expulsion. Reference has been made to
former Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, who had to pay
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back over $4200 because her partner used her car for
commercial purposes. There are other examples of
people on both sides of politics having misused their
entitlements and having paid them back. In state
Parliament I understand the member for Cranbourne
was asked to pay back $3800 over a pamphlet that
contravened the guidelines. A former member of the
Legislative Council, Sang Nguyen, has been referred to
already over a car that I understand was part of a
divorce settlement. Nobody has ever suggested that any
of those members of Parliament should have been
expelled for what I accept is an abuse of entitlements.
Like the Premier I agree that the member for Frankston
has abused his entitlements. However, I put to this
Assembly that looking at precedent and at what has
happened in other parliaments in Australia, looking at
the court’s judgement in Armstrong v. Budd and
looking at the requirement on us to have regard to
procedural fairness, this is not a reason for expulsion. It
would be a reason for expulsion if the member for
Frankston did not comply with this house’s
request — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Debate interrupted.

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

MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
Debate resumed.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — The
member for Frankston may well be an unorthodox
character. As I said, the member for Frankston has
abused his entitlements. Probably more than anyone
else in this Parliament, in dealing with the member for
Frankston as Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party and
Leader of the House, I have found him erratic and
possibly even frustrating. However, these are not
reasons for expulsion. This house has an obligation to
provide procedural fairness. It has an obligation to look
at this matter with integrity, and I support the Premier’s
motion.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — ‘Unorthodox’ — that
is what we are calling it now. Isn’t a week a long time
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in politics? Last Tuesday the Premier resembled
Howard Beale, the Peter Finch character from Network.
He was as mad as hell, and he was not going to take it
anymore. That was the Premier last Tuesday. He said
he would not be dictated to; he would not bow to the
demands of the member for Frankston. But the motion
moved by the Premier yesterday, and the 30-minute
defence that he mounted of the member for Frankston
today, demonstrates that the resolution we are debating
could in fact have been drafted by the member for
Frankston. That is how weak it is; that is what a damp
squib it is. It is not like being flogged with a wet
lettuce; it is like being flogged with fairy floss. That is
how weak the motion is, and the member for Frankston
could have drafted it.
Despite the findings of the Ombudsman that were gone
through in great detail by the Leader of the Opposition
and despite the legal advice from Lander & Rogers that
went to the Privileges Committee — the advice that
was ignored by the majority of the committee,
including the Attorney-General — the Premier’s
motion essentially leaves intact the whitewash that was
the majority finding of the Privileges Committee, the
whitewash that was implemented by the ministers on
the committee. What additional serious punishment is
being levied on the member for Frankston by the
motion? He has to say sorry, which was not in the
original resolution of the Privileges Committee, and he
might get 11 days leave from Parliament without pay.
Opposition frontbenchers had 6 days out of Parliament
without pay because they played up in the house.
Members of the government love to come in here and
castigate unions and their members, but let me ask:
what worker in this state or in this country would not
take this deal in a heartbeat? You wilfully and
consciously misuse $7000 or $8000 of your employer’s
assets, you do not own up until somebody dobs you in,
and you get off with an apology and 11 days leave
without pay. A week really is a long time in politics.
A week ago, last Tuesday, at the Premier’s press
conference there was mentioned an outrageous and
improper demand for a particular judicial appointment
by the member for Frankston. That was how it was
described on Tuesday last week. Yesterday in this
house, in answer to questions, it had morphed into just a
general whinge about Labor’s judicial appointments.
There was no particular claim, no particular request and
the Premier said, ‘I unequivocally ruled it out’. So
unequivocal was the Premier that a couple of months
later the member for Frankston came back and asked
for it again. It must have been really unequivocal. A
week really is a long time in politics.
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For a week we have been hearing about how the
government needed to get legal advice because it
wanted to mete out serious punishment that would
stick. Let us see that legal advice. We have released our
legal advice, and it is crystal clear about the
Parliament’s power to expel the member for Frankston
and about the fact that a court challenge would not
succeed. In fact, according to the legal advice we have,
it is quite obvious that the Premier’s motion would be
far more questionable in a court of law than a straight
out expulsion.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will cease
interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — That advice was from George
Williams, an eminent constitutional lawyer — far more
eminent than the Treasurer. Let us have the government
release its legal advice because I doubt very much that
the pathetic excuse for a punishment that is contained in
the Premier’s motion could in any way be described as
being as much as the Parliament could impose. Let me
say moreover that the Premier claims that this motion is
very carefully drafted. I ask members to pay particular
attention to paragraph 8 of the motion, which says:
… that if the member for Frankston does not comply with
paragraphs 3 and 4 of this motion … and that if the
member … does not apologise appropriately to the house for
that failure … he will be in contempt of the … Assembly and
the … Assembly will move to expel him …

What does that motion literally say? It says that if the
member for Frankston does not comply — that is, if he
does not pay back the money — he is only subject to
expulsion if he does not apologise appropriately for that
failure to comply. Even on the government’s own
motion, the member for Frankston does not get
expelled for failure to pay unless he fails to apologise
for that failure to pay. So carefully drafted is this
motion that it does not even say what the government
intends it to say. A week really is a long time in politics.
A week ago the Premier said that his government, the
people of Frankston and the people of Victoria would
no longer be held to ransom by the member for
Frankston. Now he brings forward a motion,
supposedly carefully drafted, which does not say what
the government thinks it says and will not actually lead
to expulsion so long as the member apologises for not
paying. This really needs to be amended. He brings
forward a motion that ensures that the chaos and the
dysfunction will just go on and on. The member for
Frankston would have two a half months gardening
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leave until 2 September with only 11 days pay forgone
in that period of time.
In September the member for Frankston will be back
and we will be able, once again, to throw a big top over
this joint and charge admission because the whole
Ringling Bros. and Barnum & Bailey Circus will be
back in town and the chance to get on with governing
this state in the interests of Victorians will have been
lost.
The Premier yesterday, and again today, had a chance
to make good on his tough guy, Liberty Valance,
Howard Beale, ‘I’m mad as hell, and I’m not going to
take this anymore’ rhetoric of last Tuesday. He had a
chance to come in here to end the circus, to put Victoria
first, to demonstrate that when he said, ‘Enough is
enough’, that when he said, ‘We will no longer be held
to ransom’ and that when he said he would no longer
bow to the demands of the member for Frankston, he
actually meant it.
The Premier could have moved a motion in the same
terms as the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition just half an hour ago. Instead what we got
was this apology to the member for Frankston and this
apology of a motion, this travesty of a motion, that just
gives him the merest slap on the wrist and will not even
do what the government claims it will do. Anybody
who reads paragraph 8 of this motion closely will know
that even if the member for Frankston does not pay
back the money, so long as he comes in here and says,
‘Sorry for that failure to pay’, there will be no
opportunity for this house to expel him.
In moving his motion the Premier demonstrated yet
again that he is the best friend that the member for
Frankston has ever had and that the member for
Frankston is the best friend that the Premier has ever
had. The protection racket continues. I urge the house
to support the amendment moved in the name of the
Leader of the Opposition.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I start by congratulating you, Speaker, on
the way you are controlling the house while members
are debating this particular motion. I rise to support the
motion put forward by the Premier, the member for
South-West Coast, and particularly the noting of the
three Privileges Committee reports that are referred to
in the motion.
As the Premier has said through this whole debate, the
punishment must be fair, just and appropriate, and that
is what we are talking about today. It is very important
to put what we are talking about in some context. Some
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of the other people who have contributed to the debate
have talked about other examples of people who have
misused their parliamentary entitlements. None other
than Julia Gillard, the Deputy Prime Minister at the
time, had to repay $4233 following the misuse of her
taxpayer-funded car by her partner, Tim Mathieson, to
deliver hair-care products around regional Victoria.
Tony Burke, a former minister of the Crown in the
commonwealth government, had to repay 15 different
amounts involving family travel to a total of almost
$7000. As has already been said, Senator Don Farrell
repaid $900 for claiming travel entitlements to attend an
AFL Grand Final. If we come closer to home, the
previous member for Frankston drove his
taxpayer-funded car to Brisbane and was seen driving
around election workers during the Queensland state
election on election day, and there were no issues
around that, apparently.
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is out of his
place, is disorderly and will cease interjecting.
Mr WALSH — The taxpayer-funded car of a
former Labor upper house member, Sang Nguyen, was
used as a getaway car in a shoplifting spree by his
ex-wife. As has already been said by the Leader of the
House, the member for Cranbourne had to repay money
because of an inappropriate flyer that was deemed not
to fit the parliamentary standard.
There are a number of examples of people who
inappropriately used their parliamentary entitlements
and had to pay the money back. The federal Parliament
has introduced a penalty of 25 per cent in addition to
the paying back of money as a disincentive for people
to do that. One of the paragraphs in the Premier’s
motion asks for the paying back of an amount for fuel
and wear and tear on the car plus a 25 per cent penalty,
which is in line with what the commonwealth has
introduced.
I turn to the main report of the Privileges Committee
inquiry in relation to recommendation 2 of the
Ombudsman’s report Whistleblowers Protection Act
2001 — Investigation into Allegations against Mr Geoff
Shaw MP. There are five findings in the report.
Finding 1 is that the member for Frankston was ‘not
diligent in the management of his parliamentary
vehicle’. Finding 2 is that the member for Frankston:
… enabled the use of his parliamentary vehicle for
commercial purposes and his parliamentary fuel card to
purchase fuel for his private vehicle.
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Finding 3 of the committee is that the member for
Frankston contravened the code of conduct for
parliamentarians about how their parliamentary cars are
used and relates to the first two findings I have
mentioned. Finding 4 is:
The committee is unable to be satisfied to the requisite
standard that Mr Shaw was wilful in contravening the code of
conduct. Therefore Mr Shaw is not in contempt of Parliament
under section 9 of the Members of Parliament (Register of
Interests) Act 1978.

In the body of the report, the committee states that its
members were not able to get all the information in
front of them to make an appropriate judgement about
that matter. Anyone who sits on one of those
committees needs to make sure that they are given all
the evidence so they can make appropriate decisions.
Finding 5 is:
The committee finds that access to and use of a parliamentary
vehicle is not one of the special rights or immunities which
belong to members of Parliament and therefore Mr Shaw’s
actions in relation to his parliamentary vehicle and fuel card
cannot be treated as a breach of privilege.

Those are the findings of the committee. The report’s
recommendations include that the member for
Frankston repay the money, which has been set out in
the Premier’s motion; that the government amend
legislation to facilitate any future investigations by the
Privileges Committee referred to the house as a result
of the Ombudsman or the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission; and, in preparing such,
that consideration be given to whether the Ombudsman
or IBAC should be empowered to make redactions
from the evidence in order to withhold the identity of
persons who have made protected disclosures, which
goes to the nub of the issue about the committee being
able to access evidence to make the appropriate
decision. The last recommendation concerns the
establishment of a parliamentary commissioner for
standards in Victoria. It was a unanimous decision of
the committee.
If we look at the Premier’s motion, we see that
paragraph 1 notes the two reports about the information
that was leaked from that committee, and we can link
that to paragraph 9 in the Premier’s motion, which goes
to the nub of the issue — that is, that there are quite
often leaks in a number of areas of the Parliament.
However, the key issue that links paragraph 1 with
paragraph 2 is that all the members of that committee
signed a statutory declaration that said that they were
not the leaker, and that is why the Premier has asked in
his motion for the matter to be referred to the police.
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The issue is not so much about the leaking; it is about
people signing statutory declarations saying that they
are not the leaker, which I understand is a criminal
offence. I hope that, if the police investigation identifies
who that particular person is, the Leader of the
Opposition and members of the opposition are equally
as outraged about that particular person as they are
about the member for Frankston at the moment if that
person is found to have signed a false statutory
declaration, which is a criminal offence.

Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I note the motion
before the house, and I will speak primarily about
paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 8. I also support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. I find it very
interesting that the only way in which the government
will accept a contempt of the Legislative Assembly is if
the member for Frankston fails to pay an amount of
money as recommended by the whole of the Privileges
Committee and fails to provide an appropriate apology
to the house, but only after 2 September.

As is set out in the Premier’s motion, the member for
Frankston needs to repay the money, which is the cost
that was deemed under the RACV rules as the amount
his car was used. Paragraph 4 of the Premier’s motion
is about the penalty, which is based on the 25 per cent
put in place by the commonwealth for similar offences.

What is considered an appropriate apology? Is it that
the member for Frankston returns to this house, stands
up and states, ‘I apologise to the house and to the
people of Victoria’? Who will determine the criteria for
an appropriate apology? Perhaps he will come back in
and state that he apologises for not accepting that his
prime responsibility was and is to the performance of
his public duty to ensure that his aim was and is not
endangered or subordinated by involvement in
conflicting private interests and that he is sorry for not
ensuring that his conduct does not bring discredit upon
Parliament, because his conduct has certainly brought
discredit upon this Parliament.

Paragraph 5 is that the member makes an apology to the
house. Any member of Parliament who brings this
house into disrepute brings us all into disrepute. The
issue is what has unfolded out of these particular
circumstances. The fact that there has been quite a bit of
debate about the matter in this place has brought all
members of Parliament into disrepute. It has lowered
the value of parliamentarians in everyone’s eyes, and
that is very sad for democracy in this country and in
Western society.
We have a proud tradition in the Westminster system,
which goes back hundreds of years, and it has served
our societies well. That is why it is very important as
part of this debate to go back to where I started and to
what the Premier said today — that is, it is very
important, whatever this house decides, that it be fair,
just and appropriate. It would be a travesty of justice if
we ended up as a kangaroo court. As the Treasurer has
been quoted as saying — and it is probably a very good
quote — this is not the Big Brother house. This is not
about expelling someone because you do not like them.
It is not about expelling someone because they are
difficult. It is not about expelling someone because they
may be considered to be a pain.
If we look around at the 88 members who make up this
chamber, we see a lot of different personalities that
some people may not appreciate at certain times, but we
all have a right to be here because we were elected by
the people who sent us here. I do not think there is any
debate that the member for Frankston has misused his
parliamentary allowances. The debate is about how this
chamber handles the report of the Privileges Committee
and handles the motion before the chamber, moved by
the Premier, which makes sure that the member for
Frankston is dealt with fairly, justly and appropriately. I
support the Premier’s motion.

Despite detailed and expert advice regarding the term
‘wilful misconduct’ as provided to the Privileges
Committee, the only thing the government will accept
as wilful misconduct is if, after a two-month period, the
member for Frankston fails to provide an appropriate
apology for the misuse of his parliamentary vehicle, as
outlined by the member for Lyndhurst.
I stand by my signature to the minority report, which
found that the member for Frankston was wilful in his
misconduct and that over an extended 12-month period
he showed no duty of care and he was careless, reckless
and completely indifferent in regard to the obligations
and requirements on the use of his parliamentary
vehicle. He should be found in contempt of this house
today. The Premier is quoted in the papers — in the
Age and in the Herald Sun — as saying that this house
cannot expel an MP just because you do not like them
or on the basis of whether the MP is ‘a good bloke or
not such a good bloke’. Minority members of the
committee did not consider whether they did not like
the member for Frankston, and we certainly did not
consider or comment on whether he is ‘a good bloke or
not such a good bloke’. Minority members considered
the Ombudsman’s report, which contains evidence
given under oath or affirmation, the information the
member for Frankston was given, as all MPs are given
when they are issued with a parliamentary vehicle, and
his actions over a period of some 12 months in regard
to the use of that vehicle — and we certainly
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considered the very considered legal advice that we
were given.
We are now being asked to disregard totally that expert
legal advice, and we are being asked to disregard a very
careless and indifferent attitude to a vehicle issued to a
member of Parliament to assist with electorate and
parliamentary work. Yes, the car can be used for private
use, but I would suggest that no member of the public
anywhere in Victoria would consider that giving a
parliamentary vehicle to two people who are actually
employed in a private hardware business and not in any
way connected to the work of a member of Parliament
is a valid or proper use of the parliamentary vehicle or
the fuel that goes into that car.
I just want to very briefly recap some of the matters
outlined in the minority report. In December 2010 the
parliamentary vehicle was given to the member for
Frankston with a document, the motor vehicle plan, in
which there are several references to the use of that
vehicle, as detailed in the minority report. It states:
It is the member’s responsibility to ensure that the person(s)
authorised to drive the vehicle does not use it for commercial
or illegal purposes,

It also states:
Members must complete and submit a driver
acknowledgement form …

And:
The motor vehicle is not to be driven by any person other than
the member or an authorised driver …

And:
The vehicle should not be used for commercial purposes.

Unlike other MPs, the member for Frankston says, ‘that
10-pager or whatever it is guide’ does not relate to him.
It simply does not matter to the member for Frankston
that a restriction on the provision of a parliamentary
vehicle is that any other drivers of the car provided to
him by the Parliament must be authorised through a
process as detailed in the motor vehicle plan.
The member for Frankston then proceeded to tell two
people who were employed in his hardware business —
and again I point out that they were not in any way
connected to his work as a member of Parliament —
‘Guys, you can use this car, and it can only be used for
private purposes, to and from home’. But on
21 February 2011, when the member for Frankston did
not actually use the parliamentary vehicle, he
completed the logbook as his having used the car on
that day for private purposes for a total of
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694 kilometres. The fact that he did not actually use the
car for this 694 kilometres but signed off that he did
does not really matter today in terms of wilful, careless
and reckless conduct! Then it was found that an
employee in his private hardware business had used the
car on that day to drive to and from Warrnambool. The
member for Frankston said, ‘I can’t recall but I suppose
I wasn’t fussed’.
It does not matter today, when we are debating this in
terms of wilful, careless and reckless conduct, that the
member for Frankston signed off as his having used the
car for 694 kilometres of private use when he did not
actually use the car for that purpose and did not bother
to question the actual driver, who was employed in his
private hardware business, as to how he could have
driven 694 kilometres when he was supposedly only to
use the car to drive to and from home, and who at that
time was not actually an authorised driver! It just does
not matter today that the member for Frankston used his
parliamentary fuel card to fill up a private vehicle,
despite the fact that the use of the fuel card is very, very
clearly documented!
It does not matter today that from 8 to 23 May 2011 the
member for Frankston did not, for an entire month,
know of the location and use of the parliamentary
vehicle which he was responsible for! It does not matter
today that from October to December 2011 the member
for Frankston only knew on a couple of occasions
where the parliamentary vehicle was and what it was
being used for! It seems it just does not matter that for a
period of some 12 months the member for Frankston
chose to show complete indifference as to the location
of his vehicle, how that vehicle was being used by
drivers not authorised, for a long period of time, to
drive the vehicle — drivers who were actually
employees in his private hardware business, not
connected in any way to the work of the member for
Frankston in his electorate or in this place.
It just does not matter today that his conduct was
reckless, careless and completely indifferent! The
attitude is that we will ignore all of that. We may
consider a contempt of the Legislative Assembly
motion in a couple of months time if the member for
Frankston fails to pay an amount of money determined
by the Privileges Committee and rightly owed for
misuse of his parliamentary vehicle and, again, if he
does not apologise. But again, as I said, an ‘appropriate
apology’ — we are not quite sure what that means.
The Premier has said that if the member thumbs his
nose at those requirements, then he will have crossed
the line to be in contempt of the house and expulsion
will be an option. The member for Frankston chose to
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thumb his nose at requirements that over a long period
of time he was supposed to fulfil, but that does not
matter today — it just does not matter!
Let us have a look at what contempt might be. Others
have used parliamentary precedent or cited other
Westminster parliaments. Often quoted is an extract
from Erskine May, which is quoted in the report. I ask
members to turn to pages 260 and 261 of Erskine May
Parliamentary Practice, 24th edition, where it says:
Other acts, besides words spoken or written, writings
published reflecting upon either house or its proceedings,
which, though they do not tend directly to obstruct or impede
either house in the performance of its functions, yet have a
tendency to produce this result indirectly by bringing such
house into odium, contempt or ridicule or by lowering its
authority, may constitute contempts.

We cannot consider today that these actions, as outlined
in the Ombudsman’s report and the Privileges
Committee report, have brought this house into odium
and ridicule, and we have to wait until 2 September to
see if the member for Frankston provides us with an
appropriate apology before we might consider a
contempt matter.
I have been in this place for some time, and I have
heard many members say, and I have said it, it is a great
honour and a great privilege to be a member of
Parliament. We enter the Parliament to bring forward
matters and issues on behalf of those we represent. We
undertake our legislative functions and hold the
government of the day to account. We are given
authority to do that with integrity. We also undertake to
be bound by the code of conduct, to accept that our
prime responsibility is to the performance of our public
duty. We do it — we work towards upholding the
integrity of the Parliament, as we should always work
to uphold the integrity of the Parliament, and we do not
bring discredit upon this Parliament.
To suggest that the actions of the member for Frankston
have not already brought discredit upon this Parliament
by his wilful misconduct is absurd, and the house today
should be considering this as a matter of contempt and
not just a motion to make him take a break for a couple
of months to allow him to think about whether or not an
apology should be made. The government should
reconsider its motion and — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired!
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — This motion
and the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition raise fundamental issues of both process
and of penalty. In short, the Leader of the Opposition
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wants to tear up due process in order to impose a
penalty that is completely out of line with what is
proper or appropriate simply because he thinks it will
suit his political ends. It is fundamental to this debate to
bear in mind not only that this matter has been
considered and reported on by the Privileges
Committee but also that the Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP) has determined to withdraw all
charges against the member for Frankston. In his media
statement of 3 December last year, the DPP said:
The DPP has determined (in accordance with the criteria in
his policy relating to prosecutorial discretion, available on the
OPP website) that there is not a reasonable prospect of
criminal conviction in this matter.

Yet now the Leader of the Opposition thinks he is a
better judge of what happened than either the DPP or
the Privileges Committee and says he wants an MP
expelled from Parliament despite that member not
having been convicted of any offence and not having
been the subject of a finding by the Privileges
Committee that would justify such expulsion. The
Leader of the Opposition seeks to justify his decision to
proceed in this way by attacking the majority members
of the Privileges Committee, accusing those members,
of whom I am one, of not finding a wilful contravention
for political motives. Of course it would be just as easy
to levy the reverse accusation against the minority —
not my accusation, but just as easily made
nonetheless — that the minority deliberately found the
member for Frankston guilty of wilful contravention
due to political motivations despite the gaps and
uncertainties in the evidence.
The reasoning of the Privileges Committee is open to
all to see: the arguments in favour of wilful
contravention, the arguments against wilful
contravention, the legal test that should be applied and
the reasons for the Privileges Committee reaching the
conclusion it did — namely:
The committee considers that it would be unsafe to make
highly adverse findings of wilfulness on the incomplete and
uncertain evidence available.

The report also sets out the unanimous recommendation
of the committee as to the consequences that this house
should impose on the member for Frankston. The
motion proposed by the Premier gives effect to the
Privileges Committee report, together with additional
measures that are consistent with the member for
Frankston’s lack of contrition following the Privileges
Committee report.
In contrast, the Leader of the Opposition and others say
that they do not like the conclusions the DPP or the
Privileges Committee have reached, that they know
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better and therefore wish to substitute their own verdict.
How does the Leader of the Opposition justify this
disregard for due process, this naked attempt to exercise
power to suit his political ends? He tries to do it by
producing a legal opinion by Professor George
Williams, a legal opinion that says that the Parliament
can throw out anyone it likes whenever it likes as long
as it gets the wording right. Members should just look
at paragraphs 19 and 34.
The Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Lyndhurst wave this opinion around as though it
justifies what they want to do. But in fact it does
exactly the opposite. It exposes their flawed and
dangerous thinking that, ‘If we get the wording right,
we can do what we like. We can fend off any legal
challenge, and we can get away with it’. That is not the
responsible exercise of power by the highest
representative body in the state. That is the power of the
despot or of the union thug, saying, ‘I have the power,
therefore I will use the power.’
The Leader of the Opposition has completely
overlooked the key question in this matter: on what
grounds would it be appropriate to throw someone out
and what procedures ought to be followed if that were
to be considered? The legal advice obtained by the
opposition says nothing about these things. The power
to throw someone out of Parliament is a last resort
power. It is a power that is extraordinary both in the
ease with which its formal requirements can be
complied with and in its consequences. It is a power of
such far-reaching consequences and with such potential
for abuse that the commonwealth Parliament has
legislated deliberately to deprive itself of that power by
the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1987, section 8. Since
that power remains in Victoria, it is particularly vital
that the Parliament exercise its powers responsibly and
appropriately.
Throwing someone out just because you do not like
them or what they have been doing or because you
want to disregard the findings of the Privileges
Committee is not a proper justification. There is no
appropriate justification for the Leader of the
Opposition seeking to proceed the way he has today. It
tears up due process; it tears up measured and
responsible exercise of the powers vested in this
Parliament. If you follow the logic of the Leader of the
Opposition, there would be nothing improper in any
member, or more likely any minister, giving notice of
motion one day and the next day having an MP
expelled from Parliament on a party vote. That is the
terrible precedent that the Leader of the Opposition
wants to set.
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On the Leader of the Opposition’s logic, why could any
government in future not simply give notice of motion
one day that ‘This house finds the opposition leader in
contempt of Parliament and expels him from the
house’, and boot out the Leader of the Opposition the
day following on whatever grounds the government of
the day chose to allege? The last thing any supporter of
democracy should want to see is a Parliament get to a
point where a government is throwing out opposition or
minor party or Independent MPs when there are not
clear grounds to do so. Save in the most serious and
clear-cut of cases, and only then after due process and
usually after warnings or opportunities to make redress,
it should be for the courts and the voters to pass
judgement on whether or not MPs should lose their
seats.
To take another example, what if the government were
to form a view as to who leaked information from the
Privileges Committee and were to form the view that it
was a particular opposition MP? On the logic of the
Leader of the Opposition, it would be quite appropriate
for the government simply to come into this house, give
notice one day that, ‘This house finds X in contempt of
the Parliament and expels him/her from the house’, and
then for the motion to be debated the following day and
that member expelled from the house. Is that the
precedent the Leader of the Opposition wants to set by
this motion?
We have even had the member for Lyndhurst suggest in
debate that it is sufficient grounds to move to expel
someone from the house that they indicate they might
support a motion of no confidence in the government.
That is a bizarre assertion by the member for
Lyndhurst, and it shows the illogicality with which
members opposite are prepared to take the argument
that they are advancing today. It also needs to be
remembered that the power to punish for contempt
applies not only to punishing MPs but also to punishing
any other citizen. On the Leader of the Opposition’s
logic it would be appropriate for the Parliament or
indeed the government of the day by using its numbers
in the Parliament, simply by motion and with no
adverse finding by a properly constituted tribunal, to
resolve to find any citizen in contempt of Parliament
and impose a massive fine.
Indeed if you accept the logic of the Leader of the
Opposition, why stop at a fine? Parliament also has the
power to imprison those it finds in contempt for up to
the life of the Parliament on a bare resolution of the
house. On the Leader of the Opposition’s logic, why
not use that power whenever it suits the majority of the
house to do so? It seems the Leader of the Opposition
has not properly thought through the consequences of
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what he is attempting to do, and I would not be
surprised if many opposition members have grave
reservations about the folly of the reckless course to
which he has committed them.
This motion imposes what are probably the toughest
consequences ever imposed for negligent use of a
parliamentary vehicle by a member of Parliament. The
government is certainly not allowing the member for
Frankston to get away with his wrongdoing, but it is
also not going to let the Leader of the Opposition get
away with seeking to use the member for Frankston’s
wrongdoing for his own political ends. The rule of law
is a fundamental underpinning of any civilised society.
We are not going to let the Leader of the Opposition
turn the Parliament of Victoria into a kangaroo court.
The rule of law is vital. I conclude with the words of
Sir Thomas More, Lord Chancellor of England and a
former Speaker of the House of Commons, in Robert
Bolt’s classic play, A Man for All Seasons. More says
in the play:
And when the last law was down, and the Devil turned round
on you — where would you hide, Roper, the laws all being
flat? This country’s planted thick with laws from coast to
coast — man’s laws, not God’s — and if you cut them
down … d’you really think you could stand upright in the
winds that would blow then?

This is part of the inestimable heritage of the
Westminster system that we are privileged to enjoy, and
we trample on it at our peril.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I rise to speak on
this matter before the house today, which as we know is
a very serious and grave matter, without any great
delight. We are considering a matter which concerns
how one of our number, a fellow member of
Parliament, has acted inappropriately and in a manner
that reflects poorly on him and, by extension, on all
members of Parliament. We are all too aware of how
poor at times is the regard the community holds for
members of Parliament.
Today we have an opportunity before us to improve the
standing in which we are seen by the community. We
have the opportunity to lift the bar on the standards of
this place. We have the opportunity to send a very clear
message that what is deemed inappropriate behaviour
for other public servants, or other people outside this
place, in employee-employer relationships we also
deem inappropriate for ourselves. That is why I am
strongly supporting the amendment that has been put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition. The
amendment to the motion spells out clearly that the
member for Frankston should be found in contempt for
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his wilful behaviour and that, by extension, he should
be expelled from the Parliament.
What is wrong with demanding a higher standard from
our profession? What is wrong with demanding that we
as members of Parliament should be judged by the
same standard as other members of the community?
There has been much public commentary already
around the fact that if public servants were found to
have misused their entitlements and taxpayer funds and
had taken money from their boss, they would lose their
job. We are also public servants. We are paid by the
public and are in the line of public duty, so why should
we not also be held to that same standard? We saw
earlier today from the performance of the Premier that
he is clearly not up to performing to this higher
standard. When he was focused on Labor members of
this Parliament, former members of this Parliament and
Labor members of the federal Parliament, he debased
his contribution, which showed that he is more focused
on protecting his own skin than protecting the standards
of this Parliament.
If we go to the reason why we are having this debate, it
is that the member for Frankston has been found by the
Ombudsman and the Privileges Committee to have
misused his taxpayer-funded car and further that this act
was found by the minority report of the Privileges
Committee to be wilful and in contempt of the
Parliament. Years have been devoted to this issue. A
huge amount of work went into the Ombudsman’s
report, and no doubt a huge amount of work went on
through the Privileges Committee’s debate and
processes. There have been mountains and mountains
of media reporting on this issue. Consistently through
all of this the member for Frankston’s behaviour has
been found to be wilful — not by the five government
members of the Privileges Committee, but certainly he
has been found to have acted inappropriately by the
Ombudsman, by the minority report of the Privileges
Committee and indeed by much of the public
commentary that surrounds this issue.
We then go back to the penalties that are appropriate for
these actions by the member for Frankston. The
government has spent a lot of time so far today talking
about precedent — that this has not occurred in 113 or
114 years — and the precedent that this will set. Just
because we as a Parliament are faced with this issue for
the first time is no reason not to find the member for
Frankston in contempt of the Parliament and, by
extension, to expel him from his duties as a member of
Parliament. Just because we have never considered this
issue before is not a reason not to do it and not to
support the Leader of the Opposition’s motion before
the Parliament.
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I will now go to the motion before the Parliament. The
government claims the motion is carefully drafted, and
it certainly is carefully drafted. It is a desperate
compromise by a government that is compromised by
its own performance. It is compromised by its own
ineptitude and by its failure to be strong. It had the
opportunity many months ago — indeed years ago —
to stamp out the inappropriate behaviour of the member
for Frankston. It had the opportunity repeatedly, many
times before last Tuesday night, to act in this way. But
it did not, and that is because it is a government that is
led by a Premier who himself is compromised by his
desperation to cling to power, who only turned on the
man upon whom the foundations of his premiership
were built when that man, the member for Frankston,
abandoned him last Tuesday afternoon.
It was this same desperate Premier who only came to
the conclusion — as everyone else had already come to
this conclusion, including the public, the members of
the Privileges Committee and the Ombudsman — that
action needed to be taken on the member for Frankston
when the member for Frankston decided he had had
enough of this weak and desperate Premier. My
colleagues have spoken about how paragraph 8 of this
motion reveals the government’s true intent — to push
this issue off until September to avoid at all costs a
by-election, which would occur if this was acted upon
sooner.
This motion is finally before the house, and it is a
motion that is a far cry from the chest beating that we
saw from the Premier last week. As I said before, we
have to remember that the Premier only started beating
his chest about the member for Frankston after the
member for Frankston had well and truly dumped him.
If you look at some of the commentary around this
issue today, you will see that some of the media
commentators have exposed what is behind the
Premier’s actions. Reporting in the Age today, Tony
Wright talked about how the Premier:
… had his lines, and he was sticking to them, however
far-fetched they sounded.

Not only is the Premier sounding far-fetched when he
talks about these issues; he is also the man whose story
has changed consistently over the past week.
The government would have us believe that it is
punishing the member for Frankston by putting forward
this motion — that it is some great big punishment the
member for Frankston will receive should the house
pass this motion. Again, media reports today reveal this
not to be the great punishment the Premier is beating
his chest about. Today’s Herald Sun editorialises:

Wednesday, 11 June 2014

The government’s decision to suspend the … MP rather than
expel him from Parliament … smacks of appeasement rather
than punishment.

Why are government members so keen to appease the
member for Frankston? It is because we know they
have owed their job to him for such a long period of
time. The Herald Sun goes on to say that what the
Premier appears to have done is ‘avoid any likelihood
of a by-election’. Then it goes on to say that the point
about all of this is:
… Mr Shaw stole from his employer, the taxpayer, and the
best Dr Napthine can do is suspend him and tell him he must
say sorry. This is laughable …

Also, reporting in the Age today, Josh Gordon talks
about how the Premier’s language in recent days is out
of step with his tough talk from last week, that the
punishment being put forward today certainly does not
fit the crime and that it is inconsistent with the
supposed chest beating of the Premier last week.
Even in this motion there is the stench of desperation
that hangs around this government. This motion is
crafted around what is in the best interests of propping
up a desperate Premier, not what is in best interests of
Victorians. I am sure government members think they
are terribly clever in the way they have drafted this
motion, appeasing the member for Frankston,
potentially appeasing the member for Bass and trying to
avoid a by-election on the way through. I am sure they
think they are desperately clever, but it is not clever to
try to have MPs being held to a different standard to
that of the rest of the community. If the Premier were
sticking true to his tough talk of last week, he would be
supporting the amendment put forward by the Leader
of the Opposition.
We have also heard some commentary from the
Treasurer. I am sure he also thinks he is incredibly
clever and funny when he draws the analogy that this
situation is akin to an episode of Big Brother. It does
not seem to be an episode of Big Brother that we are
witnessing; it is more like an episode of Survivor
because this is clearly about the survival of this
desperate government, propped up by a desperate
Premier, who is also desperately keen to go down the
path of appeasement rather than the strong, decisive
action that has been put forward by the Leader of the
Opposition.
It is the Leader of the Opposition who, since this issue
came to a head last Tuesday afternoon, has been clear
and consistent in the approach that should be taken by
this Parliament — that it should move to find the
member for Frankston in contempt, and therefore expel
him from the Parliament. Attempts to work with the
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government on this very serious matter were rebuffed at
every turn, and now we are faced with a motion that is
all about appeasing the member for Frankston and
propping up a very desperate government.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I rise to support the
Premier’s motion and to oppose the amendment to that
motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition. Make
no mistake, by his amendment the Leader of the
Opposition seeks to usurp the democratic decision of
the people of Frankston for base political ends — for
nothing more and nothing less than his own base
political opportunism.
Amongst other things, the Leader of the Opposition’s
amendment, which requires the expulsion of the
member for Frankston, on the face of it does not even
require him to pay back the money, which the
Premier’s motion requires. The opposition would allow
the member for Frankston to not pay back the money
that the Privileges Committee found unanimously the
member should repay to the Parliament.
Let us go to the Privileges Committee report. There are
a number of areas where the Privileges Committee
spoke as one. The first is in paragraph 54, which states:
The committee finds that access to and use of a parliamentary
vehicle is not one of the special rights or immunities which
belong to members of Parliament and therefore, Mr Shaw’s
actions in relation to his parliamentary vehicle and fuel card
cannot be treated as a breach of privilege.

There was unanimous agreement on that point. The
second is in paragraph 63, which states:
The Ombudsman reported that ‘the foundation of the plan —

this is, the vehicle plan —
and any legal obligations that members of Parliament have to
comply with it are, at best, uncertain’.

Again, this was agreed to unanimously by members of
the Privileges Committee.
When it comes to what the appropriate test is, what the
burden of proof is and what the appropriate legal test is
for identifying contempt, I quote from paragraph 47,
which again was agreed to unanimously by the
committee:
… the legal advice provided to the committee by Lander
& Rogers is that, while it is open to the committee to apply
whatever standard of proof it considers appropriate, previous
decisions of privileges committees suggest that a ‘high civil
standard’ ordinarily applies in determining whether a
contempt of Parliament has occurred. A ‘high civil standard’
is determined on the balance of probabilities, but, given the
seriousness of the allegations, requiring proof of a very high
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order. The committee has decided to follow the approach
recommended by Lander & Rogers.

There was unanimous agreement that the member for
Frankston’s use or misuse of his vehicle was not a
breach of privilege. There was unanimous agreement
by the committee that the legal basis for the vehicle
plan was uncertain, as found by the Ombudsman. There
was unanimous agreement that the appropriate standard
is a high civil standard. There was unanimous
agreement that in enabling his electorate vehicle to be
used for commercial purposes the member for
Frankston breached the members of Parliament code of
conduct. There was unanimous agreement as to the cost
of that to the taxpayer, unanimous agreement that that
money should be paid back and unanimous agreement
that there should be a 25 per cent loading on top of that
repayment, which reflects the practice of the federal
Parliament.
Where there was disagreement was effectively on one
issue — that is, whether the evidence met the very high
standard that the committee found was the appropriate
standard in relation to establishing contempt of
Parliament. The reason the majority of the committee
found that the evidence adduced to us did not meet that
very high standard is set out, chapter and verse, in the
Legislative Assembly Privileges Committee report. The
report speaks for itself as to where there was agreement,
where there was disagreement, why there was
disagreement and why the majority found that the
evidence adduced to us did not meet the very high
standard required to be met, according to the legal
advice the committee received, in order for contempt to
be established.
This motion before the house goes even further than
what was recommended by the majority of the
committee. It has the repayment, it has the loading and
it has the naming — and, as the Premier has flagged,
that will be for 11 sitting days and pay will be withheld.
The member for Frankston would also be banned from
using his electorate budget to fund overseas or interstate
travel during the period of suspension. There would be
a requirement for the member for Frankston to
apologise to the Parliament and more importantly to the
people of Victoria. There are significant matters that are
subjects of this motion by the Premier, and we believe
these matters will appropriately sanction the member
for Frankston for enabling his vehicle to be used for
commercial purposes.
As other contributors in this debate have made clear,
the member for Frankston is not the Lone Ranger when
it comes to enabling his electorate vehicle to be used for
commercial purposes. The example of the former
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federal member for Lalor, Julia Gillard, who repaid
$4243 after her partner used her taxpayer-funded car to
drive around country Victoria selling hair products out
of the boot, is another clear example of a member of
Parliament enabling an electorate vehicle to be used for
commercial purposes.
What do we hear about that? This morning on the Neil
Mitchell radio program there was an interview with the
Leader of the Opposition, and I almost felt sorry for the
Leader of the Opposition because it was absolutely
excruciating. I will put some of it on the record because
it deserves to be on the record. A transcript of the
interview states:
NEIL MITCHELL:
How is this different to what happened with Julia Gillard and
her partner using the car?
DANIEL ANDREWS:
Well, people can make their own comparisons about this and
all sorts of other activities …
NEIL MITCHELL:
But this also goes to your consistency and credibility. How’s
it different?
DANIEL ANDREWS:
Well, people can make their own judgements about
consistency and credibility …
NEIL MITCHELL:
Can you argue your case about why this requires outrage and
the other one didn’t?

The Leader of the Opposition goes on, and then
Mitchell says:
You haven’t answered the question.

This goes on for paragraph after paragraph because the
opposition leader was embarrassed. He could not stand
up either in this place or in the media and explain why
he thought it was appropriate for the member for
Frankston to be expelled, usurping the judgement of the
people of Frankston, for enabling the use of his
electorate vehicle for commercial purposes, when he
does not believe the former Prime Minister should be
subject to the same punishment. Where is the
consistency? There is none, and that is the thing that
bells the cat that this is not about fairness, justice,
proportionality or appropriateness; this is an attempted
base exercise of political power for naked political ends
by the Leader of the Opposition.
We heard the member for Lyndhurst quoting Professor
George Williams in support of the opposition’s
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argument that the house possesses the power to expel.
The Attorney-General demolished the flaws and the
failings in that argument chapter and verse. It is very
instructive that the opposition can only refer to
Professor George Williams; the last constitutional issue
that Professor George Williams was involved in was
where he provided advice to the Parliament of the ACT
about the integrity and legality of its same-sex marriage
legislation.
What happened when that went to the High Court of
Australia? It went down six to zero. It did not trouble
the scorer — a duck’s egg. That is how well Professor
Williams’s advice to the ACT Parliament on the
integrity of its same-sex marriage laws went down. I
am not surprised that the member for Lyndhurst quoted
Professor Williams, because they do have something in
common: they are both failed Labor candidates for
federal preselection.
This is a very serious issue. Where the member for
Frankston has been found unanimously by the
Privileges Committee to have enabled his car to be used
for commercial purposes it is a clear breach of the code
of conduct for members of Parliament, and it should be
sanctioned as such. That is what the Premier’s motion
does: it sanctions it in a way that is in fact stronger than
originally proposed by the majority of the Privileges
Committee members, which reflects Mr Shaw’s failure
to demonstrate any remorse or contrition and any sense
of apology or regret for the actions that he has been
found to have performed and for the omissions he has
been found to have made as well.
What the Premier has put forward is appropriate and
fair. It is something which members in this house and
our successors can look back on in time and think,
‘That is a just sanction for the wrong that was done’. By
contrast, what the Leader of the Opposition is
proposing is something that would destroy any sense of
fairness or justice for members in this house. It is not
about Mr Shaw; it is about standards we need to apply
to every one of us in every circumstance. That is why
the Premier’s motion should be supported.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I join this debate, and it
is a grave and serious debate. To be elected to the
Victorian Parliament is a privilege that few in this state
will experience. Coming up to my 12th anniversary as a
legislator I still feel strongly the sense of privilege and
obligation to the state of Victoria, and especially to the
electors of Yan Yean. It is my long-held and considered
view that I and each and every member of this place
have a greater obligation to uphold this state’s laws,
regulations and standards than anyone else. We ought
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to be held not to the same standards but indeed to a
higher standard.
As a member of the Privileges Committee since 2010,
and during the 19 months of the inquiry into the
member for Frankston, I have not wavered from this
view; in fact my view has strengthened even further. I,
along with the esteemed members for Oakleigh, Melton
and Dandenong, took my role very seriously, and we
did not take lightly the decision to present a minority
report to this house. I might say at this time that I am
very much in support of this minority report, and I am
also in support of the amendment to this motion
proposed by the Leader of the Opposition.
The inquiry about the member for Frankston was
unprecedented, so the full committee engaged
experienced legal counsel at the cost of the Parliament.
I will quote from the minority report, which states:
Minority members of the committee find Mr Shaw was wilful
in contravening the code of conduct, and is therefore in
contempt of Parliament. He showed over an extended period
of time, reckless and careless conduct, indifference, and a
complete failure to inquire what was happening in relation to
his obligations in regard to the use of his parliamentary
vehicle.
The committee’s legal counsel, Lander & Rogers, provided
detailed expert advice to the committee regarding the term
‘wilful misconduct’ and summarised a number of authorities.
The minority members note the following sections of the
Lander & Rogers advice …

I urge people to read that advice on page 2 of the
committee’s minority report. The legal advice offered
to the committee was that the obligations and duties of
a member of Parliament are higher than those of the
ordinary man or woman, and are indeed more akin to
those of a lawyer. This legal advice helped me conclude
that the actions by Mr Shaw were in fact a contempt of
Parliament and did show reckless and careless conduct
and indifference to his obligations over a sustained
period of at least a year.
I remind the house of some of the facts that were
contained in the Ombudsman’s findings and in this
report. On one day in particular there was a
694-kilometre journey to Warrnambool and back. I
know a bit about Warrnambool — I grew up there —
and you could not forget that you had gone there or
unknowingly sign off in a logbook that this was private
use by someone from your private business to whom
you had allocated the keys of the car, having nothing to
do with your duty to the Parliament. He did not know
where his parliamentary vehicle was for months at a
time. Is it any wonder that our profession is considered
so low in the public’s understanding?
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I recall that just after I was elected to Parliament I
bought a new house. My son and I went to collect the
keys from the real estate agent. The agent said, ‘Ha!
We beat you lot this year’. I think politicians were
ranked on the bottom or second last of all the
professions, and real estate agents were just one or two
above them. My son was only 12 or 13 at the time, and
he said, ‘What does that mean, Mum? That’s terrible.
People should have more respect than that’. He asked
me about the list, and I showed it to him. He felt really
concerned because he has respect for institutions, as we
should encourage our young people to have. He noted
that nurses, police and firemen are at the top, and he
said, ‘Don’t worry Mum. You’re a volunteer firefighter.
Maybe you personally are about the middle’. We
should absolutely be saying to the community that we
expect standards in this place.
The Privileges Committee took its work seriously. It
looked at similar cases in other jurisdictions, in the UK
and Queensland, and at what actions have been taken.
People in my constituency have asked me what the
Privileges Committee is. My answer to them is that it
operates, or it should operate, as a committee to set
standards, albeit a self-regulatory one, but largely as a
parliamentary ethics committee. In relation to MP
misdemeanours, it is the only body able to discipline
our behaviour, given that the government has chosen
absolutely to insulate itself, and indeed the whole state
political class, from its so-called Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission. It is a
toothless tiger, unless you are an ordinary man or
woman or an employee of state or local government,
including a Victoria Police officer or a municipal
councillor. There was $170 million of taxpayers funds
to set up something that does not cover anyone in this
place.
This is the fundamental reason it was left to this
parliamentary Privileges Committee — this ethics
committee — to determine what should be done. Now
it is the work of this house. Those on the other side
would say, ‘Let’s be fair, just and appropriate’.
Ordinary men and women in Victoria do not think it is
fair, just and appropriate that members in this place
have a completely different set of rules to adhere to
than they do.
Let us look at the committee from the get-go. Rather
than having this inquiry be heard in private, the four
members of the opposition said, ‘This must be heard in
public. We must be seen to be held to a higher standard
or at the very least equally’. But no, those on the
government side used their numbers to ensure that this
inquiry was held in secret. Let us not forget who the
original chair of this committee was; it was the member
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for South-West Coast. The member for South-West
Coast is the one who determined that this inquiry would
be held in secret. I actually feel sorry for the member
for Hawthorn, because the member for Frankston, who
was then before the Privileges Committee, chaired by
the member for South-West Coast, determined that he
had had enough of the member for Hawthorn, and he
was for the high jump. There was no independent
hearing for the member for Hawthorn, the then
Premier — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
come back to the matter before the house.
Ms GREEN — It continued. We had a new chair of
the Privileges Committee, the member for Kew, who
was then Minister for Corrections, Minister for Crime
Prevention and Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission. He
was forced to resign because he admitted to leaking
from the committee, but there is nothing before the
house about that matter. I actually think he was
covering up for someone else, but there is nothing
about that matter in this motion.
Who else has been on this committee, this passing
parade of self-interest? The chief law officer in this
state is tough on crime — he built more prison beds
than hospital beds — but he is not tough on his own
political class. He is prepared to say, ‘Oh no, give him
the benefit of the doubt’, but no-one else — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I am having difficulty
following how this fits in with the matter before the
house.
Ms GREEN — It is about a member of the
Privileges Committee. Those opposite have ascribed
motivations to members on this side of the house and
said that this is all for pure political expediency. I
would say that about those on the other side. For every
one of that passing parade of government members
who have been on this committee, it is only about
saving their own skin.
Only last week we saw the mock outrage by the
Premier, who said he was going to talk tough. As the
member for Lyndhurst said, this carefully crafted
motion came out of that mock outrage on Sturt Street
that goes into a damp squib on Spring Street. The
Treasurer said that our amendment did not actually
propose that the member for Frankston pay back the
money. He would be losing a whole lot more money if
he were expelled from this place. This motion by the
Premier does not even say that he has to pay back the
money; it is just that he has to apologise if he does not,
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and the house will determine the apology. This is not an
appropriate way to deal with this systematic rorting that
has propped up this systematic circus of a government.
I support the amendment moved by the opposition.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Yesterday the Premier
moved a motion dealing with the Privileges Committee
findings on the member for Frankston. This included
11 separate points. Six of those can be seen as sanctions
against the member. Today the opposition has moved
an amendment to the government’s motion to expel the
member for Frankston. I, as other members of the
house have had to do, have looked into all the
ramifications of each of the proposals, including
suspension, the financial penalties and of course the
apology, comparing it to the expulsion of the member
for Frankston for contempt of the Parliament,
something that has not occurred since 1901 when a
member was expelled for seditious libel of the King.
Speaker, you and other members of the house would be
aware that I, as then Speaker, had responsibility to seek
a resolution to the accusations that the member for
Frankston had allowed staff at his hardware business to
use a parliamentary vehicle and petrol card for
commercial purposes, which contravenes the code of
conduct for members. I, along with the Clerk and the
Deputy Clerk, investigated the matter, including the
receipt of two whistleblower disclosures. I was then
compelled under the Whistleblower Protection Act
2001 to pass that material onto the Ombudsman, and
the rest, of course, is now on the record, culminating in
the Privileges Committee report being tabled in the last
sitting week.
I believe it is unfortunate that the Privileges Committee
took so long to complete, but having a police
investigation commence during the committee’s
investigation held up the report for some months. This
police investigation was requested by the opposition.
The Privileges Committee recommended that the
member for Frankston repay $6838.44 and said that the
member had contravened the code of conduct for
members. I did not believe that that penalty was severe
enough, but I also believe that the expulsion of the
member from Parliament sets a precedent for future
parliaments to expel members for minor matters and
could lead to political decisions being made on the
future of members when a government of either Liberal
or Labor has a very decisive majority and decides to
expel a member without good reason.
I have looked at the government’s motion and each of
the 11 points that the Premier has made, and I consider
the sanctions proposed by the government to be
reasonable but could still allow the member for
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Frankston some opportunity to return to this Parliament
if he pays the financial penalties and apologises to the
Parliament, which I believe he has disgraced, and to the
people of Frankston, whose trust he has abused.
Carefully considering both the Premier’s motion and
the opposition’s amendment, I shall not be supporting
the opposition’s motion to expel the member for
Frankston from Parliament.
In light of the expectations I may have raised in the last
couple of weeks, I should explain my position as the
former Speaker, who by virtue of that position had a
special responsibility for upholding the rights and
duties of members and the integrity of the institution of
Parliament, and I took that responsibility seriously. My
concern for the Parliament and for any precedent set
which will have importance beyond the partisan politics
of the next few months is the foundation for my
decision.
I must base my decision on the high principle, and that
must be argued and seen as such — as a matter of high
principle. If the principle was so clear that no member
could dissent — if, for example, the member was
convicted on violence or dishonesty charges — I would
not, and nor would any other member, have had any
difficulty making what would have been a clear-cut
decision.
However, there are legitimate arguments that could be
put against the Leader of the Opposition’s proposed
sanctions for the member for Frankston’s misconduct,
being expulsion from Parliament, and the precedent that
would set in place in our democratic history. In those
circumstances it would, upon reflection, bring damage
to our Parliament if the casting or critical vote,
especially if from a former Speaker, could be
characterised as being motivated by revenge rather than
principle, and it would inevitably be so characterised,
whether for good reasons or bad. That is how it would
be conclusively characterised, no matter how clear I
may be in my own mind, if I am the only one out of the
44 members of the Liberals and Nationals who chooses
to vote for a Labor motion which is a nakedly
unprincipled and opportunistic attempt to achieve a
political advantage.
I cannot stress enough my strong belief in the
importance of maintaining the integrity of the
Parliament of Victoria. The member for Frankston has
trashed the reputation of this Parliament over the past
three and a half years, and I believe the government’s
motion will in fact see that he pays the price for the
trashing that he has carried out. Expelling him would
set an unnecessary precedent in this Parliament and be
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seen as trashing our democratic system of
parliamentary rule.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I speak
with regret that we are in this position as a Parliament
of having to consider the government’s motion and the
opposition’s amendment, the latter of which I support.
As a member of the Privileges Committee, and as the
longest standing Labor member in the Assembly, I have
taken my role in public duty very responsibly, and I
think members from all sides would agree that this is
the case. I think the ethical test for us as members of
Parliament is much greater than it is for anyone else,
and the test we apply to ourselves should be bigger than
even that applied to us by the law.
As a member of the Privileges Committee I found this a
very frustrating process — an immensely frustrating
process. We have heard contributions by government
members in this debate, but the focus of their discussion
has not been about the Privileges Committee report —
it has been about other presumed precedents and
examples in which people have inappropriately used
parliamentary resources, though none that have ever led
to a Privileges Committee investigation.
The reason we are in this scenario is that the
government has badly and continually mishandled the
situation from the first day the Herald Sun raised
accusations about the member for Frankston. The
member for Frankston has continually thumbed his
nose at this Parliament and treated it with contempt. He
had every opportunity, like other members when they
have been found to have misused their resources, to
raise it immediately to allow the Parliament to identify
whether he had in fact misused resources and to repay
them straightaway if he had. He chose not to do that.
The consequence was that whistleblowers had to
approach the then Speaker, who acted very honourably
in his role. As the member for Bass said in his
contribution, he had a particular duty he had to
undertake.
The member for Frankston never respected this, from
the time the then Speaker referred the whistleblowers’
complaints to the Ombudsman under the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. Again the
member for Frankston thumbed his nose at proper law
and process and made victims out of the
decision-makers who had to uphold fairness. That is
what happened to the Speaker at the time. We were
forced into a situation in which the Ombudsman had to
spend — who knows — tens of thousands of dollars
investigating the member for Frankston and calling in
witnesses.
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The Ombudsman has more powers than we do as
members of the Privileges Committee to obtain the
information he needs and have it delivered under oath,
so we had that Ombudsman investigation. The
Privileges Committee and the now Premier, who was
the then chair of the Privileges Committee, were
advised early on by the Clerk that the Ombudsman is,
in effect, the de facto parliamentary standards officer of
this Parliament.

Benalla, whom I respect, is nodding his head, and that
is exactly what the Attorney-General, the chief law
officer of the state, did. We had three separate meetings
with the lawyers, and he, not being an expert in this
field, decided that he had a very different view and the
committee had to go down that road. We trashed the
professional advice and the tens of thousands of dollars
the process has cost this Parliament for what? For
convenience?

In the UK they have a parliamentary standards
commissioner, and the advice from the Clerk of our
Parliament was that, in effect, the Ombudsman was the
equivalent of the parliamentary standards
commissioner. In the UK you would therefore not
necessarily have to go to the Privileges Committee to
determine whether the member for Frankston had done
something wrong because as members of Parliament
we would have already accepted the advice of the
equivalent of the Ombudsman.

As a member of Parliament, I have no malice for the
member for Frankston. I have come into a position on
the Privileges Committee for the first time and, as I
said, I respect the roles that we have. I feel sorry for the
member for Frankston in relation to many of the
situations he has faced, and I have nothing to gain from
the position that I took. I am not running for Parliament
again, so I do not have to take a political position. Some
of the speakers on the government side have suggested
that the opposition’s approach has been to take a
political position. I have nothing to gain from this. I will
not be a member of Parliament after November, I will
not be in government and I will not be a minister. I
have no malice for the member for Frankston. All I
want is to follow properly the advice that we received.

Nonetheless, once the Ombudsman’s decision came
down, for some reason it was referred to the Privileges
Committee. Okay, so the Privileges Committee met.
The Privileges Committee has spent tens of thousands
of dollars over 18 or 19 months investigating this issue
regarding the member for Frankston. In fact it has spent
a lot more money on lawyers advice than the member
for Frankston owes this Parliament — and it is legal
advice that the majority of members of this committee
have chosen not to support. We have heard about
precedent; in all his public media comments the
Premier has said we should follow precedent.
On behalf of the Parliament we asked the top lawyers in
the state who know this area of law to advise us as
members of the Parliament’s Privileges Committee. As
we all know, our law is based on precedent, so we paid
people who are the experts on the law to tell us what
would happen in similar circumstances. They set the
test and said that if the member for Frankston had been
a solicitor and had had the same laws applied to him, as
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition eloquently raised,
under case law he would have lost his job.
A solicitor has the privilege of having a practising
licence, and despite how many years they have spent in
law and despite having many clients who have to be
supported whether the solicitor is there or not, they can
still lose their practising licence and therefore lose their
living. That is what Parliament’s lawyers told us is the
standard to apply, and that is exactly why the member
for Frankston should lose his job.
The advice we have is based on standards. The advice
we have is based on precedent. The member for

The other bit of advice we received when the member
for South-West Coast, the current Premier, was the
committee chair is that precedent and the standing
orders of the committee indicate that hearings should be
held in public. I think, as a lot of people say in relation
to transparency, that the best thing we can do is to shine
the torch early on. The committee chose to hold
hearings in camera. Because of that we could not use
the evidence obtained in those hearings, of which we
have Hansard records, in public hearings. Because the
committee chose to meet in camera, we could not use
that evidence. If that evidence had been available to us,
the Privileges Committee minority report would have
been a lot stronger. We would have been able to quote
the Ombudsman’s response when we asked him why
he made these findings. His comments were even
stronger than those made in his report. Even the
member for Frankston made a number of comments
that unfortunately we could not use.
The government chose not to continue with the
established precedent of holding these hearings in
public. If it had, this issue might have been resolved a
lot quicker. Maybe the government did not want a
resolution, because of the tenterhooks it is on as a
government. We should not be driving the standards
that will apply in the future based on what the numbers
are in the Parliament at the moment. Let us imagine that
this government had a majority of 10 or 15 people.
Would it apply the same principle that it is applying
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now, when it is on a knife edge? I honestly believe that
the evidence the Privileges Committee saw indicates
that under those conditions the same standard would
not apply in relation to how government members
would have voted after the tabling of the report.
The motion moved by the government says that its own
senior ministers and parliamentary secretary got it
massively wrong — that the state’s law officer, the
state’s water resource minister, the Deputy Leader of
The Nationals and the Treasurer got this report and its
recommendations all wrong. In fact what the Premier is
really saying is that the opposition in its minority report
basically got it right, but the government does not have
the political guts to own up to it.
There is no doubt that the fall of the previous Premier
and the rise of the current Premier coincided with the
actions of the member for Frankston. In my view there
is no doubt that, when the member for South-West
Coast resigned as chair of the Privileges Committee and
was unencumbered by that committee, he had
discussions with the member for Frankston that led to
the downfall of the then Premier. If there is going to be
a police investigation into leaks from the Privileges
Committee, there should also be a police investigation
into the role of the then chair and the role of the next
chair of the Privileges Committee.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Clearly the member
the Dandenong is suffering from amnesia. He may
recall that the Premier resigned from the Privileges
Committee when he became Premier, not at some point
prior to that. I rise to support the motion moved by the
Premier. Like the member for Dandenong, I do so as a
member of the Privileges Committee and,
consequently, with a far greater acquaintance than other
members — for better or for worse — with the facts
and circumstances surrounding the series of incidents
that led to the committee reference in October 2012. In
my view the outcome envisaged by the motion supports
the recommendations of the committee. In fact it builds
on those recommendations in what I think is a positive
way and in a manner consistent with the intent of the
report.
I note that the monetary penalty proposed in the
Premier’s motion matches precisely the total amount
proposed by the Privileges Committee. The
presentation is slightly different, but the amount is the
same. The motion also proposes a number of further
sanctions. In particular, paragraph 5 of the motion
proposes an apology to the house and to the people of
Victoria; paragraph 6 proposes the naming of the
member and, as the Premier has indicated today, the
intention to suspend him for a substantial period of
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time — in fact, for a record period of time; paragraph 7
proposes not permitting any interstate or overseas travel
during the period of that suspension; and paragraph 8
forecasts an intention that, if the member does not
comply fully with those conditions, then the house will
move to expel him.
In indicating my support for those proposed further
sanctions, it is useful to consider more closely the
advice of the Clerk, which is contained in appendix 7 of
the committee report. In that advice the Clerk says:
Interestingly, the Ombudsman has suggested that, if it was
determined that a breach of privilege or contempt had been
committed, the committee should consider what penalties
should apply to Mr Shaw. Technically it is not the
committee’s role to determine a penalty as that is a matter that
rests with the house.

The Clerk goes on to refer to House of Commons
practice in recent years, where recommendations are
sometimes made. Ultimately his advice concludes:
In my view the committee can, if it so desires, follow the
Commons approach and make appropriate recommendations
to the house in relation to penalties. Ultimately it is a matter
for the house, but I see no barrier to the committee
recommending a penalty.

That was always my understanding, and on the basis of
that advice I considered it was the understanding of all
members of the committee. We were given that advice.
The final decision rests with the house. It is always
open to the house to vary the penalty or to extend the
penalty.
It is also useful to look at the clear and unanimous
findings of the committee. There were five findings in
total, and four of them were unanimous. On the basis of
the evidence that the member for Frankston gave, as
reported by the Ombudsman, the committee found that
he was not diligent in the management of his
parliamentary vehicle and that he allowed the
individuals connected with his private business to use
his parliamentary vehicle with little or no supervision.
The committee also found unanimously that the
member enabled the use of his parliamentary vehicle
for commercial purposes and used his parliamentary
fuel card to purchase fuel for his private vehicle. The
committee unanimously found that the member for
Frankston contravened subsection 1(a) of the code of
conduct for members as set out in section 3 of the
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978. The committee also unanimously found that
access to a parliamentary vehicle is not one of the
special rights or immunities of being a member of
Parliament, so it was not a breach of privilege but it was
perhaps contempt.

MEMBER FOR FRANKSTON
2062

ASSEMBLY

Those were four of the five findings of the whole
committee. The additional sanctions proposed in the
Premier’s motion today are entirely consistent with
those four findings. The finding that was not
unanimous, finding 4, relates to whether the behaviour
of the member was wilful and consequently whether
the member is in contempt. A number of opposition
members have claimed during the debate this afternoon
that the committee had legal advice that the member
was clearly in contempt. That is not correct.
Appendix 8, upon which those claims are based,
indicates clearly that the advice was in the general sense
and that it was open to the committee to use the
standards that it considered appropriate. No advice was
offered or provided to the committee on the specifics of
the case.
Turning to the issue of the Ombudsman and the
whistleblowers, clearly, as the committee has identified,
there were some difficulties with the issue of the
evidence from the Ombudsman. I was a member of the
majority — and by saying ‘the majority’ I mean the
five members who voted in the majority sense of the
report, not a group. I make it clear that I made up my
mind as an individual; I did not discuss the outcomes
with the group. Any suggestion to the contrary I find
highly offensive. Speaking personally, I believe the
decision comes down to access to evidence. The
committee was presented with the findings of the
Ombudsman, and paragraphs 78 to 82 refer to that.
That deals with, as I mentioned, the Ombudsman issue.
The member for Dandenong suggested that under other
circumstances the Ombudsman could be the
parliamentary commissioner. The parliamentary
commissioner of the Commons is a very different beast.
It has a very different structure, and there are provisions
built in that protect the interests of members as well as
allowing the investigation to proceed. Any comparison
between the two is simply not accurate.
A further issue with the Ombudsman’s report was that
the committee was not able to access the primary
evidence. We were faced with evidence from the
member for Frankston. He made a series of claims. We
were able to test those claims by cross-examination. We
received other evidence in the form of the
Ombudsman’s report, and we were not able to test that
evidence. We had to take the comments in that report as
gospel, and where there were contradictions with the
member’s evidence, we were not able to test that
evidence. It is pointless to speculate, but had the
committee been given access to primary evidence and
had we been able to interview the informants that the
member for Bass referred to, the whistleblowers, my
view may well have been different. But we did not have
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access to that information and we did not have access to
those informants.
On that basis, given the lack of primary evidence, I
could not in good conscience conclude whether the
action was wilful or not. On that basis I supported what
became the majority opinion. Those who supported the
minority report were clearly prepared to give greater
weight to what might be described as second-hand
evidence. That is entirely their right, and I make
absolutely no judgement. I do not criticise them in any
way for that. I simply do not share their view.
With regard to whether the meetings were closed or
not, there is a clear precedent from this committee
under the chairmanship of the member for Melton
where committee hearings were closed. It was on the
basis of that precedent the closed meetings went ahead.
I turn briefly to the amendment. As the Treasurer
colourfully put it, this is not the Big Brother house, this
is the Legislative Assembly of Victoria. At its heart the
amendment proposes that we should expel a member
who might have committed an offence, not someone
who has been proven to have committed an offence.
Unfortunately the Leader of the Opposition and others
have chosen to play politics with the issue and have
made a series of personal attacks in this debate on the
Premier, on the member for Frankston and on me, as a
member of the committee. I simply say that the Leader
of the Opposition diminishes himself in taking that
course; he is better than that. I commend the motion to
the house.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I too rise with some
degree of gravity to make some very brief comments on
the Privileges Committee debate. I will not speak for
the entire 10 minutes but I would like to take up a
number of issues that have been raised by those on the
other side of the house in the course of this debate. We
have heard a lot about Big Brother today, and this
chamber is certainly not the Big Brother house, but the
story of the member for Frankston is the story of how a
member of Parliament has virtually gone from being
someone from South Korea to someone who has gone
to North Korea: a rogue MP, just like a rogue state.
We have heard the Premier say today that part of his
justification for not supporting the opposition’s
amendment is that it is, apparently, tainted by political
expediency. I must take that allegation up because it is a
bit rich for anyone from the other side to come in and
speak about the member for Frankston and claim to be
protected by political purity. When we look at the
government’s position on the member for Frankston —
and that is before we go back to the fact that he was a
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preselected Liberal Party candidate who was elected,
who assisted in the procurement of the resignation of
the former Premier, who assisted in the procurement of
the resignation of the Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
draw to the attention of the member the preamble set
for this debate by the Speaker. The member should
confine her comments to matters regarding the report
and not make assertions.
Ms HENNESSY — Thank you, Acting Speaker, for
your guidance. As I said, I will limit my comments to
the issues that have been canvassed in the course of this
debate, but when one considers where the so-called
principle in the government’s position has started from
and where it has landed, let us remember that it was not
so long ago that the member for Frankston was a ‘good
local member’.
Then we have the subject of the Ombudsman’s inquiry,
which made a number of incredibly significant findings
based on whistleblowers’ evidence, evidence that the
Privileges Committee did not take. Importantly what
the Ombudsman found in the course of that inquiry was
a wilful contravention of the rules and guidelines that
pertain to members’ use of parliamentary resources. A
wilful contravention is important because it is a wilful
contravention under the members interest register
legislation that gives rise to a contempt of Parliament.
So when we reflect on the issue of who is cloaked with
political expediency, it is my submission that the
government only felt re-energised by the member for
Frankston when he threatened the support of this
government. The political expediency comes from the
other side and the other side only.
Then we come to the Privileges Committee report
which found, as the member for Mornington has just
canvassed, that there was no wilful contravention; that
this could have been just a bit of a whoops-a-daisy,
despite the fact that evidence taken by the Ombudsman
in the course of his investigation found a wilful
contravention, a systematic abuse of resources and an
abuse of public trust for private gain. Not only that, he
found that in the course of that conduct there was the
involvement and potential entrapment of those who
were employees and who have subsequently become
whistleblowers. That is very significant evidence.
When we come to the issue of what is an appropriate
penalty, we have heard the government talking a lot
about having a penalty that is appropriate and just as a
sanction. I think that if we looked at what appropriate
and just penalty would apply to those who are ruled by
the rulers who are making these decisions, we would
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find in a civil context that the termination of
employment would prevail. In the context of those who
hold positions of public trust where there are implied
fiduciary duties as in the case of a company director or
a solicitor there would be a termination of employment.
Therefore, to only bring a criminal frame to this debate
is incorrect. It ignores the legal evidence that was
supplied by Landers & Rogers in the course of the
Privileges Committee hearings. It ignores the
Ombudsman’s findings and the evidence of the
whistleblowers. The voices of those victims have been
entirely neglected.
The other point I would like to briefly make is that the
government said that it had carefully considered all
legal advice and that this was a resolution the
government had spent an enormous amount of time
agonising over. As others in the course of this debate
have pointed out, a consequence of the drafting of this
motion, as paragraph 8 is currently drafted, means that
the penalty only kicks in in the event that the member
for Frankston is not required to pay back the money. He
is only required to apologise for not paying back the
money. Before we come to that, what we see is that this
sanction is all back-end loaded. I thought this was a
government that liked to crow about abolishing
suspended sentences but in fact it has loaded its
so-called penalty by pushing out any of the impact of
this penalty until September. It has botched the drafting,
despite the fact that it says it is deeply and carefully
crafted.
Furthermore, this is a government that said when it was
elected that it was going to be a government that did
what it said, that it was going to be open and
transparent. Instead what we have seen is a
parliamentary circus for the last three and a half years.
The motion and the way in which the government seeks
to apply this penalty is yet another example. I think it
was John F Kennedy who said, ‘If you want to test a
man, give him power’. When we have given that power
to both the member for Frankston and to the Premier,
they have failed the public interest test abysmally. I
speak in support of the amendment, and I sincerely
hope that the government comes to its senses as well as
walking away from its own political self-interest in the
course of this debate.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The best
government is that which teaches us to govern
ourselves. That was said by Johann Wolfgang von
Goethe back in the 1800s, and how true that is today
because the Premier’s motion that is before us today
highlights the failure of this government to show the
leadership required to govern well with moral authority
in the service of the community. The Premier’s motion
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is a failure of his leadership. He has failed to do the
right thing by this state and take rightful action against
the member for Frankston, who was found by the
Privileges Committee to have breached his obligations
under the Members of Parliaments (Register of
Interests) Act 1978. In their report, the minority
members of the Privileges Committee also found that
the member for Frankston had wilfully abused his
office as a member of Parliament and had breached the
high standards of the code of conduct that is attached to
the powers of a member of Parliament, and was
therefore in contempt of the Parliament.
Time and again the member for Frankston has shown
by his very actions not only disregard about having
repeatedly abused the benefits of his office but also
utter indifference and contempt. We need to be clear
about this. The member for Frankston’s breaches of the
parliamentary code of conduct were not one-off errors
or oversights, a point the Premier chooses to ignore, but
which is the paramount reason the Premier’s motion is
not ‘fair, just and appropriate’ to the wrongdoing, to use
the Premier’s own words from earlier today. The
member for Frankston’s breaches were multiple and
wilful and occurred repeatedly. He took no action to
bring an end to that abuse for which he was clearly
responsible.
In summary, the member for Frankston himself was
wilfully in breach of the code of conduct, which is
rorting in any ordinary person’s vocabulary. The
Ombudsman himself found that the member for
Frankston repeatedly allowed his parliamentary vehicle
to be used by his staff for commercial purposes. I quote
from some of the findings of the Ombudsman about
these occurrences, these repeated breaches of the code
of conduct.
Paragraph 132 on page 20 of the Ombudsman’s report
states:
… Mr Shaw used, and allowed others to use, his
parliamentary vehicle for commercial use.

On 21 April 2011 Mr Shaw, the member for Frankston,
used his parliamentary vehicle to drive to Sale. On
21 February 2011 he provided his parliamentary
vehicle to a person who used it for a commercial trip to
Warrnambool. In May 2011 again he allowed his
vehicle to be used by another person to make
commercial trips to New South Wales and country
Victoria. Between October and December 2011 he
again allowed the vehicle to be used for commercial
purposes, and he also allowed his parliamentary fuel
card to be used to purchase fuel for a private vehicle, in
clear contravention — as the Ombudsman found — of
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the member of Parliament’s motor vehicle plan. Time
and again there was wilful abuse.
The member for Dandenong made a spot-on
contribution on the matter of what the Privileges
Committee reported and the important independent
legal advice about the settling of this issue once and for
all, particularly as to whether or not the actions of the
member for Frankston were wilful or otherwise. The
legal advice obtained by the Privileges Committee
states:
It is well settled law that there can be wilful failure within the
meaning of the section without any positive intention to
breach the law; breaches committed over a period of time can,
in the light of the relevant circumstances, be so substantial
and reckless and show such complete indifference on the part
of the solicitor to his important obligations to his clients and
to the public, as to amount to wilful failure …

The members who provided the minority report stated:
For these reasons, we are of the view that indifference or
reckless carelessness as to a member’s obligations under the
ROI act —

that is, the Members of Parliament (Register of
Interests) Act 1978 —
is sufficient to constitute ‘wilfulness’ for the purposes of
section 9 of the … act.

That is what the members who wrote the minority
report relied on to reach their conclusions — sound,
professional, expert legal opinion. Is it any wonder that
the people of Victoria have already passed judgement
on the member for Frankston and are demanding
serious and immediate action — expulsion, no less? A
litany of breaches and deceptions have followed the
member for Frankston every step of the way, as shown
in evidence presented to the Ombudsman and to the
Privileges Committee. How can it be that the majority
report, led by the most senior ministers of this
government, failed to reach what I say is an assessment
and recommendations proportionate to the significant
breaches committed by the member for Frankston?
That is the very question we are faced with and which
the Premier has refused to consider. He has completely
ignored that in penning the motion we have before us.
Finding 4 of the Privileges Committee report is:
The committee —

that is, the majority of the committee —
is unable to be satisfied to the requisite standard that Mr Shaw
was wilful in contravening the code of conduct.
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How can this be so when we have seen the litany of
breaches presented not just to the Ombudsman but to
the Privileges Committee?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member is defying my ruling, and I ask her to
comply.

The Premier kept saying that any penalty for any
wrongdoing should be ‘fair, just and appropriate’. If the
measuring stick for the Premier is the majority findings
of the Privileges Committee — a weak and
inappropriate conclusion — then I am very much afraid
that a fix has been in place for 19 whole months and is
culminating in the Premier getting a half-hearted
second wind by moving the weak and feeble motion
before us, and only after the member for Frankston last
week threatened the Premier’s survival.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — There is an amendment
before the house, and I respectfully suggest that it is
part of the debate.

The Premier’s argument is conveniently based on a
faulty finding of his government members on the
Privileges Committee. As evidence exemplar, the
minority report leaves no doubt whatsoever, and it is
based on clear legal expert advice to the committee.
The members who made the minority report:
… reject this finding —

that is, the finding in the majority report —
as it can be clearly shown that over an extended period,
Mr Shaw had many opportunities to fulfil his obligations…
but chose to be completely reckless, careless and indifferent
to obligations that all other members of Parliament
understand, follow and fulfil.

How in all good conscience can the Premier come into
this house and present a motion for endorsement by the
Parliament which is weak and fails to acknowledge
what everybody else in Victoria can see — that the
member for Frankston is a rorting and disreputable
member of Parliament who has thumbed his nose not
just at the parliamentary code of conduct and at the
Parliament and the government but at the people of
Victoria time and again, and is still doing it? Is the joke
on us? This is the critical question.
In conclusion, we have a Premier whose man, the
member for Frankston, was once a person government
members coddled and who was assuaged with words of
comfort and delicate handling for having brought down
a Premier.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The debate should be focused on the matter of the
actions of the house in the substantive motion and the
two reports. I ask the member to confine her remarks to
those matters.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Last week the member for
Frankston threatened to bring down the current
Premier.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
am not referring to the comments made from the
commentary there, but I ask the member to confine her
comments to those.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I continue in support of the
amendment that is before the house. Instead of showing
leadership and stopping the member for Frankston in
his tracks 19 months ago when these allegations arose,
which have been backed up by an Ombudsman’s report
and the Privileges Committee minority report, instead
of taking hold and showing the leadership that a good
government — a ‘best government’, to use the words of
Goethe — would show, this government and this
Premier have chosen not to take any leadership
whatsoever.
Instead we have a period of time within which we
might have an apology — by 2 September. This is how
serious this matter is for the Premier, who said today
that this is a serious matter. Is it so serious that we have
to wait until 2 September for an apology? Is it so
serious that we have to wait until 2 September for
moneys to be repaid? Is it so serious that we have to
have a situation where the member for Frankston is
suspended with 11 days pay forfeited, and is able to
continue to enjoy $163 000 in taxpayers money
between now and September? I support the
amendment.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am offended by
this motion before the house. I am offended by its
timing, I am offended by its detail and I am offended by
the fact that in moving this motion the Premier wants to
argue that it is not centred around political expediency.
Let us reflect on the timing of this motion brought
forward by the Premier, and let us not forget that only
one week ago the member for Frankston announced
that he was in a position where he would move against
this government and support a motion of no confidence
in this government if it were put. Of course it has not
been, but only a week later the Premier has brought
forward this motion, which he argues is not a matter of
political expediency.
It centres around the actions of the member for
Frankston, particularly actions that took place through
2011 and which came to public light in May 2012, and
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although most of us in the house did not know all the
details, we knew they related to the member for
Frankston on a number of occasions using his
parliamentary vehicle for the benefit of his private
hardware business and we knew these actions were not
appropriate for any member of Parliament.
At the time I would have expected any Premier to act,
to say that the member for Frankston — his member for
Frankston in the Liberal Party — had done wrong and
to discipline him. I think if that had happened at the
time, this motion would not be before us now. But we
all know that the Premier at the time — the member for
Hawthorn, who was the Premier elected by the people
for Victoria — did not act against the member for
Frankston. We know he is no longer the Premier. We
know the member for Frankston continued on his way,
then deciding that he could be in a position to influence
this Parliament and particularly the government to act
in a range of ways. We know he did not show remorse
and acknowledge that he had done wrong at any point
along the way, and his party did not ask or require him
to.
We know that in 2012 the then Speaker was provided
with information with regard to claims made against the
member for Frankston and that he referred them to the
Ombudsman. The Ombudsman did a great deal of work
over the following five months and delivered a
damning report in regard to the behaviour of the
member for Frankston. It outlined more clearly for the
public the regular abuse of the member for Frankston’s
parliamentary vehicle, which he used for his private
benefit. It also revealed that there was a case when the
member for Frankston asked his staff to use his
parliamentary fuel card to fill his own private vehicle,
which was backed out so that the cashier at the petrol
station would not see the numberplate on the car to see
that it was not in fact the parliamentary vehicle that the
fuel card applied to.
A number of cases were brought forward in October
2012. You would then have thought, ‘Now the
government will act against this member, who has
clearly done the wrong thing’. But no, the government
did not take action. We know why the government did
not take action. It was because it still wanted the
member for Frankston’s vote to assure it of the ongoing
rite of passage in government in this state. So the
government did not take action when this matter came
to light in May 2012, nor did it take action when the
Ombudsman’s damning report came out in October
2012. Then what did the government do? It did what
Sir Humphrey Appleby would have told it to do: if you
do not want an outcome, refer a matter on to a

Wednesday, 11 June 2014

parliamentary committee where you have the dominant
hand. That is exactly what happened.
Even though we all knew what the facts were — the
Ombudsman had made them very clear — this
parliamentary committee, controlled by the coalition,
then took until last month to eventually present a report
to this Parliament. The Privileges Committee took a
great deal of time to bring down its report — more than
twice the time the Ombudsman took to bring down his.
But it brought down a report and — surprise,
surprise! — government members on the Privileges
Committee said, ‘Yes, the member for Frankston has
done the wrong thing, but we do not know that he did it
deliberately’. It would have been expected that if the
government had acted on the report at the time,
government members would have said, ‘He has done
the wrong thing, but because he did not do it
deliberately we are not going to take action against
him’.
It is only this week — a week after the member for
Frankston said he was going to try to damage the
government — that the Premier has suddenly decided
he had better take a stronger hand, and he has come
before us with this motion today. The motion says
action should be taken, not to expel the member for
Frankston, because that would not be the right thing to
do, but to suspend him until September. Because we
could not possibly expel him today on the damning
information before us, we have to suspend him until
September, and then if he does not apologise, we would
have to expel him! How absurd is this motion? As I
said at the start, I am offended by the nature of this
motion — that we could expel him in October or in
September but we cannot expel him now. The
difference would be whether he has apologised or not.
We all know the member for Frankston has offended
the sentiment of the house. We try to do the right
thing — to use our parliamentary resources to benefit
the people in our electorates and to undertake our
duties — but clearly the member for Frankston has not
done so here. What we have heard from members of the
government is that it would be dreadful to be motivated
by political expediency to act on this matter and that
they are not doing it. We know they are. They are
trying to accuse us of showing political expediency in
saying the member for Frankston should be expelled
now. He probably should have been expelled some time
ago, but we are saying now that the matter has come to
a head he should be expelled and the people of his
electorate should get a by-election and have somebody
else represent them for the remainder of the member’s
term, but this is not what this government proposes.
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We have heard that the former Speaker, the member for
Bass, said last week he was so infuriated by the actions
of the member for Frankston he would cross the floor
and support us in a motion to take real action. That is
another reason we have this motion before us today —
because the former Speaker has argued that, ‘We have
to take some serious action against the member for
Frankston or I am out of here — I am supporting the
Labor Party’. We know this motion before the house is
very much about political expediency. It is about
putting the member for Frankston on the backburner for
the next two and a half or three months and then, if he
has not apologised, expelling him from the house
without allowing the people of Frankston to vote in a
by-election, so that this government can limp on until
29 November.
This is not a situation that is fair. It is not appropriate
for the people of Frankston, who should have been
given an opportunity to vote for a new member of
Parliament. The government should have been serious
about dealing with this matter decisively and should
have called out the member for Frankston a long time
ago, but it has not. It has dragged the situation out in the
hope that the member for Frankston would be onside
enough to keep voting with it and keep the coalition in
government until November this year. But only now,
when it has been made clear that the government is
going to lose either the member for Bass or the member
for Frankston, who are threatening to cross the floor,
has the government brought this motion before the
house today, but it is not an appropriate motion.
I support the amendment moved today by the Leader of
the Opposition to expel the member for Frankston, and
I commend the amendment to the house. I continue to
be very offended by the whole process that has been
followed in this matter. It reflects badly on us all that
the government has not been decisive in the 18 months
to two years since this matter arose in the house. When
the Ombudsman’s report was tabled the government
should have acted against the member for Frankston.
We should not be in this position today.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time has arrived for
members of this house to meet with members of the
Legislative Council in this chamber for the purpose of
sitting and voting together to elect a member to fill the
vacancy on the board of the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation and to choose a person to hold
the seat in the Legislative Council rendered vacant by
the resignation of the Honourable Candy Broad.
Debate interrupted.
Sitting suspended 6.14 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
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Debate resumed.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — This is a serious
matter before the house. It saddens me that we are here
discussing this extremely serious issue and that we have
not taken the opportunity that was offered by the
Leader of the Opposition to have a position that was
jointly held by the opposition and the government on
how we should deal with this issue. An offer was made
to the Premier to meet and discuss this issue and how it
should be dealt with. Unfortunately that offer was not
taken up.
I want to talk a bit about the seriousness of the proposal
that the government is putting forward today. If this
government were genuine about this proposal, why has
it not asked the member for Frankston to apologise by
the end of tomorrow? Why do we have to wait until
September for an apology? Why do we have to wait
until September for the money to be paid back? If the
government were serious about the sanctions it wants to
put in place against the member for Frankston, those
sanctions should have been immediate, because for
19 months we have been hearing about this issue. All of
Victoria knows about this issue.
The member for Frankston has downgraded the
reputations of members of Parliament even lower than
they already were among members of the public. We
all have to wear that with shame. For those of us who
come to this Parliament to make a change for the better
in people’s lives and those of us who come to represent
the people who elect us, this is a great shame. It brings
shame on all of us that we are not properly dealing with
the actual indiscretions of the member for Frankston.
He has flaunted his disrespect for us and for the way
Parliament operates. The fact that he does not care
enough to come into the Parliament himself during this
debate and explain his own position suggests that he
holds us all in contempt. If he holds us in contempt,
surely he is holding the Parliament in contempt and
should be judged accordingly.
Let us now put on the record the disgraceful way the
government has decided to conduct this debate. Let us
uncover every Labor MP who may have not done the
right thing by their parliamentary entitlements.
However, let us also make very clear that each one of
those members voluntarily paid back the money that
was owed and apologised for the mistakes they made.
Have we seen that in the instance of the member for
Frankston? No, we have not. Here is the man who, like
all of us, when he received his car in 2010 was given a
car plan that explains how you can use your
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parliamentary car, who can use it, and how to ensure
that anyone who drives it is authorised to drive it. It is
not a hard form to fill in; it is very simple. There is not
a lot of regulation required. Did the member for
Frankston do that? No, he did not. Did he care that he
did not do that? No, he did not.
There is the issue of the logbook and the 694 kilometres
for which the member for Frankston signed off his
logbook saying he was the driver of the vehicle. We all
know now that he was not the driver of the vehicle. Did
he care about that? No, he did not care about that either.
This is not to mention the car being taken to
destinations far and wide, including Adelaide, to do
business for his hardware shop, which has nothing to do
with his duties as a member of Parliament. There is also
the disgraceful case of the member for Frankston going
to a petrol station and ensuring he was out of sight of
the cameras as he loaded his private car with petrol.
That is disgraceful. If this is not a contempt of
Parliament, I do not know what is.
This is not about an initial failure to use your car
appropriately, or misusing it accidentally or
inadvertently. The sin is that he did not own up to it, fix
it straightaway and apologise straightaway. That is why
we are here. That is why there was a matter before the
Privileges Committee and why the Ombudsman had to
have a look at it, and it may also be because he did it
repeatedly and did not care. He thought he was exempt
from all the rules that we as members of Parliament
apply to ourselves. He thinks he is exempt from those.
He sets his own standards by which he lives. But
unfortunately for him we have an obligation to the
communities we represent — the people we
represent — and I like to think they would think more
highly of us if we set standards that are appropriate for
members of Parliament and actually live up to them.
I know that most members in the Parliament — the vast
majority of us — are embarrassed by the member for
Frankston. We are horrified by the member for
Frankston and the way in which he treats this
Parliament and the contempt with which he treats it.
That is why the sanctions that the government has
brought to this house are totally inadequate. Maybe this
is something that could have been done 19 months ago,
but it is not something that can be done 19 months later.
It is far too late.
Looking at the argument that we are setting a new
precedent, I do not mind if we set a precedent that
members of Parliament have to live up to the
obligations of members of Parliament, meet their
obligations for conduct and meet their obligations under
their interest statements. I think that is an appropriate
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thing to expect of members of Parliament. I do not
think we are setting any new standard that is based on
politics. The sad thing about today is that this matter did
not need to be about politics. This could have been a
bipartisan position about how we deal with the member
for Frankston. It could have been an issue of setting a
standard for MPs that we are proud to look up to and
proud to uphold.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is not to interject, and that applies to the
member for Albert Park as well.
Ms THOMSON — I think we missed an
opportunity to demonstrate to the Victorian people that
we are serious about the standards that MPs live up to.
We have heard in this house that, if you worked for
anybody else and misused and abused the car that was
provided to you by your employer, you would be
sacked. Why is there one standard for others outside
this place and a different standard for MPs? There
ought not be.
Whilst I can accept that there may be an occasion when
something may occur inadvertently, if a member
rectifies it in goodwill straightaway and apologises
straightaway, that is fine; they have taken care of the
matter and have done so straightaway. But when a
member is prepared to allow it to drag out like this and
when he has to be ordered to come and apologise to the
Parliament, as one of the members on this side of the
house said earlier on, if you have a child whom you
have to force to apologise, it is not a genuine apology. I
ask someone to tell me what an appropriate apology is,
because there is no way the member for Frankston can
come into this place and make a genuine or appropriate
apology, because he would have done so by now if he
could have.
As other members have done, I indicate my support for
the amendment before the house. This amendment is
appropriate for the length of time that has passed and
for the amount of work that has been done by the
Privileges Committee, the Ombudsman’s office and
legal opinion. There is enough here to demonstrate that
this member is bringing us all into disrepute. He is in
contempt of the Parliament, and he should go.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The motion before
the house and the amendment proposing the expulsion
of the member for Frankston are extremely important.
As the last speaker for this side of the house, I want to
express that personally I take this matter extremely
seriously. I have been chair of the Privileges
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Committee. I have heard the evidence from the lawyers.
I have heard the evidence from the member for
Frankston. I have read material from and heard from
the Ombudsman, including the evidence that he and his
investigators obtained under oath and tested and then
reported to this house, and I understand that the
Ombudsman is an independent officer of this
Parliament.
I have also heard what the member for Bass has said to
this house. Let me put on the record that members in
this house have had to make difficult decisions that
have affected them in a number of ways. One of the
most difficult political decisions — but it was the right
decision — was made in regard to this Parliament, this
house, the rights of this house and the matters that were
brought to the Speaker at the time, the member for
Bass. The decision he took was courageous because it
cost him very dearly. It was not just that particular
decision — there were other factors involved — but it
cost him the speakership of this house.
I say sincerely that the member for Bass was
courageous. He took that decision because he saw the
injustice. As he has reported, he sat down with the
whistleblowers, took the evidence and tested the
evidence, and then with all justification, because he
understood the severity of the evidence that he was
hearing, he deemed he then needed to refer it to the
Privileges Committee and undertake that very serious
course of action.
The Privileges Committee then undertook its
investigation. One of the key aspects of this matter is
that the committee found that the member for Frankston
did the wrong thing. That finding was made not by me
or by any individual member of this house, but on
behalf of the Parliament and of the things we hold dear
in our democracy. As members of Parliament we are
here not only to represent our constituents but to uphold
the dignity of this house and the things that are
important — those things that distinguish us from other
Westminster parliaments and from other parliaments
and keep us from doing the wrong thing. The evidence
that was given to the Ombudsman was tested by the
Ombudsman and was irrefutable; it was taken under
oath. As an independent officer of this Parliament, the
Ombudsman was duty bound to report this to the
Parliament, and we are duty bound to take that evidence
extremely seriously.
I put it to you, Speaker, that if an apology is what this
house requires, then that apology should be made
immediately to this house — not tomorrow, not on
2 September, but immediately — because the member
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for Frankston has brought this house and every member
in this house into disrepute.
For that he needs to come in here today, after this
debate is concluded, and apologise to every single
member of this house and to the people of Victoria. He
has rorted his privileges — the car, the fuel card — for
his personal benefit. That should not be allowed. We
should not allow any member of Parliament on either
side of the house, whether they are Labor, Liberal,
Nationals or Independent, to rort their entitlements.
That is not what we are here for. We are here to
represent our constituents. We are here to pass laws and
to make sure that what we leave as a legacy in this
house is for the betterment of all Victorians and not to
line pockets or to bring this house and all its members
into disrepute. This is about decency. This is about not
having one of our own let off the hook.
Let me make it very clear: if the reasoned amendment
is passed today, the Premier will remain Premier and
the ministers will remain ministers — nothing will
change. But if the sanction that has been proposed by
the Leader of the Opposition is not carried, then it will
bring dishonour to this house. It will bring shame to all
of us, because we will have allowed, and will continue
to allow, the honourable member for Frankston to get
off scot-free. It will mean that until November and
possibly beyond he will continue to get paid. He will
continue to have all the rights and privileges of a
member of Parliament. He will continue to be able to
go interstate or overseas, regardless of the motion
before the house, without any sanction. He will
continue to earn $163 000 until 29 November.
I find it extremely offensive — and I have said this
before — that somebody could to go to United
Petroleum to get their petrol can filled up for their
motor mower. I am not accused, but I do not go and rort
my petrol card. I find it offensive that one of our own
has used their petrol card and filled up a private car.
One of our own has given the keys to their vehicle to
somebody in their private hardware store and said, ‘I
know nothing’. One of our own thinks it is okay to use
that vehicle to make money on the public purse. That is
wrong. All of us here today know where our vehicle is,
who has got our key and who is authorised to drive it,
but the honourable member for Frankston wilfully
ignored that. In fact he then went and doctored the
logbook, and he did so over a long period of time. I put
it to the house that we need to uphold the standards
required of this Parliament.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has moved
a motion as listed on the notice paper. The Leader of
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the Opposition has moved an amendment to that
motion. The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

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
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
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. As Speaker I have the casting vote.
The tradition in the house is that Speakers rely on
precedents on many occasions in making a decision, so
to allow the house to consider the motion in its original
form, I cast my vote with the ayes.
Amendment defeated.
Motion agreed to.
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NAMING AND SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Frankston
The SPEAKER — Order! In accordance with the
resolution of the house, under standing order 125 I
name the member for Frankston.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — I move:
That the member for Frankston (Mr Shaw) be suspended
from the service of this house for 11 sitting days.

Motion agreed to.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy and Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to report that the
house met today with the Legislative Council. Margaret
Lewis was duly chosen to hold the seat in the
Legislative Council rendered vacant by the resignation
of the Honourable Candy Broad, and the member for
Bendigo West was elected to the board of the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation.

TREASURY LEGISLATION AND OTHER
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 June; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I was interrupted
previously when speaking in response to the
second-reading speech. The matter I was discussing,
obviously, was the Treasury Legislation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2014. When the debate was
interrupted the issue I was referring to was about
matters relating to the proposed changes in terms of
establishing prudential standards for the Emergency
Services and State Super (ESSSuper) superannuation
fund. As I have previously outlined, this is a very
significant part of public policy, with many billions of
dollars invested and in terms of liabilities that accrue to
the fund. There is approximately $19 billion in assets
under management and over $30 billion in liabilities.
The amendments that have been proposed in this bill
essentially establish that there be a compulsion to abide
by prudential standards approved by the Department of
Treasury and Finance (DTF). My understanding from
the briefings that were provided is that those standards
are based on the Australian Prudential Regulation
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Authority (APRA) standards. To put this in context,
APRA regulates the affairs of private sector
superannuation funds and therefore, with certain
amendments made for the public sector nature of the
superannuation funds that ESSSuper manages, it is
appropriate that DTF provide prudential standards. This
amendment seeks to mandate the maintenance of those
prudential standards and the requirement that ESSSuper
abide by those standards.
As was noted in the second-reading speech, this brings
ESSSuper into line with other aspects of other public
financial corporations and other aspects of the state’s
public financial bodies such as the Victorian
WorkCover Authority, the Transport Accident
Commission and the Victorian Managed Funds
Corporation, which are formally obligated to comply
with the relevant prudential standards. This is a
measure the opposition certainly does not oppose, and it
is important to understand the nature, as I said, of the
scale of funds that are involved. The importance to the
community is very great, so it is reasonable to ensure
that there are standards of prudential management
which these funds meet. I note, though, as I have
previously stated, that currently the ESSSuper is doing
this on a voluntary basis, whereas the amendment in
this bill would require the ESSSuper to meet prudential
standards that can be varied from time to time by DTF.
In part 3 of the bill, which deals with workplace injury
and rehabilitation, there are amendments to the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013. To put that in context, the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013 sought to
rewrite the Accident Compensation Act 1985, and the
Accident Compensation Act is a very complex piece of
legislation. Significant and important debate took place
at the time that that piece of legislation was passed. It
was proposed that the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation
and Compensation Bill be rewritten on the basis that
there would be no change to benefits. The Labor Party
took the view that in fact there were some changes to
benefits.
I will not go through the entire detail of the debate
around it because I could be here longer than half an
hour. It was a very involved and intricate debate, but
amendments were moved because the Labor Party
believed that the intent of the bill as stated by the
government was not met by the legislation. We did not
take the government’s word. We sought to check in
some detail whether there could be any impact. I will
mention in brief a couple of clauses in that bill, which
this bill in part relates to. Clause 200 was such a clause.
We were concerned at the time that it could create a
mechanism that could be used to stall the resolution of
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injured workers’ lump sum impairment claims and
deny seriously injured workers the ability to initiate a
common-law claim. There was also clause 313, which
we thought could undermine judicial oversight of
medical panels, reducing the capacity for injured
workers to seek judicial review of medical panel
opinions. There was also clause 269, which removes
the protection of the Harman rule of evidence.
These matters were subject to a series of discussions
because that bill required an absolute majority of the
house to be passed due to some constitutional
amendments contained in it. That meant that the Labor
Party was able to negotiate with the government, and
there were agreed amendments. I will go through the
process and relate this to the bill currently before the
house, because in undertaking those amendments it was
found that the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel made a number of drafting errors, which this
bill seeks in part to correct. It is important to outline
that the process of drafting those amendments was one
which was agreed to, and the Assistant Treasurer and I
separately sought advice on what had been agreed to in
terms of the policy issues that had been discussed
regarding those amendments. We both sought
independently to receive amendments and then verify
that the amendments were in fact the same.
There is no doubt that the amendments reflect what had
been in the discussion as far as the minister and I, as a
shadow minister. were concerned. However, it has
turned out that there have been a number of drafting
errors in dealing with those amendments, so one of the
aspects of this bill is to fix a number of those drafting
errors arising through the amendment process. On
behalf of the Labor Party I say that this is a reasonable
process and that we think it is reasonable to fix what are
unintended consequences of the process to amend a bill
seeking to achieve changes and outcomes which, in
principle, had already been agreed to. In fact the
substance of the amendments was also agreed to by
both me as a shadow minister and the Assistant
Treasurer. That is the machinery aspect of this bill,
seeking to ensure that there are no unintended
consequences from the amendments and that they
achieve the agreed purpose for which they have been
put.
Areas of the Accident Compensation Act 1985 are of
great interest to the legal fraternity, and there has been
close scrutiny of the proposed amendments. It is the
opposition’s view that the amendments will not erode
the legal rights of injured workers, and therefore it has
no reason to oppose or frustrate their passage through
this house, because they seek to redress drafting errors
made in good faith. While I am here I put on the record
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my appreciation for the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel and the work it does on behalf
of members in terms of drafting amendments to
legislation — a very complex task, particularly in a bill
such as the Accident Compensation Act, which has so
many clauses and so many interrelated measures of
quite a complex nature.
In part, the bill also amends arrangements for the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority. This is a
technical amendment which relates to the ability of the
board to delegate authority to the holder of a named
office. Currently the situation is that the delegated
authority can only be made to a specific person.
Obviously this creates — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SCOTT — It is a very exciting bill, I know, but
I will not respond to interjections.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SCOTT — I will not respond to interjections.
No-one in my life has called me Scotty — I did not go
to a private school. I will continue without responding
to interjections, since that would be disorderly.
I would say that this is a more important issue because
if you can delegate only to an individual, that would
require the board to reissue a delegation in certain
circumstances. However, if the delegation is made to a
position, that creates more flexibility for the
organisation when dealing with such a matter. This is
again an amendment with which the opposition has no
difficulty, and there is no particular reason to frustrate
or seek to oppose its passage through this house.
There are also issues in part 5 of the bill which relate to
the clarification and standardisation of references to
Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) data. Victorian
legislation can relate to datasets provided by the ABS.
This may be a fairly dry area of public policy, but the
ABS does not always maintain the same references to
ABS data — there can be changes to datasets or
subsets, and that can create difficulties in Victorian
legislation that makes specific references to a particular
piece of ABS data that has been changed. Part 5 seeks
to clarify and standardise references to ABS data in
various pieces of Victorian legislation. For example, it
seeks to amend them to refer to relevant reference
periods, because sometimes the period in which a piece
of ABS data refers to can change from, say, six months
to three months.
This may seem unimportant, but of course if legislation
makes specific reference to a particular dataset, it might
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affect how government money is paid to a third party,
and this can be highly relevant and important in terms
of the amount of money involved. It is also important in
ensuring the smooth operation of these acts of
Parliament that the reference can reflect the current
dataset used by the ABS in the event that there is an
obsolete reference. For example — and this applies in a
range of acts, certainly including the Accident
Compensation Act — if there are references to indexing
relating to things like the consumer price index or
various indexes relating to average weekly earnings, it
is important that those datasets reflect the most
up-to-date ABS dataset and that there is flexibility.
My understanding is that the amendments in part 5
mean that there will not be a requirement for future
amendments to come to the Parliament every time the
ABS makes a change in a dataset. It may seem a fairly
obscure point, but again it is not something that the
opposition would oppose, because it simply allows
Victorian law to move with the practice of a federal
body over which our Parliament has no direct control.
An example I would use which is analogous is a
penalty unit. Once upon a time every time you changed
a penalty within the various acts of Parliament it
required reams of legislation and omnibus bills that
changed literally dozens of acts to ensure that the
penalty was updated or indexed or that it reflected a
change in government policy about what the penalty
should be. This has obviously been simplified, and
similarly in this case there is a simplification for how
changes in datasets can be dealt with in order to prevent
there being a requirement for direct legislative change
in the event of a specific change by the ABS in relation
to these matters.
Another matter addressed by this bill, which I think will
perhaps be of more interest to people both within and
outside the Parliament, is that there are clauses that
relate to the defined benefit superannuation scheme
paid to some members of Parliament — though
certainly not the members of Parliament who have been
more recently elected. It is important to understand this
particular part of the bill — that is, clauses 4 and 5 of
part 2. There is no intent, as far as I can see — and I
sought advice on this — to increase the benefits or vary
the benefits paid in a substantive way to members of
Parliament under the defined benefit superannuation
schemes. The reason that the opposition is relaxed
about this clause is not that it seeks to expand the
benefits but that it seeks to deal with a particular tax
issue which has arisen. There was a change in
commonwealth taxation law where the commonwealth
increased superannuation contribution tax from 15 per
cent to 30 per cent for people earning in excess of
$300 000 per year. Some people who are able to obtain
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benefit under the Parliament’s defined benefits
superannuation scheme have accrued a liability.
In essence these clauses create the capacity to cash out
a proportion of a pension in order to deal with a
taxation liability that accrues. The liability is deferred.
It is not paid on a year-by-year basis, but it becomes
due at the time when the pension is taken. At that point
in time there is a liability. This bill creates the
opportunity for there to be, in effect, a cashing out of
some of the pension in order to deal with that liability
and only that liability. My understanding of the clauses
is that if there are future tax changes made by the
commonwealth that create similar liabilities, there is the
ability to deal with such liabilities without the need for
further legislation.
It is important to note that this change does not in any
meaningful way expand the quantum of money which
is being paid under the superannuation scheme. It is not
an expansion of the benefits in that sense. It is an
increase in the flexibility in order to deal with
commonwealth tax liabilities. In those circumstances it
is not something that the opposition finds to be of great
concern. It is obviously a matter of some interest, and it
has been looked at in some detail. I see in the box an
adviser from the minister’s office, and I place on the
record my gratitude to the departmental and ministerial
staff that are providing detailed advice on some of the
complex matters raised. This is a technical bill, and
ensuring that such technical bills do not inadvertently
raise issues that relate to public policy in such delicate
areas that would be of concern has been a matter about
which the opposition has been able to seek assurance
from the government through the work of ministerial
and departmental staff. For their assistance I am
grateful.
This is not a bill the opposition is opposing. As I said, it
is a purely technical bill that deals with a number of
technical matters. On that basis the opposition will not
be opposing the bill. I will end my contribution there.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this evening to speak in support of the Treasury
Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014. I
note at the outset that this is an omnibus bill, a
housekeeping bill, that takes care of a range of matters
which I will go through in some detail.
Clause 1 of the bill indicates the purpose of the bill. It is
broken into five parts. The purpose of the bill is to:
(a) amend the Emergency Services Superannuation Act
1986 to enable the Governor in Council to make a
prudential superannuation standard to be complied with
by the Emergency Services Superannuation Board; and
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(b) amend the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968 and the State Superannuation Act 1988 to
enable the commutation of a pension to meet a
superannuation interest taxation liability; and
(c) make miscellaneous amendments to the Workplace
Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and
the Accident Compensation Act 1985 to improve the
operation of those Acts; and
(d) amend the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act
1996 to improve the operation of that Act; and
(e) amend certain Acts to update the operation of indexation
provisions in or under those Acts.

As members can see, this is a very broad-ranging bill. I
am going to touch on some of the details in relation to
those specific acts I have referred to. The overall thrust
of this bill is to improve the operation of these acts. It
corrects a number of minor drafting anomalies and
other matters. An omnibus bill such as this is a real tidy
up opportunity.
The first matter I want to turn to is in relation to the
pensions issue, the amendment of the superannuation
act. I note that in 2013 the commonwealth government
inserted division 293 into the Income Tax Assessment
Act 1997, increasing the superannuation contribution
tax from 15 per cent to 30 per cent for individuals
earning an assessable income in excess of $300 000 per
annum. For defined benefit scheme members the new
tax is being levied on relevant members when they
leave the scheme. This is picking up the necessary
amendment that flows on from that change at a federal
level. That is an important thing to be dealt with within
our legislative framework in Victoria.
The bill amends the State Superannuation Act 1988 and
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 to allow former members of these public sector
superannuation funds to commute a pension to meet the
division 293 taxation liability. That is the liability I just
referred to. It enables that commutation to be made so
that they can meet that liability at the appropriate time.
The bill also allows, by regulation, this commutation
facility to be extended to other commonwealth
superannuation taxes. This will negate the need for
Victoria to legislate every time the commonwealth
makes changes to the taxation superannuation benefits.
We can see straightaway that this is a matter of
efficiency and effectiveness and enables on an ongoing
basis the Victorian acts to keep up with any changes
that might be made in the federal domain so that they
do not have to keep going back and revisiting them.
This amendment picks that up and enables that to be
done on an ongoing basis.
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In relation to prudential supervision of the Emergency
Services and State Super (ESSS) fund, the bill amends
the Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986 to
require the ESSSuper to comply with any prudential
standards approved by the Governor in Council.
ESSSuper has been voluntarily complying with the
prudential superannuation standards since 2009. While
this arrangement has been working okay, an internal
audit done recently by KPMG recommended that
prudential supervision of ESSSuper be formalised, and
that is important because it will enable the regulation
and supervision to go to the next level. I can recall
many times in my previous occupation, in my
accounting practice, that we acted for lots of
superannuation funds, and it is important not only for
self-managed funds but also for industry funds and
bigger funds such as this one that they are on top of
their prudential regulation and that they stay on top of
the standards so they are managed at an appropriate
level. They are usually dealing with huge sums of
money, and it is important that every prudential
standard is dealt with and adhered to.
The next matter dealt with by the bill is the amendment
to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013, which bill received royal
assent on 12 November 2013. The act delivers on the
government’s commitment to reduce the regulatory
burden associated with workers compensation
legislation by making it easier for employers and
workers to read the legislation and understand their
rights, obligations and responsibilities. The coalition
government undertook a very important reform in
rewriting that legislation. It was an enormous piece of
work which resulted in a huge act. It has made for
easier operation and a less burdensome red tape and
regulatory regime, which is a very good thing for all
those involved in using the legislation. It is a good thing
for employers and employees. It makes the act easier to
read and for people to become familiar with the way it
is laid out.
Since that time a number of matters have been
identified to improve the drafting of the act, and the bill
clarifies the intent and operation of house amendments
made to the act on 17 October 2013. It also responds to
recommendations made by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, and corrects a small number of
drafting errors, omissions or anomalies which have
been identified in the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation
and Compensation Act. These are housekeeping
matters that are tidied up as they come to the attention
of the Parliament, and that is a good thing to do. It is
good to keep the legislative book up to date and to deal
with these matters as and when they come to the
attention of the Parliament, and that is what this
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component of the bill does. The minor amendments are
technical or administrative in nature. There is nothing
earth-shattering in the bill, but it is the housekeeping
that is so important. The Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act was passed on
the basis of there being no changes in benefits to
injured workers, and the minor amendments ensure this
continues to be the case. There has been no erosion in
any sense in that area.
The bill includes some minor amendments to update
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996
to improve the operating efficiency of the Victorian
Managed Insurance Authority. The amendments will
enable the board of the authority to delegate powers and
functions to a holder of a named office of the authority
rather than to a named person who is the holder of that
office; and it will also clarify the board’s power to
delegate to the chief executive officer, or any other
person or persons, to appoint or engage other officers
and employees, subject to the board setting the terms
and conditions of appointment or engagement. This is
consistent with the delegation and authorisation
practices in other statutory bodies.
The final component of the bill deals with the
indexation amendments. As the previous member
mentioned in his contribution, this results in the
ongoing automatic updating of any changes in
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures that perhaps
might be published quarterly. Rather than having to
revisit the legislation there is a provision to enable
automatic updates of the indexation figures. That will
affect some 34 acts, and that is a prudent way of dealing
with this matter on an ongoing basis.
As I said, this is an omnibus bill dealing with important
housekeeping matters. It reflects the due diligence of
the coalition government, which was epitomised
yesterday when the state budget for 2014–15 passed
through the house, and indeed through the other house,
and was widely supported. What a great outcome that is
for all Victorians. Although the bill might seem
innocuous, it is a great outcome for all Victorians as it
deals with what might be in some people’s minds minor
but nevertheless necessary matters. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to the Treasury
Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014. As
my colleague the member for Forest Hill said, this is an
omnibus bill which deals with housekeeping matters. It
is important all the same but it deals with some of the
detail to square up a few things in relation to the
Treasury legislation.

TREASURY LEGISLATION AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Wednesday, 11 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

The objectives of the bill are to amend the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968
and the State Superannuation Act 1988 to allow
members of these schemes to commute their pensions
to meet commonwealth superannuation taxation
liabilities. The bill amends the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to provide a legislative basis
for the Department of Treasury and Finance’s
supervision of Victorian public sector superannuation
agencies. It also amends the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 to address a number
of outstanding issues following the passage of the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
in November last year. Finally, the bill amends the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996 to
improve the operating efficiency of the Victorian
Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA).
The commonwealth has changed the taxation
arrangements of superannuation contributions for
certain members of superannuation funds. For defined
benefit scheme members the new tax is being levied on
relevant members when they leave the scheme. The bill
amends the State Superannuation Act and the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act to allow
former members of those public sector superannuation
funds to commute a pension to meet a commonwealth
taxation liability.
Speaking of former members, I was with a former
member at the weekend at Rutherglen for the grape
tread, which is a very popular event. About 10 000 to
15 000 people were there. The local pie shop, Parker
Pies, said it would sell 12 000 pies over the weekend
for the Rutherglen Winery Walkabout. It was a very
successful weekend that value-adds about $10 million
to the local Rutherglen economy.
An honourable member — How much?
Mr McCURDY — About $10 million; some say
$10.1 million. Rutherglen is very proud of its winery
walkabout of which the grape tread is very important.
Incidentally I won the grape tread this year. It worked
out very well, and I was very proud of my efforts. I did
not drink the wine afterwards, but it was a very
successful event in the wonderful town of Rutherglen.
It will be a shame for me to lose Rutherglen in the
boundary redistribution.
ESSSuper, the emergency services superannuation
fund, has been voluntarily complying with the
Department of Treasury and Finance’s superannuation
standards since 2009, and while this arrangement has
worked well, an internal audit conducted by KPMG late
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last year recommended that the department’s prudential
supervision of ESSSuper be formalised, and we are
doing that today so that ESSSuper complies with
prudential standards made by the Governor in Council.
The Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 (WIRC act) received royal
assent in November last year. Since the act received
royal assent a few opportunities have presented
themselves, and we are going to improve the drafting of
that act with the proposed amendments in this bill. The
amendments will fundamentally clarify the intent and
operation of house amendments which were made to
the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013 in October last year. The bill will also
respond to recommendations by the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee and correct a small number
of drafting errors and omissions which have been
identified in that act.
The amendments to the Victorian Managed Insurance
Authority Act 1996 will enable the board of the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority to delegate to a
holder or the authority rather than to a named person
who is the holder of that office. That is a practical
outcome, and the Acting Speaker is well aware that it is
no good delegating authority to a named person; it
needs to be to a position so that, if that person changes,
the position remains and changes do not need to be
made on a regular basis. On this side of the house we
like these sensible and practical outcomes that are very
important. The bill will also clarify the VMIA board’s
power to delegate to the chief executive officer the
power to appoint or engage other officers and
employees and to set the terms and conditions of
appointment or engagement. That is a critical part of
this section of the bill.
Finally part 5, an integral part of this bill, provides for
the amendment of various acts as specified in the
schedule to the bill to update the operation of
indexation provisions in or under those acts I spoke
about earlier. You did too, Acting Speaker, and I
thought it was a fine contribution you made on the bill.
The amendments to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 address a number of
outstanding issues following the passage of the WIRC
act late last year, as I mentioned earlier. The
superannuation amendments were developed in
response to an internal audit by KPMG and the
recommendations to and changes in commonwealth tax
laws. The technical amendments to the VMIA act were
identified by the VMIA — surprise, surprise — and the
need to make these indexation-related amendments was
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identified during the drafting of the original WIRC act,
and this is where we are now.

reduces red tape is a good thing. That is a very
important part of what we are trying to do here.

Both the Victorian WorkCover Authority and the
VMIA were consulted while we were developing this
bill, and the boards of these agencies are very
supportive of the legislation. It is important that we
communicate with the agencies as we are drafting
legislation so that it fits everybody and we do not have
too many disgruntled players once we have passed this
legislation. It is really important that we have that
consultation.

This bill includes a number of amendments to correct a
small number of drafting errors and remove potential
ambiguities by clarifying the intention of various
provisions. As I said earlier, these amendments are
minor and will ensure that injured workers receive the
compensation to which they are entitled.

With respect to the superannuation amendments, the
Emergency Services Superannuation Board raised a
concern that the requirement to comply with any
prudential superannuation standard may impact on its
ability to act as an independent trustee. That is a very
important point. However, the ultimate objective of
prudential supervision is to enhance the security of
members benefits, so it is difficult to see that there is
any friction between a requirement to comply with a
prudential standard and the board’s obligation to its
members. You can see where we are going here —
from one side to the other. It is important to make that
clear. At the same time, the prudential superannuation
standard is based on the standards that the Australian
Prudential Regulation Authority has prescribed for the
private sector in superannuation funds, so this is right
across the whole gamut. It is important to understand
that. The board also supported the other superannuation
amendment in this bill.
In the limited time I have left I will touch on the WIRC
act because it honours the government’s election
commitment to recast the Accident Compensation Act
1985 and the Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993 into a single act that is simpler and
easier to use. Again that is very important as we move
through. As I said, this is an omnibus bill which is
about general housekeeping. It is about trying to
consolidate these opportunities to amend legislation
where we can. I know the member for South Barwon
agrees with that because it is very important that we
keep a practical outlook all the way through. It is very
easy to get off the rails, but we stay focused wherever
possible.
The bill delivers on the government’s commitment to
reduce the regulatory burden associated with the
workers compensation legislation by making it easier
for employers and workers to read the legislation and
understand their rights. It is really important that they
understand their rights, their obligations and their
responsibilities. As far as I am concerned, anything that

I could go on for a lot longer because there is so much
to get through in this bill, but I will allow some time for
the member for Bentleigh, who I know is ready to get
to her feet to make a contribution. She may elaborate
further on clause 12, which amends section 313 of the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013, because that is another important part of the bill
that I did not have time to speak about. She may talk
about the panel, how the panel has 60 days to form its
opinion on medical questions and how that opinion is
binding on any court, body or person. The member for
Bentleigh may get the opportunity to speak about that,
but I am not sure, and I will not pre-empt what she will
talk about. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak on the
Treasury Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2014. I thank my predecessors — yourself included,
Acting Speaker Angus — for their very informed and
comprehensive contributions to the second-reading
debate on this bill. The bill is essentially tidying up:
doing some housekeeping, tying up loose ends in
various parts of the act and creating efficiency and
effectiveness to meet the commonwealth taxation
liability. The bill is an omnibus bill that makes
amendments to various acts to formalise the prudential
supervision of the public sector superannuation
schemes and improve the efficiency of government
administration. The coalition government has been
about cutting red tape, easing the burden and making
cost efficiencies where possible.
I am proud to say that yesterday the coalition
government’s absolutely stellar 2014–15 budget was
passed. The opposition supported it, and all Victorians
will be the beneficiaries of the much-needed
infrastructure upgrades we in the government are
projecting. We are investing $27 billion in the
Melbourne rail link, the Melbourne Airport link, the
port of Hastings expansion and the east–west link, all of
which the Labor Party has previously opposed. But
members opposite came in yesterday and supported the
budget, so Victorians will not be denied first-class
infrastructure. It is definitely long overdue. We are
investing record amounts in both health care and
education. Again, this funding is very important and
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will benefit Victorians in those areas. We are investing
more in health care, education and infrastructure than
the former Labor government. It is a fantastic and
exciting thing that the coalition government is not only
building for the future but also planning for the future
and consequently creating, developing and building a
better Victoria.
The bill amends the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to require Emergency
Services and State Super (ESSSuper) to comply with
the prudential standard approved by the Governor in
Council. It also amends the State Superannuation Act
1988 and the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to allow former members of
public sector superannuation funds to commute a
pension to meet a commonwealth taxation liability. It
amends the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 to improve the operation of
those acts. It amends the Victorian Managed Insurance
Authority Act 1996 to improve the operating efficiency
of the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA),
and it also amends certain acts to update the operation
of indexation provisions in or under those acts.
I will go into each one in a bit more detail. On the
commutation of pensions, in 2013 the commonwealth
government inserted division 293 into the Income Tax
Assessment Act 1997, increasing the superannuation
contributions tax from 15 per cent to 30 per cent for
individuals earning an assessable income in excess of
$300 000 per annum. For defined benefit scheme
members, the new tax is being levied on relevant
members when they leave the scheme.
The bill amends the State Superannuation Act 1988 to
allow a commonwealth taxation liability to be met and
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 to allow former members of the Parliamentary
Contributory Superannuation Fund to elect to commute
their pensions to meet a division 293 taxation liability.
The bill makes minor amendments that will provide
cost efficiencies.
The amendments to the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 will require ESSSuper to
comply with any prudential standard approved by the
Governor in Council. ESSSuper has been voluntarily
complying with the prudential superannuation standard
since 2009. While this arrangement has worked well, an
internal audit conducted by KPMG recommended that
prudential supervision of ESSSuper be formalised.
Again, this is all about cost efficiencies.
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I turn now to the amendments to the accident
compensation acts. The Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 received
royal assent on 12 November 2013. The act delivered
on the government’s commitment to reduce the
regulatory burden associated with workers
compensation legislation by making it easier for
employers and employees to read the legislation and
understand their rights, obligations and responsibilities.
For anyone not familiar with reading acts, doing so can
be quite cumbersome. Many people may not
necessarily understand or interpret them appropriately.
This government is trying to assist employers and
employees to interpret that legislation in a way that is
meaningful for them but is also clear to understand. In
that way people will understand their rights.
A small number of opportunities have since been
identified to improve the drafting of the Workplace
Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013. The
bill will clarify the intent and operation of the house
amendments made to the bill for that act on 17 October
2013, respond to recommendations by the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee and correct a small
number of drafting errors, omissions and anomalies
which have been identified.
Anomalies and loopholes are often identified as
legislation is put forward. This government is being
responsible and working through those pieces of
legislation not only to close loopholes and make
matters simpler for people to interpret and understand
but also to create financial or other efficiencies where
possible. These minor amendments are technical or
administrative in nature, and the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act was passed on
the basis of there being no changes to benefits for
injured workers. The minor amendments in this bill
ensure that this continues to be the case.
The bill includes some minor amendments to update
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996
to improve the operation and efficiency of that act. The
amendments will enable the board of the VMIA to
delegate powers and functions to a holder of a named
office of the authority rather than to be a named person
who is the holder of that office. The bill will clarify the
power of the VMIA’s board to delegate to the chief
executive officer or any other person or persons the
power to appoint or engage other officers and/or
employees subject to the board setting the terms and
conditions of the appointment or engagement. This is
consistent with the delegation of authorisation practices
in other statutory bodies.
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The bill also amends a number of acts, which are listed
in the schedule, to update the operation of indexation
provisions. These amendments will update references
to the ‘Commonwealth Statistician’ to reflect that
position’s current title of ‘Australian Statistician’ so as
to reflect current Australian Bureau of Statistics
publication practices and references. In particular the
amendments are required to update references to
indexation by changes in average weekly earnings in
line with the half-yearly rather than quarterly
publication of data. There is another cost efficiency.
These amendments are technical in nature but not
substantive and will not result in any variation of other
amounts of any payment from what would otherwise
have been applied if the ABS publication practice was
not changed.
As I said, this bill is about tidying up legislation to
make it more effective and efficient and to comply with
commonwealth taxation liability. The government is
tidying up the legislation with some housekeeping
amendments because when we come across legislation
that may have some loopholes we work to close those
loopholes. Members of the Napthine government made
a commitment to ease the cost burden on workers and
to help them understand their rights, and we are
working towards achieving that.
As I have limited time left, I indicate that the Treasury
Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014 is
something by which we are looking to improve some
legislation to make it simpler for people to read
effectively, interpret and understand. We are also
addressing cost efficiencies so that provisions of state
legislation are in line with commonwealth law on
taxation liability. What we are achieving through this
bill is in line with working towards meeting the
objective of addressing minor anomalies in various
sections of legislation, as I have outlined briefly in the
limited time I have had.
As I said, yesterday the coalition government had a
great day when the Victorian state budget for 2014–15
was passed. I know that all Victorians will be the
beneficiaries of the wonderful plans for and vision we
have of building a better Victoria. I commend the bill to
the house.
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of Acts and Regulations Committee. As a member of
that committee, I must say that normally the committee
does not get a lot of kudos. I do not know how many
members read our reports, although I know that a
number of members presently in the house would go
through the detail of those reports. I mention
particularly the members for Benalla and Mount
Waverley.
I refer to Alert Digest No. 13 of Tuesday, 15 October
2013, in which various sections of the Workplace
Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013 are
reported on. I am very pleased that the bill before the
house picks up some of the recommendations made by
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, which
in part are the reason for the amendments to the act. I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

FINES REFORM BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 May; motion of Ms ASHER
(Minister for Innovation).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
Second reading

Mr WATT (Burwood) — I take great delight in
speaking on the Treasury Legislation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2014. The main reason I want to
speak on this particular bill is because of the
amendments it makes to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013. I refer
particularly to the fact that in part the amendments are
made in response to recommendations of the Scrutiny

Debate resumed from 26 March; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Crime Statistics Bill 2014 and to draw the house’s
attention to the crime statistics for the state that have
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recently been released. In particular I will focus my
comments on the crime statistics for the Brimbank and
Keilor areas, where police numbers, in terms of officers
based in the city of Melton, have been cut by almost 21
and where at the same time we have seen crime rates go
up by around 23 per cent. An independent source of
crime statistics is much needed. The government needs
to face facts and not hide behind dodgy figures that are
inaccessible and hard for members of the public to
understand when they are searching for information on
their local area and for a breakdown of where crime
rates have increased.
In terms of crime statistics there is a further need for the
government to make available policing numbers by
region. We should have statistics around just how our
local stations are manned, particularly in light of the
blue paper released by the Chief Commissioner of
Police in recent weeks — which has been discussed at
length by the chief commissioner and commented on
by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services —
in relation to the entire reformatting and restaffing of
the police force, which clearly would have an effect on
and link directly into crime statistics.
As a former statistician who ran a small business
looking at and writing research papers on statistics to
make a living, in particular looking at workforce
shortages, I have to say there are many ways in which
there can be misinterpretation of how statistics are
collected and released to the public. Having an
independent body with the right parameters around it
and with an open and accessible form of questioning
around how statistics are collected, formulated and
released and how in fact the public can question those
statistics is extremely important in having a look at our
crime figures publicly and thus effectively resourcing
our police force and local communities.
Clause 8 of the bill provides that it is a summary
offence for someone who is or was the chief statistician
or an employee or consultant employed or engaged
under clause 6 to, without a reasonable excuse, access,
use or disclose any information obtained in the
performance of functions under the act except for the
purposes of the act. That offence carries a maximum
penalty of imprisonment of two years. This goes to the
point I just raised about the importance of the clarity —
and, I guess, opacity — around how those statistics are
collected and released.
There are a number of clauses within this bill that go to
the detail of definitions, how statistical data on crime
should be collected and how this should be enforced.
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It makes further consequential amendments to the
Victoria Police Act 2013 and the Police Regulation Act
1958. We have seen a humongous jump in the crime
statistics that have come before this house on a
quarterly basis. There is a real link between crime stats
being up and police numbers being down, and that
applies to stats whether they refer to thefts of a vehicle,
the breaking into of homes or incidents of family
violence — and unfortunately we often segregate
family violence crime statistics from other crime stats.
When I held a community meeting in the suburb of
Taylors Hill to talk about the issue of crime going up
and police numbers going down in my electorate, many
residents in attendance were angry because of the many
incidents when they had called the police and the police
had not attended in a timely manner. In one reported
incident a five-year-old child was walking home from
school through the local park when he found an esky.
He took the esky home and his mother opened it and
found it to be full of narcotics. The esky had been left in
the local park of a fairly recently opened estate — it has
probably been open for no more than five years. The
mother called the police instantly. Thank God the child
did not touch any of the paraphernalia inside that small
esky. It took 4 hours for the police to come from a local
station where we have seen police numbers
dramatically drop since 2010. Nobody was interviewed,
and the paraphernalia was taken away. Two nights later
the house opposite the park where the narcotics were
found was shot up by criminals who had fired into the
windows and the garage. On that occasion it took the
police almost 1 hour to attend the scene.
This did not make the residents in that neighbourhood
feel very secure. There had been a number of incidents
that led them to say ‘Enough is enough’ and to call a
public meeting to discuss the issue. The residents asked
their local police officers to attend the meeting, and a
fine young constable who works extremely hard in the
local area came to address them. The 50 residents at
that meeting were quite rightly angry that they were not
getting the response times they wanted, and they did
not feel that their area was being secured following the
break-ins and drug-related incidents they were
reporting. Under severe pressure from the public at the
meeting the young constable admitted to the crowd,
‘When I get calls, particularly on the weekends, I have
to make decisions whether to attend call-outs for
drug-related incidents and complaints or whether to
attend family violence incidents’. He said, ‘I would
always choose to protect women and children’, and I
applaud the constable for standing up and saying that,
but the reality is that he should not be in the position
where he has to make a choice each time about which
incident to attend.

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
2080

ASSEMBLY

In talking to the local police station and to the regional
police division, the clear message coming back to me is
that these incidents — whether the response time is
short or long — need to be reported through either 000
or Crime Stoppers because all these incidents and
reports add to our crime statistics.
Reporting any sort of crime is important, and is
something that I have strongly emphasised in my local
community. I have also tried to raise awareness that
incidents of family violence should not be tolerated,
and that if incidents occur in the community people
should report them. They should feel able to pick up the
phone and report any sort of crime.
The role of the chief statistician is to access crime data
with the aim of analysing and interpreting that data so
that governments can turn that information into
resourcing, policy and action to make sure that crime
statistics are kept at as low a level as possible.
Reporting should enable governments to plan for the
future, particularly in growth areas where the
population is booming and the community is changing
from a semi-regional or rural area to an urban area.
Resourcing in those areas needs to be at an intense level
in a whole range of infrastructure. However, often that
infrastructure does not keep up with the incidents of
crime nor with preventive programs. It is hoped that the
benefit of having a chief statistician will be seen long
term in resourcing and planning to ensure that we have
the police force we need to keep our communities safe.
I commend the bill to the house
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. The
bill before the house delivers on an election
commitment which the coalition took to the 2010
election. The commitment was made to improve access
to crime statistics, because under the former Labor
government a series of fudged figures were very
carefully manipulated to ensure that the message sold to
the Victorian public was that the situation was better
than it actually was. One thing that can be said about
the Napthine government is that it has been tough on
law and order, proactive on policing and has delivered
in every sense of the word, from delivering 1700 police
to 940 protective services officers. We are getting on
with the task of ensuring that Victorians feel safe.
The purpose of the Crime Statistics Bill is to ensure
that, with the appointment of the chief statistician,
crime statistics are put through a rigorous process so
that the public has confidence in the statistics that are
put in front of them. The chief statistician will publish
crime statistics information in the form of quarterly and
annual reports. The chief statistician will take over this
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function from Victoria Police and work independently
of Victoria Police.
We have seen reports from the Ombudsman that
criticised former governments for failing to deliver in
this area. The Ombudsman’s report in 2011 suggested
that under the former government a key factor that
contributed to the resignation of the former Chief
Commissioner of Police was the publication of crime
statistics. In his annual report to Parliament the
Ombudsman, George Brouwer, said that the
establishment of an independent body was long
overdue. He previously recommended the
establishment of an independent body for this purpose
in 2009, but the former government neglected to act on
his recommendation.
The report said that there was an unusually high
number of complaints about FOI requests, many of
which were made by MPs; that many of those requests
could not be processed sufficiently; and that there were
long delays in implementing changes to the way this
sort of information was handled and processed. In terms
of data integrity for police, it is important that we have
transparent information that the Victorian people can go
by.
The report also suggests a number of other reports had
looked into this, many of which dated back to the late
1990s. The 2011 Ombudsman’s report says that before
the last state election — and this is the real kicker —
the crime statistics taken to the election by the previous
government were misleading, and the then chief
commissioner, as I say, resigned after they were
released. The report says we should never put politics in
the way of policing in our state, and through other bills
we have brought before the house we have amply
clarified a separation of powers between what police do
and what government does. We certainly need to
provide the necessary resourcing, but we need to ensure
that operations are carried out by police, and that is
what we will continue to do.
This agency will ensure that there is transparency, and
the legislation will ensure that there is proper scrutiny.
The bill provides for the opportunity for due process if
anything misleading comes from the agency. The bill
provides protections around the Crime Statistics
Agency using potentially sensitive law enforcement
information received from Victoria Police. It does this
by creating two offences of unauthorised access, use or
disclosure of such information. The bill is thereby
protecting those individuals about which information
will be handed over. This is very important: when we
are handing over sensitive information to an
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independent agency, we want to make sure this
information is properly protected.
First, then, the bill creates a summary offence of a
regulated person — the chief statistician, an employee
or a consultant — without reasonable excuse,
accessing, using or disclosing any information obtained
in the performance of functions under the proposed act
except for the purposes of the proposed act or otherwise
in connection with the performance of functions under
the proposed act. It will be a reasonable excuse that a
person took reasonable steps not to access, use or
disclose such information. The maximum penalty for
the offence is 240 penalty units or imprisonment for
two years, or both. Second, the bill makes it an
indictable offence for the chief statistician, an employee
or a consultant to access, use or disclose any
information if they know or are reckless about whether
the information may be used to endanger the life or
physical safety of any person. If that is done, there is a
penalty of 600 penalty units or five years imprisonment,
or both. That is very important because it provides the
necessary protections of the very sensitive information
being handed over.
The bill also amends the Commissioner for Law
Enforcement Data Security Act 2005, including by
expanding its purpose to include the promotion of the
use by the chief statistician of appropriate and secure
management practices in relation to crime statistics
data. It also amends the functions and powers of the
commissioner to allow him or her to establish standards
and protocols to conduct monitoring activities in
relation to crime data held by the Crime Statistics
Agency.
This is, then, a very important bill because it goes to the
heart of delivering transparency in our policing and in
the law and order area. The members of the Victorian
public want to be confident about the data published by
the government and confident when looking at relevant
statistics about, for example, increases in certain
crimes, such as crimes against the person.
The previous opposition speaker was speaking about
family violence incidents, and we have specially
targeted resourcing to allow police to create specific
units to deal with family violence issues and incidents.
We are putting resources in. We are equipping police
with budget resources to ensure that more officers are
out there policing. As I have said before in this house,
when more officers are policing, this leads to more
people being caught doing the wrong thing, more
arrests and more processing of criminals. Protecting the
public and making sure that people feel safe are the
most important issues for our community.
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The final important point about this bill is that it is not
possible for a government to know about the best
resourcing options for police unless it is provided with
clear and transparent information. That is what this bill
does. It provides that independent function of
transparency, allowing the government to ensure that it
is able to resource appropriately. Also, the important
policing arm is not tied to the government, is not to be
the hands and legs of the government or to manipulate
figures for the government’s privilege and benefit. That
is what we are ensuring. We have deliberately ensured
that there is a clear separation of powers. That is what
we have done with the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014, which
introduced the biggest changes to policing since 1958.
Now we are providing transparency to ensure that the
sort of shenanigans that took place under the previous
government do not recur. We have transparency, and
we will ensure that we publish the right figures, which
are independently provided and monitored. They will
not be what a police minister has handed over to a
police commissioner to distribute before an election.
That is what we will ensure does not happen in the
future. We are getting on with delivering on crime
statistics, just as we have with the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission and with all
areas of policing. Law and order has been at the
forefront of our policy of ensuring that Victorians are
safe.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to speak on
the Crime Statistics Bill 2014, and I say from the outset
that Labor will not be opposing this bill. We accept that
the government allocated $8.4 million in the last state
budget to establish the Crime Statistics Agency. I will
say to the member for Caulfield that at no stage under
the previous government was there ever a situation
where the former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services handed the Chief Commissioner of Police
statistics and told the chief commissioner when to
publish them. That is completely outrageous as a
proposition. I challenge government members to
substantiate that as a claim, if that indeed is a claim that
the member for Caulfield is willing to make.
This bill primarily supports the establishment of the
Crime Statistics Agency, which is an independent body
responsible for the publication of Victorian crime
statistics. The bill provides for a number of things,
including the employment of a chief statistician, and
that the chief commissioner provide law enforcement
data to the chief statistician. It also provides for the
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publication of those crime statistics. In the briefing I
received from the department some time ago, I was
advised that Victoria Police will release statistics to the
community with the same regularity that it currently
does. There will be offences for unauthorised use and
disclosure of information. A commissioner for law
enforcement data security will also be appointed. There
are specific matters in this bill that relate to the
monitoring of crime data held by the Crime Statistics
Agency once it comes into force, which will not be
until after the state election in November.
The bill provides that the Secretary of the Department
of Justice may employ a chief statistician and necessary
employees and consultants to assist in the performance
of the chief statistician’s functions. Those functions are
in three parts: publishing and releasing information
relating to crime in Victoria, undertaking research into
and analysing crime and criminal justice issues and
trends here in Victoria, and performing any other
functions conferred under any other act.
Other members have provided some context in relation
to the particular bill. It is true that there have been a
number of reports from the Ombudsman that are
relevant to this debate. A report from the Office of
Police Integrity recommended that there be an
independent body established to report on Victorian
crime statistics, and it is acknowledged on this side of
the chamber that crime statistics are an important tool in
effective policing. They ensure an intelligence-led
policing response, and they are there to enhance the
level of policing performance. They should inform
resourcing decisions, and they should help Victoria
Police to develop policies and programs for crime
prevention.
We hear a lot from members opposite about the inputs
related to policing — that is, the additional police —
but we do not often hear those members talk about what
is happening with crime, which is really the outcome of
those investments. It needs to be acknowledged that the
Ombudsman recommended that the independent
statistical agency be empowered to audit statistics or
examine police crime-recording practices. This is worth
mentioning in the context of my contribution to debate
on this bill because in recent times there has been some
commentary in relation to a number of crimes and the
way our police respond to them and about the fact that
those crimes are not being recorded and will not be
subject to audit by the chief statistician.
As an example, I turn to the issue of petrol drive-offs.
There has been a change in practice by Victoria Police
in recent times in not investigating petrol drive-offs as a
matter of routine. There are many thousands of petrol
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drive-offs each year. I have been told by the industry
that this amounts to losses of somewhere in the order of
$12 million to $15 million, and these are small business
franchisees operating on very thin margins. If you take
those sorts of offences out of the crime statistics, it will
have an impact on the reduction of offences figures
across the board. In crimes where a person’s car has
been broken into, the police follow the practice of
having that person bring their motor vehicle into the
police station before an investigation is undertaken.
This practice creates the situation where the number of
crimes or offences recorded can potentially be brought
down in that crime category.
There is a similar situation in relation to crimes
involving deception or fraud. In recent times Victoria
Police has changed its practice in relation to offences
such as credit card offences where there are potentially
minor offences occurring that are not of great monetary
value. When people report such an offence, they are
asked to complete a form and take it back to their
financial institution, where they are then reimbursed as
a result of their credit card having been stolen. In this
situation you are not having an offence recorded or
investigated. These sorts of matters that are occurring
now can have a big impact in relation to the number of
crime offences recorded in Victoria. It is worth noting
that under this bill the chief statistician will not have the
power to investigate the collection of police statistics.
It is worth noting that even though it is potentially
valuable to have a Crime Statistics Agency, contrary to
what we hear from those opposite this is not a measure
that will bring down the incidence of crime. During the
matter of public importance debate earlier today I
reported to the house that crime continues to rise under
this government, which is quite something given that
law and order was a centrepiece policy for this
government in the lead-up to the 2010 election.
It was a centrepiece policy, and each and every year
under this government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN — I know this hurts government
members. I know they do not like to hear it, but law and
order was its centrepiece policy, and under this
government we have seen increasing crime rates. In fact
in the most recent year there were almost 40 000 more
offences recorded under this government than in the
last full year under Labor.
Labor increased police numbers each and every year
and brought down crime rates. Under this government
we have seen an increase in crime rates. The coalition
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was prepared to measure the former government on
crime rates when it was in opposition, but it does not
like hearing the truth now, and the truth now is that the
number of offences being recorded in Victoria is
increasing, and it is increasing substantially. The most
recent crime data — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN — I hear the interjections. It is
clearly a sensitive issue for Liberal and Nationals
members to hear that crime rates are increasing. This
might keep the chief statistician pretty busy, because
the most recent figures show crime rates in Victoria are
up 7.1 per cent.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN — I hear the interjections from
government members.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Mr NOONAN — This is their centrepiece policy.
Law and order was the coalition’s centrepiece policy in
2010, but Victoria is not safer today; in fact it is less
safe today than it was in 2010. This might hurt the
coalition members in the chamber tonight, but the most
recent Victoria Police figures show crime in Victoria
increased by 7.1 per cent in the year ending March
2014. The figures show that drug offences are up
17.8 per cent, family violence increased 6 per cent and
assault is up 2.3 per cent. Victoria is a less safe place
today than it was in 2010, and I know that hurts
coalition members.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the Crime
Statistics Bill 2014, and I note the opposition is also
supporting it. This bill represents the delivery of an
election commitment by the government. I note
up-front that this is also part of our finding what the
facts are when it comes to crime statistics, and there has
been some controversy over that matter over time.
Another fact is that we have more police than we have
ever had. We are well on the way to delivering our
1700-plus police, and this will also assist in maintaining
our tough law and order stance.
In 2010 the government made an election commitment
to improve access to crime statistics, and in the 2014
budget it allocated $8.4 million to establish the Crime
Statistics Agency. The Crime Statistics Bill 2014 gives
effect to that commitment and implements the
recommendations of both the Ombudsman and the
Office of Police Integrity. The Crime Statistics Agency
will be led by the chief statistician and will take over
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annual and quarterly reporting of the statistics from
Victoria Police. This is a very straightforward bill and
measure. It supports the establishment of the Crime
Statistics Agency. It has the statutory foundation role,
as it needs to, ensuring that the chief statistician has
adequate access to the data.
The Secretary of the Department of Justice will appoint
a chief statistician under the Public Administration Act
2004. The chief statistician will be responsible for
publishing this data, undertaking research and analysis
of that data — this is very important because you can
have an awful lot of numbers, but you also have to have
some skilled analysis as to what those numbers
mean — and performing the other functions conferred
on the statistician under the act.
The bill requires the Chief Commissioner of Police to
provide law enforcement data to the chief statistician,
subject to appropriate safeguards. Of course you have
to have all those protections when you have this sort of
data. We have what is now in our time the routine
protection of that data. The bill provides for the
protection of the information by creating offences for
unauthorised access and disclosure. It also contains
provisions to make sure that employees fully
understand their responsibilities. It also makes it an
indictable offence for the chief statistician, employees
or consultants to access or disclose information to
someone or in some way that should not occur.
I think this is a straightforward bill. I am not going to
speak long on this because I think the bill speaks for
itself. We are going to have a qualified person — being
a statistician — to collect this data, analyse it and
present it to the public in what will be, I am sure, a very
factual matter from which we can all draw our views.
With that I am pleased to commend this bill to the
house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014,
and Labor will not be opposing this bill. In fact, it will
be good to have a statistician bringing these figures
together so that we know and understand not just the
rate of crime but also what our response as a
community to looking at a crime prevention strategy is.
I am interested in analysing what the different causes
are — so that is done by getting the statistics firmly on
the record and being able to analyse crime by location
or social circumstance. This is really important so that
we know and understand what the issues are, where
they occur and what we need to do, not just in a
punitive way to respond to crime, but in a preventative
way to develop a preventative strategy.
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This has been a cause that I have been interested in for
a long period of time now. One of the critical issues that
I have spoken about is the repeated way that we cannot
get a coordinated strategy across the three tiers of
government, business and civil society on how to help
build communities and to get a better response to
understanding what the circumstances are for various
people within our community. This goes to having a
whole-of-government strategy as well, so that we do
not just have issues, say in my electorate in
Broadmeadows, where two years ago $25 million was
cut from Kangan Institute, and that was the key TAFE
provider for this community. This happened basically
in the shadow of the Ford Motor Company’s
announcement that it would end its local production.
That of course created part of the domino effect:
Holden said it would go, and then Toyota did as well.
We had a loss of jobs that were very important in my
community. This has a ripple effect, and can affect the
crime rate as well on a whole range of different social
indicators. It is about how we look at this.
Any government that is in power should want to make
cuts that are targeted and surgical and that do not have
unintended consequences, if you like, in areas like
mine. This occurred with the local learning and
employment network (LLEN) that is the Hume
Whittlesea LLEN; its funding was cut by the federal
government — by the Abbott government. There is
deep concern now from the Hume Whittlesea LLEN. I
met with its key people in the Parliament yesterday, and
they wanted to take me through the facts that they have
been able to establish networks with employers and
communities to try to make sure there are pathways so
that people can get training, get jobs and have a better
opportunity in life. This is the other side of being able
to balance out these issues. Yes, we need to have an
evidence-based response, but there also needs to be a
preventive strategy that backs that up and particularly
looks at the socioeconomic circumstances involved in
these issues as well.
Now I will turn to looking at this bill. It will provide for
the employment of a chief statistician, the Chief
Commissioner of Police providing law enforcement
data to the chief statistician, the publication of crime
statistics, offences for unauthorised use and disclosure
of information and the commissioner for law
enforcement data to monitor crime data held by the
Crime Statistics Agency. The bill provides that the
Secretary of the Department of Justice may employ the
Chief Statistician as well as, if necessary, consultants to
assist in the performance of the chief commissioner’s
functions, which include to publish and release
statistical information relating to crime in Victoria, to
undertake research into and analysis of crime and
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criminal justice issues and trends, and perform any
other functions conferred under any other act. So the
bill provides — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) — The
time appointed by sessional orders for me to interrupt
business has now arrived. The honourable member may
continue his speech when the matter is next before the
Chair.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Bellarine Peninsula ambulance services
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Health. The action I seek is that the
minister intervene urgently to reinstate two peak-period
units and a properly resourced, accessible mobile
intensive care ambulance (MICA) service on the
Bellarine Peninsula. In the last three years Bellarine has
seen its ambulance service undermined and cut back.
Two peak-period units have been withdrawn. In
September 2011 a unit was cut from the Ocean Grove
station and another peak-period unit was withdrawn in
December last year, this time from the Bellarine station
in Drysdale. These units were taken out of Bellarine to
prop up branches in other areas of Geelong. This has
caused serious concern amongst local communities and
paramedics working across the Bellarine Peninsula.
That concern has been heightened by the changed
arrangements for the MICA service. At the same time
as the peak-period unit was cut from the Ocean Grove
station, the MICA service also lost a peak-period unit,
reducing MICA resources for the Geelong and
Bellarine areas. There will now no longer be any MICA
service operating out of central Geelong; instead the
service will be based in Belmont and Norlane. Anyone
who knows the area and the issues of access to the
Bellarine Peninsula from either Belmont or Norlane
will know that this will add considerably to the time it
takes for those MICA units to reach parts of Bellarine.
These new arrangements effectively mean that
Bellarine can no longer rely on having a properly
resourced, accessible MICA service.
These cutbacks to the ambulance service make no sense
given that the Bellarine is recognised as an area of
population growth. It is increasingly popular with
young families who see it as an ideal place to bring up

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 11 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

their children, but we have also got an increasing
ageing population that relies significantly on health
services that are provided either at the hospital or
through ambulance services. The government is
currently building a new ambulance station at Leopold.
This is good, but this ambulance service — which was
predicted to be open last December and is still not
open — will only replace the services that have been
taken out of Bellarine. It will not provide the additional
services that are supposed to be there to meet the needs
of the growing population.
It is vital that the minister intervene, as a matter of
urgency, to have these two peak-period units and a
properly resourced, accessible MICA service reinstated
to meet the needs of the Bellarine’s increasing numbers
of residents, holiday-makers and tourists.

South Melbourne Life Saving Club
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to raise a
matter for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
with me the South Melbourne Life Saving Club and
meet with the president, Nick Bass, the club captain,
Alison Porter, and any other members, and also with
the Liberal candidate for Albert Park, Shannon Eeles, to
look at the club and at some of the options available to
assist that club into the future.
This is a great club. It was first formed in 1876 as a
swimming club and since then has had many
transitions — it was a sea bath club in 1913 and in 1927
the lifesaving club was founded. The members who are
part of it benefit from a whole range of different
activities. They are able to undertake training in both
competition and award skills, and part of their training
allows them to achieve their bronze medallions. The
club also has programs for nippers, cadets and seniors.
It has been around, as I say, for a very long time and is
a strong club within the area of Albert Park.
The minister visited with me the St Kilda Life Saving
Club, which has just received some funding — in fact
$1 million — and I had the privilege of going along to
its centenary celebrations. The club was very happy to
receive $1 million of funding, and along with the
$2 million provided by the local council it will ensure
that there will be new facilities for the 100-year-old
St Kilda Life Saving Club. The South Melbourne Life
Saving Club is down the road and also has a huge
tradition.
I know that the government has invested heavily in Life
Saving Victoria, an organisation that does a terrific job
in saving lives. It also provides swimming programs for
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the many people, including from our culturally and
linguistically diverse communities. It provides training
to young people and offers them opportunities to
engage in volunteering and support programs. Life
Saving Victoria also offers first aid courses and the like.
The South Melbourne Life Saving Club is very
important to the electorate. I know Shannon Eeles has
been working very hard as a candidate for Albert Park.
She is very committed to serving in that community
that was neglected during 11 years of Labor. I am sure
the St Kilda Life Saving Club would not have received
its upgrade under the Labor government. When she is
the new member for Albert Park after the election in
November we will be able to ensure that other clubs in
the area will also be supported. This is an opportunity
for the minister to visit the South Melbourne Life
Saving Club with me and Shannon Eeles, to meet with
club members, to learn firsthand about what the club
needs and to see what can be done to support this club
into the future.

School funding
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education. I ask the
minister to take action to make information available to
parents, students, teachers and school principals which
explains how the additional Better Schools funding, or
Gonski funding, is being allocated across the state.
Members of the education community in my electorate
were excited to follow the outcomes of the Gonski
review of education and to learn that the Gillard federal
government was prepared to commit substantial
funding to support better outcomes for schools across
the country. Following the signing of an agreement
between the Victorian government and the federal
government in August last year, that level of excitement
grew, and the education community was relieved when
then opposition leader Tony Abbott promised to honour
the agreement if he became Prime Minister. The
agreement promised an additional $12.2 billion of
funding from the federal government, which was
balanced by the state government’s provision of an
additional $5.4 billion to support better outcomes in our
schools across Victoria.
Sadly, as we know, the Abbott government has now
agreed to fund only the first four years of the
agreement, and I expect that the Minister for Education
and the government will argue strongly for the federal
government to honour the full six years of the
agreement. Schools would have expected to receive
substantial increases in their funding under the agreed
Better Schools funding guidelines, but as yet they still
do not understand how this funding is being delivered.
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It is important that the minister clarify this matter. I
have been talking to school principals and other
members of school communities who are still unclear
about how the Better Schools funding is going to be
delivered to them and how they can plan better
outcomes for their students and put in place the
appropriate programs.
I ask the minister take action to provide clear
information to the principals and school communities
across my electorate, and I guess across the whole state,
explaining where the Gonski money is, how it is being
delivered and how they can plan for the future. It is
clearly very important that this information be
provided. The expectation is out there that schools will
gain this additional funding, but they want to
understand how this money is being distributed and
how they can expect to spend it.

Gas exploration
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Energy and Resources. The action I seek is that a
metropolitan public consultation process be held on
coal seam gas and fracking. There are many people in
Prahran who are greatly concerned about fracking and
its impact on our pristine agricultural areas. It is
appropriate that these people also have a say in the
consultations currently being undertaken by the
government.
To get the story straight, Labor’s record is abysmal. It
has never had a community consultation on fracking.
When Labor was in power there were 73 licences for
coal seam, shale and tight gas exploration, and
23 fracking operations were approved. The last time
hydraulic fracturing occurred in Victoria was under a
Labor government, and there has never been fracking in
Victoria under a coalition government. Had the Liberal
coalition not been elected in November 2010, no doubt
fracking would still be occurring; however, a
moratorium has been placed by the Napthine
government on new exploration licences and hydraulic
fracturing approvals. This has been in place since
August 2012. There has also been an administrative ban
on BTEX, or benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and
xylenes, in hydraulic fracturing since August 2012, and
this will be legislated for as well.
The coalition government’s priority is to protect
regional and rural Victoria’s food and fibre production,
aquifers, prime agricultural land and general livability.
The government is eager to hear the views of the
community regarding onshore gas exploration and
production. My view is that it is important for the
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minister to hear the views of metropolitan Victorians as
well, who are similarly concerned about the threats that
fracking may pose to our environment.
The minister launched the onshore natural gas
community engagement program on 30 April 2014.
This consultation will be run by an independent
facilitator, who will facilitate an informed and rational
conversation on this very important issue. I encourage
all parties to have a say through the consultation
process.
There is a comprehensive and independent
benchmarking study being undertaken on underground
water resources, led by the Minister for Water. There
will not even be consideration of the approval of work
plans and operations for exploration drilling activities
until these community consultations have concluded
and more studies have been done. This is in the spirit of
the current moratorium and to ensure consistency
across the onshore natural gas sector. I note that the
proposal from Lakes Oil to drill a new gas exploration
well near Seaspray is also included in the moratorium.
The minister has already engaged in many
pre-consultation meetings with numerous groups,
including the Victorian Farmers Federation, the
Minerals Council of Australia, the Committee for
Gippsland, the Gippsland Local Government Network,
Sustainable Boolarra, Friends of the Earth, the Great
South Coast Group, the Municipal Association of
Victoria, the Gippsland Alliance network and the Shire
of Surf Coast. There will be many public consultations
in rural Victoria, but I seek that the minister also set up
a metropolitan consultation so that metropolitan
Victorians, such as my constituents, can have a say.

Strathfieldsaye Road–Club Court–Tannery
Lane, Strathfieldsaye
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Roads, and the action I am seeking
from the minister is that he urgently look into and
upgrade the intersection of Strathfieldsaye Road, Club
Court and Tannery Lane in Strathfieldsaye. This is an
intersection the community is deeply concerned about,
and it is understandable that it is concerned.
Strathfieldsaye is a growing community. The
population has increased rapidly — by more than
50 per cent since 2006 — to around 8000 people today.
There is also another significant subdivision of 600 lots
in Strathfieldsaye, further along Strathfieldsaye Road,
which is the main road into Bendigo, and there are a
number of important facilities in proximity to this
intersection. There is a significant primary school, a
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kindergarten, a maternal health service on Club Court
and a 98-place child-care facility close by, as well as
major sporting facilities in the area.
A couple of years ago I met with representatives of the
local community. Many of them were parents at the
local primary school who were deeply worried about
this dangerous intersection, the accidents and near
misses many of them had been involved in or witnessed
and the congestion many people had experienced. In
response to these concerns the local community has
formed a traffic management working party to address
the need for more detailed and comprehensive planning
for traffic in Strathfieldsaye.
In August 2013 community members made a
submission at the government’s community cabinet
meeting, requesting funding for intersection upgrades,
but that request fell on deaf ears. Community members
and councillors at the City of Greater Bendigo have
also written to the Minister for Roads and the
Parliamentary Secretary for Transport asking for action
in this area. Again their requests have fallen on deaf
ears. The local primary school students recently
petitioned the council to improve safety around the
schools, so concerned are they about this intersection.
As an outcome of the Napthine government’s absolute
failure to respond to community concerns, the
councillors at the City of Greater Bendigo have taken
matters into their own hands and have voted to provide
funds for a comprehensive traffic management plan for
Strathfieldsaye. They have put forward $50 000 of
funding for a study in traffic management to do what
the government will not. I commend the council on this
action, but it is disappointing that it has had to do this
because the Napthine government has failed to act. The
council report headed Traffic Management in
Strathfieldsaye, tabled at a recent council meeting, says:
A very important consideration is whether council deems it
appropriate to itself initiate a shift of a state government cost
burden onto ratepayers by funding any works or activities
associated with improving traffic conditions on
Strathfieldsaye Road.

Clearly action is needed in this area. Action is also
needed around safer pedestrian crossings and footpaths
in the area. We are seeking that the minister urgently
look at upgrading this intersection. It is dangerous, it is
congested and it needs to be improved.

Tatura ministerial visit
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — The matter I raise
is for the attention of the Deputy Premier and Minister
for Regional and Rural Development. The action I seek
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is for the minister to visit Tatura and meet with key
local businesses and local community groups. Tatura is
a small town in my electorate with a population of
4362. It is home to Tatura Milk Industries (TMI), a
major business in my electorate. It is also one of the
biggest employers in Tatura, employing about
370 people. TMI has previously received support from
the Victorian coalition government in expanding its
organisation and moving into international markets. It
joined the delegation on Victoria’s largest ever trade
mission to the Middle East promoting its clean, safe
and reliable dairy products. I think it would be very
worthwhile for the minister to come and visit the
company and see for himself the great work it is doing
and the big investment this company is making to the
local community.
Tatura also has a very strong community, and local
residents are keen to pursue with the minister a number
of initiatives. These initiatives are supported right
throughout the community. One of the projects is the
upgrade of the Tatura memorial garden in Mactier Park.
The park is in the heart of Tatura, and an upgrade of the
gardens will improve this space to make it an important
place for members of the community to meet but also
bring visitors to the town. The gardens will soon be the
home of a statue of Private Robert Mactier, VC, the
only person in the greater Shepparton area to be
awarded the Victoria Cross.
I pay tribute to Mr Robert Mathieson, president of the
Tatura RSL, to the other RSL members and to the
broader community for their fundraising efforts to
establish a memorial to Private Robert Mactier, who
was posthumously awarded the Victoria Cross for most
conspicuous bravery and devotion to duty on the
morning of 1 September 1918 during the attack on the
village of Mont St Quentin. There were a number of
fundraisers for the statue, such as auctions. There was a
limited edition framed photo of Private Mactier,
together with his citation. There were 60 made, and I
bought one. Mine is no. 44, and it is placed proudly in
my electorate office.
Local residents and the Tatura RSL want to see
improvements to the gardens to help make this a fitting
place for people to come to pay tribute and their
respects to Robert Mactier. I hope the minister will
accept my invitation to visit Tatura to see firsthand
some of the great initiatives in this town, to visit Tatura
Milk Industries, to spend some time in the Tatura
memorial gardens and to meet some of the wonderful
members of the Tatura community.
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Non-contributory parent visa abolition

Forest Hill electorate sporting facilities

Mr LIM (Clayton) — My adjournment matter is for
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship.
The action I seek is for the minister to make urgent
representation to his federal counterpart, the Minister
for Immigration and Border Protection, on behalf of
Victoria’s ethnic communities to overturn his
disgraceful and cruel stroke-of-a-pen decision to
abolish the non-contributory parent visa category and
other family visa categories. Not only was his decision
unjust, the fact that insufficient notice was given to
family members who were in the process of completing
applications speaks of a government that has
completely betrayed these people and our ethnic
communities. This change is heartbreaking, and our
hardworking low and middle-income migrants now
have no prospects of reuniting with their parents in
Australia unless they can hand over up to $125 000 in
application fees. This is just highway robbery.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I raise an important
adjournment matter for the attention of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation. The action I seek is that the
minister visit the electorate of Forest Hill to inspect a
range of sporting facilities in the electorate and gain an
understanding of the needs of its sporting groups.
Residents in the electorate of Forest Hill are very
blessed to have a wide range of sporting facilities. We
are privileged to be well serviced, with an extremely
large number of sporting options available to residents.
Within the electorate of Forest Hill there are over
55 sporting clubs and associations representing some
20 different sports, including football, netball, soccer,
tennis, equestrian, table tennis, cycling, swimming,
lawn bowls, cricket, basketball, golf, bocce, athletics
and baseball. Residents of Forest Hill are very fortunate
to have such a wide range of sporting options to choose
from and many good local facilities available to allow
them to participate in these sports.

The non-contributory parent visa reconnects parents
with their children; it brings families back together.
This decision will hurt people, place enormous stress on
them and result in more family reunion visits rather
than permanent settlement fulfilment. I would have
thought that a conservative government in this country
would want migrants to come here and settle and not
think about their old country. Forcing people to have to
go back and visit their aged parents is just making them
loyal to their old country, and that is acting against the
government’s own conservative thinking. This is mere
stupidity. What does this say to our migrants? It says
that we do not value you and that you are not welcome.
Or does it say that you are welcome, perhaps on a 457
visa, but your family is not, unless you can come up
with a truckload of money or you are wealthy?
The federal minister does not realise he is violating the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, specifically
article 16, section 3, which says that family units should
not ever be separated. I want him to consult his legal
adviser tomorrow and rethink this stupidity. The
community that will be most affected is that of Chinese
migrants, the Chinese community, because each parent
has one single child and they are being separated.
Beware, there are over 1 million of them in this
country, and they are not going to take this lying down,
because it is insulting their contribution to this country.
They want to be a part of this country, but this stupid
conservative government in Canberra has decided that
it does not want to welcome them. We are making them
feel so unwelcome and making their lives so miserable
that they want to go back. Their money goes back to
China, not to Australia — what sort of stupid
government wants that?

The coalition government continues to be a very strong
supporter of local sport and seeks to increase
participation in sport at all levels, both on and off the
field. The benefits of regular involvement in sport to
both the health of an individual and the health of the
broader community are well recognised. This is
something that this government strongly encourages.
Most of the sporting groups in Forest Hill are run by
teams of dedicated volunteers who are committed to
serving their members and keeping their clubs going.
The tireless work put in by these countless volunteers is
to be heartily commended.
I welcome the opportunity to meet with the Minister for
Sport and Recreation. I look forward to the minister’s
visit and the chance for him to view some of the
sporting facilities in the electorate of Forest Hill and to
gain an understanding of the needs of sporting groups
within the electorate.

Wimmera Development Association
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The matter I raise
tonight for the attention of the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Regional and Rural Development is that I
ask him to consider and support, under the coalition
government’s $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, a
project to attract new business and investment to the
Lowan electorate and, in this instance, to the Wimmera
Southern Mallee region. In western Victoria we have
the Wimmera Development Association, which covers
five councils: Horsham Rural City Council, Northern
Grampians Shire Council, Yarriambiack Shire Council,
Hindmarsh Shire Council and West Wimmera Shire
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Council. The Wimmera Development Association is
driving an important project that will create
promotional material to bring new businesses and
investment to our region.
The Wimmera Development Association is the peak
economic development association for our region, and
it supports existing local businesses as well as
promoting opportunities for interested investors and
potential new businesses. There is an opportunity in our
region to attract new small businesses and
agribusinesses. As we know, agriculture has a big
bearing on our economic and employment fortunes, so
we need to capitalise on those not only for the sake of
value adding but for the importance of jobs.
This project will help to address issues that our region
is experiencing in relation to skill shortages and
declining population. The project the association is
seeking support for has the backing of the local
councils and other groups in the region, and it will take
a region-wide approach to promoting the Wimmera
Southern Mallee area. The project will involve the
development of targeted case studies featuring local
success stories and the creation of promotional material.
Importantly, it will also monitor the success of such
measures and provide access to the outcome of future
learnings.
As you know, Acting Speaker, the coalition
government is already undertaking a number of
initiatives to help drive population growth and
investment in our regions. The Regional Victoria
Living Expo, which I have attended each year it has
been on, provides an ideal opportunity for local
councils and communities to promote their regions and
attract new residents and businesses. It is great to see
local organisations such as the Wimmera Development
Association expand on that through its driving of
projects such as this specifically to target new
businesses and, importantly, investment.
I believe this is a great local project that will bring
important economic benefits to our region, and I ask the
minister to consider supporting this project under our
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund. The Wimmera
Development Association is very fortunate to have the
support of the Ace Radio broadcasters as a valued
patron, but also to have the support of Grampians
Wimmera Mallee Water and Telstra Country Wide. As
I said before, it is the peak economic development
organisation supporting local businesses and promoting
shopping regionally.
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Sandringham electorate technology businesses
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Technology, and the action I
seek is for the minister to meet with a range of
technology and business innovators and leaders, a
number of whom are involved in start-up organisations.
It is interesting to follow the member for Lowan, too,
because I know there is a business within his electorate
that supplies product to the world that started through
technology, where orders are placed in Horsham and
are distributed through the mail network around the
world.
Likewise, in Sandringham there are some outstanding
businesses that provide products to the world. One
leading business of note was known as Leigh Mardon
when I was first elected to Parliament, and it now has
the name principally of the ABnote company. Every
member in this chamber would have an ABnote
product on their person. The company is involved in
supplying drivers licences, security documentation and
other products. A distinguishing feature in the
development of this business is its continuing use and
application of technology to drive competitive market
advantage. Also, historically, there was great work
undertaken through TED Engineering at the time,
which did the design tooling for the Boeing 777. It
involved the use of automated toolmaking and
engineering design and used the latest computer
technology.
Thirty-five years ago I met a lady out at Winlaton who
made the remark that technology was going to change
the world and the silicon chip was going to change the
world. It is remarkable to see the changes that have
been wrought and are seen in Melbourne today at
places like Inspire9 and through businesses such as
Envato Elite. There are local entrepreneurs who are
galvanising the intellectual giftedness and skills of
young Melbourne IT engineers, designers and
innovators and providing services and products
globally.
One local business, Envato, which is described as a
‘bootstrapped Australian company that operates an
ecosystem of sites with a global community’, works
with the web and enables creators to make a living. It
makes websites that enable people from all over the
world to change the way they earn and learn online. By
building structures it enables people from places as
diverse as Vienna through to Peru to a range of other
countries and provides a framework where people can
deliver services to the world from whatever country
they are in. This is really a pathway to the future and,
whether you are based in Horsham or in Sandringham,
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they are amazing changes that are being driven. What I
seek is for the minister to meet with a number of the
designers and innovators.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Shepparton has
invited me to visit the community of Tatura in her
electorate in northern Victoria. I have spent time in
Tatura before. Indeed during my very non-illustrious
footballing career playing for Shepparton United
under-18s about 1000 years ago I can remember
galloping around the Tatura oval trying to get a kick,
most of the time unsuccessfully. That said, I know what
a very important community this is to the city of
Greater Shepparton and to the member’s electorate. I
would be delighted to accept the invitation to visit in
the near future; indeed I hereby do so.
As the member outlined, Tatura Milk Industries is a
very important business in her region. I have had the
pleasure of visiting the organisation before. I
understand the role that the business plays as an
employer and also the central role it plays in the
region’s dairy industry.
The member also mentioned the community project at
the Tatura memorial gardens and the redevelopment
there. The park is in the heart of the town, and the
erection of a statue of Private Robert Mactier, VC, is
planned for the area. Private Mactier is the only person
from the area to have been awarded the Victoria Cross.
A statue in the redeveloped memorial gardens will be a
fitting tribute to him and provide a very important space
for the community and visitors alike to pay their
respects. Accordingly I welcome the opportunity to
visit the park and consider what support the
government may be able to offer to assist with the
project. This is one of those issues which is very
appropriate for the Regional Growth Fund, and I would
anticipate being able to do something constructive to
bring about a positive outcome in terms of this very
important project. I look forward to joining the member
for Shepparton in Tatura in the near future.
The member for Lowan raised with me a matter
regarding support for a project to drive business and
investment attraction in the Wimmera-Southern Mallee
region. As the member outlined, the Wimmera
Development Association is looking to drive such
outcomes through the development of promotional
material and targeted case studies featuring local
success stories. This sounds like a terrific project. It
builds on much of the broader work that the
government is doing to drive population growth and
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bring new businesses and investment into the regions
and rural areas of Victoria.
The member for Lowan mentioned the Regional
Victoria Living Expo. It was a wonderful success again
this year. Some 9600-plus people came through the
doors. There were about 145 exhibitors. All of the
48 rural and regional councils were represented. The
expo was a magnificent couple of days. It is a key plank
in our strategy to encourage Melburnians to move to the
regions.
We have heard many success stories following the
event, including one in the member’s electorate. A
couple visited the Southern Grampians shire the week
after the expo and have already bought a house and
moved to Branxholme. It is stories like this which show
the benefit of the work to promote the opportunities that
our regional and rural communities have to offer, not
only in a lifestyle sense but also for local businesses
and the economic value such initiatives bring to the
community.
That is why projects like the one the member for
Lowan has referred to are the kinds of projects that can
be supported through our $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund. As the house knows, all applications for funding
are subject to the appropriate departmental
consideration and rigour and are assessed on their
merits. I can assure the member that any application for
this project will be given due consideration, and I hope
to be able to keep him posted on any developments in
the near future.
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Caulfield for
asking me to visit the South Melbourne Life Saving
Club with the Liberal candidate for Albert Park,
Shannon Eeles, who has done an outstanding job. This
government has a proud record of upgrading lifesaving
clubs. In 2010 we committed $6 million to upgrade
lifesaving clubs, and some of that money has been
spent on the Dromana Bay Life Saving Club, the
Carrum Surf Life Saving Club and the Fairhaven Surf
Life Saving Club, which I was very proud to open. We
have already got money put aside for the Mount Martha
Life Saving Club. Just recently we have put $1 million
towards the Mordialloc Life Saving Club.
I was interested to see a Herald Sun headline from June
2011 stating that the St Kilda Lifesaving Club would
close unless it was given a lifeline. It is ironic that the
lifesaving club in St Kilda is in the state seat of Albert
Park, which was held by Labor for the 11 years it was
in government. Not one cent was committed by the
state Labor government to the St Kilda Lifesaving
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Club. It was so bad that the club was going to have to
close because it was in such disarray. The club was
neglected by the Labor member for Albert Park for the
entire 11 years Labor was in government. It was a
disgraceful situation.
It took the Napthine government to step in and make a
$1 million commitment to sort out the dreadful mess at
the St Kilda Lifesaving Club. I pay great tribute to the
member for Caulfield, who kept pushing this. I also
acknowledge the great work of Shannon Eeles, who
joined me in Albert Park on Saturday night to make that
fantastic announcement. This is another great example
of the Napthine government delivering not just for
lifesaving but also for the people of Albert Park, who
were left high and dry by the Labor government.
With that said, I look forward to visiting the South
Melbourne Life Saving Club with both the member for
Caulfield and the Liberal candidate for Albert Park to
see what can be done about this important lifesaving
club.
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — It gives me great pleasure to rise to
address the important matter raised by the member for
Prahran with respect to onshore natural gas and the
community engagement program currently being
undertaken by the coalition government. By way of
history, it is important to understand — and I am sure
the member for Prahran understands this — that during
the course of the 2000s onshore natural gas was a
fledgling industry. It was espoused by the Labor Party
and the Labor government of the day, which allocated
73 licences for coal seam, tight and shale gas and also
approved 23 fracking operations. The last time any
hydraulic fracturing occurred it was approved by the
Labor Party.
Once the coalition government was anointed it made a
number of announcements with respect to onshore gas
development in Victoria. We have made sure that there
is a ban on fracking until July 2015. There is also a ban
on new exploration licences containing coal seam gas
until July 2015. Other activities that we have
undertaken include the commissioning of the Gas
Market Taskforce report, and that was delivered to
government in November 2013. We have accepted a
number of the recommendations and findings of the
Reith report. We are yet to accept others at this stage.
We are going through this process slowly in order to
understand not only the science but also the community
and industry feedback with respect to onshore gas
development in Victoria. This is an important industry,
but at the same time we need to have regard to our
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farming sector and community groups and to make sure
that we better understand our watertables and aquifers
as part of that.
In April I was pleased to be in Torquay to announce a
community engagement program which is being
facilitated by the primary agency. It is now out and
about within the community making sure not only that
we are providing accurate and up-to-date information to
the community and individual landowners within it but
also that they have an opportunity to provide feedback
to government. Industry has an opportunity to provide
that feedback as well. We have also set up a website, on
which there is relevant information and an opportunity
for people to provide feedback. That website is at
naturalgasinfo.vic.gov.au.
An important element of the community consultation is
also ensuring that Geoscience Australia is doing some
work with respect to watertables and aquifers. We
know that the farming community across Victoria is
particularly keen to understand the potential impacts of
the onshore natural gas industry on the watertables, and
Geoscience Australia is doing that work. In his
contribution the member for Prahran referred to a
number of organisations and groups that we have
already met with, and that I have met with personally,
including the Victorian Farmers Federation, the
Minerals Council of Australia, the Gippsland Alliance
network, the Municipal Association of Victoria and a
number of local groups and organisations that have an
interest in onshore gas development in Victoria.
We are now in the middle of June and the facilitators
are out consulting with community members, both
individuals and groups, across Gippsland. We have
already had sessions in Warragul and Sale, in
Bairnsdale today, Yarram tomorrow, Inverloch next
week and then moving west to Torquay, Casterton,
Terang and Colac — a number of communities that
have an interest in onshore gas development.
With respect to the member’s question about whether a
consultation session will be undertaken in metropolitan
Melbourne, I can assure the member that that will be
the case, and I will provide him with further details
once they are to hand. I assure him that these
consultation sessions will be held across Victoria where
communities wish to have such sessions. I assure the
member that Melbourne will also have such a session,
and I will advise the house of those details once they
are to hand.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Ballarat East asked me to elaborate on the
school funding agreement and what it means for
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Victorian schools, and I am more than happy to do that
so he can pass this information on to schools in his
electorate.
Members may recall that when the response to the
Gonski panel was first mooted the opposition and the
Australian Education Union asked us to sign up
immediately. They said, ‘There’s all this money.
You’ve got to sign up immediately’. Unfortunately the
immediate plan we were asked to sign up to would
have meant that 500 schools, mainly government
schools, would have had reductions in funding. Schools
in the Ballarat East electorate would have had less
money if we had signed up when the member and his
party wanted us to sign up. I was not prepared to do that
to schools in Ballarat East so we drove a hard bargain
with the two Labor federal governments of the time and
ended up with an agreement worth $12.2 billion over
six years, with $5.4 billion coming from the state
government.
Then there was a change of federal government with
the coalition government being elected last year. That
government then said, and this was reiterated and
confirmed in this year’s federal budget, that funding
would only be available for four years. I have already
been standing up to the federal government for
Victorian schools on the final two years of funding
because that is when most of the federal funding was to
flow through. In fact I stood with Labor ministers, a
Greens minister and a Nationals minister at a press
conference urging the federal government to honour the
six-year deal because we did not sign it with a Labor
government; we signed it with the Australian
government. I can assure the member that the Victorian
government will see the agreement through no matter
what the federal government might do. Our $5.4 billion
over six years will be allocated to Victorian schools.
Where is the funding going? An example of where the
extra money is going is in this year’s budget where it
was announced that $9.2 billion — a record amount —
will be going into Victorian schools, which is up from
$8.8 billion in the previous budget. There is an extra
$400 million going to Victorian schools. When you
look at the last budget of the previous government,
$1 billion more has been going into schools in Victoria
in the four years that we have been in government. A
more specific example of where the extra funding is
going is the $170 million to fund low-socioeconomic
schools in this year’s budget. That has always been an
important part of the funding agreement, and we are
honouring that. In fact in question time yesterday I
outlined $305 million that has been provided in this
year’s budget for a program for students with a
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disability and also the transport needs of those students.
The member for Forest Hill asked me that question.
This year schools received the largest non-wage
indexation increase for probably more than 10 years.
Schools have started to reap the rewards even though
the actual funding was mainly back-ended for years 5
and 6. The extra money we had on the table is already
flowing through to schools. Schools will be learning
about their school resource package for 2015 in around
September this year, and obviously schools will have
further details regarding their funding for 2015 then.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — The member
for Bendigo East raised an issue with me in relation to
the Strathfieldsaye Road, Club Court and Tannery Lane
intersection in Strathfieldsaye. If I recall rightly, I
visited this location when I was in opposition. At the
time it was raised with me I think the member for
Bendigo East was a minister in the Labor government. I
came into this place in 1999, and I think the member
for Bendigo East came in at about the same time, so it
appears that this intersection has been neglected for a
very long time. In fact an upper house member for
Northern Victoria Region, Wendy Lovell, recently
raised the issue of this intersection with me.
I know that in the past I have received correspondence
on the issue, and as we always say these matters are
funded in accordance with a priority list. There are a
number of ways in which they are funded. If there are
significant road safety issues, they are projects that can
be picked up under our $1 billion Safer Roads
Infrastructure program, where we work with the
Transport Accident Commission to identify dangerous
locations with an accident history or the potential for a
serious accident to occur. We are prepared to have
another look at this intersection. As I said, Wendy
Lovell, who is the Minister for Housing, recently raised
this issue with me.
Interestingly enough I went back — when issues are
raised with me I always have a look at Hansard — to
see whether this has been aired in the past. I went back
as far as I could on the Hansard searchable database,
and I could not find any example of the member for
Bendigo East having raised this matter in the house. I
had a look for ‘Great Ocean Road’, and it came up with
45 mentions. I am not sure; perhaps I missed it. I just
had a quick look to see if ‘Strathfieldsaye Road’ had
come up and whether or not it had been raised by the
member. If it had been raised, particularly when the
member was in government, I would have thought
something would have been done around the cabinet
table.
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It is fair to say that when you visit Bendigo today you
can look at the investments we are making. A beautiful
new hospital is being built. The $86 million
Ravenswood intersection, funded by contributions from
both the federal and state governments, is another
project left behind by the Labor government. More
recently I was out at the site where we are building the
new $7.6 million Epsom railway station, and we are
getting very close to concluding the $4.8 billion
regional rail link project, which is $900 million under
budget. When that project is completed the people of
Bendigo will have a dedicated set of tracks all the way
into Melbourne. That project is running very well ahead
of time, and there is a possibility that the people of
Bendigo may have their own dedicated set of tracks
prior to the end of this year, which would be fantastic.
As I said, the project is well and truly ahead of time and
is $900 million under budget.
We will go back and have another look at this
intersection in Strathfieldsaye. We will have a
discussion with VicRoads. If the Greater Bendigo City
Council puts some money into a traffic plan for this
location, I will be more than happy to sit down and
have a discussion with it on the matter. I will get back
to the member and also to Wendy Lovell in the other
place once we have concluded those discussions and
negotiations.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The member for Bellarine raised a matter
for the Minister for Health regarding two peak-period
ambulance units in the Bellarine electorate. I will pass it
on to the relevant minister.
The member for Clayton raised a matter for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, and I
believe that item related to family reunion visas. I will
refer that matter to the relevant minister.
The member for Forest Hill, a very hardworking
member in the house, raised a matter for the Minister
for Sport and Recreation requesting the minister meet
with various sporting clubs within his electorate. I will
pass that on.
The member for Sandringham raised a matter for the
Minister for Technology requesting that the minister
meet with relevant technology and other innovative
businesses in his electorate. I will ensure that is passed
on as well.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The house stands adjourned until tomorrow
morning.
House adjourned 10.50 p.m.
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JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 6.16 p.m.
The Clerk — Before proceeding with the business
of this joint sitting it will be necessary to appoint a
Chair. I call the Premier.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I move:
That the Honourable Bruce Atkinson, President of the
Legislative Council, be appointed Chair of this joint sitting.

He is willing to accept the nomination.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I draw the attention of honourable
members to the extracts from the Constitution Act 1975
which have been circulated. It will be noted that the
various provisions require that the joint sitting be
conducted in accordance with rules adopted for the
purpose by members present at the sitting. The first
procedure, therefore, will be the adoption of rules.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Chair, I desire to
submit rules of procedure, which are in the hands of
honourable members, and I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — The rules having been adopted, I
now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I propose:
That Ms Margaret Lewis be chosen to occupy the vacant seat
in the Legislative Council.

She is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In
order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the requirements of
section 27(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also advise
the house that Ms Lewis is the selection of the
Australian Labor Party, the party previously
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represented in the Legislative Council by the
Honourable Candy Broad.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further proposals?
As there are no further nominations, I declare that
nominations are closed.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I extend congratulations to
Ms Margaret Lewis.
Honourable members applauded.
The CHAIR — I formally declare that Ms Margaret
Lewis has been chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the
Legislative Council. I will advise the Governor
accordingly.

Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
The CHAIR — The second purpose of tonight’s
sitting is to elect a member for appointment to the board
of the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation.
While joint standing orders 19 to 22 apply to this joint
sitting, there is no joint standing order to cover the
nomination of a member to the board. Therefore the
first matter to consider is the adoption of rules.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I move:
That the rules for nominations, which are in the hands of
members, be adopted.

Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I now invite proposals from
members with regard to a member to be elected to the
board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I propose:
That Ms Maree Edwards be elected to the board of the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation.

She is willing to accept the appointment if chosen.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further nominations?
There being no further nominations and as only one
member has been proposed, I have pleasure in
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declaring that Ms Maree Edwards is elected to the
board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation.
Honourable members applauded.
The CHAIR — As the two matters that the joint
sitting was required to deal with have been completed, I
close the joint sitting and thank members for their
attendance.
Proceedings terminated 6.21 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION
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further investigation has been conducted into the alternative
adjacent site.

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (438 signatures).

Sunshine Hospital children’s multidisciplinary
assessment

Notices of motion given.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Mr PAKULA giving notice of notion:

The petition of the following residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house that:

The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday I ruled that no
adjectives could be applied to a member’s name.

1.

the Children’s Allied Health Service (CAHS) at
Sunshine Hospital is no longer accepting
multidisciplinary assessment referrals for preschool
children with disabilities starting school in 2014;

2.

multidisciplinary assessments are vital to ensure children
with disabilities receive the appropriate support they
need to participate fully in life and society. It is
especially vital prior to entry to school so that children
can get the most out of their education;

3.

families in the western suburbs who are now unable to
have this multidisciplinary assessment conducted by
Sunshine Hospital will need to access private
assessments costing about $1500.

Mr PAKULA continued giving notice of motion.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 9 to
18 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urgently calls on the Napthine
government to urgently restore multidisciplinary assessments
at Sunshine Hospital for children beginning school in 2014.

By Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) (16 signatures).

Daylesford Secondary College
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Napthine government’s
failure to fund the upgrade of Daylesford Secondary College.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Napthine government to fund the
upgrade of Daylesford Secondary College.

Melton Highway level crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Napthine state government’s
failure to properly manage the Melton Highway level
crossing.
In particular, we note that:
1.

the boom gates are down for 52 minutes every 2 hours
during peak times;

2.

during peak hours journey times are 20 minutes longer;

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

3.

there is an increased risk for children crossing Melton
Highway to get to school.

The petition of residents of Castlemaine draws to the attention
of the house that the South Castlemaine Kindergarten
community is being denied the opportunity to maximise the
potential of their department of education funding allocated
for the placement of a new learning centre for their
kindergarten.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Napthine state government to guarantee
that they will urgently fix the Melton Highway level crossing
so that the issues noted above are addressed.

By Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) (595 signatures).

South Castlemaine Kindergarten

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria immediately call on the Mount
Alexander Shire Council to postpone any further
advancement of the current proposal regarding the
inappropriate placement of the new learning centre until

By Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) (339 signatures).
Tabled.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ballarat East be considered next day on
motion of Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bendigo West be considered next day
on motion of Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Keilor be considered next day on
motion of Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2014–15 (part 1)
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Managing Consultants and
Contractors — Ordered to be printed
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 37 (Gazette G23,
5 June 2014)
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 45, 47, 48
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Report on the Marine Investigation.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 24 June
2014.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Teacher performance and development
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — On 8 May
the Victorian coalition government launched a new
performance and development framework for
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government school staff. The government strongly
believes that, as a plethora of evidence suggests, the
quality of classroom teaching is the most important
factor in student learning outcomes and improvement in
those outcomes. That is why I am proud to say that
teachers and principals will be assessed with a balanced
scorecard on a range of criteria, including the learning
outcomes of their students as part of this framework, at
the class and school levels respectively.
These outcomes will rightly be assessed with a range of
qualitative and quantitative data and will comprise no
less than 20 per cent of a teacher’s or a principal’s total
performance outcomes. I believe this is a fair balance,
given that student outcomes are what we are all on
about for education. Crucially, for the first time this
framework will give teachers and principals meaningful
feedback with a view to assisting them in improving
their skills and performance, a process in which our
students are the biggest winners.
I am conscious that some schools have been doing
performance and development well to date, and that is
great, and we would certainly not seek to disrupt that.
The simple fact is that performance and development
can be better at many schools, and this framework will
ensure a consistent and rigorous approach to
performance and development across the system. This
new model was developed after an extensive
consultation process with key educational stakeholders.
Early feedback that I have received from the
department is that the framework has been largely well
received by schools. I look forward to working with
principals and teachers as they continue to both
implement and adapt to this model.

The Greens
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Members of
the Greens political party have shown us all once again
what a pack of hypocrites they are. In fact they have hit
an all-time high with their latest stunt on the Victorian
community. They have been out there calling on Labor
to block supply no matter what the cost to our teachers,
firefighters, police and all the hardworking public
servants who serve on our behalf.
Their own federal leader, Christine Milne, has
described such antics as Tea Party tactics. Nonetheless
there they were with petitions and their wannabe leader,
Adam Bandt, demanding that Labor block supply by
voting down the state budget. As always, it is Labor
they have in their sights, never the Liberals.
Then we come to the Victorian Greens MPs. What did
they do last Tuesday when faced with the prospect of
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making good on their words — empty words, as it
turned out — about the Victorian budget? Did they vote
against it? Did they even manage to speak against it at
that stage? Of course they did not. Those champions of
hypocrisy once again squibbed it, saying one thing as
part of their ongoing campaign against Labor and
working people and doing something quite different
when it matters. That is their way of doing business in
Victoria. If there is a stunt, they rush to it. If there is a
way to criticise the Liberals, they rush from it. If there
is a way to undermine Labor and its chance to govern in
the interests of working people, they are always up for
that. No wonder Victorians are getting sick and tired of
such Tea Party antics and this tired, old outfit, the
Victorian Greens political party.

Hastings Legacy Widows Club
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I was pleased to be
invited to speak at the Hastings Legacy Widows Club
on 1 May. It is a wonderful group of people who
provide support and social activities for widows of
ex-servicemen who live in the area and are registered
with Legacy. On behalf of my community, I commend
the organisation on the important role it plays in our
local area.

Mornington Special Developmental School
Mr BURGESS — I was delighted to be invited to
attend an open day at the Mornington Special
Developmental School on 21 May to celebrate
Education Week. The theme for the morning was a
science exhibition followed by a morning tea. The
Mornington Special Developmental School is a
specialist school that prides itself on being a welcoming
and friendly school that caters for children and young
people who have a moderate to severe intellectual
disability. This school is special in many ways. I
commend the staff, parents and students on the
wonderful learning environments they have provided.
This and other special schools play a critical role in
preparing some of the state’s most vulnerable children
to lead happy, engaged, productive and satisfying lives.

Frankston Hospital
Mr BURGESS — I was pleased to join the Minister
for Health on 21 May on a tour of the Napthine
government’s $81 million development of Frankston
Hospital. This redevelopment, which has created
240 jobs, will double the size of Frankston Hospital’s
emergency department. The hospital’s emergency
department is one of the busiest in the state, catering for
nearly 60 000 attendees per year. This major expansion
will help satisfy this growing demand. This important
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project will expand the intensive care unit. A new
four-level building on the site includes a new and
expanded emergency department, two new 32-bed
wards to increase surgical and medical multi-day
inpatient bed capacity, 24 additional short-stay beds,
two additional intensive care beds, two additional
special care nursery cots — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Mental Illness Fellowship Victoria
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Mental health services
are crucial to the wellbeing of many Victorians.
Unfortunately in Geelong we are seeing some of these
services being cut back. The Collins Place psychiatric
disability rehabilitation and support (PDRS) facility,
run by Mental Illness Fellowship Victoria, has provided
vital support and care for up to 10 young people
24 hours a day, 7 days a week. It has been their home
and a place where they have received support and care
from dedicated staff. Unfortunately since before Easter
it has not been fully staffed. Full-time care began to be
dropped from the beginning of May, with overnight
staff being cut and concerns being raised that the young
people were seriously put at risk by this action. The
facility has been funded until the end of June, but jobs
have been spilt, with five or six staff taking
redundancies. This has been a difficult time for the staff
and the agency. My main concern is that there are now
young people living in a PDRS facility with no staff at
all. Staff now only visit to deal with specific issues or
situations.
I have been a big supporter of the establishment of the
national disability insurance scheme, which will give an
increased level of dignity and independence to many
people with a disability. Unfortunately concerns that
some of these young people will only qualify for
fee-for-service care, such as 2 hours of support a week,
has led to a knee-jerk reaction to cut back the PDRS
services. The withdrawal of full-time care and support
for these young people is potentially devastating. It is
vital that the government provide agencies like Mental
Illness Fellowship Victoria with sufficient funding to
ensure that vulnerable young people are not put at risk.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I congratulate and thank
the following constituents who were awarded honours
on the Queen’s Birthday list for their significant service
to our community: Dr Megan Elizabeth Clark, AC, for
service to scientific research and development, her
leadership roles in science administration and the
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development of public policy; Ms Betty Amsden, AO,
for her philanthropic contributions and support of the
arts; and Mr John So, AO, former Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, for his service to local government and
community relations.
Honours were also awarded to Dr Jonathan Burdon,
AM, for service to respiratory medicine; my good
friend the Honourable Philip Cummins, AM, for his
fabulous service to the judiciary, the law and legal
education; Mr Ian Ferres, AM, for service to the
financial sector; and Professor Derek Prinsley, AM, for
service to medicine. Further constituents to be awarded
honours were Mr Peter Blundell, OAM, for service to
the community, particularly support for Indigenous
students; Wing Commander John Grierson, OAM, for
service to veterans and their families; Dr Andrew
Pattison, OAM, for service to medicine; Dr Peter
Stewart, OAM, for service to the international
community; Mr Robert Stewart, OAM, commonly
called Bob, for service to the community — and I thank
him for clothing my son in school uniforms over a
number of years. On behalf of our community, I thank
them all for their great and dedicated service.

Bell Street–Elm Grove, Coburg, pedestrian
safety
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The children,
parents and staff of Coburg Primary School submitted a
petition to the Parliament calling on the Minister for
Roads to provide a safe crossing for children by
installing safety cameras at the pedestrian crossing on
the corner of Elm Grove and Bell Street to monitor
vehicles speeding and using the designated bus lane
along the southern side of Bell Street. Unfortunately the
petition was not in the correct form, but I have
forwarded it to the minister. The petitioners are
concerned that currently schoolchildren and others have
inadequate protection from motorists who speed and
illegally use the designated bus lane along Bell Street. I
commend the school community on being proactive
and trust that the minister will take their concerns
seriously.

Multiple and complex needs care
Ms CAMPBELL — I want to pass on a very
special thankyou. The parents of ‘C’, one of my
constituents, express their thanks to ambulance officers,
police and hospitals — numerous hospitals, but
especially St Vincent’s addiction medicine group and
Depaul House — for assisting their daughter. They say:
… we know without you people, we would not have ‘C’
physically in our lives, and she would be just another statistic.
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Occasionally this Parliament rises to the challenge and
does wonderful things, with ministers putting in place
great initiatives in a bipartisan way. Thankfully
wonderful families like this one have the option to
apply to the courts for detention treatment orders for
family members and then, if they are fortunate, they can
later be placed in care under the Multiple and Complex
Needs Initiative.

Hawthorn Community Education Centre
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The Hawthorn
Community Education Centre in Glenferrie Road
provides important services for the elderly and the
wider community. Hawthorn is one of the most diverse
communities in the state, and the Hawthorn
Community Education Centre provides training,
community and living-alone support for those in need.
The community centre has been seeking funding under
the neighbourhood house coordination program.
Unfortunately it has not received that funding. I have
raised this matter with the Minister for Community
Services, and the neighbourhood house coordination
program is fully committed. The community centre is
now seeking support from the Association of
Neighbourhood Houses and Learning Centres, and I
encourage the minister to consider additional support
for the neighbourhood house coordination program.

Korea Festival
Mr BAILLIEU — I congratulate the Korean
community in Victoria for the inaugural Korea Festival
held on Saturday, 17 May. This festival was the very
first Korea Festival in Melbourne. It was a great
success, and I am pleased, as is the Consul General, that
so many Victorians were able to experience Korean
culture. The Korean community has been able to
contribute, as it still does, whether it be through the
multicultural base of this state, dancing, singing, the
choirs or Taekwondo. I congratulate the community on
what will now be an annual event.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

The Wild and Exciting Adventures of Edward
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I was very
pleased to attend the launch of The Wild and Exciting
Adventures of Edward, an amusing novel written by
Betty Harvey, a most talented woman and active
member of the Whittlesea U3A. I am part way through
reading the book and have to say that it is very
enjoyable and a great read for young and old alike. I
highly recommend it. As a member of Parliament
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representing residents of the northern suburbs, I am in a
very privileged position. I am given the chance, which
very few get, to experience, share and celebrate the
great talent, creativity, warmth and selflessness that
define so many of the residents of the north.

Whittlesea U3A
Ms HALFPENNY — Only a few days after the
book launch I attended the monthly meeting of the
Whittlesea U3A and shared tea and cakes with its
members, who run on a voluntary basis various classes
from Tai Chi to embroidery, technology, round
dancing — whatever that is — and Mandarin. Some
classes are conducted at members’ homes, others in
parks and public venues. President Joe Felice and the
committee of management do a great job. I particularly
like the way Joe chairs a meeting, with his funny
comments that had us all rolling around laughing. He
certainly knows how to keep the attention of the crowd.
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The member for Bendigo East is fast developing a
reputation as a sloppy mathematician who is too lazy to
check her facts. Last month she humiliated herself
when she claimed there was no money in the budget for
the Regional Growth Fund. She was outrageously
wrong. Prior to that she bungled her facts and figures
when she accused the coalition government of blowing
a quarter of a million dollars designing a stall to
promote regional living at the Royal Melbourne Show.
The member for Bendigo East has repeatedly failed to
learn from her mistakes and check her facts before
making public statements, which are based on complete
fiction. She is so desperate that she will say and do
anything to advance her cause, and she is prepared to
mislead the public in the process. This is another
embarrassing error from Labor’s regional
spokesperson, who cannot bear to let the truth stand in
the way of a good headline.

Maribyrnong River precinct height limits
Epping road safety
Ms HALFPENNY — On a more serious note, I
heard the concerns of many people about the terrible
state of the road networks in the northern suburbs,
particularly around Epping Road, Epping, and to the
north and further east. Residents are concerned for the
safety and wellbeing of their families, friends and
neighbours, who are forced to navigate unsafe
congested roads. No funding has been allocated by this
current government to fix any of the problems it
promised to fix.

Member for Bendigo East
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — In light of the latest
financial blunder by Labor’s regional spokesperson, the
shadow Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
the member for Bendigo East, regarding funding for
Echuca hospital, I wish to set the record straight. The
member for Bendigo East’s claims in the Riverine
Herald last week that the Victorian coalition
government has cut funding to Echuca Regional Health
are wrong. The coalition government has increased
funding to Echuca Regional Health by $5.8 million.
This is on top of the $40 million of funding the
government has provided for the redevelopment and
expansion of the health service. This funding is
delivering new purpose-built acute facilities, including
an expanded emergency department, new inpatient
accommodation and a new front entry to the hospital.
The final hospital budgets will be calculated when the
full commonwealth funding for 2014–15 is known, and
those figures have not yet been finalised. Labor has
simply made them up.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — The people of
Footscray are angry. They are angry at the Minister for
Planning for blatantly ignoring his own height limits
along the Maribyrnong River in the Joseph Road
precinct. They are angry with him because he does not
care about the Maribyrnong River, even though he gave
a commitment that he would protect not only the Yarra
River but also the Maribyrnong. He has done no such
thing.
The minister set height limits at 12 storeys and
8 storeys, which were higher than those that had
originally been established. He has now ignored even
his own height limits and approved buildings of 28, 25
and 18 storeys. Not only has he done this without the
support of the City of Maribyrnong, but also even the
professionals disagree with the height limits that have
been set. These buildings will overshadow the
Maribyrnong River and a nearby school. This is a total
overdevelopment of the Joseph Road precinct, which
will cause congestion and destroy livability in the area.
The Minister for Planning has total disregard for the
people of the west.
The minister should immediately revoke his decision
on these buildings, consult with the City of
Maribyrnong or give the powers that were given to him
back to the City of Maribyrnong so that decisions can
be made that will improve the living standards of
people who live there now and will live there in the
future.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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The Basin Football Club

Terry Atkinson

Ms VICTORIA (Minister for the Arts) — Recently
I had the privilege of being asked to attend a lunch at
the Basin Football Club. This was no ordinary lunch —
the club was raising funds for headspace, the National
Youth Mental Health Foundation. Through the tragedy
of losing one of their own earlier this year the club has
found great unity, as was shown by those who spoke. I
want to recognise the family of the young man, who
showed amazing strength, and his friend and teammate,
who spoke openly and eloquently of his own
challenges, gaining the admiration of all those in
attendance.

Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I was very pleased
recently to meet with Terry Atkinson, a young man
from Hughesdale, who is one of the Victorian
representatives at the National Indigenous Youth
Parliament 2014, which is held in Canberra. Terry and I
discussed at length a bill that he was to speak on
regarding the granting of voting rights to 16-year-olds.
We also discussed the subject of his adjournment
matter, which was education, and the vital importance
of education in the lives of our young Indigenous
people. He is a very impressive and intelligent young
man with a passion for social issues. In addition to the
importance of education, he is also very interested in
mental health issues. I am sure Terry did very well in
the debates he participated in. I am also sure that his
determination to be actively involved in the political
process and to encourage other young people to also
actively participate will continue and grow. I wish him
well for the future.

The loss of any young life is tragic and devastating, but
when those affected use the experience to help others,
they need to be congratulated for being so selfless and
strong.

Betty Amsden
Ms VICTORIA — Betty Amsden has just been
recognised as an Officer of the Order of Australia in the
Queen’s Birthday honours. Betty is a tireless advocate
in the areas of the arts, Guide Dogs Australia and
especially providing educational opportunities for
young Australians. I dubbed Betty ‘Fairy Godmother of
the Arts in Victoria’ several years ago, and that title
says it all. Congratulations to a very special lady. She
deserves every accolade bestowed upon her.

Paul Grabowsky
Ms VICTORIA — Paul Grabowsky has been
recognised as an Officer of the Order of Australia in the
Queen’s Birthday honours. Paul is best known as a jazz
pianist, arranger, composer and conductor, as founder
of the Australian Art Orchestra and for his professional
fellowship at the Monash University school of music
conservatorium. Congratulations to Paul on this
accolade. It is greatly deserved after a lifetime
dedicated to excellence in music.

Pamela Warrender
Ms VICTORIA — The Queen’s Birthday honours
list included Pamela Warrender, who was awarded a
Medal of the Order of Australia. Pamela is a passionate
and dedicated worker. This accolade was bestowed
upon her for service to the community of Melbourne
and to the arts. Congratulations to Pamela. This is well
deserved.

Chris Babatsias
Ms BARKER — I also thank Chris Babatsias and
radio station Rythmos 1656 for organising a successful
fundraising event to help Dimitris Moras, a young
Greek man who, on his first holiday to Australia, fell ill
and has been diagnosed with acute myeloid leukemia.
The Alfred hospital advised Dimitris not to fly home
but to begin treatment immediately, which he has done.
The funds needed to pay for this treatment are very
high, and the Greek communities of Oakleigh and
Melbourne have rallied to support Dimitris and ensure
that he can obtain this vital treatment.
Chris is a very nice man who is dedicated to his family
and to his community. He got the fundraising for
Dimitris’s treatment off to a great start with an evening
of great food and entertainment at the Oakleigh Greek
Orthodox Community Centre. Chris established and
funded radio station Rythmos 1656, which is based in
Oakleigh, to work with and cater for the very large
Greek community of Oakleigh and Melbourne. He
simply wants to give back to the community, and his
efforts to support the community are greatly
appreciated.

Joy Ross-Edwards
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to pay
tribute to a very special lady, Mrs Joy Elizabeth
Ross-Edwards, who passed away on 27 May at age
83 years. Joy was a loving mother to five children, and
a loving and supportive wife of the late Peter
Ross-Edwards, the former member for Shepparton,

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 12 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

who became Leader of the Victorian Country Party in
1970 — the same year their daughter Sarah was born.
My husband, Ian, and I joined many hundreds of people
at her funeral at St Augustine’s Church in Shepparton
on 6 June, including the Leader of The Nationals, Peter
Ryan, and his wife, Trish, a former Leader of The
Nationals, Pat McNamara and Merryl, one of the
members for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, Wendy Lovell, and other MPs and former MPs.
We heard wonderful tributes from her sons David and
Richard, who spoke of a hardworking, loving and
community-minded mother, who during Peter’s years
as a solicitor in Shepparton was raising four boys under
6 years of age mainly on her own. There were also
special reflections from Sarah and Amy. When Peter
Ross-Edwards entered Parliament, life became even
busier for Joy. She was involved in school committees,
the Shepparton Tennis Club, the Shepparton United
Football Netball Club, St Augustine’s Church, the
Goulburn Valley Base Hospital ladies auxiliary and the
Red Cross. As part of her involvement she attended
many functions, conferences and branch meetings.
Joy was still attending National Party functions only
weeks before she died, including The Nationals state
conference in Benalla. Joy was a strong woman who
had to cope with the loss of two sons — John and
Tim — and also her wonderful husband of 60 years,
Peter, only 20 months ago. Joy was a great role model
to me, to her family, to her friends and to her
community. I extend condolences to her children
David, Richard and Sarah, to their partners Amanda
and Sharan, and to her five grandchildren: Amy,
Emma, Samantha, Tim and Andrew. Joy’s
achievements are a legacy of which she could be proud.

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I rise to express my
disappointment on behalf of Heidelberg West residents
at the fact that because of government cuts the
Heidelberg West campus of the Northern Melbourne
Institute of TAFE (NMIT) is introducing parking fees
for TAFE students from 1 July. TAFE students will
now be paying up to $5 a day — something like
$1000 a year — to park their cars at the campus.
Many students completing apprenticeships drive vans
or utes, making their vehicles mobile workplaces. Some
students attend courses during their work hours and
public transport is not an option for them. It is obvious
that students will try to avoid these fees by parking in
The Mall shopping centre car park or in local and
suburban streets. Of further concern is that there are
many public housing double-storey flats near NMIT
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and free parking is at a premium in the nearby streets.
Public housing tenants cannot afford up to $165 a year
in parking and visitor permits, and even a family
buying a single permit and a visitor permit would be up
for $65 a year.
What is very clear is that the NMIT campus in
Heidelberg West, which made a $30 million loss this
year, has suffered over $28 million in cuts from the
government and is now having to sting students $5 a
day for parking. As a result, students will park in
nearby streets, forcing Banyule council to introduce
parking permits and sting local residents and public
housing tenants if they wish to park on their local
streets. Everyone will pay, including students and
tenants, because of this government’s cuts to TAFE
funding.

Narracan electorate infrastructure
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Last week I had
the pleasure of hosting a visit to my electorate by the
Minister for Public Transport, who is also the Minister
for Roads. During the visit we had the opportunity to
meet with the residents of Longwarry at the site of the
now-funded Sand Road interchange. This major
infrastructure project is now funded by both the state
and federal governments. The $30 million upgrade of
this dangerous intersection will go to tender mid-2015,
with construction to commence in late 2015 with a
completion date late in 2017.
We also took the opportunity to look at the progress of
the Warragul railway station precinct project and meet
on site with the Baw Baw shire CEO and councillors
and representatives from Thiess construction. This
$26 million project, fully funded in last year’s budget,
comprises a 200-space car park and a railway
underpass. Construction of the car park is very well
advanced and may see completion ahead of schedule
later this year. The early works on the underpass have
been completed, with the installation of the concrete
supports for the rail track lifted into place two weeks
ago by a massive 450-tonne crane — easily the largest
crane ever seen in Warragul. Completion of this part of
the project is on track for mid-2015.
These two projects are fantastic examples of the
outcomes that are being delivered in regional Victoria
due to the ability of the coalition government to manage
our economy. That is in stark contrast to the Labor
years of expenditure outstripping revenue, of waste and
of mismanagement, which is Labor’s hallmark of
project delivery.
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John So
Mr LIM (Clayton) — It is my great pleasure to
advise the house that Mr John So, the former Lord
Mayor of Melbourne, has been awarded an AO —
Officer of the Order of Australia — for distinguished
service to local government and community relations,
as an ambassador for cultural diversity, and to the
promotion of Melbourne as a tourist and investment
destination.
John So, the longest serving Lord Mayor of Melbourne,
was the first Lord Mayor to be directly elected by the
people. He was a councillor for 17 years and Lord
Mayor for 71⁄2 of those years. Unlike the administrations
before and after him, his mayorship was highly
respected for being incorruptible and free of scandal
and maladministration. He won the World Mayor
award in 2006. There was even a popular song written
in his honour.
I particularly recall John So receiving the longest and
loudest ovation of all the dignitaries in attendance at the
opening of the 2006 Commonwealth Games, which
was a true recognition of his efforts and vision. I was
especially proud to be part of a state Labor government
that worked in partnership with him and the City of
Melbourne to achieve the most successful sporting
event showcasing Melbourne and Victoria to the world
since the 1956 Melbourne Olympics. This award is
official recognition of his efforts and his vision for
Melbourne.

King Valley events
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — The King
Valley was buzzing on the weekend with many
activities held as part of the Weekend Fit for a King
celebrations, alongside the King Valley Art Show. The
art show featured the work of local artists, and local
landscapes were depicted in some of the works on
display. There were many visitors enjoying a long
weekend in this beautiful part of the state. As the
candidate for the seat of Ovens Valley, which will
include the King Valley, it was an absolute pleasure to
be there.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mr McCURDY — The Murray Valley electorate
was well represented in the Queen’s Birthday honours
list. I congratulate the recipients, who have given so
much of themselves to make the region where we live a
better place for all.

Thursday, 12 June 2014

Graham Kerr received an Order of Australia Medal for
his involvement with UnitingCare, Apex, Wangaratta
council, the Wangaratta arts centre and Wangaratta
GOTAFE, as well as with cricket, football and
basketball.
Professor Richard McLean, a consultant at Northeast
Health Wangaratta, has been appointed as a member of
the general division of the Order of Australia for his
service to medicine, particularly in the fields of rural
health and nuclear medicine.
Lorna Martin, 85, received an Order of Australia Medal
for her involvement with the Yarrawonga-Mulwala
RSL women’s auxiliary, the Yarrawonga Legacy
Widows Club, the Yarrawonga senior citizens club and
sporting clubs.
Adrian Noel Loughnan was awarded a Medal of the
Order of Australia for his service to print media in the
Yarrawonga-Mulwala community. Noel was editor of
the Yarrawonga Chronicle for 53 years and a member
of the Rotary Club of Yarrawonga-Mulwala for
40 years.
Des O’Meara, the Yarrawonga State Emergency
Service unit controller, was awarded the Emergency
Services Medal. Des was recognised for providing
exceptional leadership during response and recovery
operations, as well as building relationships between
other agencies and the community.

Rutherglen Winery Walkabout
Mr McCURDY — Thousands of visitors and locals
again enjoyed the Rutherglen Winery Walkabout.
People enjoyed the great food and wine in beautiful
weather and a party atmosphere.

Barbara Wells and Allan Kendall
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I congratulate two
members of my local community, Barbara Wells and
Allan Kendall, who recently celebrated 45 years of
service to the Werribee Country Fire Authority (CFA).
It was a great pleasure to see their hard work publicly
recognised by the Werribee CFA at its annual dinner on
24 May.
Barbara Wells began her service to the Werribee CFA
in the ladies auxiliary and then in the auxiliary, working
in administration, organisation and fundraising for the
Werribee CFA. I have spoken to local members of the
brigade who tell me that the most valued aspect of
Barbara’s work has been ensuring the welfare of local
brigade members.
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Allan Kendall has worked for the CFA as an
operational firefighter and has also made a valuable
contribution to the running of the organisation,
transferring his business skills to strengthen the local
brigade. In the 1950s and 1960s Allan was instrumental
in lobbying to bring a rescue truck and the jaws of life
to Werribee.
One of the most heartening aspects of the long service
of both Barbara and Allan is that it has inspired their
families to follow them into CFA service, including
Barbara’s son Michael, who is now the local brigade
captain. The families have contributed over 200 years
of combined service to the CFA. CFA volunteers
provide an invaluable service to our local community,
often for very little thanks, and it is a credit to both of
these members not only that they have served for so
long but that they have inspired others to do so.

Anglican Church of the Ascension
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the 50th anniversary celebration at
the Anglican Church of the Ascension in Burwood
East. It was a very memorable service, followed by a
sumptuous supper and time of fellowship. I
congratulate the leadership and parishioners of the
church, both past and present, on this great milestone,
thank them for their service to the local community
over the last 50 years and wish them well for the future.

Sameway Magazine Charity Fun Walk
Mr ANGUS — Last Monday I had the great
pleasure of attending and participating in the inaugural
Sameway Magazine Charity Fun Walk. The walk
raised funds for the Salvation Army and was supported
by many enthusiastic participants keen for a walk on a
beautiful sunny Melbourne winter day. I congratulate
all those involved in this event, in particular
Mr Raymond Chow and his team for organising it, as
well as the many other volunteers who assisted in
making the event such a success.

Forest Hill electorate youth forum
Mr ANGUS — Last week I was delighted to host
the Minister for Youth Affairs at a youth forum in the
electorate of Forest Hill. Also in attendance were
students from local secondary schools, local council
representatives, police and numerous sporting group,
church and other community group representatives. A
wide range of issues affecting youth were discussed,
with the minister providing information on the
extensive range of programs and services available to
young people and taking questions from the floor. I
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thank the minister and all present for their attendance at
this event.

Forest Hill College
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the great pleasure of
attending the Forest Hill College annual school
production. This year’s production was written and
directed by two year 11 students, Natalie Pantou and
Jason Ekonomides. It was an excellent production and
included more than 50 cast and crew members. I
congratulate all the staff and students involved in the
production, in particular Natalie and Jason.

Box Hill Hospital redevelopment
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure to join with
parliamentary colleagues recently to visit the Box Hill
Hospital to view the construction works that are nearing
completion. In particular we inspected the emergency
department and operating theatre area. This is a
wonderful coalition government project for the
residents of the Forest Hill electorate, which is on time
and under budget. Good management has resulted in
the original nine-storey — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Eltham Redbacks Football Club
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to invite
members of the house and the local community to a
wonderful local event: the Eltham Redbacks Football
Club annual charity breast cancer women’s soccer
match. This annual fundraiser began in 2010 in
conjunction with the women’s health campaign I
conducted that year. This will be the fifth time the
Redbacks have run this special event, which has raised
awareness and much-needed funds for Cancer Council
Victoria. This year the mighty Redbacks women have
selected Friday, 20 June, as the night for this significant
event, a game against the Darebin Falcons. I invite
everyone to don their pink colours and support the
tremendous effort the Redbacks have gone to in making
this evening a wonderful success.
The Redbacks are one of Eltham’s most successful
family sporting clubs, with 1000 members, strong
youth development teams, great senior teams and an
increasingly successful women’s team. The great thing
about the Redbacks is that they match success on the
field with success in the community, and the annual
health match is a great example of strong community
spirit. Once again there will be pink baked goods to
munch on and a wonderful raffle will be conducted.

PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION BILL 2014
2106

ASSEMBLY

I hope that by Friday, 20 June, the Redbacks will be
inspired by the Socceroos’ performance in Brazil
against Chile and the Netherlands and that the
Redbacks women’s state league 2 team can reach the
top spot on the ladder, whilst the state league 3 team
can cap off the breast cancer charity night with a
glorious win. It is a great club, it is a great event and I
hope everyone who is available can attend.

Malvern Primary School
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — Last Friday I was
pleased to join with the Minister for Education to visit
Malvern Primary School in Tooronga Road in my
electorate. Malvern Primary School is a fabulous
school, very well led by principal Richard Bennetts and
school council president Jodi Fullarton-Healey.
However, the school did not receive any capital funding
from the state government during the entire 11 years of
the Labor government. That is absolutely appalling.
That is why it is so good that we could deliver
$3.9 million in this 2014–15 budget.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for making
statements by members has now expired.

PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION BILL
2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Privacy and
Data Protection Bill 2014 (the bill).
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(IUAs) to provide some limited flexibility in the
application of certain of the existing information privacy
principles (IPPs) and (in the case of IUAs) certain
information handling provisions in other acts.

Human rights issues
Relevant charter act rights
Section 13 — a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The explanatory memorandum to the charter act stated that it
was that act’s intention that the right to privacy it contained be
interpreted consistently with the existing information privacy
and health records framework in Victoria to the extent that it
protects against arbitrary interference.
In WBM v. Chief Commissioner of Police [2012] VSCA 159
(WBM), the Victorian Court of Appeal considered but did not
need to choose between two competing interpretations of
‘arbitrary’ for the purposes of this right. The first was the
‘ordinary’ or dictionary meaning: a decision or action, which
is not based on any relevant identifiable criterion, but which
stems from an act of caprice or whim (WBM, [99]).
The second interpretation of ‘arbitrary’ was broader and was
described by Bell J in PJB v. Melbourne Health [2011]
VSC 327 [84] as follows:
“[arbitrary’]…extends to interferences which, in the particular
circumstances applying to the individual, are capricious,
unpredictable or unjust and also to interferences which, in
those circumstances, are unreasonable in the sense of not
being proportionate to a legitimate aim sought”.
In WBM, the Court of Appeal did not decide which
interpretation was correct, but the broader meaning was
preferred in obiter dicta by Warren CJ ([104] and Hansen JA
[133] and adopted by Bell AJA).
In my opinion, nothing in this bill creates an arbitrary
interference with privacy on either interpretation of the word.
The right to privacy is enhanced by the bill’s substantive
provisions in relation to:
protective data security (in part 4);

In my opinion, the Privacy and Data Protection Bill 2014, 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 key purposes of the bill are to:
combine the provisions of the Information Privacy Act
2000 (IP act) and the Commissioner for Law
Enforcement Data Security Act 2005 (CLEDS act),
modified as necessary to create the new office of the
Privacy and Data Protection Commissioner;

law enforcement data security (in part 5) (based on the
CLEDS act); and
the information privacy provisions (in part 3) which are
unchanged from the IP act, including:
its scope of application in respect of privacy to
public sector organisations;
the IPPs set out in schedule 1 of the bill; and
the exemptions for certain organisations, such as
courts and tribunals and law enforcement agencies
in specified circumstances, from the application of
some or all of the IPPs, on public interest grounds.

introduce legislative provisions that fulfil the
government’s announced commitment to the
implementation of a new Victorian protective data
security regime; and

A table of re-enacted provisions is included in part 9 —
Consequential Amendments.

introduce two mechanisms (public interest
determinations and information usage arrangements

Part 3 of the bill introduces two new mechanisms not
contained in the IP act:
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public interest determinations;
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or more public purposes including the provision of
services in the public interest;

information usage arrangements (IUAs);
which allow for dispensations from the IPPs or approved
codes of practice and (in the case of IUAs) allow for specified
practices to be treated as authorised by information handling
provisions in other acts.
Public interest determinations
The PDP commissioner can make public interest
determinations (and temporary public interest determinations)
(PIDs and TPIDs), and in part 3 division 6 — Information
usage arrangements (IUAs), allow for any IPP (except for
IPP4 on data security and IPP6 on access and correction) or
an approved code of practice to be departed from in respect of
relevant organisations’ proposed handling of personal
information.
The authorisation by a PID or TPID or an IUA or a
certification of an act or practice which may contravene an
IPP need not constitute an interference with privacy under the
charter act.
If a PID or TPID did authorise an interference with the
privacy of an individual, such authorisation will be lawful and
not arbitrary because:
persons whose interests would be affected by a PID are
afforded an opportunity to be heard before a PID is
made;
the PDP commissioner may only make a PID or TPID if
satisfied that the public interest in the organisation
engaging in the act or practice substantially outweighs
the public interest in complying with the relevant IPP;
for transparency, PIDs and TPIDs must be published on
the PDP commissioner’s website;
an organisation subject to a PID must report on it to the
commissioner at least annually and the PDP
commissioner must revoke a PID or TPID where the
public interest grounds are no longer met, and may
revoke it if the reasons set out in the application no
longer apply;
a PID and TPID may be disallowed by Parliament.
Information usage arrangements
IUAs are designed to address many aspects of information
handling between the parties, not just the IPPs. Subject to
commissioner’s satisfaction that relevant public interest tests
have been met and the approval of relevant ministers, an IUA
may authorise a departure from the IPPs (except IPPs 4 and 6)
or an approved code of practice and may determine that an
information handling practice is permitted for the purpose of
an ‘information handling provision’ which is a provision of
an act that permits handling of personal information as
required or authorised by law or by or under an act.
If an IUA did authorise an interference with privacy, such
authorisation will be lawful and not arbitrary because:
an IUA must be initiated by a Victorian government
organisation and must set out practices for handling
personal information to be undertaken in relation to one

an IUA must be submitted for approval by the
commissioner and relevant ministers;
the information to be provided to the PDP commissioner
and ministers in a IUA for consideration is extensive,
including identification of any adverse actions that may
be taken by organisations as a result of the operation of
the IUA;
the PDP commissioner must consider and certify that the
acts and practices described in the IUA satisfy a net
public interest test before any authorisation to depart
from an IPP or approved code of practice or any
permission for the purposes of an information handling
provision is given;
the PDP commissioner must report on a draft IUA to the
responsible minister/s and the report may consider the
appropriateness of any aspects of the IUA;
the IUA must be approved by the responsible minister/s;
and
the IUA must be published on the PDP commissioner’s
website (redacted or summarised as necessary) and the
lead party must report on the IUA to the commissioner
at least annually.
In addition, the PDP commissioner may issue compliance
notices in respect of IUAs under part 3 division 9 if the terms
of an IUA are not complied with by the organisations
involved. Further, the responsible minister/s must revoke an
IUA if the public interest tests are no longer met, or may
revoke it if the reasons for application no longer apply.
Certifications by the PDP commissioner
The commissioner may also certify that a specified act or
practice of an organisation is consistent with an IPP or an
information handling provision or an approved code of
practice. The certification process is not a means for
authorising a departure from an IPP or information handling
provision or an approved code of practice, but a means of
providing an independent view that an act or practice is
consistent with them. A person who acts in good faith in
reliance on a current certificate does not contravene the
relevant IPP or information handling provision or approved
code of practice. Any person whose interests are affected by a
certificate may seek review of the decision to issue the
certificate in VCAT. VCAT or a court may set aside a
certificate. Certificates must be published on the
commissioner’s website. In my opinion, the provision of a
certificate of consistency by the commissioner, which is
reviewable by a court or VCAT, does not limit the right to be
free from arbitrary interferences with privacy.
Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The reforms introduced by the Privacy and Data Protection
Bill 2014 will strengthen the protection of citizens’ private
information that is held by the Victorian public sector.
For the first time in Victoria, the bill requires the development
of a protective data security framework for monitoring and
assuring the security of data held by the public sector.
The framework will address a number of the data security
issues identified by the Victorian Auditor-General in his 2009
report on Maintaining the Integrity and Confidentiality of
Personal Information.
The framework will include protective data security
standards, protective data security plans prepared by public
sector bodies to implement the standards, and law
enforcement data security standards relating specifically to
law enforcement data and crime statistics.
Alongside clear standards for ensuring the security of data,
the bill will establish clear avenues for departments and
agencies to seek a determination about whether a particular
use of personal information that it holds is authorised or
required by law.
The bill will also allow public sector organisations to apply to
enter into arrangements allowing them to handle or share
personal information in ways that vary the application of
certain information privacy principles, if that use of the
information is clearly in the public interest.
The bill also merges the existing roles of Privacy
Commissioner and the Commissioner for Law Enforcement
Data Security to create a single Privacy and Data Protection
Commissioner with responsibility for the oversight of the
privacy regime in Victoria.
The bill otherwise re-enacts, or re-enacts with clearer
wording, many key provisions of the Information Privacy
Act, notably the information privacy principles. The
‘organisations’ to which that act applied remain subject to the
privacy provisions of this bill.
I will now outline the main provisions of the bill.
Use of public sector information
The bill provides two new avenues for a public sector agency
to determine whether a particular use of personal information
is authorised or required by law. [IUA as to handling
provisions and certification]
The bill also provides two avenues for a public sector agency
to seek to vary the application of, or not comply with, an
information privacy principle, except for principles 4 and 6
relating to the security of data and access to or correction of it
respectively. [IUA as to IPPs and PIDs]
PIDs and TPIDs empower the commissioner to determine
that specified actions in respect of personal information that
do or may contravene an IPP (other than IPPs 4 (data
security) or 6 (access and correction)) or a code of conduct
are not unlawful. They will not be regarded as interferences
with privacy while the determination is in force.
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The key functions of an IUA are to facilitate:
compliance with a law;
the performance of the functions of any Australian
government agency (federal, state, territory); or
a provision of a service in the public interest to the
public or a section of the public.
Victorian public sector entities may seek approval of an IUA
involving as parties other Victorian public sector entities or
external organisations including contracted service providers,
commonwealth, state or territory government sector bodies,
or private sector bodies including non-government
organisations and overseas entities. External organisations
will remain bound by whatever privacy obligations they have
under the laws of other jurisdictions.
Significantly, an IUA is also permitted, subject to safeguards,
in circumstances where: a provision in a statute or regulation
other than this bill permits such collection, use or disclosure
where it is ‘required or authorised by law’.
The public interest in the protection of personal privacy is
carefully safeguarded in respect of PIDs, TPIDs and IUAs in
various ways.
Among these is the bill’s specification of grounds on which
PIDs and TPIDs may be revoked by the PDP commissioner.
PIDs and TPIDs are also subject to being disallowed by
Parliament.
For IUAs, the bill specifies in detail the procedure to apply to
the PDP commissioner, parties and content, together with
notification where adverse actions may be taken in
consequence of the IUA, and provides for review of IUAs’
operation. The PDP commissioner may issue compliance
notices in respect of an IUA, and the relevant minister or
ministers must revoke the IUA on specified grounds.
The most significant safeguard of the public interest is that
both these mechanisms require a public interest test to be
met — that the public interest in the applicant doing the acts
or engaging in the practices specified in the application
substantially outweighs the public interest in adhering to
IPPs 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9 or 10. For example, if an IUA provides
for an organisation to transfer personal information out of
Victoria, the organisation must either comply with IPP 9
(transborder data flows) or seek dispensation from IPP 9
pursuant to the IUA. Dispensation requires the PDP
commissioner to certify that any such dispensation is justified
on the public interest test, and the relevant minister or
ministers to approve the dispensation after considering the
PDP commissioner’s report.
The third new mechanism is certification by the PDP
commissioner that a particular act or practice is consistent
with the provisions of the IP act, this bill or the IPPs. This
mechanism is intended to provide certainty to organisations
where there may be doubt as to the legality of a proposed
action, and to afford statutory protection to persons who act in
good faith in reliance on the PDP commissioner’s
certification while it remains in force. An individual or
organisation whose interests are affected by the decision to
issue the certificate may apply to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) for review of the decision.
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The availability of these mechanisms is expected to
significantly assist in the delivery of public services in the
public interest, in particular in areas such as the
implementation of child protection programs where multiple
agencies hold information, the performance of various land
management functions, and the control of organised crime.

same time, the Victorian government is responding to trends
worldwide towards more open access to information, which
the government has endorsed through its DataVic Access
Policy.

Protective data security

In light of the scope of the bill, the PDP commissioner will be
responsible for a broad range of functions. In respect of
privacy these include:

Aggregating the responsibility for oversight of the Victorian
privacy and law enforcement data security regimes, as well as
for the implementation of a new Victorian protective data
security regime, is expected to reap the benefits of
consistency and coordination in this fast-moving sphere.
Part 4, Protective Data Security, is applicable to the entities
set out in division 1. While the intention is that the whole of
government will be covered by this regime, there are
exceptions. Notable among these is the health services within
the meaning of the Health Services Act 1988 that are
specified in division 1 and which are governed by separate
legislation.
The key protective data security provisions in the bill concern
development by the PDP commissioner of the Victorian
protective data security framework, and protective data
security standards. These standards may be either general or
customised, and must be approved by the Attorney-General
and the minister responsible for whole-of-government ICT.
Within two (2) years of the issue of the standards applying to
an agency or body to which part 4 applies, it must ensure that:
a security risk profile assessment is undertaken for the
agency or body; and
a protective data security plan is developed that
addresses the standards applicable to that agency or
body.
These plans will not be subject to the Freedom of Information
Act 1982.
There is provision for review of a plan if an agency or body’s
circumstances change, or otherwise every two years.
Because it is recognised that not all agencies or bodies subject
to part 4 will have equal capacity or resources to meet their
obligations under this part, the bill’s regulations provision will
enable differential application as required.
Law enforcement data security
The law enforcement data security provisions in part 4 apply
to both Victoria Police and the new chief statistician. They are
largely based on the provisions of the CLEDS act, and the bill
provides for continuity between the two regimes, including
the ‘Standards for Victoria Police law enforcement data
security’ issued in 2007. It should be noted that if a law
enforcement data security standard is inconsistent with a
protective data security standard, the law enforcement
security standard prevails to the extent of the inconsistency.
The reforms embodied in this bill create a more streamlined
system that will have broader and more comprehensive
oversight of the privacy and information security regime for
the Victorian public sector. The bill also introduces flexibility
in relation to handling of personal information held by the
public sector where appropriate in the public interest. At the

PDP commissioner’s functions

promoting an understanding of and acceptance of the
IPPs and of the objects of those principles;
examining the practices of organisations with respect to
personal information they maintain;
receiving complaints about the acts or practices of
organisations that do or may contravene IPPs or
adversely affect individuals’ privacy;
conducting or commissioning audits of organisations in
respect of their handling of personal information;
issuing compliance notices to organisations; and
issuing guidelines and other materials in relation to the
IPPs.
In respect of protective data security and law enforcement
data security, the PDP commissioner’s functions include:
issuing protective data security standards and law
enforcement data security standards;
developing the Victorian protective data security
framework and promoting the uptake of protective data
security standards by the public sector;
conducting monitoring and assurance activities,
including audits, to ascertain compliance with data
security standards, and referring findings;
undertaking reviews of matters relating to data security
and crime statistics data security; and
making reports and recommendations.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 26 June.

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 June; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I will continue
my contribution to this debate following its
adjournment last night. Accurate, reliable and
accessible crime statistics are in the public interest.
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They inform debate about crime and how to address it,
as well as alerting Victorians to crime and safety issues.
Under the Napthine government crime has increased in
every period compared to the 10 years of reduction
under Labor. Crime statistics reveal offences have
jumped in most categories across the state. The justice
system under this government is in disarray. Prisons are
overcrowded, and up to 500 police have been taken off
front-line duties to be employed in caring for prisoners
housed in police cells. An Auditor-General’s report
tabled this week found prison overcrowding is wasting
police time and resources and is making our
communities unsafe. This conclusion is an indictment
of the state government’s policies, and it goes to exactly
why we need to have a statistician to bring these stats
together.
The bottom line at the moment is that the crime rate in
Victoria is up 7.1 per cent. This is where we are; this is
the reality of the evidence based on the facts of the
matter. We now have a government whose key election
promise to get tough on crime has failed. This is what
happens when a government ignores the causes of
crimes and fails to put in place any measures to prevent
crime. Victorians saw 10 years of reduced crime rates
under Labor, and the Napthine coalition managed to
unravel much of that good work by cutting the
Victorian police budget by $100 million and slashing
more than 800 Victoria Police and Department of
Justice staff.
It is important that the community has confidence in the
crime statistics. This confidence may be enhanced if the
agency being established is able to audit the recording
of crime statistics and examine the police’s crime
recording practices. The accuracy and quality of the
analysis of the statistics depends predominantly on the
statistics being provided. It would certainly be
appreciated if the government could outline the reasons
the agency will not be equipped with this ability
suggested by the Ombudsman. It is in the public
interest for that issue to be addressed and answered in
the course of further contributions from government
MPs.
It is not just the cuts that have occurred in the police
sector that are important. There are other cuts that are
critical — cuts to pathways to education, jobs and better
life opportunities — because these are the underlying
issues that must be confronted when you address the
reasons for crime. This is particularly important in my
electorate of Broadmeadows, which has a combination
of different issues that must be confronted, including
people predominantly coming from poor backgrounds
with low incomes and a large number of people who
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have English as a second language. Many of them are
facing the issue of the demise of the manufacturing
industry, highlighted most significantly by the Ford
Motor Company — and I remind the house that Ford
has brought forward 300 redundancies in
Broadmeadows and Geelong to this month. Then what
happens is we have the Victorian government axing
$25 million from the Kangan Institute, the critical
TAFE — —
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, on
even the broadest definition the member for
Broadmeadows discussing higher education funding
policies is straying well beyond the bounds of what is a
very narrow bill about crime statistics and the
establishment of the Crime Statistics Agency. I ask you
to bring him back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I advise the Treasurer that I have just assumed
the chair, so I am not aware of the comments of the
member for Broadmeadows. However, I ask the
member to come back to the bill.
Mr Noonan — On a further point of order, Acting
Speaker, the role of the chief statistician will be to
undertake research into and analyse crime and the
trends associated with crime. That is what the member
for Broadmeadows is going through. I put it to you that
this is totally relevant to the debate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. As I said to
the Treasurer, I have just assumed the chair. I will
certainly take note of the comments of the member for
Broadmeadows. I ask him to come back to the bill.
Mr MCGUIRE — Trying to gag the debate on the
causes of crime goes to the critical issue: those statistics
will help develop policy and programs for crime
prevention. That is the issue that is missing from this
government’s policy.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise today to make a
contribution on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. The bill
creates the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA), headed up
by the chief statistician. The CSA will take over the
annual and quarterly reporting of crime statistics from
Victoria Police. In doing so it will strip Victoria Police
of its ability to release crime statistical data. Given the
recent appalling behaviour by senior police officers and
their aiding and abetting of former political masters in
manipulating and distorting crime figures for political
expediency, such an initiative cannot come too soon.
With the advent of the CSA we will hopefully see the
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potential for gross abuses of the public trust consigned
to the dustbin of history.
I recently read a book by well-known British
commentator Peter Hitchens on the history of crime in
the UK. Hitchens makes a salient point in this book as
he discusses crime statistics and the risks that abuse of
this data brings when he states:
… forces under pressure to produce results for their political
masters may be far less diligent —

in recording crime —
and might even be tempted to ‘combine’ … or …
reclassify —

crime. Does this sound familiar to anyone in the house?
Manipulation of crime statistics for political gain has a
long history in Australia and overseas. Some years ago
in New South Wales we saw police statistics being
distorted to the point where the heroin-ravaged,
crime-ridden, gun-toting, gang-infested streets of
Cabramatta were safer, statistically, than those of the
leafy affluent streets of Double Bay.
We have recently seen the commissioner of the
Metropolitan Police in the United Kingdom forced to
admit that corrupt manipulation of crime statistics in the
UK raises serious doubts as to their reliability. This
manipulation was exposed by the courage of a junior
police officer concerned about the practice of selective
and underquoting of crime figures.
Some members of this house may be aware of the
shameful treatment of Detective Sergeant Phillip
Arantz, who, in 1971, after discovering that NSW
Police had been systematically manipulating crime
statistics for years, blew the whistle on what was a
shameful and corrupt practice by the NSW police force.
For his efforts Sergeant Arantz was arrested, certified
insane by the NSW Police medical officer and
remanded to a mental institution before being thrown
out of the police force. His only crime was having the
courage to stand up against corrupt men and practices
for what was right. It took until 1989 for his name to be
cleared, but ultimately Sergeant Arantz was cleared and
compensated. I hope it will not take as long for good
men — former police officers who have stood up
against those who engaged in similar conduct in this
state — to clear their names and have their dignity and
reputations restored.
The origins of this bill are mired in and brought about
via a shameful period of Victoria Police history — a
time that saw wanton and deliberate releasing of
misleading and unsettled crime statistics that on paper
claimed a 27 per cent reduction in street crime
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conveniently just before the last election. Many in this
house will recall the member for Monbulk, the very
person who at the time was the minister responsible for
these matters, trumpeting the mantra, ‘Street crime is
down 27 per cent’ in the lead-up to the last election.
That would have been great news if it were true, but
sadly it was not. It was a concocted figure, stretched
and distorted beyond all comprehension. It was a lie, a
damn lie or, even worse, a statistic, and a patently
untruthful one at that. Thankfully the Ombudsman saw
through it, and those responsible for peddling such
untruths are no longer members of Victoria Police,
although those in this house who seized upon such
convenient figures still sit here warming a piece of
green leather. They sanctimoniously continue to wave
their finger around this place; one of these days I should
bloody break it off and stick it in their bum. It is said
that those who do not learn from history are condemned
to repeat it.
Mr Noonan — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
clearly that language is unparliamentary, and I ask you
to take issue with the member in relation to his use of
that language.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I uphold the point of order. I think the language
was a little unparliamentary. I ask the member for
Benambra to take that into account with the rest of his
contribution.
Mr TILLEY — Thank you, Acting Speaker, I will
control myself in these matters. It is said that those who
do not learn from history are condemned to repeat it.
How did such a blatant abuse of statistical data come
about, apart from the obvious in that an election was
coming up and the Australian Labor Party was
desperate to conceal its failings and cling to power?
Let me look a bit deeper into the issue and examine the
2008 police bid to the expenditure review committee
for funding to establish the Safe Streets Taskforce. The
first line of the executive summary states:
Public safety in public places has deteriorated significantly
over the last five years.

This was during the term of the Labor government, so it
is five years under a Labor government. That is an
inconvenient truth if ever there was one, and one that
must be concealed at all costs. The document makes for
fascinating reading. For example, it says:
Recent research, events and data has highlighted that public
order and antisocial-related crime in Victoria has significantly
increased over this period and shows no sign of abating.
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… It appears that the true extent of the rising rate of crimes
committed in the ‘public domain’ may have been hidden or
masked …

This does not sound like a 27 per cent drop in crime to
me. The member for Monbulk was the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services at the time and
responsible for these matters.
I refer to an executive memo, no. DB/10/7210, written
to the Justice Executive Committee on 19 August 2010,
which is just one month after the former government
released its figures about street crime being down
27 per cent. We should remember that it was just one
month before it released its dodgy crime figures, when
the need to alter public perceptions of crime was
discussed. That is in Labor’s DNA. It tries to make
perception a reality. The solution was the formation of a
committee comprising Department of Justice and
Victoria Police personnel, led by the now Chief
Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, which was tasked to
come up with solutions to address public perceptions of
safety. Two months later the most rubbery set of crime
statistics ever suddenly appeared, conveniently just
before the last election.
Was that a coincidence or not? That is a question only
those on the other side of the house can answer. If you
hold your hand on your heart in these matters, you have
to be able to sleep at night. Whilst we are asking
questions of ourselves, I often ask myself why Ken
Lay, the road traffic commissioner at the time, was
appointed to the crime committee and not Sir Ken
Jones, who was at the time the deputy commissioner of
police and responsible for crime. Those on the benches
opposite might like to enlighten me at some time. I
have every confidence that as time goes on the truth
will have a way of surfacing, and I am confident that
someday the truth will come out.
The bill allocates $8.4 million to put a stop to such
reprehensible practices. In establishing the CSA this
government puts an end to the rorts and distortions that
we saw take place under Labor. Finally we will have
independence and apolitical objectivity in crime
reporting and not be subjected to the distorted dogma
previously spewed forth by pliable lap-dogs and
sycophantic toads.
I commend this bill to the house. I dedicate my
contribution to Sir Ken Jones, as I did once before in
the house on another bill concerning parole. I am quite
proud of the efforts and work done in the past. Sir Ken
Jones is a decent and absolutely honourable man who
stood up to the lies and untruths on behalf of all
Victorians and paid dearly for his courage and integrity.
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Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to
follow a former Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services who is particularly familiar with
interventions in high-level police command matters. In
making my contribution to debate on the Crime
Statistics Bill 2014 I note that the Labor Party has
previously touched on these matters. The Leader of the
Opposition and Leader of the Parliamentary Labor
Party believes that this plan has merit and is long
overdue.
What is particularly interesting is that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services was reported in
October last year as stating:
There has been too much controversy over crime statistics in
recent years …
These statistics have been criticised for their accuracy,
integrity and accessibility. The chief statistician will play a
major role in achieving the government’s intention to turn this
around.

It is interesting that the police minister and the
government are not interested in turning around any
unreliable police crime statistics that continue to be
published until after the November 2014 state election.
It is of concern that after four years in office the
government wants to clean up police crime statistics
and the way in which they are reported but does not
seek to do so before the election.
What is also of concern to the Labor Party is the
$8.4 million that is required to set up the proposed
agency to bring some integrity to police crime statistics.
Given the $100 million in cuts to the police budget,
how can Victorians have any confidence that the
government will appropriately fund the chief
statistician’s office and implement these integrity
measures in relation to police crime statistics? The
government is cutting $100 million from the police
budget and at the same time needs to find $8.4 million
to appoint a chief statistician to manage and publish
police crime statistics. Where is the government going
to find that money, and how can Victorians have
confidence that it will deliver on the proposal?
Speaking of crime statistics, I thought it would be
useful to have a look at some recent crime statistics in
my electorate of Ivanhoe. I point out that there are
fewer front-line police officers in Ivanhoe today than
there were three years ago. In fact in a recent media
release I issued in my electorate I said:
In Ivanhoe front-line police numbers have been cut from 114
at November 2010 to 108 at 31 January 2014. This is a
reduction of over 5 per cent.
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In particular I pointed out that:
In Ivanhoe, criminal offences have increased under the
Napthine government by 12.02 per cent, or 771 extra
offences. From 6415 offences in 2010–11 to 7186 offences
2012–13.

What we know is that the closure of the Heidelberg
West police station under this government’s watch and
the scrapping of the burglary unit that operates at the
Heidelberg 24-hour police station has meant that crime
has increased in the Ivanhoe electorate and that there
are fewer officers to keep my community safe. In the
collection of crime statistics the government needs to
pay a bit of attention to how those statistics will be
recorded accurately when you take into account that
there is no police station operating in Heidelberg West,
that there are fewer police and that one of the most
critical services that is required in making sure police
statistics are accurate, the burglary unit that operates
from the 24-hour Heidelberg police station in my
electorate, has been scrapped, closed down by the
government.
I have written to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in relation to those matters with particular
reference to what has happened to the burglary unit,
which is critical in keeping the community safe. One of
the key concerns members of local communities have is
about someone breaking into their home. It is one of the
greatest fears that people have. My letter to the minister
of 2 October states:
During the 2012–13 financial year …
Local media, including the Heidelberg Leader, has reported
on several burglary sprees across Banyule in 2013, including
20 in Bellfield and Ivanhoe between late May and early June.
There was also a series of seven burglaries in one day across
Heidelberg Heights on 11 July.
…
If extra police have been allocated to Heidelberg police
complex, why is the burglary team being shut down?
Operational decisions of Victoria Police do not absolve your
government or yourself, as the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, from holding your departments
accountable for their decisions and their expenditure of
taxpayers funds.

How are the government and chief statistician going to
monitor the police statistics in the Ivanhoe electorate
when the government is scrapping the units that are
there to arrest offenders and keep the community safe?
How are these statistics going to be managed? I would
like some detail about the closure of the burglary unit
which has been able to provide a range of statistics
about the increase in crime in the Ivanhoe electorate
under this government’s watch. These are the great
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concerns we have. Despite our protestations and the
numerous times we have raised this matter — I still
have an outstanding adjournment matter from April this
year in relation to police statistics, in particular the
reopening of the Heidelberg West police station — we
have not yet had a response from the police minister in
relation to the ongoing closure of that police station.
We also note that there have been recent homicides in
the Ivanhoe electorate. Funnily enough they happened
in Heidelberg West, the area where the police station
was closed by this government. I raised these matters
with the police minister on 1 April, but I have had no
response after two months. I have also previously raised
in Parliament very serious concerns about homicides in
the Ivanhoe electorate. I said::
The Age reported that Mr Michael Jones, 47, was gunned
down on the corner of Blackwood and Ebony parades in West
Heidelberg shortly before 7.30 a.m. He was found bloodied
and dying on the road by a passing truck driver, who
desperately tried to resuscitate him. Detective Senior Sergeant
Stuart Bailey described the killing as brazen and high risk,
given it occurred in a suburban area while children would
have been leaving for school.

These are the day-to-day critical policing issues that are
happening on our doorstep in Heidelberg West — a
couple of blocks from my electorate office and a couple
of blocks from the closed police station in Altona
Street, Heidelberg West. People are being gunned down
in my electorate, and more than two months on from
when I raised these matters in the adjournment debate
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services has
refused to respond. He has not responded to those
particular matters as he is required to do under the
standing orders.
If we want to talk about police statistics, let us look at
the increasing homicide rate in the Ivanhoe electorate.
As outlined, back in late May people were being
gunned down at 7.30 a.m. in my electorate, just blocks
from the Heidelberg West police station. The
government can add those homicide statistics to the
increasing crime rate in the Ivanhoe electorate, where
since this government was elected there are fewer
police stations and a burglary unit has been closed
while there is a burglary spree in Heidelberg West. I
have touched on those figures here again for the
government. I note also that according to the increasing
studies and surveys being done by the RACV,
Heidelberg West and the 3081 postcode now top the list
of crime and burglary rates in metropolitan Melbourne.
That again is reflective of why the government needs to
reopen the Heidelberg West police station and stop
treating the local community in Heidelberg West with
contempt.
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On 17 May 2012 I received a letter from Dean
Stevenson, superintendent and divisional commander at
the time of the north-west metro region, which covers
the Heidelberg West area. The letter reads:
… as you are aware the Heidelberg West police station is
currently under review and until a decision is made as to its
future, the directional signage will remain in place.

That was in May 2012. We are now in June 2014. I do
not know what has happened to the review Victoria
Police was undertaking in relation to the Heidelberg
West police station, but over two years on we continue
to see people being gunned down in my electorate in
Heidelberg West, just up the road from this closed
police station. Some two years later Victoria Police
claims it is still conducting a review into this police
station’s future, and in the meantime we have signs up
the road directing people to a local police station that is
closed. How does that make any sense? It is dishonest
on the part of Victoria Police and the government to
claim that that police station is operating when clearly it
is not.
Burglary rates in Heidelberg West are now amongst the
highest in metropolitan Melbourne, as reported in the
RACV’s recent surveys. We have seen the burglary
unit closed, and there has been no determination from
the government to have it reopened and no explanation
as to why, if there are more police as the government
claims, police services in my electorate are being closed
down. We can have no confidence in the government’s
decision to implement this initiative. It wants to hide it
until after the election because it knows that crime is
going up. There are more prison beds than hospital beds
in Victoria under this government.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I take great delight in
rising to speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. at the
outset I would like to say to those opposite that no-one
believes them. The people of Victoria could not believe
them before the last election, and they do not believe
them now.
I would like to recount a story about crime statistics, as
I have done a number of times in this house. Before the
last election I went to one of my local train stations, as I
do regularly, to speak to my local constituents, and it
just so happened that the previous member for
Burwood was also at the train station on that particular
day. A constituent came over and asked the former
member for Burwood, ‘What are you going to do about
crime in the area?’. Interestingly, the former member
for Burwood made the comment that crime had gone
down in the area — ‘No need to worry; crime has gone
down’. Obviously he was looking at his dodgy police
statistics, because the constituent then said to him, ‘You
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can tell me crime has gone down as much as you like,
but my house has been broken into three times in the
past two years’.
If you use dodgy crime statistics, you are going to be
caught out eventually, because people are not mugs.
They can see it, they can smell it and they know that
they cannot trust the Labor Party. When we say there
are more police catching more criminals more often,
that is what there is: more police detecting more crime
more often and police being more effective. The point
is that if you put more police on the beat, you are going
to catch more criminals. It is a natural consequence.
I can also recount a story from last year, I think, or
maybe late the year before, when I was having a
conversation with esteemed members of the media. It
was just after some crime statistics came out, and I
asked them, ‘Why aren’t you reporting these crime
stats?’. The answer was put to me very plainly by these
members of the media: ‘We didn’t believe the crime
stats before, so how can we believe that crime has gone
up now?’. They did not believe it. They said, ‘We know
the stats were dodgy; we know the Labor Party fudged
the figures. We know that’s the truth, so how can we go
and report that crime has gone up?’. The only people
who think crime has gone up in this state are those
people on the other side with blindfolds on, who are
willing to accept from their leadership the dodgy
figures and the fudged numbers about crime. They are
the only ones who could possibly believe that crime has
gone up. Crime has not gone up.
Mr Noonan — You are delusional. Look at the
Victoria Police statistics.
Mr WATT — I know it is disorderly to take up
interjections, so I will not take up the interjection from
the member for Williamstown. I will just reiterate what
I have said over the last 3 minutes: no-one believes
Labor Party members. They cannot be trusted, with
their dodgy stats and fudged numbers. No one believes
them. The people of Victoria do not believe them, and
the people of Burwood do not believe them. The people
of Burwood know that it is safer out there. They can get
on and off a train and get in their car, and they know
that it is safe. We are deciding not to discount a whole
bunch of things and fudge the figures so we can say,
‘Crime on train stations has gone down; there is no
crime on train stations’. We accept that there has been
crime on train stations, and we are going to catch the
criminals, and they are going to pay for their crimes.
We are not going to fudge the figures like the Labor
Party did.
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Our policy is to provide 1700 extra police, and that is
what we will do. We said we would put 940 protective
services officers (PSOs) on train stations, and that is
what we will do. We currently have PSOs on the
Burwood train station. We currently have PSOs on the
Holmesglen train station — and I see the member for
Malvern in here. We have PSOs on the Camberwell
and Jordanville train stations. PSOs are on train stations
protecting the people of my electorate by detecting the
crime that was there before they arrived. Let us be
clear: the crime was already happening, but now the
criminals are getting caught for it.
Now we do not have to fudge the figures. This bill
makes it clear that the figures cannot be fudged.
Members of this government are not going to lie to the
people of Victoria. We are going to tell them what is
happening. They crime statistics are put out by the chief
statistician, the people will know that they can believe
those figures. The people of Victoria could not believe
the Labor Party at the last election, and that is why they
tossed Labor members out on their ears. They could not
believe members of the Labor Party, and they still do
not believe them, because they know that what Labor
says is not true.
On the front page of the newspapers every Monday
there are no longer stories about people having the crap
beaten out of them on King Street. I am not saying that
those incidents do not happen, but I am noting that the
stories are not plastered all over the newspapers
because those incidents do not happen as much as they
did previously. This government has more police
catching more criminals, detecting more crime, more
often.
Mr Angus — Safer streets.
Mr WATT — Safer streets, as the member for
Forest Hill says. I will not spend too much longer on
this bill, but I will repeat what I said earlier about
talking to constituents at the Alamein train station.
Although the former member for Burwood said crime
was not a problem and was not happening, I accepted
that it was, and I also accepted that this government
needed to do something about it — and it is doing
something about it. We are putting more police out on
the beat. We are making sure that there is a police
presence in my electorate in Ashburton, unlike the
previous government, the members of which decided
that they were going to close the Ashburton police
station. There are now protective services officers on
train stations and more people, feeling more safe, more
often. I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — What can I
say? It would be good if this government could do
something important and significant, and then we
would not have to hear all this drivel about what Labor
did in government. Coalition government members do
not have anything to talk about in terms of what their
own government has done.
The introduction to the Parliament of the Crime
Statistics Bill 2014 has arisen from a recent
Ombudsman’s report which recommends that there
ought be independence in the gathering and monitoring
of crime data. This bill creates the office of the chief
statistician and the agency in which the data on crime
will be collected and monitored independently, separate
from the police force. The legislation is in a number of
parts and deals with such matters as the employment
details of the chief statistician, who will oversee this
agency, and other staff, as well as provisions around
how such data will be accessed by law enforcement
agencies and the conditions on which access to the data
will be given.
It is very important to separate publication of crime
statistics from the police, because it is important to
ensure that this information is independent and that
there is no conflict of interest. We all know that law
enforcement agencies and the police carry a great deal
of responsibility. Members of the police force not only
have extraordinary powers but also extraordinary
obligations, so they should be overseen by independent
bodies to make sure that everything proceeds in
accordance with the law and in accordance with human
rights and other policies and rights that people have.
Hopefully this piece of legislation is one step in the
process of ensuring the independence of crime statistics
so that the community in general can have confidence
that those statistics are independent, accurate, correct
and tell us about the actual situation without any vested
interests being involved to muddy the waters.
The Ombudsman’s report not only looked at crime
statistics but also police numbers. There is great
concern in the community about the level of police
numbers and the fact that crime is increasing. I am
looking at the figures in front of me. The previous
speaker seemed to suggest that his statistics could be
gathered by listening to one or two people at a train
station who informed him of the overall Victorian
statistics to be used to guide government policy. But the
actual statistics show increases in the crime rate.
In the city of Whittlesea, within which most of the
electorate of Thomastown falls, over recent years there
have been increases in crimes related to people such as
assault and increases in crime related to drug trafficking

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
2116

ASSEMBLY

and manufacture. As the member for Ivanhoe said in
his contribution, in recent times there have also been
some shocking public shootings and killings in
suburban residential areas, some in front of people’s
homes. This is a frightening and very scary situation,
and residents of the Thomastown electorate are very
concerned about it and do not feel that there has been
any change or that anything has been done in response
to make them feel safer.
A number of people have come to see me to express
concerns about how safe they feel. One concern is that
they do not see enough police around and about. I
notice that in a recent article in the Age there were
comments around the blue paper that was released by
the Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay. One of
those comments was from Senior Sergeant Ron Iddles,
who says while the blue paper was all very well and
good, there are some really urgent issues where there
are many more officers required at stations, such as
those in Epping and Mill Park. These stations in the
northern suburbs are in areas with fast-growing
populations.
There is need for more police, particularly in some of
the new estates, where I am told that many people have
experienced theft. Because there are a lot of vacant
blocks and vacant homes, some of which are only half
built, a lot of theft is happening there. In fact, when
people call the police after discovering a theft, it takes a
long time for the police to get there, if they arrive at all,
because of the underresourcing of Epping police
station.
Also, it is well known that the family violence rate in
the city of Whittlesea is one of the highest in the state.
Again there is a need for more police to ensure that
family violence is reduced, that women and their
children, who are in the main the subject of family
violence, are protected and that a strategy is put in place
to prevent violence in the home, not just stop it or deal
with it after the event. The police have a big role to play
in preventing situations where women are being
assaulted, in ensuring that families are safe and in
ensuring that things such as intervention orders are
abided by and there are penalties if such orders are
breached.
Labor does not oppose the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. It
is something that is needed and important, but that does
not take away from the fact that there is also a great
need to increase the number of police and to restore
police funding. As we know, this government has cut
funding to policing by over $100 million, and you
cannot do that and then think things are going to go
well and crime rates are going to go down. People need
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and want to see police around and about. They want
police to have a high-profile presence to prevent crime,
not just to do something about it after the event.
Another area of great concern that is not always
reflected in the crime statistics is the concerning and
growing problem of hoon driving and dangerous
driving. Again particularly in some of the newer areas
of the Thomastown electorate there are huge problems
with roads and congestion. When I recently rang the
highway patrol based out at Epping to report some road
construction leading to a dangerous situation on a
single-lane, 80-kilometre-per-hour road — workers
were just standing in the middle of the road trying to
stop cars without any warning, go-slow signs or
anything else — I was told everyone was too busy or
not around, and they could not do anything about it.
These sorts of things show that there is a real lack of
resources, particularly in growing areas, and that yet
again this government, as has always been the case, is
not only neglecting the northern suburbs and the people
who live there but actually attacking them. This can be
seen not only from the state Liberal government but
also from the federal Liberal government. People are
getting sick and tired of being treated as second-class
citizens. As previously mentioned, the Crime Statistics
Bill 2014 is not opposed by Labor. We see this as
important and necessary legislation, and we will not be
opposing it.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am pleased to be
able to contribute to the debate on the Crime Statistics
Bill 2014. As members of the government would be
aware, this was a pre-election commitment of the
coalition. We were intent on improving access to crime
statistics. I want to take the house back to that time,
2010. There was much contention about the statistics
around crime and what the police were reporting. The
Labor government was presenting fudged statistics.
There was much talk that the police data was being
misused and distorted for political purposes. The public
perception of what was going on through this
process — through the clouding and distortion and the
debate that was going on at the time — was quite
confused as to what exactly was happening and
whether the statistics were being presented in a way so
as to hide the true figures.
The coalition decided to look for a more open and
transparent process for the accurate and reliable
reporting of crime statistics. It was very much about
taking the politics out of it. When I listen to members
opposite, it seems at times they are very keen to rewrite
history and forget there was a lot of negativity around
the way they handled and misused crime statistics.
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However, I am pleased to note that they are not
opposing the bill.
The purpose of the bill is to provide for the publication
of crime statistics and for the employment of a chief
statistician who will have carriage of that function. The
idea of an independent reporting body for crime
statistics is not new — it has been raised in various
reports since the 1990s — but it is something the
former government did not pursue. You would think
that it might have pursued it, because this was a
pre-election commitment for a reason.
If you look at the 2009 and 2011 Ombudsman’s
reports, you see that the Ombudsman recommended
that an agency independent of police be responsible for
the reporting of crime statistics. In 2011 the
Ombudsman suggested that the publication of crime
statistics was a key reason for the resignation of the
former Chief Commissioner of Police. There was a lot
of debate about this, and it was a matter of great
concern to the public and the government.
We know that the crime statistics — and this was in an
Ombudsman’s report — taken to the last state election
were misleading. Despite what the opposition speakers
have said during debate on this bill, we need to keep
that in mind. At the time, the opposition was presenting
misleading statistics willingly and knowingly for its
own political purpose and gain. It seems as though the
opposition would like to forget and rewrite some of that
history, but I am sure we will continue to remind it of
its failure in that area.
The Ombudsman believed that the establishment of an
independent body was well overdue, and it was not
only the Ombudsman but also the former Office of
Police Integrity that recommended that consideration be
given to establishing a crime statistics agency. That is
what we are doing here. It is clear from a reading of the
bill that the Crime Statistics Agency will be a new,
independent agency which will commence operations
on 1 January 2015 with a budget of $8.4 million.
Importantly, and this is a key element, the agency will
be independent of both the government and Victoria
Police, and it will publish quarterly and annual reports
on crime statistics. Although the agency will take over
responsibility for high-level reporting, Victoria Police
will continue to have its own internal statistics function
to support operational decisions and the managing of
resources.
Towards the end of last year the government began the
process of recruiting a chief statistician. It has
appointed Ms Fiona Dowsley to the position. The
functions of the chief statistician include publishing and
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releasing statistical information relating to crime in
Victoria, undertaking research into and analysis of
crime and criminal justice issues and trends in Victoria,
and any other functions conferred on the chief
statistician under this or any other the act. It is
important that these functions are clearly laid out,
because in the past it has been apparent that
government agencies have forgotten and lost sight of
their purpose or reason for being and have headed in
other directions. However, the bill clearly sets out the
intent in and purpose for establishing the agency. The
bill makes other consequential and related amendments
to a number of acts.
When you set up a new agency you need to get the
framework right. We need to make sure that our streets
are safe and that we can access the right statistics so
that the decisions that are made by police and the
government are based on fact and that the underlying
factors are robust, accurate and reliable.
Many members in this place have studied statistics, and
I recall reading a book at a particular point by Darrell
Huff called How to Lie with Statistics. It is often said
that you can get statistics to do what you want and to
say what you want them to say, so I am confident that,
with the establishment of this independent agency and
its reporting mechanisms, we will put the focus back on
the reliability, accuracy and robustness of the statistics
that are put forward. That will mean not only safer
streets but also safer communities, and we will have
confidence in the decisions being made and the
information being given to us as community members.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise to speak
on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. At the outset I
indicate that the opposition will not be opposing the
bill, but there are a range of issues that the opposition
feels are pertinent to the bill and need to be raised. I will
be endeavouring to do some of that. Importantly one
should place on the record that the Ombudsman has
tabled a report entitled Crime Statistics and Police
Numbers, in which he recommended that the
government consider establishing an independent unit
that develops and maintains statistical databases on
crime, that monitors trends in crime and publishes
regular reports on crime trends and that has a capacity
to audit crime statistics and crime recording practices.
Generally — and generically, if I may say, as it applies
to other jurisdictions including road safety — it is very
important that the metrics be right and that this sort of
agency or body is open and transparent. I concur with
the proposition that it ought to be independent, but the
opposition believes that in addition to that it ought to

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
2118

ASSEMBLY

have the capacity to do some auditing in order for there
to be confidence in crime statistics. That confidence
may be enhanced if the agency were able to audit the
recording of crime statistics and examine police crime
recording practices. That is an important procedure in
the management of databases by any agency, in this
case to collect crime statistics. We would appreciate the
minister and the government outlining the reasons this
agency will not be equipped to do what was suggested
by the Ombudsman.
We know that Victoria Police crime statistics confirm
that the incidence of crime has increased each and
every year under this government. It is a matter of fact,
as submitted by the Victoria Police crime data. We also
know that this government is not addressing the real
causes of crime and that it is making it harder for
Victoria Police. In passing, I put the following on the
record. If one looks at the state budget and concurrently
at the federal budget, one can see that the coalition is
slashing funding for and taking away jobs from the
public sector. This will lead to greater problems that
impact on law and order.
The government has done the same to education. It has
ripped apart the TAFE colleges in areas such as the
western and northern suburbs of Melbourne, which has
proved to be wrong. I put this on the record because the
very industries that are growing, such as financial
services and services generally, are saying through their
industry bodies in the western and northern regions that
the TAFE cutbacks, which have led to courses being
cut or destroyed, have affected the very courses that
need to be offered. I will come back to the bill, but I
insist that not dealing with the cutbacks to TAFE
colleges and education will, in due course, lead to
greater problems in terms of community safety and/or
law and order.
What we also know is that under this government there
has been an explosion in family violence and drug
offences, and there have been similar numbers of
crimes against the person as there were under the
previous government. Let me refer to the data, speaking
of Ovid and the importance of having the metrics right,
so that governments and oppositions can develop
policies that are evidence-based. I believe this ought be
done by this government, and if Labor is given the
opportunity to govern, it will certainly do so.
Let me refer to the member for Burwood. As I
understand it, his electorate is in the municipality of
Boroondara. According to the data, the member for
Burwood was wrong when he indicated in his
contribution that the crime rate in his electorate has not
increased. In his region the crime rate has gone up. I
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will refer to police staff numbers in the Boroondara
region. According to data provided by Victoria Police,
in November 2010 there were 127.1 police staff in
Boroondara. As of 31 January 2014 the number was
132.32. The member proudly indicated that the citizens
of his electorate and his municipality could walk safely
in the streets and not be worried because, as he alleged,
the government was doing everything it could to reduce
crime. I suggest to the member that that is a poor
contribution that he has made because it is not based on
evidence. In the member’s electorate, in 2009–10 the
municipality of Boroondara recorded 6246 offences.
The number of offences recorded in 2012–13 was 6688.
Therefore the member’s contribution is wrong. He
should not make the allegation that offences in his
electorate have decreased, because in fact they have
increased.
If one looks at the rate of offences in 2009–10 during
the previous Labor government, as compared to those
in 2012–13, as recorded in Victoria Police data, one
sees that there is an increase in the member for
Burwood’s electorate of 442 offences. It is important to
be accurate about this because understanding the
metrics of crime rates leads to developing the right
policies. I am all for accuracy, openness and dealing
with data in a straight and decent way. We do not do
ourselves or the community any good if we do anything
but that.
I will now refer to Derrimut, the electorate I represent.
In terms of police staff numbers, in Brimbank there
were 172.16 staff. In 2013 that had gone down to 164.
Unfortunately the crime numbers had also gone up,
from 14 567 offences to 18 866 in 2013, which
represented an increase of 2515 offences. We know that
under this government there has been an increase in
offences. The figures provided by Victoria Police
clearly show that crime in Victoria has increased
overall by 7.1 per cent. Drug offences have gone up by
17.8 per cent, family violence has increased in the order
of 6 per cent, and assault is up by 2.3 per cent. Crimes
against the person increased across the board by 2.7 per
cent.
I come back to the point that if we do not increase job
creation, and if we do not support industry to expand
and grow the economy, this will affect crime statistics.
That will also occur if we cut back on TAFE colleges,
and particularly if this is done generally across the state
without looking at the specific needs of regions,
whether it in the western suburbs or rural areas. As you
would know, Acting Speaker, farmers need kids with
skills. These are not the programs that we should be
cutting back. I take this opportunity to say again that if
we do not invest in training, education and
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employment, inevitably, sooner or later, crime data will
rise. I call on the government to indeed establish the
agency but also give it the capacity to do auditing and
to be able to examine its own data. With those
comments, I indicate that the opposition will not oppose
the bill.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — The subject matter
of this bill is crime statistics, and an analysis of the bill
provides a very clear illustration of one of this
government’s most significant and serious failings. The
Baillieu government came to office with a purported
‘tough on crime’ agenda and with law and order as the
central plank of its election campaign in many ways.
Since day one this portfolio has been absolutely
plagued by scandal, mismanagement and an
extraordinary lack of performance. I do not need to
remind members of the history, but I think it is apt to do
so as we lead into how long it has taken to set up this
body and the date it will start. This term of government,
the Baillieu term, began with the Deputy Premier as the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and of
course we had that extraordinarily long, protracted,
disastrous relationship with the then Chief
Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland; with the
adviser, Tristan Weston; with leaked tapes — with all
of those issues.
Mr Tilley interjected.
Ms GARRETT — I understand the member for
Benambra is upset, and I accept that, but this was the
central plank of the government’s election agenda on
which it came to office. We then had a change of
minister. We had Minister Wells, who seemed to enjoy
the sights of Ayers Rock rather than addressing some of
the issues that were really plaguing — —
Mr Northe — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
in terms of relevance, I am not sure the member for
Brunswick is addressing any of the matters that pertain
to the Crime Statistics Bill 2014, and I ask that you
direct her back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
ask the member for Brunswick to stick to the bill.
Ms GARRETT — Absolutely. I think it was
appropriate in that I was talking about the current
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in relation
to the crime statistics, but I shall move on to the crime
statistics themselves because this is, of itself, another
massive area of failing by the now Napthine
government. In most measures, crime — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Ms GARRETT — I understand why those opposite
feel very upset by the statistics.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Brunswick, without the assistance of
the member for Burwood. I am actually enjoying this
presentation by the member for Brunswick, and I would
like to be able to hear it.
Ms GARRETT — I say to those opposite, whose
cheeks are flushing nicely and who are getting very
excited and agitated and animated: I understand.
Opposition members understand that level of emotion
and agitation, because every time those crime statistics
have come out under this government, where have they
gone? They have gone up and up and up. We are now
hearing of more crime more often, and there is a sense
of absolute denial, measured only — —
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms GARRETT — To the member for Burwood,
again I say that I know crimes in his area are going up
like they are across Victoria, so well might he express
concern.
Mr Watt — Nobody believes you.
Ms GARRETT — These are published statistics
from Victoria Police. So we move now — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — Again they are screaming at me,
but disorderly behaviour by the rabble on the other side
does not make the crime statistics better than they are
for the government. They can shout as much as they
like, but it would be much more helpful if they directed
some of that energy into actually governing this state
and working hard to do what they promised, which was
to bring crime down. We make that very clear
distinction with the previous Bracks and Brumby
governments where year on year there was a significant
reduction in crime. That was because those Labor
governments understood the complexity around the
causes of crime, they understood that we need to invest
heavily in education and in social services for those
who are vulnerable and at risk and in diversion through
youth justice, where we are trying to take people away
from a lifelong pursuit of crime and direct them into
more productive modes of working within the
community.
Therefore there was a comprehensive and
well-resourced strategy by the previous governments to
not only respond when crimes were committed with a
well-resourced police force and a functioning prison
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system but also to invest in those key services needed to
ensure that people are not attracted to crime. By
contrast, the prison system now is in absolute chaos.
Prisoners are crowding the police cells, which has
caused a huge amount of consternation within Victoria
Police. Crime is up, and then on top of that the
government is hacking into TAFE and into the
Victorian certificate of applied learning and into all of
those programs that give a pathway to kids who may
come from the wrong side of the tracks or who have
had a difficult or disadvantaged upbringing.
Then they got their federal mates on board — and
haven’t they finished the job and swung that axe, with
$80 billion taken out of health and education? People
who are unemployed now have to wait six months to
get any form of benefit, and all around Australia they
are saying, ‘That will contribute to the crime rate, won’t
it?’. It is almost as if the government wants that crime
rate to go up and up, because when it slashes services
and when it does not provide properly for such
important things as ensuring that every kid gets a
decent education and a place to go in this community
that is respected, it does end up with increasing crime
rates.
The government has not provided any resources or
policy programs to deal with those issues. A scathing
Auditor-General’s report was tabled this week about
prison overcrowding and how this wastes police
resources, which also then contributes to making our
community more unsafe. Prisoners are being held in
suburban police lockups for longer than the 14-day
maximum because prisons are too crowded, and the
government has stripped 400 jobs out of Victoria
Police, which then puts even more pressure on
front-line police and their capacity to keep this
community safe.
Victorians are angry about this government’s very
significant failings in the one area that it thought was its
strong suit. It has all been window-dressing and easy
stuff; it has been a matter of saying, ‘Let’s have another
bill introduced by the Attorney-General’. That is all
well and good, but that is the front end. These people
who do not have access to proper services and who then
enter into the law and order system are getting stuck in
this pipe which does not come out anywhere, because
the government has not properly resourced the system.
I cannot conclude without commenting on the Victoria
Legal Aid crisis. The courts are now absolutely
stretched. It is a disaster, and the crime rates, would you
believe, are going up and up. While we have this bill
which establishes the Crime Statistics Agency, the
operative date for it to commence is 1 January 2015. Is
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that six weeks after the election? It is quite an
extraordinary start date. This body will not even start in
this term of government, because the government does
not want independent crime statistics coming out before
29 November. That is because the track record is so
woeful. It is a disgrace.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. I support the
comments made by the previous member in terms of
the start date for this probably much-needed agency. In
opposition government members were crowing about
the need for it, and it was obviously so critical that this
occur that it could wait nearly five years from that time.
We have heard a lot of talk about it from the
government, but we have seen very little action on it.
This bill will introduce a process that provides much
more detailed of evidence in terms of crime and a
greater ability to drill down into some of the crime
statistics that we currently have. We support the bill for
that reason. It provides for the appointment of a chief
statistician and allows for the publication of crime
statistics postcode by postcode. We support the
measures that will allow that to happen. This bill will
enable all of us in the future to provide better evidence
about crime and detail in terms of crime statistics. I find
that ironic because as a general rule this government is
a complete evidence-free zone. It almost never looks
for evidence on anything. It does not matter whether
you are talking about renewable energy, cattle grazing
in the high country or general water policy, evidence
will never stand in the way of this government doing
what it wants to do.
If the government wants to introduce cattle grazing, it
will do that — and it does not matter what the evidence
shows. It will structure its whole so-called crime
prevention policy completely devoid of any evidence.
When we see crime statistics going up, that does not
cause this government to rethink its policy at all. In
every area in my electorate crime is rising. We have
had a 13 per cent rise in crime in the Macedon Ranges,
including a rise of over 50 per cent in drug offences and
a rise of over 25 per cent in theft from motor vehicles.
These are massive increases in crime. If they occurred
on our watch, the other side would be screaming their
heads off, but when it is the government’s crime
statistics that are going through the roof, somehow
having more crime is about being tough on crime.
Some of the interjections from government members
are very telling. It is very telling when they say things
like ‘Jail means jail’, and, ‘We are tough on crime’.
Each of those is a mantra that means nothing. In fact it
does the opposite to what the government tries to sell to
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the community. When it says it will get tough on crime
what it means is that it will make some people stay in
jail longer and some people ineligible for parole, but
that does not make our community safer. That is the
rort and the lie that this government is selling our
community — that somehow measures like building
more prison beds will make us all safer, when all the
evidence shows that that is a lie and that in fact it is
going backwards.
This government might build more prison beds than
hospital beds, and it will scream at us and say, ‘But you
didn’t build any prison beds’, but we did not build more
prison beds because we were trying, through a whole
range of measures, to keep the crime rate down and
keep the recidivism rate down. Doing those things kept
our prison population fairly static. There was a small
increase in the prison population, but we were trying to
deal with that in an evidence-based way. Our primary
concern was not to repeat a mantra like ‘tough on
crime’; what we wanted to do was keep the community
safe. That was our no. 1, no. 2 and no. 3 priority.
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provided. This government has done everything it can
to destroy alternative pathways for students.
Turning to cuts to the funding of legal aid, not as much
has been made of this as should have been made. I urge
all government members to spend a day in the
Magistrates Court to see how many people are
unrepresented. I would like them to see how the
magistrates struggle with dealing with unrepresented
people. It does not double the time it takes; it
quadruples the time involved in a case because the
magistrate has to also act as an advocate. Everything
has to be explained to people who are not represented,
and it takes forever. Our court lists are blowing out.
Prisoners are in prison, waiting to have their day in
court, and I ask the Attorney-General to explain to the
house how much money has been spent by the justice
system in paying costs that have been awarded against
the state because prisoners cannot be brought to court in
time. They are not appearing on court lists, and when
prisoners are called to appear in court, they are not
showing up because the authorities cannot get them
from the prisons into the court system.

Ms McLeish interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — The evidence — and I know the
member for Seymour does not want to be bothered with
evidence — showed that that was working. But when
the other side came into government it dismantled so
many of the measures that were in place to try to stop
the crime occurring in the first place.
You can throw someone in jail for 50 years, but
eventually they will come out. Parolees will eventually
be off their parole. What do we want to see occur when
that happens? We want to see them no longer
committing crimes. What does the Magistrates Court
do every single day, along with the County and
Supreme courts? They try to structure sentences in a
way that will reduce the chance of reoffending.
Whether that means long parole periods and shorter
prison sentences or a whole range of programs needing
to be put in place for when a prisoner is released, all
these measures are designed to assist in reducing crime
and keeping our community safer.
Instead what we do, and the previous speaker
highlighted these things, is cut all the support services
that really assist in keeping people from following a
criminal pathway. People end up being disconnected
from their communities and from schools. We know
that if young people are disconnected from schools, it is
more difficult for them to get a good job and have a
good life. We see what happens in that space when
those constructive alternative pathways are not

All the while the government is very happy and smug
and arrogant about its flawed system. We are seeing it
all here in the crime statistics. That is why it has taken
five years to put this in place. Those opposite do not
care about crime statistics; they do not care about
statistics full stop. They do not care about evidence.
They do not care what people tell them. They do not
care about the advice they are given. They will simply
follow their ideology. They will continue to espouse
their mantra. They all come in here pulling their little
faces because they all know better than all of the
judges — they know better than every person to a
person. Every person who works in the criminal justice
system is telling them that what they are doing is
wrong. The evidence is showing them that what they
are doing is wrong, but in their arrogant, elitist way
they think they know better.
We even have a few government members who were
barristers. I do not know whether they have ever
worked in crime, but if they have, I cannot believe for
one moment that they think having unrepresented
people in courts is a good thing for the court system.
Perhaps barristers do, because they are going to get
paid — and these guys bring in the big bucks.
However, I urge them all to go to the Magistrates Court
for a day — just one day, and any day — and see how
their flawed system is blowing out court lists,
increasing the crime rate and making all their policies
an absolute fraud on the people of Victoria. I hope they
will see the error of their ways.
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Mr Noonan — I draw the Acting Chair’s attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak on the
Crime Statistics Bill 2014. Whilst it is clear that the
opposition does not oppose this bill, and various
speakers prior to me have outlined that view, I want to
restate both our concerns about this government’s
handling of the police portfolio issues in general and the
general perspective of this bill and also the impact the
government’s policies are having specifically in respect
of my electorate, which is one of the fastest growing
communities and local government areas in Australia.
I will talk about the adverse impact the policing
strategies used until now have been having on my
community, in terms of both rising crime and falling
capacity for policing. These are matters of grave
concern to the community, and they continue to be
restated by local police in local media, by members of
the community, by local government representatives
and, might I say, by me and other members in the local
government area of Wyndham, as being a clear
demonstration of the failure of this government to deal
adequately with issues of community protection.
We know that in this bill the government is committed
to establishing an independent Crime Statistics Agency,
a commitment that dates back to 2011, and to the
allocation of $8.4 million in the 2013–14 budget. That
is a valuable contribution towards an informed
statistical basis upon which policing is reviewed. It will
enable intelligence-led policing and enable appropriate
levels of police performance, resourcing decisions and
policies and programs to deal with crime prevention.
All of that may provide us with an informed statistical
underpinning for our decision making, but our
fundamental proposition and concern is that the
Napthine government has seen crime increase in each
and every reporting period for which it has been in
government, and that has followed 10 years of
reduction under the previous government. In our view
the justice system under this government is in crisis and
is a demonstration of this government’s failure. Our
prisons are overcrowded, and the taking of up to
500 police officers off front-line duties has had a very
clear and demonstrably adverse impact upon
community welfare, safety and perceptions of safety.
It is not just me saying this, the Auditor-General was
scathing in a report tabled this week in which he found
that prison overcrowding is wasting police time and
resources and making our community unsafe. That
glaring statement of failure and omission by this
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government really does bring into context not only the
need for informed and unimpeachable statistical
information around policing, policing needs and crime
statistics but also that this government has a problem —
a problem of its own making and a problem that it
needs to fundamentally address.
If we turn directly to my own community, as recently as
22 May this year front-line police numbers in the city of
Wyndham had been reduced. There are in fact fewer
police on the beat in Wyndham now than there were
four years ago, according to figures we were able to
obtain and publicly release. That effectively means that,
despite criminal offences increasing by 14 per cent in
Wyndham, the number of front-line police in the area
has actually fallen by more than 20 per cent. As crime
increases, police presence on the beat declines. If there
is any more glaring a demonstration as to why we need
a policing presence in our communities on the front
line, it is what is happening in my community of
Wyndham as a consequence of this government’s
failure to put in place adequate policing policies, as we
see an increase in crime and a reduction of front-line
police officers. The documents we have obtained
through Victoria Police under freedom of information
show that the number of front-line police has dropped
from 106 in 2010 to 84 today. That really does
demonstrate that government funding cuts imposed on
the police are requiring more clerical functions to be
performed, in effect, by front-line police. I think that in
itself is a demonstration of failure.
When you cut funds to Victoria Police by $100 million
and also cut the number of officers on the beat, you
effectively give succour to those who would cause
harm in the community. The members of my
community deserve better than a government that is too
dysfunctional to even concern itself with their welfare
and wellbeing. We know that the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services said in a statement that there
are an extra 1525 police in Victoria since Labor left
office in November 2010. However, the Victorian
Police Association’s Mr Ron Iddles announced that his
members would be holding a rally to draw attention to
the lack of police in Geelong and surrounding areas —
and of course the neighbouring local government area
to the city of Greater Geelong is the city of Wyndham,
which resides in my electorate. Mr Iddles said:
Members have been telling us loud and clear for some time
about the poor state of front-line numbers all over the state …

The point I make is that if you want to find out what is
going on with policing, you ask police. I know there are
members on the other side who have expressed concern
about a strategy that seems intent upon reducing the
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number of front-line police in order to have a greater
effort directed to, and greater resourcing of, the analysis
of crime — and all that is good — but it should not be
at the expense of adequate policing or ensuring that the
emphasis of our policing effort remains focused upon
the wellbeing of the community.
Quite frankly, we are talking about a statistical base. If
we are talking about being able to inform the
community about what is happening in respect of
crime, there is one clear and unambiguous message that
my community, the community of Wyndham, has:
there are 22 fewer staff today compared to November
2010, and there has been a 21 per cent drop from
106 police officers on the beat down to 84, and therein
lies the problem. It is all well and good to talk about all
the police you have put into the community, but if they
are behind desks and not providing front-line policing,
they are not dealing with crime and the causes of crime
in a clear and demonstrable way that affects the
concerns of the community. Those concerns go not
only to the views that politicians and community
members may hold but also to those held by police
officers within Wyndham, some of whom have gone on
the public record. For example, in the Wyndham Leader
of 5 June a police officer broke ranks to speak out about
the lack of front-line policing and what that means to
the community. According to the article the police
officer, identified as ‘John’ by the newspaper, said:
… police based at Werribee and Wyndham North police
stations were frustrated about being underresourced as it led
to them rushing through jobs, not showing up at some and
being forced to attend violent offences with little to no
backup.

That is a worrying admission. That is a front-line police
officer saying, ‘We’re not doing our job. We’re not
getting to jobs. We’re late to jobs, and quite frankly we
are not having the backup and support we need’, which
is an occupational health and safety risk in a very real
and transparent way. These matters need to be properly
resourced and researched, but we need never make
research the ultimate end. The end should be
community safety and protection of the community,
together with an acknowledgement that the community
requires more police on the front line in order to assure
its safety.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — It gives me pleasure
to speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. Like the
members for Williamstown and Tarneit and other
speakers, I indicate that the opposition will not be
opposing the bill.
It would be right to observe that the new Crime
Statistics Agency will need to be housed in a very large
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building, given the rapid increase in the crime rate since
the Baillieu and Napthine governments came to office.
It goes to the question of what we as a community
judge to be success in terms of dealing with matters of
law and order and community safety. There are two
very different philosophical approaches to community
safety in this state. There is the one propagated by the
government in which it indicates that the way to
demonstrate that you are tough on crime is to have
ever-increasing penalties and an ever-increasing prison
population as a consequence of an ever-increasing
crime rate.
When there are more criminals committing more
crimes, being locked up in more prisons for longer and
reoffending at a faster rate than ever before, that is a
demonstration of success. That is what is occurring
under this government, and rather than being
embarrassed by it, the government is crowing about it.
Rather than being embarrassed by the fact that there are
more criminals committing more crime than ever
before, being locked up in more prisons for longer and
reoffending at a higher rate than ever before, the
government — —
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr PAKULA — The member for Hastings says
‘being caught’. Let us take up that point. I would have
thought that the point of being tough on crime was to
see the rate of crime and the incidence of crime in the
community go down. The member for Hastings seems
to think being tough on crime means that it does not
matter if there are more criminals committing more
offences and making the community less safe, so long
as we are catching them and locking them up.
There is another way we could measure success in
terms of dealing with community safety, and that would
be having less crime committed. Would that not be a
good thing? The community would be safer because
fewer crimes would be committed and when offenders
got out of prison they would not reoffend. Let me say to
the member for Hastings, through you, Acting Speaker,
that the government is at least consistent. It is not as if
the increase in reoffending rates is happening by
accident; it has actually been planned for by the
government. If members look at the government’s
budget papers — not just this year but in the last two
budgets — they will see not only that the recidivism
rate is rising but also that the government budgets for it
to continue to rise, not just this year but over the
forward estimates. This government has not only
acknowledged that reoffending rates are going up but it
has also given up trying to do anything about them. The
budget papers indicate not just that the rate of
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reoffending is going up but also that its continued
increase is budgeted for.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr PAKULA — ‘More police more active more
often’, says the Minister for Energy and Resources,
who is at the table. The fact that there are more police
on the beat is not seen by government members as
something that might deter crime, which was their
mantra a few years ago — having more police on the
beat will deter crime and actually bring the rate of
crime down. It does not matter if the crime rate goes up,
says the government, so long as we are arresting the
criminals. Crime is up in most categories — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — Let me say to members opposite
that we had 11 years of the crime rate going down. For
all the government’s posturing, chest thumping and
self-congratulation, the fact of the matter, which is
indisputable in all of the figures, is that the crime rate
fell for 11 years under the previous government and
that under a so-called tough on crime government the
crime rate just goes up.
In the budget this year we see that family violence rates
are up across all categories, and we see the
government’s pitiful response to that. This response has
been called out not just by the opposition but also by all
the domestic violence groups in the state, who said that
the government’s senior ministers ought to hand back
their white ribbons. We in opposition indicated that in
order to get to the bottom of this most serious
community safety problem we would create a royal
commission into family violence. We had government
members not just pooh-poohing this initiative but also
calling it a waste of money, a waste of time and an
exercise that would give us answers to questions we
already know the answers to. If government members
already know the answers to dealing with family
violence, why do they not implement them? Why do
they not do something about them?
We have seen some 400 public service roles taken out
of Victoria Police and $100 million stripped from the
Victoria Police budget, meaning that we now have
police, who ought to be out on the beat, in back-office
roles doing important clerical jobs that cannot be done
because of the cuts to the Victoria Police budget. They
cannot be done by white-collar workers. There are
police who could otherwise be out on the streets
looking after the community doing back-office jobs.
That situation is only likely to be exacerbated by the
government’s holus-bolus acceptance of the blue paper
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which will close regional police stations. Nationals
members in this place ought to be ashamed of their
craven acceptance of this approach without a word of
contradiction. This is the approach of the current
government.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr PAKULA — The member for Hastings should
take note of the fact that he has been in government
now for four years, and continuing to duckshove
responsibility just does not work anymore. We saw
yesterday a scathing report from the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office about prisoner transportation.
The government talks about the keeping of crime
statistics in this new agency, which will need to be
housed in the Taj Mahal given the absolute welter of
crime that is going on in the community these days.
However, we see in regard to the current keeping of
statistics that neither Corrections Victoria nor Victoria
Police collects information about the total number and
cost of prisoner movements across the justice system,
so they cannot assess whether current contractual
arrangements minimise the cost and maximise the
efficiency of prisoner transportation. Neither Victoria
Police nor Corrections Victoria is keeping the statistics
it needs to keep right now in order to ascertain whether
the way that prisoners are being transported across the
system is in any way efficient and in the interests of
Victorian taxpayers or the Victorian community more
generally. There is an enormous job to do.
We saw in the budget not an extra dollar for legal aid
funding over the forward estimates period, despite
almost $11 billion in surpluses being estimated over
that period, nor was there an extra dollar for court
funding. We have a government that likes to talk tough
but will not put the dollars behind its commitments. It
will not deal with the dearth of resources for Victoria
Police, legal aid or the courts. We have a government
that sees a rising rate of crime and recidivism as
somehow being a triumph.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to speak on the
Crime Statistics Bill 2014. In doing so I say that it is
sad to see that members of the government are not
speaking on this bill, because it is a very important bill
about which each and every single member of this
house should be concerned. They should also be
concerned about the crime statistics in their electorates.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms KAIROUZ — The member for Burwood is
talking about members not speaking. I heard his
contribution earlier, and it was quite interesting because
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he omitted to talk about crime statistics in his electorate.
Referring to crime statistics in the member for
Burwood’s seat, particularly in the Victoria
Police — —
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allocated $8.4 million to establish this agency. I
question why the government decided to do this now. It
is clear that the reason it has done it is that we are going
into an election. It did not do this beforehand, because
we are going into an election.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Wynne — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I am very interested in hearing the contribution of my
colleague, and the interruptions from members opposite
are most unparliamentary. I ask you to draw those
members back to listening to the contribution of my
colleague.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
thank the member for Richmond. I am sure we will all
listen quietly and respectfully to the member for
Kororoit.
Ms KAIROUZ — The Acting Speaker and the
member for Burwood would be quite interested in staff
numbers at the Boroondara police station in the
Boroondara region. In November 2010 there were
127.1 staff members at that station. As of 31 January
2014 there were 103.32 staff members, a decrease of
23.78.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms KAIROUZ — That is right; it is equivalent to
almost 20 per cent. Let us look at the offences that were
recorded. In 2009–10 there were 6246 offences
recorded. The difference to date is 995, which is an
increase to 6688 offences. An increase of 995 is over
17 per cent.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms KAIROUZ — The member for Burwood is
interjecting. I was quite interested to hear his
contribution, in which he did not touch on any of these
important statistics.
The opposition does not oppose the bill; however, my
colleagues have raised a few issues about the bill and
repeated our grave concerns about this government’s
handling of the police portfolio in general. The
Ombudsman’s report Crime Statistics and Police
Numbers recommends that we consider establishing an
independent unit to develop and maintain statistical
databases on crime, to monitor and publish reports on
crime trends and with the capacity to audit crime
statistics and crime recording practices.
The government committed to establishing an
independent crime statistics agency in 2011, which is
great. Finally, after four years and four budgets it has

Crime statistics are very important to each member of
Parliament because they can inform them and tell them
about what is going on in their electorates.
It is a very important tool for policing, and particularly
for intelligence-led policing. It is a very important tool
for a certain level of police performance, for resourcing
decisions and for crime prevention policies and
programs.
Basically, this bill will provide for the employment of a
chief statistician. I would like to congratulate Fiona
Dowsley, who has been appointed chief statistician of
the Crime Statistics Agency. We on this side of the
house certainly welcome her appointment. The bill also
provides for the Chief Commissioner of Police to
provide law enforcement data to the chief
statistician — —
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Burwood will listen to the member’s
presentation without interrupting.
Ms KAIROUZ — The bill provides for the
publication of crime statistics, it creates an offence of
unauthorised disclosure of information and it also
provides for the commissioner for law enforcement
data security to collect crime data held by the Crime
Statistics Agency.
This government’s centrepiece policy is around law and
order, but all we have seen under the government is an
increase in crime rates. Under Labor we saw an
increase in police numbers, and each and every year
crime rates were brought down. Under this government
crime rates have gone up, and gone up significantly,
and police numbers have gone down. I refer members
to recent crime statistics in my electorate of Kororoit.
Let us look at the north-western region in total. These
are not good figures; in fact they are terrible figures. Let
us look at the city of Brimbank. In November 2010
there were 172.16 police staff members in Brimbank.
Under this government that number has gone down to
164.89 — a decrease of 7.27 or over 4 per cent.
Looking at crime rates, 14 567 offences were recorded
at Brimbank in 2009–10; in 2012–13 there were
18 864. That is an increase of 15.38 per cent. These
figures clearly demonstrate that there has been an
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increase in crime, and in particular an increase in crime
in my electorate.
This is out of control, but what can we expect when this
government has been so busy dealing with its own
issues? It has been plagued by one crisis after another
and has been too busy sorting out its own mess rather
than looking at the mess it has created out in the
electorates through its cutbacks.
Mr Donnellan — Criminal cutbacks.
Ms KAIROUZ — They are indeed criminal. There
has been one cutback after another. The government
has slashed police funding to $113 million and it has
cut 500 staff. This government has been too
dysfunctional to even think about making our
community safer. It has been too busy dealing with one
crisis after another, whether it be in education, in the
TAFE system or in health. Unfortunately the
community has had to bear the brunt of all this. We
have seen overcrowded prisons and an increase in the
workload of front-line police, an increase in family
violence and an increase in drug offences.
Unfortunately our front-line officers have been too busy
doing work behind the scenes, and they have not been
able to go out and deal with issues — —
Mr Donnellan — Community policing.
Ms KAIROUZ — That is right — they have been
too busy dealing with issues behind the scenes to do
community policing. They have not been able to get out
there promptly and help make members of our
communities feel safe. This is a very sad state of affairs.
The members of this Liberal-Nationals coalition should
stand up and take responsibility for all the problems
they have created since taking office.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I welcome the
opportunity to talk on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014,
and I note that the opposition does not oppose it. We
think it is incredibly important that we collect
information — accurate information — to inform our
practice, procedures and policies in all areas, so we will
not oppose this bill. I would like to take the opportunity
to congratulate Ms Fiona Dowsley, who has been
appointed as the chief statistician and who will set up
the Crime Statistics Agency. Obviously we welcome
that appointment. I think it is incredibly important that
we have strong evidence informing what we do.
I find the date of the chief statistician’s appointment
interesting. It is from 1 January 2015, which clearly is
after the next election. I find that intriguing. I question
why it has taken this long for the government, which
purports to be all for law and order, to make this
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appointment and have this bill come before the house.
If this was so important to the government, I would
have thought it would have been done a couple of years
ago. But no, we will not see this agency established and
we will not see these crime statistics until well after the
next election. That is probably a handy thing for the
government. I think it is very brave of the government
to introduce this bill now, considering that crime has
gone up.
I would like to refer to the electorate that I represent,
the electorate of Ballarat, and talk about how crime
rates have increased in Ballarat since this government
was elected. Crime has soared in Ballarat, and I am sure
we are not unique in that. Crimes against the person
have increased by 50 percent and drug offences have
increased by 132 per cent. We have also seen the rate of
assaults rise by 12 percent. Again, I am intrigued as to
the government’s response to the increase in those
figures. I do not believe there has been an adequate
response to that. I would also like to make the point that
Sebastopol is still waiting for its police station, which
was promised at the last election.
In terms of crime, and in particular the increase of
crime in my electorate, I want to talk specifically about
family violence and the increase in the rate of family
violence that is being reported. Family violence is an
insidious crime that costs our economy $3.4 billion a
year, takes up 40 per cent of police work and is the
leading cause of death and disability in Australian
women aged under 45 years. Three-quarters of all
assaults against women happen in the home, and one
woman is murdered by her current or former partner
every single week. Everybody in this house would say
that that is not good enough and is unacceptable, and
that is why I am incredibly proud that Labor will
establish a royal commission into family violence.
Family violence causes a very large number of crimes,
most of which are perpetrated on women. I was deeply
affected when the Leader of the Opposition announced
that Labor intends to establish such a royal commission.
I worked in the field of family violence for about
30 years, and over recent months I had been thinking
about the increase in the rates of reported family
violence. I had felt a real sense of frustration and
disempowerment because nothing seemed to have
changed since I started working at a centre against
sexual assault 28 or 30 years ago. We are still seeing
the same rates; they have not changed. Importantly a
royal commission will undertake an investigation of
why violence against women and children occurs —
why it occurs in the home, why it occurs in our
community and why its incidence does not seem to
have been reduced.
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I refer to the work done by service providers in my
area, including the Women’s Resource Information and
Support Centre, the Ballarat Centre Against Sexual
Assault and all the agencies that support women and
children who are the victims, survivors and witnesses of
violence and sexual assault. I commend all those people
not only on the incredible work they do but also for the
information and feedback they provide on why family
violence occurs. I very much look forward to the
participation of these workers and other people who are
on the ground and who provide immediate support,
including the people who work at rape crisis centres.
Such people are often with victims minutes, hours, days
and months after an assault. They listen to women and
children and get a sense of what impacts there are,
which informs the development of better practice.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise to
speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. At the outset I
say that Labor does not oppose the bill. As a member of
Parliament and a citizen of the Victorian community, I
think it is important that all citizens have confidence
and trust in our police force and in police command.
We should be able to trust what policemen and
politicians alike say. People also need to have a
government that can be trusted and does not just chant
and rant about being tough on crime but actually does
something to make sure that communities are safer, not
less safe — that less crime takes place in our local
areas, not more crime takes place in our local
communities and in our homes.

I am a great believer in doing the best you can with
what you know, and that when you know better, you do
better. I acknowledge that agencies such as the ones I
have mentioned will help us to do better in reducing the
crime rates, but I believe a royal commission into
family violence will help us to do better in this area,
which has seen limited progress and where the numbers
are still the same. I have already referred to the cost of
family violence to the community in economic terms. It
is a great cost, and I say again that family violence costs
our economy about $3.4 billion a year, but there is also
the cost to families and communities because family
violence impacts on absolutely everyone.

Ms GRALEY — The member for Burwood is
interjecting already. I know I should not respond to his
interjections, but I have been listening to the debate so
far, and I cannot help but comment on the things he
said. The member for Burwood is delusional on a
couple of matters. He thinks he knows best and that the
community is safer since the Liberal Party came to
power, but we know that is not true. If we look at the
statistics, which I believe are government statistics and
are correct, we can see that the comments the member
made are quite false.

If anyone is serious about crime prevention, they do not
go about cutting services such as education. It is
incredibly important that we provide not only young
people but all people with pathways to education,
which in turn lead to pathways to jobs. We need to keep
our community engaged. Crime prevention is really
important. I absolutely believe that the cuts to TAFE,
the cuts to education and the cuts to services that have
supported those who are vulnerable in our community
do absolutely nothing to reduce crime; in fact they do
the absolute opposite. This Liberal-Nationals coalition
government will stand condemned for its cuts. While
those impacts are in place, and if there are further cuts
by this government, I absolutely believe that we will
see an increase in crime.
I do not oppose this bill. As I have said, it provides for
the employment of a chief statistician, who will provide
and publish crime statistics, and of other staff. The bill
will support everyone — members of the community
and parliamentarians — having that knowledge about
where crime occurs and why it occurs. To that effect,
opposition members do not oppose this bill.

Mr Watt interjected.

What I find really curious about some of the
commentary of the member for Burwood is that he still
talks about his predecessor. I know Bob Stensholt’s
shoes are big shoes to fill; they are gigantic, because he
was a man who worked his guts out for the local
community. He was a terrific local member, so I can
understand why the member for Burwood is still going
around talking about him, but I will tell the member for
Burwood what: the more he talks about his predecessor
means the less he has to say about the government he is
a member of and what he is doing as a government
member. We know that this government does not have
the confidence to speak honestly about what it is doing.
As we have seen this week here in the house, the reason
is that government members are not doing much. In fact
what we see over and over, week after week in this
house is a dysfunctional government that cannot do
much now. In fact nearly everything it does is stuffed
up, is watered down, is late or is not what the
government said it was going to do.
This bill has come about as a result of a
recommendation in an Ombudsman’s report. The
Ombudsman recommended the establishment of the
chief statistician, but my notes tell me that members of
the government made an election promise to do this in
2010. They started thinking about it in 2011, and today
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we are in June 2014. It is nearly four years since
government members said they would do something
about crime. They said they were tough on crime and
that crime statistics could not be trusted, yet four years
later they are only now bringing a bill into the house.
After all of yesterday’s shenanigans, where the
government showed it cannot do anything right, we
now have a bill which tells us the office of the chief
statistician will not be established until 2015. That is
after the coming election. The agency was promised
before an election, that election was held and there will
be another election, and then we will get the agency.
As we know — but I will say it again for the member
for Burwood — crime is up in Burwood, and it is up in
Casey too. I dearly hope this agency is well resourced
and well led, and I believe the person the government
appointed as the chief statistician, Ms Fiona Dowsley,
will do a good job. However, if crime continues to
increase, as it has every year under this government, as
the member for Lyndhurst said, in stark contrast to
what happened under the Bracks and Brumby
governments, when we had 11 years of declining crime
rates, and if criminals, after they have been shoved into
all these new prison pens — and let us put on the record
again that this government is creating more prison beds
than hospital beds — come out of prison and reoffend
at greater and more frequent rates than ever before, then
that will be a reflection on the government. It will be a
sad indictment of a government which said it was tough
on crime. What it is doing is creating more and more
crime — more and more criminals — and the
community is not safer.
I know the community is not safer, because when I
attend street stalls in my electorate one of the things
people talk to me about is the fact that they have cars
roaring around their neighbourhoods, people screaming
at each other in houses and people breaking into homes,
looking for money and flipping out because they are
taking drugs. The same people tell me that when they
ring the local police, who I know to be hardworking
and dedicated people, the police do not have the time,
the cars or the resources to deal with these problems.
Thankfully these people come to me, and often I
contact the police on their behalf. I write to them, and
they often run a patrol or two around these busy,
congested streets — and I put on the record that they
are congested because this government has spent no
money on roads in my electorate since it came to
power — and try to reassure the residents. I know that
when I attend a street stall at Hampton Park on 21 June
there will be more people there telling me exactly the
same thing because they will have got the same answer
from the police on duty.
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I will finish my contribution by referring to an
important program in my local area, Operation
Newstart, which was designed to prevent crime. There
is an idea for the government: trying to prevent crime. It
is a fantastic youth program that the police were
actively engaged in. If you watch TV or read the
newspaper, you know that police not only were actively
engaged in the program but enthusiastically supported it
because they believed it worked. The program put often
disengaged young people, who may have been
considered to be off to join the growing queue of
criminals in Victoria, in contact with skilled educators
and police officers who tried to divert their attention,
empower them and give them new skills, guidance and
counselling and a new way of approaching their
education and getting a job. In other words, it tried to
keep kids on the straight and narrow and out of jail.
The fact that the police were so enthusiastically
engaged with this and did such a fantastic, professional
job meant that at the end of the program the kids looked
at the police in a different light. They looked at them as
esteemed professionals who were there not to bludgeon
them or put them in jail — and I am all for throwing the
book at somebody if they do the wrong thing — but to
look after the community and keep it safe and to guide
these young people to a better future. That program is
going under this government. It is a sad day when
governments cannot help young people, with police
support, to stay out of jail. As I said, Labor members
will not be opposing the bill, but we hope the agency is
given the resources it needs to do its job properly and
that the crime rates do not continue to rise.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. I
am disappointed that the member for Burwood has left
the chamber, because we can always take some
ill-informed interjections from him, but perhaps we will
get some anyway. The opposition is not opposing this
bill, but I want to raise a few issues about the bill and
repeat Labor’s concern about the Napthine
government’s handling of the police portfolio in
general.
I was alarmed to watch a television show the other
night and learn that the massive injection of police into
the system will mean that in a couple of years time a
quarter of the police in the force will have less than four
years experience. People are coming into the force, but
we have to do more to maintain retention. The
government has to make policing a great career for
people. Is it any wonder that people are leaving the
police force when this government, despite its rhetoric
about being tough on crime, does not support the police
in general?
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The Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, recently
produced a blue paper that talked about bringing some
retired police officers back into the force on special
duties to head up task forces. A member on the other
side of the house has said publicly that the blue paper is
absolute drivel. Here we have somebody undermining
the attempts of the Chief Commissioner of Police,
somebody appointed by the government — and a very
good appointment, if I might say so — to do the
policing that is so vitally required. Is it any wonder that
the more experienced police officers are going out the
other end of the police force? We know that
government members talk about being tough on
crime — they stand there and beat their chests as
though there are marauding packs of criminals walking
down every street — but when incidents of crime
occur, and if they involve somebody who is supported
by the government, they go soft on those crimes.
I turn now to a subject that other speakers have spoken
about, and that is the provision of prison beds in the
government’s tough-on-crime stance. We know that
more prison beds have been put into the system than
hospital beds. Soon it will be the case that, if you go to
hospital, you will have to go down to Barwon Prison to
get a bed, which is disgraceful. Another matter that
people are talking about is the provision of
containers — dongas, as they are called — to
accommodate prisoners. At various sites around
Australia you can see the appalling conditions in which
prisoners were held in the past. The containers are not
that much better. It is disgraceful that shipping
containers are being used to house prisoners. The
government should be putting more effort into fixing
the causes of crime than into building more prisons so
that it can give the impression of being tough on crime.
The government, under pressure from this side of the
house, has finally allocated $8.4 million over four years
to establish the independent Crime Statistics Agency,
and that independent body will be responsible for the
publication of crime statistics. The bill also provides for
the employment of a chief statistician and for the Chief
Commissioner of Police to provide law enforcement
data to the chief statistician. For many reasons we do
not oppose the bill, and we wish Ms Fiona Dowsley,
the new chief statistician, well. However, it is alarming
to see that she does not take up her position until
1 January 2015.
As I said, we do not oppose the bill. We know that
front-line policing has been stretched with the cuts that
this government has made. It says it is putting more
police on the streets and then it cuts funding to Victoria
Police; indeed, it is putting more police behind desks.
Victorians have a right to be angry with this
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government because its actions do not match the tough
rhetoric that it has espoused. The Baillieu
government — I am sorry, I forgot about the rotation of
premiers at the hands of the member for Frankston, and
there was a rotation of the ministers for police and
emergency services as well — now the Napthine
government, has failed in its efforts to reduce crime,
one of its key election commitments. Its
tough-on-crime policies have failed. The only growth
industry in this state is the manufacture and supply of
prison beds. The government has closed down Toyota
and closed down Ford. Jobs were cut at Qantas without
anyone lifting a finger to save them. The only industries
that are doing well are the making of prison beds and
the shifting of dongas from one area to another to house
prisoners.
What is the government doing about reducing crime? It
is taking in people for minor misdemeanours and
turning them out as hardened criminals. This is
something that is happening worldwide, I might say. I
am glad the member for Burwood has come back into
the chamber. He makes the rest of the house look like
intellectual giants the moment he steps into the
chamber. He is the only member I know with a shoe
size bigger than his IQ.
Under Labor Victoria saw 10 years of reduced crime
rates. The Napthine government has managed to
unwind that. Members opposite running around saying
the chief commissioner in his efforts to improve
policing in the state is talking drivel says a lot about
those on the other side of the house. Labor is not
opposing this bill, but it opposes the objections of
government members to what the chief commissioner is
doing. The chief commissioner ought to be the one who
has the say on operational matters, not members on that
side of the house.
With those few words I will end my contribution. I
wish the bill a speedy passage, but apparently people on
the other side are not even contributing to debate on the
bill. Labor members will continue to carry the business
of this house. Labor members will continue to do the
heavy lifting in this house. With those few remarks I
shall close.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Crime Statistics Bill
2014 and note it is the opposition that is making all the
contributions today. The cheap shots by the government
members last night in the chaos — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Richmond is being misleading
inasmuch as I have already made a contribution to the
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debate on this bill. To say that opposition members are
the only ones contributing is not true.

independent bureau will not be implemented until 2015,
with a commitment of $8.4 million over four years.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
There is no point of order.

In that context, it is important to reflect on the current
trends, as reflected in statistical data. The most recent
Victoria Police figures show that crime in Victoria has
increased by 7.1 per cent, with drug offences up a
massive 17.8 per cent. I know from commentary on the
radio that community seminars will be held on this
issue. I note that a joint investigatory committee of this
Parliament — it is no longer called the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee — is investigating the
scourge of ice use in this state. There is no doubt that
this insidious drug is having a significant impact on
crime in our state. Family violence has increased by
6 per cent, and assaults are up 2.3 per cent.

Mr WYNNE — I rise to make my
contribution — —
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member for Burwood will desist, or he will be out
of the chamber.
Mr WYNNE — Thank you, Acting Speaker, for the
protection. The opposition does not oppose this bill;
however, opposition speakers will raise a number of
issues in their contributions. The first point is that the
Ombudsman recommended in his report entitled Crime
Statistics and Police Numbers that the government
consider establishing an independent unit to develop
and maintain statistical databases on crime and to
monitor and publish reports on crime trends, with the
capacity to audit crime statistics and crime recording
practices. As we know, there are a range of these
independent statistical data collection agencies across
Australia. The most developed of those is the NSW
Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research, which has
been engaged in this activity for many years. It has
been at the forefront of this important work.
We acknowledge that it was a commitment of this
government in 2011 to establish the independent Crime
Statistics Agency, but it is only now, three and a half
years after it came to office, that this bill is before the
house. What is particularly curious about it from our
point of view is that this Crime Statistics Agency will
not commence operation until 2015.
An honourable member — Rubbish. Come on!
Mr WYNNE — My colleagues say this cannot be
the case, but it is the case that this agency will not
commence operations until next year, and we know this
will be well after the state election on 29 November.
The best application I can put on this is that it is a
curious decision by this government, because it comes
after the chief statistician, Ms Fiona Dowsley, has
already been appointed.
Ms Beattie — How does that go?
Mr WYNNE — Indeed. As the member for Yuroke
rightly points out, ‘How does that go?’. It is a very
curious proposition; that is all I can say. The chief
statistician has been appointed, but this important new

I pause to reflect on family violence. I have to confess
to the house that, although I try to keep abreast of many
social policy issues, until I had spoken to good folk
such as Fiona McCormack from Domestic Violence
Victoria, I had not fully understood the scope of how
completely family violence has permeated our society.
Police call-outs and activity in the family violence area
comprise 40 per cent of all police work. Twenty-seven
women and children were killed last year as a result of
family violence.
Mr Bull — Horrendous.
Mr WYNNE — As the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs and Minister for Local Government indicates,
this is horrendous. Indeed this is a state scandal and a
national scandal. This is not just the Victorian
situation — it is reflected right across the nation.
I was immensely proud of my leader at our state
conference a few weeks ago when he stood and gave an
extraordinary, electric speech. What he had to say about
his commitment and the commitment of the Australian
Labor Party to establish a royal commission on family
violence held our people in awe. Think about those
statistics: 27 women and children were killed in this
state last year, and 40 per cent of all police work is in
the area of family violence. This is a matter of top
priority and a matter of import for this Parliament and
this state; I cannot think of any other social issue that is
more important.
The Leader of the Opposition, who is my colleague and
friend, showed extraordinary leadership by affirming
that the Australian Labor Party will put family violence
front and centre through the appropriate processes of a
judicial inquiry — a royal commission. More than that,
the Leader of the Opposition said the ALP will commit
to all of the recommendations that came from that royal

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
Thursday, 12 June 2014

ASSEMBLY

commission and will implement them. This not only
shows extraordinary leadership but also reveals the
deep insight my leader has into this insidious issue of
family violence. He should be commended for his
stance, not derided, as sadly he was by some members
of the current government, who implied that this was a
stunt and a political exercise. It was one of his finest
moments in public life, and I applaud the Leader of the
Opposition for his magnificent leadership on this most
insidious area of family violence.
We know that there is a correlation between police
numbers and the crime rate. I have already indicated the
challenging issues in my electorate around ice and
heroin trafficking. Therefore it is a serious concern that
police staff numbers have decreased from 161 to 115 in
the city of Yarra, which is effectively a cut of
45 members. This government says it is increasing
police numbers; however, we know that there has been
a reallocation of police members. Indeed the current
Premier has slashed front-line policing by $113 million
and 500 staff. To have a cut of 45 front-line staff in my
own area is a massive reduction; it is a 28 per cent
reduction in staff. This will directly impact upon crime
rates in my area, which are already challenging.
I commend my local police. Detective Inspector Bernie
Edwards does a fantastic job as our local district
inspector and his people do a fantastic job, but there are
enormous challenges in the city of Yarra, particularly
around crime issues. We seek the support of this
government to support our men and women on the front
line who do so much for community safety in Yarra.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I am very concerned
about what is going on with crime statistics at the
moment. I welcome these initiatives, but it needs to be
noted that the government has delayed their
implementation for a very long time. This is one of the
issues it has campaigned on strongly, but we will not
hear what the ‘real’ statistics are — because the
government has made out there is something wrong
with the current ones — until the beginning of next
year — in other words, until after the election. I am
disappointed about that on a number of fronts, and I
shall speak firstly about domestic violence, as did the
member for Richmond.
In terms of statistics and how they work in this state,
depending on the area of crime and the incidents
occurring, there is a link between the way crime is
reported and accounted for and the money that
governments apply to that area. If we are dealing with
road safety, there is a direct link between crime
incidence, the cost to the community, insurance and the
cost of roads, and then because that nexus exists
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between those factors the government funds areas
accordingly. In other words, because there is a link
between cause, effect and cost, the government invests
accordingly.
Furthermore, when there is a revenue stream associated
not only with cause and effect but with the occurrence
of incidents on the road, then of course it is in the
government’s interests to invest heavily in that area and
to increase revenue to make things happen. That is not
necessarily a bad thing, but what is not a great thing is
that when you have an area in which the crime is
hidden, such as domestic violence — when it is
obscured and the cost to the community is not clearly
known — it affects government allocations to that area.
Domestic violence, as the member for Richmond
mentioned, is insidious. It happens behind closed doors,
away from the public eye and away from the news, and
it is reported very differently. Because of those factors
we do not know the full impact of it or the cost of it to
the community, but when it comes to road safety, we
do.
Unfortunately we regularly see images on television of
what has occurred on our roads. We see examples of
the cost to family lives and individuals. We see the
police out there in front of the cameras talking about it.
In fact Assistant Commissioner Bob Hill is sometimes
known as Hollywood Bob Hill because he is in front of
the cameras so often. That is not necessarily a bad
thing, but if there were an assistant commissioner who
was specifically responsible for domestic violence,
would the public know who that person was? Would
we see that individual on the television? No, we would
not. We hear that the statistics in relation to family
violence amount to 40 per cent of all call-outs and
27 deaths in any one year, yet the nexus between the
statistics, the way they are reported, the way the police
take action and the way that is followed up in
prevention issues does not lead to a sound body of work
which encapsulates the problem.
It is a case of a lack of resourcing, along with the fact
that there is no direct link between the crime and
revenue raising, and hence resources do not go into that
insidious area. In Moonee Valley, while the rates of
domestic violence are not clear, I suspect the rates of
crime associated with domestic violence have increased
substantially because people in Moonee Valley suffer a
high degree of mortgage stress. The level of defaults on
mortgages in Moonee Valley is among the highest in
the country. I assume that people who invest in big
mortgages come under personal, professional and
employment strain, and whilst it is no excuse, we can
see what that means in relation to domestic violence.
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It is increasingly important to have people on the front
line to deal with these concerns. They have to be well
trained and resourced. It may be reasonable for the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, to say that we
need training and skills in the area of domestic
violence, but I would strongly question any
consideration of taking officers away from police
stations in the community.
Moonee Valley has seen a significant increase in crime
and a decrease in the number of police at the Moonee
Ponds police station in particular, which deals with
local residents. In 2010 staff numbers were 129, but in
January 2014 there were 99 police officers. That is a
reduction of 30 police officers, which comes with an
accompanying significant increase in crime. Offences
recorded increased from 6882 in 2010–11 to 7671 in
2012–13 — an increase of 789 reported offences, while
at the same time there was a decrease in police
numbers.
I refer to Inspector Geoff Kedge — a great man, whom
I have known for many years and who coordinates the
police station at Moonee Ponds and does an outstanding
job. He is quoted in the Herald Sun in May this year as
defending the reduction in police numbers. I feel very
sorry for Inspector Kedge because he has a very hard
task defending the reduction in police numbers at the
coalface, particularly with the increase in reported
offences, yet he has to defend this position because that
is the position of the chief commissioner. I question the
policy of the chief commissioner who says he wants to
change policing and take police away from the front
line, particularly in Moonee Ponds and the Moonee
Valley area. It is particularly disappointing because
although we may need to change the model — we
might need special taskforces — more than ever we still
need police at the coalface.
There is no better example of that fact than a report this
morning of an incident that occurred in Ascot Vale last
Sunday night. An Age article written by Patrick Hatch,
linked to the Weekly Review — Moonee Valley, states
that a Mercedes was car-jacked at 3.00 a.m. in Ascot
Vale. A man was dragged out of his car, beaten up and
three assailants apparently took the car and drove off. In
this type of case the police need to follow up almost
immediately. They did find the car some hours later in
another part of the world, but of course it was
completely burnt out with all evidence destroyed, so it
is very unlikely that the police will catch the assailants
for some time, if at all. The resources that will now go
into this matter could have gone into it up-front very
early on if the police had been at the front line and able
to be called out very quickly. We might then have seen
a different result. It is highly likely that because we did
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not have the front-line police there when we needed
them, following up almost immediately as a deterrent,
these three men may well do something like this again.
My concern is that if you take police away from the
front line, and likely criminals know it, it gives the
criminals the opportunity to use that lag time, which
leads to an increase in crime in the community.
The lack of resources associated with the government
will not be obvious until after the election when the
new statistics are published, and that only reinforces the
scepticism we see in the community about this
government and the way it treats the public.
Government members think we are all dills. I know
they might have views about what I am, but I would
hope they would not treat the rest of the community
that way. We have seen this week that they do, and we
will see it happen until November, when hopefully the
government will change hands.
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on the
Crime Statistics Bill 2014. I say from the outset that the
opposition does not oppose this bill. However, there are
some issues in relation to the bill that we do wish to
raise. This bill provides for the Secretary of the
Department of Justice to employ a chief statistician, and
the employees necessary to establish the Crime
Statistics Agency. Its function will be to publish and
release statistical information relating to crime in
Victoria. We welcome the appointment of Fiona
Dowsley as the chief statistician and the setting up of
the Crime Statistics Agency. I do not think there is any
disagreement from either side of the house about the
need for reliable crime statistics. The question that
really needs to be asked is: what is the value of crime
statistics and why are they important? There is no value
in statistics as numbers if you do not use them in a
meaningful way. We need to use crime statistics to look
at how we can reduce crime and improve the lives of
Victorians.
An interesting statistic in relation to my electorate of
Melbourne is that the staff numbers for police were
442.37 in November 2010 and 316.11 on 31 January
2014. That is a reduction in police numbers of 126.26
or, in percentage terms, of 28.54 per cent. When you
look at those numbers compared with the offences
recorded in Melbourne, you see that offences have gone
from 28 894 in 2009–10 to 30 537 in 2012–13. That is
a difference in percentage terms of 17.71 per cent. You
cannot but see the clear correlation between the number
of police members and the increase in crime in
Melbourne.
Part of what makes Melbourne such a dynamic place is
the CBD, and unfortunately the CBD is a place where a
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lot of street crime occurs. One very disappointing thing
we have seen in the state and federal budgets is that
many of the measures that have been put in place are
not going to result in a reduction in crime in
Melbourne. One of the causes of crime is people’s
health, and indeed their mental health. It is well known
that often people commit a crime because of health
issues and their inability to deal with some of those
issues. I am very concerned to see some of the
front-line mental health services being scaled back; I
am concerned about what might happen to people’s
mental health and the correlating increase in crime in
Victoria. Certainly in Melbourne a lot of street crime
occurs because people have inadequate access to
mental health services, and we see those issues being
played out on our streets.
One very important area in relation to reducing
crime — I do not think that there is any argument about
this — is education. If we give our children and adults a
quality education and access to training, we will see a
correlating reduction in crime. Unfortunately what we
have seen from this government is the complete
devastation and destruction of TAFE in Victoria. TAFE
plays a great role in educating people and providing
them with the job skills that they need in order to lead
fulfilling and meaningful lives. This government has
not been prepared to back the TAFE sector. We have
seen TAFEs and many courses closed or fees being
increased. That is discouraging people from getting the
education and skills that they need to be able to get a
job, and we have seen increases in crime as a result.
What we have seen with this government is more
prison beds than hospital beds.
This is a government which that talks about being
tough on crime but which is weak on reducing crime
and its causes. Of course people who commit crimes
need to be punished for that, but what we should be
doing, as any caring society should do, is working with
our community to reduce crime. That is one of the most
important things that we can do.
Many members have spoken about domestic violence
and how it is often called the hidden crime in Victoria.
Indeed it is often hidden because it happens behind
closed doors and we do not see it played out on our
streets, but unfortunately in recent times we have seen
domestic violence being played out on our streets, and
very sad events have occurred. I think the one good
thing that has come of those crimes is that they have
brought great awareness to the community of domestic
violence and have garnered people’s resolve to deal
with domestic violence. I was fortunate enough recently
to take part in a fundraiser for a domestic violence
service in Victoria. What I saw through my
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participation in that fundraiser was the devastating
impact that domestic violence has on not only the
victims but also the victim’s extended family, local
schools and services as well. We need to be doing more
in that area.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions I would like to advise the house that
following numerous inquiries received this morning I
have chosen to donate the moneys from the member for
Frankston’s payment, as decided by the house
yesterday, to bowel cancer research. I am advised that
this amount will be $4200. When that is added to the
contributions already made by the Leader of the
Opposition, the member for Monbulk and the member
for Bendigo East of $5793, it will result in just under
$10 000 being given to bowel cancer research.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Federal funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
comment of 7 September last year:
Tony Abbott will be an outstanding Prime Minister.

I ask: does the Premier stand by this glowing
endorsement of Tony Abbott?
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Premier I would like to welcome to the gallery
Dr Duncan McFetridge, the member for Morphett in
the South Australian Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Federal funding
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. We have a good
working relationship with the federal government. I am
very pleased to advise the house that the federal
coalition government is working with the coalition
government here to deliver $3 billion for the east–west
link stage 1 and stage 2. This is a project that will
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significantly reduce congestion in Melbourne and
Victoria.
We saw a report tabled in the house yesterday
highlighting the issue of congestion in Melbourne and
the effect it has on productivity, the effect it has on the
economy of this state and the effect it has on the quality
of life of people in Victoria. Indeed it highlighted the
decline in the average speed of traffic in Melbourne and
Victoria, which is not surprising, given that we had
11 years of neglect of investment in key infrastructure
under the Labor government.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition! I know I am a bit of a Pollyanna, but I had
really hoped that yesterday’s performance in question
time would have been carried over today and that we
would have had more professionalism.
Dr NAPTHINE — That is why we on this side of
the house are very pleased to have received $3 billion
from the federal coalition government so we can get on
with the job of building the east–west link stage 1 and
stage 2. The east–west link stage 1 was announced in
last year’s state budget, and in this year’s state
budget — which was endorsed this week by the Labor
Party in voting for the budget because it is such a great
budget for the people of Victoria; it endorsed the state
budget because it recognised the value to Melbourne
and Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Stop the clock.
Mr Trezise interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Geelong! The Speaker had called for the clock to be
stopped, which means members do not interject.
Members will cease interjecting in that manner. I will
not be issuing warnings.
Dr NAPTHINE — We were able in this year’s
budget to get on with the western section of the
east–west link, critically — that absolutely vital second
crossing that so many Labor members over the years
have been calling for. It is an outstanding result that we
have funding from the federal coalition government to
fix the east–west link stage 1 and the western section,
delivering that vital second crossing.
I am also pleased that the federal coalition government
is partnering with the state government on the
$500 million Western Highway duplication, the
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$500 million Princes Highway west duplication and the
$86 million Calder interchange at Ravenswood.
Ms Hutchins interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Keilor!
Dr NAPTHINE — It is the most dangerous
intersection in Victoria, ignored for 11 years under a
Labor government. For 11 years the Labor members for
Bendigo ignored the most dangerous intersection in
their own backyard, but with an Abbott government,
working with a coalition government here in Victoria,
we will fix that intersection. There is $50 million for the
Great Ocean Road. We do not always agree with
the — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, with
14 seconds left: is Tony Abbott an outstanding Prime
Minister or not?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well that that is not a point of
order.
Dr NAPTHINE — We do not always agree with
Tony Abbott and the federal government, and that is
why will stand up for Victoria first, second and third.
Every time we will stand up for Victoria, but we are
getting good funding for the east–west link and other
key projects for this state.

Infrastructure delivery
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Premier. How will a coalition government’s record
level of investment in infrastructure in the 2014–15
budget create more jobs and economic benefits for
Victoria, and are there any threats to this?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the member
for Gembrook for his interest in key infrastructure and
jobs in this state. I congratulate and thank the house,
both sides of the house, for passing the outstanding
2014–15 budget, and it certainly is an outstanding
budget. The budget builds on the strong infrastructure
agenda of the coalition government that is no doubt
building a better Victoria.
Previous budgets have funded our commitment to key
infrastructure projects such as the regional rail link, port
capacity projects at the ports of Melbourne and
Hastings, and stage 1 of the east–west link. This
outstanding budget delivers a further $27 billion for
even more vital infrastructure to meet the growing
needs of our population and our economy.
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In the area of public transport we see commitments to
and genuine funding in this year’s budget for the
Melbourne rail link and the airport rail link. For over
40 years Melbourne and Victoria have waited for an
airport rail link, and it is a coalition government that
will deliver that link. The upgrade to the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor, the busiest rail
corridor in Melbourne — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — We have delivered, and are
delivering, 40 grade separations and level crossing
removals across Melbourne and Victoria. In the budget
this year we provided funding for the absolutely
essential second stage of the east–west link. The second
stage of the east–west link, the western stage, is that
vital second river crossing that will not only benefit the
growing western suburbs but will also have enormous
benefits for Geelong, Ballarat and western Victoria. Of
course there are also the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway
widening and the Dingley bypass projects.
In regional and rural Victoria, not only will they get the
benefits of the regional rail link project; they will get
the massive benefits of the long-awaited Murray Basin
rail project. We remember that rail standardisation in
Mildura was promised by the Labor government, but
not 1 metre of track was standardised. It was an
absolute failure by the Labor government, but it will be
delivered by this government. There are upgrades to the
Princes Highway west and east, including that vital
duplication between Winchelsea and Colac that is
building on the work that is going on now duplicating
the section between Geelong and Winchelsea. The
$500 000 Western Highway duplication — —
Mr Madden interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Essendon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon will leave the chamber for an hour under
standing order 124.
Honourable member for Essendon withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Infrastructure delivery
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — There are the Calder
interchange project and the $50 million upgrade to the
Great Ocean Road, which is a vital road for locals, for
tourism and for the growing dairy industry, which is
driving exports. These key projects will deliver
26 000 new jobs. We are committed as a government to
getting on with the job of delivering these key
infrastructure projects for Victoria, delivering these
26 000 jobs and delivering these game-changing
projects that will decongest Melbourne, boost
productivity and efficiency and grow our state’s
economy. That is what we are on about.
Ms Hutchins interjected.
Questions interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Health funding
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Premier. Almost 50 000 Victorians are now waiting in
pain for their surgery. Now federal Liberal cuts mean
that on 1 July more than 330 hospital beds will close
across Victoria, including 34 beds in my community. I
ask: is it still the Premier’s position that Tony Abbott is
an outstanding Prime Minister?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. His question
relates to health funding. I can advise that in the
2014–15 budget this government is providing a record
$14.9 billion in health funding. I can also advise that
the most recent Victorian statistics in the March 2014
quarter show that in our emergency departments
100 per cent of category 1 emergency patients are seen
immediately. I can advise that ambulance transfers to
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hospitals within the specified time of 40 minutes have
improved by 9.7 per cent.
Mr Brooks interjected.
Questions interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Health funding
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I can advise that the
number of elective surgeries increased by 18.1 per cent
in the March quarter. I can advise that the number of
people on elective surgery waiting lists was reduced by
7.4 per cent. I also advise that of those people on the
urgent elective surgery waiting list — category 1
patients waiting for lifesaving surgery — 100 per cent
are treated within 30 days under this government.
I also advise that there is additional funding in this
year’s budget to deal with the expected extra demand
for health services during winter. There is additional
funding to target those on category 2 and category 3
elective surgery waiting lists. I can also advise that this
government has a record $4.8 billion capital works
program for health that includes the $1 billion Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre.
We are also funding the $630 million Bendigo hospital,
something that was not delivered under the Labor
government but is being delivered by this government.
There is a $448 million rebuild of the Box Hill
Hospital. There will be a Monash Children’s hospital
and a rebuild of the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear
Hospital, the Echuca hospital — —

Thursday, 12 June 2014

Dr NAPTHINE — As I am explaining to the house,
and for the information of the member for Monbulk, we
are spending more money and providing a record level
of funding — $14.9 billion. That is more money, not
less money. I am explaining that we are spending
$4.8 billion rebuilding the hospital system that was
neglected by the previous health minister.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to federal Liberal cuts and whether the
Premier still thinks Tony Abbott is outstanding. That is
what the question was about, and I put it to you
respectfully that that is what the answer ought to be
about. The fact that it mentioned the word ‘health’ does
not allow the Premier to talk about every single part of
the health system.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well not to enter into debate
when raising a point of order. He knows extremely well
how to take a point of order.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I was outlining to the house,
under this government there is increased funding for
health. There is a record level of funding for health,
both in a recurrent sense and in a capital sense. I was
going through the hospitals that are being rebuilt under
this government. They include Geelong Hospital,
Ballarat hospital, Northern Hospital, Werribee Mercy
Hospital, Echuca hospital, Latrobe Regional Hospital,
Barwon Health North, Boort hospital, Moyne Health
Services and many more across the state.

Regional Growth Fund
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — My question is to
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. How
is the coalition government’s Regional Growth Fund
leveraging more investment and growing jobs across
regional and rural Victoria, and is he aware of any
alternative policies?

Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has been speaking for more than 3 minutes. He
is not being relevant to the question. Not once has he
referred to the federal government cuts. If he is not
brave enough to stand up to Geoff Shaw — —

Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for her question.
It is a very pertinent question, the answer to which the
whole house has an enormous interest in. I am pleased
to provide that answer. June marks the third anniversary
of the establishment of the Regional Growth Fund.
Communities across the regions of our state are
celebrating that third anniversary because it marks the
establishment of the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
The fund has by any standard been a spectacular
success.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will resume his seat.

As at the end of April, 1475 projects had commenced,
were in the stage of being completed or had been
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completed over the course of those three years. They
are magnificent projects for regional and rural Victoria.
We have seen the investment of just over $404 million.
Those investments have in turn leveraged just over
$1.6 billion of growth through regional Victoria.
As the house knows, the fund is split into different
segments, and $100 million is for the Energy for the
Regions project. That is to do with the enhancement of
natural gas across Victoria, an issue that was
completely abandoned by the Labor government, which
not only ignored these communities but also made it
clear in the lead-up to the election in 2010 that it would
never again spend money on this important initiative.
We are doing it, and it is progressing very well to the
great benefit of many of those communities.
Another $100 million is going to the Putting Locals
First program. About $68 million has been invested in
about 400 projects. These are driven by local
communities. They are brought to the government by
these local communities through the regions, and they
are doing wonderful things in a range of areas which
are going to be of ongoing benefit to the people who
live in rural and regional parts of the state. Another
$100 million is going to local government via the fund
we have established for the benefit of local government.
Local governments are sharing in that money according
to a formula on which they have been in complete
agreement and took part in developing. Those projects
will receive $100 million, and there are now about 93
of them through rural and regional Victoria.
Finally, the last $200 million is going into the economic
infrastructure program, where we have something like
85 projects that are in the process of being developed or
which have been concluded. Taken in concert, all of
this is going to result in the employment of about an
additional 5000 people through the regions of Victoria.
Many other jobs will be created in the course of
construction, and many jobs will be created in the
supply chain that will be developed as a result of these
investments being made. It is a fantastic outcome for
rural and regional Victoria.
What are the other alternatives? I can tell the house that
they are very troubling alternatives. Were it to be that
another party that occupies this place returned to the
Treasury benches, its intention would be to destroy the
Regional Growth Fund and bring back the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. That program
provided funding to the tune of about $61 million over
a period of 10 years — about $610 million or
$630 million, of that order. Over the course of our first
almost four years we have put $500 million into our
projects We have a $1 billion fund over the course of
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eight years, which is far in excess of what Labor ever
did and far more than it will do if it ever has the reins of
government again.
Communities across the regions are celebrating the
Regional Growth Fund, and so they should. They will
despair if Labor ever assumes the Treasury benches.

Health funding
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
question is to the Premier. In the last year
1012 Victorians waited for more than 24 hours on
hospital trolleys. Now federal Liberal cuts mean that on
1 July more than 330 hospital beds will close across
Victoria, including 30 beds in my community. I ask: is
it still the Premier’s position that Tony Abbott is an
outstanding Prime Minister?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for her question, but I need to
correct the record with respect to the imputation in the
question. The facts are that as of 1 July in Victoria there
will be more money for health and more money for
hospitals, not less. Clearly the member has been misled
by misinformation circulated by the Labor Party and its
fellow travellers, because the facts are that in the
2014–15 Victorian budget, which funds hospitals in
Victoria, there is $14.9 billion allocated for health
services. There is more money for our hospitals, not
less.
In the acute health component there is $10.3 billion for
our hospitals. That is $1.9 billion or 22.6 per cent more
than under the Labor government. There is more money
for health and more money for hospitals, not less. Let
me make that very clear. There is also $1.25 billion for
mental health services, which is a 25 per cent increase
since we came to government. In this year’s budget in
addition to that funding there is $190 million over four
years to treat elective surgery patients to help reduce the
waiting lists even further.
We had a significant reduction in elective surgery
waiting lists in the March quarter, and there is money in
this year’s budget for further reductions in the elective
surgery waiting lists. Let me remind the house that if
you live in Victoria and you have a life-threatening
category 1 need for elective surgery, you do not wait
more than 30 days — 100 per cent are treated within
30 days. That is a proud record for our health service. It
is a great credit to the hardworking doctors, nurses and
allied health people in our hospitals around the state.
In addition to our record level of funding there is
$190 million over four years for additional elective

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
2138

ASSEMBLY

surgery plus in this year’s budget an additional
$60 million for the winter funding package, which is to
meet the additional demand — —
Ms Graley — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58, on the matter of relevance, I would
like the Premier to advise my community whether the
30 beds are going to close on 1 July.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member not to
repeat the question. Taking a point of order is not an
opportunity to repeat the question.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I was saying, under this
government there is more money for health and more
money for hospitals, not less. I was also particularly
highlighting the budget announcements of the
$190 million in the elective surgery package and the
$60 million winter funding package.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to Victorians waiting on trolleys in
emergency departments; it did not relate to elective
surgery. The answer is not relevant to the question
asked, and I ask you to draw the Premier back to
emergency departments and bed closures. That is what
he was asked about.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question asked related to many things in the preamble,
from federal funding to a broad range of health matters.
I draw the attention of the house to Rulings from the
Chair — 1920–2013 dated December 2013 and in
particular a ruling from Speaker Lindell — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Asher — No, I did not draft her ruling. It is that:
If a question comes with a preamble, that preamble does form
part of the question and the answer can be relevant to the
question by being relevant to the preamble.

The preamble was a long one and the Premier was
being relevant to the question asked, and I ask that you
rule the point of order out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
preamble was very short. The substance of the question
was in relation to federal government cuts and Tony
Abbott. We are almost at the end of the third opposition
question and the Premier has not once mentioned Tony
Abbott.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk!
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Mr Merlino — If he does not have the courage, he
should sit down.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will resume his seat. Every member in this
house is entitled to take a point of order, but they are
expected to follow the precedents for points of order.
Making a point in debate or repeating a question is not
permitted.
Dr NAPTHINE — In summary, the question asked
about health funding and hospital funding, and I am
outlining that under this government in this year’s
budget there is more money for health and more money
for hospitals, plus $190 million for the elective surgery
package and $60 million for the winter funding package
to deal with the peak demand during wintertime —
more money, not less.

Building industry
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — My question
is to the Minister for Industrial Relations. How is the
coalition government’s construction code compliance
unit helping to build a better Victoria, and are there any
threats to this important work?
Mr CLARK (Minister for Industrial Relations) — I
thank the honourable member for Sandringham for his
question. The honourable member asked about the
work of the construction code compliance unit (CCCU)
and, as the house would be aware, that unit was
established to fill the gap created by the Gillard
government abolishing the Australian building and
construction commission in order to seek to secure
productive, law-abiding and safe workplaces here in
Victoria.
Previously I have informed the house of the various
aspects of the work of that unit, most recently in
relation to the announcement by the government in
February this year that we would be introducing under
the CCCU two further measures to improve safety and
security on Victorian government construction sites by
extending the coverage of the implementation
guidelines for the code of practice for the building and
construction industry in order to require companies that
win Victorian government tenders to work, firstly, to
implement drug and alcohol screening measures on
their sites and, secondly, to implement measures to
ensure the security of their sites.
I am pleased to be able to inform the honourable
member and the house that this work has made good
progress, that the CCCU has undertaken the
consultation I mentioned to the house previously, that it
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has received the results of that consultation and that
these extensions to the guidelines are due to be
promulgated soon.
The work of the CCCU is very important to this state
and to the future of our building and construction
industry. It is particularly important given the long
history of disruption and criminal activity associated
with building industry unions and certain of their key
officials. I refer in support of that proposition in
particular to some of the record as it is reported in
public media reports of Mr John Setka, the Victorian
division secretary of the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union (CFMEU). Those reports indicate
that Mr Setka was fined in 2003 for threatening a
Grocon manager, Frank Bortoletto. He was fined in
2010 for threatening two Lend Lease managers. In
August 2012 he was accused of driving his car into a
Grocon manager.
Mr Setka’s criminal record shows that he has been
convicted five times for assaulting police. His record
between 1982 and 1991 contains 60 charges and dozens
of police convictions and fines, including for theft,
assault by kicking, criminal damage and assaulting
police, leading to 40 convictions for crimes. It shows
that Mr Setka has been jailed twice in the past after
being found in contempt of court, separate to his
criminal record.
We may well ask what else is relevant in relation to
Mr Setka and the organisation he heads. One
particularly relevant factor is that the CFMEU has
donated more than $9.1 million to the Australian Labor
Party since the start of the Cole royal commission.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Lyndhurst
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Lyndhurst will leave the chamber for an hour.
Honourable member for Lyndhurst withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Mr CLARK (Minister for Industrial Relations) —
These are not just matters in the past. Just today,
Mr Setka and the CFMEU were prominent in the rally
that assembled outside this Parliament, and they were
greeted upon their arrival and welcomed to this house
by more than 40 members of this Parliament from the
opposite side of this chamber.
We have heard a lot of talk in recent times about
standards, conduct and expulsion in relation to this
Parliament, but we have not heard much from the
people who have been talking big on that subject inside
this chamber about expelling another organisation,
headed by someone with a long list of criminal
convictions, and a union that has been one of the
biggest single threats to Victoria’s future infrastructure
and jobs in the building and construction industry. The
biggest threat to the CCCU is if those opposite ever
came to power. They were prepared to talk big about
expulsion in the house yesterday, but they do not have
the ticker to talk big about expulsion at their party
conference.

Health funding
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Premier. Federal Liberal cuts mean that on 1 July more
than 330 hospital beds will close across Victoria,
including 60 beds in my community. I ask: is it still the
Premier’s position that Tony Abbott is an outstanding
Prime Minister?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question and for his interest
in health and hospital services in the state of Victoria.
Let me make it clear to the house and to the honourable
member that under this government there is an increase
in funding for health. Our budget delivers $14.9 billion
for health services. That is a record level of funding. It
is a significant increase in funding on last year’s budget
and a massive increase in funding since we came to
office and took over from the previous Minister for
Health, who presided over a system that was
underinvested in capital and underfunded in terms of
recurrent funding.
We are providing a record level of funding for health in
this state — $14.9 billion. That means that our hospitals
will have more money to treat more patients, not less
money. There will be $10.2 billion for acute health in
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2014–15. On top of that there is funding of
$190 million in the budget for four years of additional
elective surgery treatment to deal with people on
elective surgery waiting lists, as well as the $60 million
winter package.
What we are seeing when we look at the March 2014
health performance figures for Victoria is the benefit of
this coalition government putting more money into
health services. The number of patients treated in
March 2014 compared to 12 months earlier was 8.2 per
cent higher. The number of emergency patients
admitted was 11.8 per cent higher. The number of
emergency department attendances was 3.9 per cent
higher. The number of emergency patients treated in
time across all categories improved by 1.4 per cent.
Ambulance transfers within 40 minutes improved by
9.7 per cent.
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very narrow in its
delivery; there was no preamble. The question dealt
with bed closures, and I ask that you bring the Premier
back to dealing with the issue of bed closures in the
community that I represent.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier’s answer was relevant to the question that was
asked. The question related to hospitals and therefore to
hospital beds and therefore to hospital funding. The
Premier was being relevant to the question asked by the
member for Albert Park. I ask that you rule the point of
order out of order.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, a
general discussion about health is not relevant to this
question. There was no preamble, it was a very narrow
question and I would ask, out of respect for those
patients who are waiting, that you ask the Premier to
respectfully address the question. It was a very narrow
question with no preamble at all. A general discussion
is simply not relevant to the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question related to
federal cuts, to the closing of beds and to the hospital
system. Anyone would assume that a question about
beds relates to the hospital system. The Premier was
outlining — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk! The Premier to continue answering the
question.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am advising the house,
contrary to the assertions in the question posed, that
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there is increased money for health under this
government — more money, not less money. There are
more patients being treated, there is more elective
surgery being done and there has been a reduction in
the elective surgery waiting list. The most recent health
performance data shows that the amount of elective
surgery performed from March to March has increased
by 18 percent, the elective surgery waiting list has
reduced by 7.4 per cent and waiting times have
reduced. I advise the member for Albert Park that there
is more money, not less.
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, which
goes to relevance, perhaps in the last 23 seconds the
Premier would like to address the question. If there are
no bed cuts, let him say so.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to finish
answering the question.
Dr NAPTHINE — Let me reiterate what I am
saying: there are record levels of funding,
$14.9 billion — more money, not less.

Transport infrastructure
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — My question is
to the Minister for Public Transport. How will the
coalition government’s record investment in transport
in the 2014–15 budget benefit Victorian families and
businesses, and are there any threats to this?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Narracan, my hardworking
parliamentary secretary, for his question. As the
member for Narracan would be aware, the government
has a record infrastructure agenda. We have a record
level of funding for infrastructure, with $24 billion to
be invested in both public transport and road
infrastructure going forward. This includes the
Melbourne Airport rail link, which will be delivered as
part of the Melbourne rail link project — a far superior
project to the old Melbourne Metro rail project put
forward by the former Labor government — and the
full east–west link, which includes the eastern and
western sections of that project, the vital second
crossing that Melbourne has been calling for over a
long period of time. Members opposite have also been
calling for that very important piece of road
infrastructure.
Of course our infrastructure program is underpinned by
Plan Melbourne and regional growth plans, our
blueprint for our city and our regions. We are all about
building a better Victoria. We are building a better
Victoria, and we are building the infrastructure to take
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Victoria forward. We have the plans, we have the
money, we have the projects and we are advancing.
What a great project the Melbourne Airport rail link is.
It is a project that has captured the imagination of all
Victorians, because all Victorians will benefit from it.
At the moment there are 30 million passenger
movements a year, and that number is expected to
double by around 2030. I am sure members who would
have looked at the Auditor-General’s report tabled
yesterday that talks about congestion in Melbourne and
the need to move and move quickly on congestion
would understand very clearly that having the
Melbourne Airport rail link will go a hell of a long way
towards improving the way people get to and through
Melbourne Airport.
Along with that there is the widening of the
Tullamarine Freeway, which has been announced as an
unsolicited bid project and taken up by Transurban. It
will provide an extra lane in each direction. We will
have trains departing from Southern Cross station and
heading out to Melbourne Airport every 10 minutes.
That is the sort of service that the community would
want. Indeed the community would expect a service
like that going forward. We know very well the cost of
long-term car parking and the inconvenience it causes
when there is even a slight breakdown on that road. It
means that we need a Melbourne Airport rail link.
My call has been and will always be that your holiday
starts when you get to a train station anywhere around
Victoria, whether it be in Melbourne or in rural and
regional Victoria. We have had great support from the
tourism and transport forum. In fact if you go to the
Sydney Morning Herald of 28 June 2010, you will see
that the former transport minister in the Victorian Labor
government, now the member for Lyndhurst, said that
the rail link would be looked at again. It was committed
to in 1999 but fell away as soon as a Labor government
was elected. But the member for Lyndhurst certainly
indicated that this is a worthwhile project that should be
looked at again.
However, an alternative point of view held by a
prominent Victorian was reported on ABC News online
on 14 April under the headline ‘Melbourne Airport rail
link plan attacked’.
The east-west link project is a vitally needed project for
Melbourne as well. Once again we have got a
separation in terms of support. The member for
Lyndhurst said:
Car drivers in the west are to be punished, sacrificed on the
altar of green ideology.
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The Leader of the Opposition yesterday announced he
was still opposed to both stages of the road.

Federal funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the fact
that on four occasions today he has failed to confirm his
earlier commentary that Tony Abbott is an outstanding
Prime Minister, and I provide him with a fifth
opportunity by asking: does the Premier stand by his
comment that Tony Abbott is an outstanding Prime
Minister, yes or no?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As Premier of Victoria
I continue to work in a positive and constructive way
with the Australian government and with the Prime
Minister, Tony Abbott. I was very pleased that the
federal coalition government has provided $3 billion to
enable Victoria to build the absolutely vital east–west
link.
We saw earlier this week in this house a report to this
Parliament which highlighted the significant cost of
increasing congestion to Melbourne and Victoria, to the
quality of life of individuals, to businesses and to the
economy. It is imperative that we as a government
accept the responsibility to fix the congestion problems
in this state.
There is no doubt that the major congestion hot spots in
our state consist of where the Eastern Freeway meets
Hoddle Street and where the Bolte Bridge runs into the
Tullamarine Freeway. Those significant congestion hot
spots are added to by the people who are waiting to get
onto the West Gate Bridge each and every morning,
whether they are travelling from Werribee, whether
they are travelling from Geelong — —
Ms Graley interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Narre Warren South
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Narre
Warren South can leave the chamber for an hour.
Honourable member for Narre Warren South
withdrew from chamber.
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Honourable member for Lara withdrew from
chamber.

Federal funding
Questions resumed.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
answer ought to be related to the question. The Premier
was asked very narrowly, for the fifth time today: is
Tony Abbott an outstanding Prime Minister, yes or no?
Very simple, and all of us in this chamber, and indeed
all Victorians, are entitled to an answer. Outstanding or
not?
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition is not entitled to desire the
Premier to answer with a yes or no answer. I refer to
Speakers rulings on the issue of relevance by Speakers
Delzoppo, Plowman and Maddigan as referred to in
Rulings from the Chair — 1920–2013 of December
2013 at page 163. The ruling is:
A minister may answer questions as he or she sees fit
provided the answers are relevant.

The Premier is being relevant to the question that was
asked, and I urge that you rule the point of order out of
order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question was a very, very simple one that only went to
comments that the Premier made about the Prime
Minister. It is about whether the Premier stands by
those comments. Is he equally proud of the 330 beds
that Tony Abbott — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order are not an
opportunity for entering into debate. I do not uphold the
point of order raised by the Leader of the Opposition.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — As I said, the
east–west link is an important project for Melbourne
and Victoria. It will massively reduce congestion. It
will improve productivity and efficiency. It will
improve the quality of life of Victorian families, and it
will deliver over 6000 jobs. That is why Tim Piper of
the Australian Industry Group said — —
Mr Eren interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Lara
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara
will leave the chamber for an hour.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Federal funding
Questions resumed.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question did not relate to what Mr Piper might have
said or other commentators or any other Victorian. The
question was about what the Premier said and whether
he stands by those comments. I will not repeat them,
because you would — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Yes, I would sit you
down.
Mr Andrews — You do not want me to do that —
you might even sit me down — but the question was
not about the clippings that the Premier has got in front
of him and lots of other quotes. It was his own quote.
Does he stand by it or not?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well I cannot direct the Premier
or any minister how to answer a question.
Mr Noonan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Williamstown!
Dr NAPTHINE — Tim Piper said:
The state government’s announcement regarding the western
section of the new east–west link is an exciting project for
Victorian industry.

There is no doubt that the east–west link is an
outstanding project, and we are pleased at the
outstanding contribution by the federal government,
and I am sure the member for Williamstown
appreciates the outstanding second crossing. I am sure
the member for Tarneit — —
Mr Trezise interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Geelong knows very well that when the Speaker is on
her feet members will remain silent. I know it is
Thursday, but I ask members to quieten down.
Dr NAPTHINE — The point I am making is that
the western section of the east-west link is an
outstanding project to produce outstanding results for
the western suburbs of Melbourne, for the city of
Wyndham and for Geelong and Ballarat. This is an
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outstanding project that will deliver benefits to the
western suburbs. It is a project that was widely
supported by LeadWest, by councils in the western
suburbs and in the past — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, I
simply renew my point of order. The question was
whether the Prime Minister is an outstanding Prime
Minister. That is what the question was about, nothing
else. I ask you to respectfully request of the Premier
that he might in the 22 seconds remaining for the fifth
occasion today answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I was saying, the Labor
members across the western suburbs have been calling
for the second crossing for a decade, so I am very
pleased to deliver this outstanding project with
outstanding support from the Prime Minister, Tony
Abbott.

Employment
Mr K. SMITH — My question is to the Treasurer.
How is the coalition government’s responsible
management of Victoria’s economy helping to create
more jobs and build a better Victoria, and are there any
threats to this?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the house is ready,
I will call the Treasurer.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Bass for his question and note that today, as
yesterday, there is always a lot of attention when the
member for Bass gets to his feet in this chamber. He
always speaks a lot of sense, and I thank him for his
important question.
I have been asked about jobs in Victoria, and I am
pleased to advise the house that the Australian Bureau
of Statistics released its employment data for May this
morning and in that data Victoria recorded the largest
job growth of anywhere in Australia. Victoria recorded
an extra 19 500 jobs in the month of May. Our
unemployment rate has fallen to 6.2 per cent, despite
the participation rate rising. So we had a rising
participation rate and a falling jobless rate.
Since the coalition government took office in
December 2010, 77 200 more Victorians have been
employed thanks to the government’s strong economic
management. This is unmitigated good news for
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Victoria. Having such strong job growth, leading the
nation, simply builds on what we announced and what
was passed by the Parliament this week in the 2014–15
budget — a budget with $27 billion worth of
infrastructure, a budget with payroll tax cuts, a budget
that is strongly in surplus and will deliver tens of
thousands of new jobs in Victoria.
I was asked about threats to jobs in the economy, and as
I have outlined on a number of occasions, militant
unionism on building sites is a serious issue and a very
serious threat to job creation in this state. There was
another example recently of how this plague of militant
unionism is affecting building sites not just in Victoria
but right across Australia. I am referring to none other
than the notorious rogue union, the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU).
Members should remember that this is a union that was
convicted of criminal contempt of court in the Supreme
Court of Victoria this year. What did we hear from the
other side? Nothing. That union was fined over
$1 million. What did we hear from the other side?
Nothing. Apparently that is okay.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — As the Deputy Premier pointed
out, there might have been less money in donations to
the Labor Party. Yesterday there was a story by the
AAP headed ‘Former CFMEU official Matthew Balde
fined for obstructing a commonwealth public official’.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — It has been said in the
newspapers. Perhaps, like the member for Tarneit, the
member for Bendigo East does not read newspapers.
We have another example where the CFMEU has
disrupted work on a building site — and not just any
building site but the Perth Children’s Hospital. It was
criminal behaviour by the rogue union, the CFMEU,
disrupting work on the Perth Children’s Hospital.
We are investing over a quarter of a billion dollars in
the Monash Children’s hospital here in Victoria. We
cannot afford to see this rogue militant behaviour by the
CFMEU. Those people who are happy to take its
money, take its votes and take its orders should grow a
backbone. If they want to start expelling people, they
should expel John Setka and expel the CFMEU from
the Labor Party.
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CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — Before the break I was
talking about the importance of crime statistics and why
they should not become something that sits on a
bookshelf, looks nice and is quoted every now and
again. The real power of statistics is in how they are
used to inform good policy. I was discussing the tragic
statistics in relation to domestic violence and how those
statistics show the crisis we have with domestic
violence in Victoria.
One of the terrific things that has come out of the
publicity around domestic violence in Victoria is the
seriousness with which it is being taken. I acknowledge
and congratulate the Leader of the Opposition on his
announcement that Labor will establish a royal
commission into domestic violence. From the crime
statistics we know that in Victoria domestic violence is
at a crisis point, but we do not know the best way to
resolve the crisis. There are some measures that we can
take in the areas of education, housing and safe places
to be. However, as a society we need to openly consider
all the issues around domestic violence so that the
statistics do not become something that is just used to
decorate our bookshelves.
In the time remaining, I also want to mention the
concerns I have in relation to young people in our
community, and in particular the concerns I have in
relation to the cuts to Newstart allowance and the
requirement for young people to be unemployed for six
months before they qualify for Newstart benefits. In my
view, these changes will leave the state with a huge
problem to deal with in relation to crime and tragedies
within our young community.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to make a
brief contribution to the debate on the Crime Statistics
Bill 2014. The opposition does not oppose the bill,
because establishing an independent Crime Statistics
Agency is a positive step in the right direction. The
Ombudsman report entitled Crime Statistics and Police
Numbers recommends that the government consider
establishing an independent unit. The government
committed to it early in 2011; however, after dragging
its feet in the last budget it allocated $8.4 million over
four years to establish this unit.
I take this opportunity to congratulate Ms Fiona
Dowsley on her appointment as chief statistician. When
the Crime Statistics Agency is established on 1 January
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2015 I am hopeful that Victoria Police resources can be
diverted into meaningful police tasks on a day-to-day
basis. We are in a situation today where the crime rate
is up, funding is down and police are not getting the
support they need. Front-line police resources have
been stretched due to the Napthine government’s
$100 million cut in funding to Victoria Police and the
stripping of 400 Victorian public service roles from
Victoria Police.
The collection and analyses of crime statistics is an
important tool in effective policing. However, the
establishment of a crime statistics unit in itself will not
bring down the incidence of crime unless the
government of the day takes a number of other
measures, such as increasing front-line police and other
police resources and taking a long-term view on
broader education. Taking up to 500 police off the front
line to babysit criminals held in police cells is not going
to help. It should be noted that the stance the
government took at the 2010 election with its slogan
‘Tough on crime’ is in tatters. The incidence of crime
has increased in each and every reporting period. When
it comes to statistics, in my electorate of Cranbourne,
for example, front-line police numbers in the city of
Casey have been cut from 195 staff members in
November 2010 to 160 in 2014–15. That is a reduction
of 35 police in the Casey area alone. Recent police data
shows us that crime has risen 7.7 per cent in the area,
with theft from motor vehicle crime up by 19 per cent,
drug-related crime up by 16.4 per cent, burglary other
than residential up by 15.1 per cent, burglary up by
10.2 per cent and theft of motor vehicles up by 9.2 per
cent.
Recent police statistics show that family violence
continues to increase, with an astounding
1286 incidents in my local area, which is the highest
rate in the state of Victoria. What the Napthine
government has to understand is that running away
from the issue of domestic violence is not the way to
support the community. A royal commission into
family violence will provide answers and repair the
broken system from the ground up. I congratulate the
Leader of the Opposition on this visionary move.
Locally, staff from our community legal centre attend
the local Magistrates Court three times a week, instead
of making a visit once a week, to assist residents who
are victims of domestic violence and are required to
formally lodge with the court relevant intervention
orders for the safety of themselves and their families.
On the Sunday before Christmas 2013 our local police
station had five cars and a roving sixth car all attending
domestic violence situations at the one time, leaving no
car available for any other urgent responses. We are
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seeing the principals of our schools now managing
intervention orders — —
Mr Foley — Acting Speaker, I direct your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr PERERA — I was speaking of how school
principals are managing intervention orders. Schools
have to make sure that the parent on whom the
intervention order has been served does not come near
their child while the child is at school. Locally we are
seeing young mothers with their children seeking state
government assistance with Office of Housing
accommodation because they have had the guts to take
their children and leave the domestic violence situation
at home. Many have no family contacts or friends, as
they have let go such contact because of their violent
relationships. What happens to them, given the long
Office of Housing waiting lists for accommodation,
which have skyrocketed over the last three years,
especially in my region? Surely the government is
seeing this unfortunate pattern in community safety. It
is no use government members sitting on their hands
anymore. This is a real-life problem that unfortunately
has had an explosive rate of growth in all electorates
over the last three years and is continuing to grow.
Domestic violence is a crime, and it ought to be treated
as such. The government’s key promise to get tough on
crime has failed. This is what happens when you ignore
the causes of crime and fail to put in any measures to
prevent crime.
Under Labor Victorians saw 10 years of reduced crime
rates, and the Napthine Liberal-Nationals government
has managed to unravel that good work by cutting the
Victoria Police budget by $100 million and slashing
more than 800 Victoria Police and Department of
Justice staff. This direction has to be changed. The
Napthine government has to understand that its
direction is wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Government members!
Mr PERERA — I know it is hard for government
backbenchers to understand this, but these are public
statistics that we are talking about. Government
members have to wake up to the reality, otherwise they
will get a shock on 29 November.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Crime Statistics Bill 2014. As
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mentioned at the outset, the opposition does not oppose
the bill. However, we have some concerns in relation to
the transparency of crime statistics, and we hope some
of our suggestions will be adopted in the future, after
November.
The Ombudsman’s report Crime Statistics and Police
Numbers recommends that the government consider
establishing an independent unit to develop and
maintain statistical databases on crime, to monitor and
publish reports on crime trends and that has the
capacity to audit crime statistics. The member for
Caulfield and I both sit on the Parliament’s Law
Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee,
which is currently undertaking an inquiry into the drug
ice. Throughout our inquiry, in our sessions all over the
state, data has been revealed to be a key issue. This
legislation will go some way to addressing what needs
to be addressed in relation to crime statistics and where
police resources are most needed.
A key component of this bill is the employment of a
chief statistician. The Chief Commissioner of Police
will be able to provide law enforcement data to this
chief statistician. The publication of crime statistics will
be a very transparent process, which we welcome, and
there will be offences for unauthorised disclosure. The
commissioner for law enforcement data security will
monitor crime data held by the Crime Statistics
Agency.
The Napthine government has recently passed reforms
in the police area, and many members will be aware
that a lot of these reforms were initiated by the inquiry
into the command, management and functions of the
senior structure of Victoria Police, which is often
referred to as the Rush inquiry. I was having a look at
the report of the Rush inquiry a bit earlier today. The
terms of reference of the inquiry were:
To inquire into the following matters relating to the structure,
operations and administration of the senior command of
Victoria Police:
1.

The effectiveness and functions of the senior structure of
Victoria Police command.

2.

The extent to which the senior command structure of
Victoria Police provide the future capabilities to deliver
best practice policing.

And the key component concerning crime statistics
was:
3.

The extent to which Victoria Police has the command
management structures to deliver major IT and
administrative functions.
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On page 77 of the Rush inquiry report, there is a section
on information management and information security.
The commissioner for law enforcement data security, as
members would be aware, is a statutory office
established by the Commissioner for Law Enforcement
and Data Security Act 2005. The report of the inquiry
states that the role of the commissioner is to:
… promote the use of appropriate and secure law
enforcement data management practices by Victoria Police,
thus enhancing community confidence in Victoria Police’s
ability to securely manage confidential information.

The report shows what Mr David Watts, who was
appointed as commissioner in November 2008 under
the previous administration, had to say about the
functions of his office. It states:
Mr Watts quickly became concerned about the poor
information governance within Victoria Police, the lack of
any information management strategy and the fact that no-one
appeared to have responsibility for information management.
At the request of the minister, he undertook a review of
information governance within Victoria Police.

Members would be aware that KPMG was engaged to
do an audit of the internal management of police
statistics and police data. The community has a lot of
interest in and concern about police data. It welcomes
the reforms on statistics and the new transparency. The
Office of Police Integrity document entitled Report of
Investigation into Victoria Police Crime Records and
Statistical Reporting has also been released. It is
alarming what Mr Strong, the director of the OPI, had
to say in that report:
Victoria Police is unable to produce accurate crime clearance
statistics to the Victorian government, the Australian bureau
of crime statistics and the Victorian community.

However, what was most concerning was that
Mr Strong found during the investigation that, out of a
total average of 380 000 crimes each year, up to 15 000
could have been wrongly classified as solved. When it
comes to the statistics you can see that there has been a
lot of concern and that a lot of oversight has been
required. The Rush inquiry also considered what needs
to happen in this area.
The opposition has put on the record that it welcomes
Fiona Dowsley’s appointment as the chief statistician. It
is great that she will be involved in setting up the Crime
Statistics Agency. However, we must be mindful that
the agency will not operate until after the election, and
it will not come into force until 1 January 2015. Some
of the commentary on Fiona’s appointment has
revealed that she has a background in criminology, so
she is obviously well briefed and has a good track
record. This is a welcome appointment for both sides of
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the aisle. On the ABC recently she said her aim was to
make information more accessible and to present it in a
way that people really understand.
In my electorate of Niddrie we have two major police
stations: one at Moonee Ponds, overseen by
Inspector Kedge; and a smaller one in Avondale
Heights.
In Moonee Valley we have challenges, without a doubt,
and I think the police do a wonderful job. They also do
a wonderful job with our local legal services, including
the Moonee Valley Legal Service. Later tonight our law
enforcement agencies will be coming together for a
forum on ice at the Wingate Avenue Community
Centre in Ascot Vale. It will be a great forum, but what
would have enhanced tonight’s forum is some accurate
data and statistics on the drug ice and its impacts in our
municipality.
We welcome what the government is doing, and it is
supported. As I highlighted earlier, the previous
government organised KPMG to do its own
investigations into the IT management systems of
Victoria Police. As someone who has worked at the
Department of Justice and spent some time at the
Victoria Police centre I know, as do most people, about
the history of the law enforcement assistance program
database. It has been plagued by problems.
Governments have invested in it, but even today what is
really needed is a third-party, transparent, independent
body in which the community can have confidence, in
terms of the statistics that are being issued by the
government.
As former Office of Police Integrity director Mr Strong
and even former police chief commissioner Simon
Overland have said, there are statistics but it is about
what spin is put on them. Having statistics that are
locally based and done by postcode is something that is
very welcome and something that the community will
appreciate and understand. What has been concerning,
though, since we have had the change of government is
that following 10 years of crime reduction under Labor
statistics do show — and we have the statistics — that
crime has been on the increase. That is something that
needs to be addressed.
I welcome the government putting money aside in the
recent budget to address the harms of the drug ice.
When members were driving to Parliament House
today they may have heard morning radio host Neil
Mitchell — one of the highest rating radio
commentators today — saying he is about to embark on
his own drugs forum on the issue of ice. I have come to
see this problem as being probably the biggest scourge
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throughout the state right now, whether it be in the
suburbs, in the inner city or even in country Victoria.
Until we get the relevant data and know exactly what
the position is, we cannot know where to most
appropriately use the government’s money to address it.
We must realise that just putting people into prison will
not solve anything.
We welcome the statistics, we welcome the legislation
and we wish it a speedy passage, but that will not be the
end of it. We will be revisiting this measure, although
we will not see any teething problems at the moment
because it does not come into effect until next year —
let us wait and see. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to
follow my colleague and his considered contribution to
the debate. It is a great shame that the debate on this
important bill has been squibbed by those gutless
wonders on the other side of the house. They want to
talk tough on crime before an election, but once they
introduce a bill into the house they spend all day hiding
from the debate. The Minister for Education is at the
table today, and he has missed the opportunity to
participate in the debate. I would have thought he
would have had an interest, as Minister for Education,
in participating in a debate around statistics and the
ways in which we can reduce crime in the state.
The member for Niddrie just spoke about the inquiry
into the drug ice and its impact on the Victorian
community. A key part of that report would no doubt
be about the value of educating young people about the
dangers of drugs like ice. Therefore it is amazing that at
no time today has any member of the Liberal Party or
The Nationals been willing to stand up and contribute
to the debate. There are only four government members
in the chamber. We have to call quorums to get them
into the house to participate in a debate on their own
bill. What a disgrace. It shows the level of interest they
have, after what has been a shocking week for the
Liberal Party and The Nationals in this place. There has
been weak leadership from the Premier concerning the
member for Frankston, then today the rest of the
government members have disappeared from the
chamber during this important debate. It is an absolute
disgrace. This will go down on the record as being the
week the government gave up the ghost. I say to
government members: ‘If you don’t want to govern,
throw the keys to us. We would cherish the opportunity
to make a difference for the Victorian people’.
Coming back to the theme I mentioned earlier about the
importance of education in reducing crime, as has also
been mentioned by our previous speakers we need to
accurately measure crime and have that data. One of the
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most short-sighted and stupid cuts the government has
made in education has been removing the 18 dedicated
drug education officers from the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development. What a
stupid thing for any government to do. It was the
Kennett government that introduced those staff. They
were supported by the Kennett government and the
Bracks and Brumby governments, but it took this
government and the current Minister for Education to
get rid of those staff. People I talk to in the education
system cannot believe how short-sighted this
government is in relation to drug education.
Mr Dixon — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is so far away from the bill it is not funny.
This is about crime statistics, not drug education, and I
ask you to bring him back to the bill.
Mr Noonan — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the explanatory memorandum on this bill
states that the role of the chief statistician is to
undertake research into and analysis of crime, and I put
it to you that the issue of education is absolutely
relevant to the issue of crime.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order, but I ask the member
to come back to the bill.
Mr BROOKS — I refer to an article about crime
statistics published in the Age of 27 February. The
article, headed ‘Drug, family violence offences drive up
Victoria’s crime rate’, talks about the surge in the use of
crystal methamphetamine, particularly in regional
areas, and it states:
Police statistics show drug offences — including possession,
manufacturing and trafficking — more than doubled in some
parts of the west last year. Statewide, drug-related crimes rose
by 12.3 per cent.

It is important when we are talking about crime
statistics to talk about the massive spike in crime across
this state and in particular, as has been mentioned in
this place, the scourge of the drug ice. I was simply
making the point — and I know the minister does not
like being reminded of these cuts — that if you cut out
of our education system the people who educate the
public about the dangers of drugs like ice, you will see
increased crime statistics and you will see rises in the
level of crime. If you cut 800 staff out of the
Department of Justice and Victoria Police, you will see
increases in the crime statistics. If you cut police out of
our local communities, you will see increases in the
crime statistics. In my local community, which covers
the municipalities of Banyule, Whittlesea and Darebin,
each and every one of those municipalities has seen a
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reduction in the number of front-line police under this
government, and there has been an increase in crime in
each of those three municipalities under this
government.
The minister, who so objected to being reminded of his
cuts to drug education in schools, also needs to be
reminded that the Mornington Peninsula area, for his
information, has lost 42 police over the term of his
government and that has resulted in the number of
offences increasing by more than 8 per cent. The very
clear message here is: if you do not invest in education
and police and if you pull those resources out, you will
have an increase in the rate of crime. This is something
the other side of the house just does not get. They are
into slogans and short-term easy fixes instead of doing
the hard work and investing in the policies that actually
reduce crime.
One of the earlier speakers in this debate today spoke
about the importance of TAFE in giving young people
training opportunities to enable them to get jobs and in
some cases go on to other training or educational
opportunities. If you cut $300 million a year out of
TAFE, you will make it much harder for people to get
jobs. With high unemployment people lose hope, and
this leads to an increase in crime statistics. Cutting
funding from education and TAFE, as this government
has done, will result in increased crime. We have seen
that happen over the term of this government. We have
seen police taken out of local communities and, as a
consequence, we have seen crime rise.
It is no wonder that members on the other side of the
house do not want to participate in the debate. It is no
wonder that they have run scared from this debate.
They know that when they are put to the acid test of a
careful and considered debate, when we put the
blowtorch to them on these failed policies and on their
cuts, they do not have the arguments to win the debate.
They do not have the ability to hold the debate.
Mr Noonan — They are not even here.
Mr BROOKS — As I said before, and as the
shadow minister for police reminds us, there are only
four government members in the house at the moment.
They care so much about crime and about this
legislation getting through the house that they have
vacated the space. It is symbolic of the week that
government members have had in this place, when they
have been shown to be a shambles and a rabble. They
are not here to participate in this debate.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BROOKS — There are some interjections
coming from the other side of the house, and I would
welcome those people standing up at the end of my
contribution and joining the debate. But I do not think
we will see that.
Acting Speaker, I have here the crime statistics and
police figures showing the damage that has been done
and the increases in offences across Victoria. I seek
leave to have these tabled for the benefit of members
opposite.
Leave refused.
Mr BROOKS — It does not surprise me that the
government does not want to see the statistics, because
they tell a tale of a government that says one thing and
does completely the opposite. I will not rest until every
single person in my community knows about the
fraudulent way this government has come to power on
a promise of being tough on crime and then instituted
policies and withdrawn funding from services so that
we have actually had an increase in the number of
offences in my community and a reduction in the
number of police. That is a broken promise. This
government has broken trust in this policy area with the
people in my electorate.
An honourable member — It is a breach of trust.
Mr BROOKS — Exactly. It is a breach of the trust
of the good people of Bundoora, who would expect
much better.
The government has further squibbed this debate by
indicating that this bill will not come into effect until
2015, well after the state election. We know why that
is. It does not want crime statistics out ahead of the state
election because they will expose this government’s
failed policies. They will exposes this government for
the fraud that it is when it comes to being tough on
crime, because it has failed to acknowledge that to be
tough on crime you need to be tough on the causes of
crime.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am happy to rise to
note that the opposition is not opposing the Crime
Statistics Bill 2014. However, as the member for
Bundoora has just pointed out — and he is a person
who always contributes effectively in this house —
while we are not opposing the bill, if we look at those
on the other side of the house it seems that the
government is not supporting it. Far from it. There are
three members of the government in the house while
we are talking about a bill that is important to the
people of Victoria.
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Issues such as crime and police numbers are important
to my electorate of Geelong. I would have thought that
members such as the member for South Barwon, who
knows the importance of police numbers in Geelong,
would be in the chamber, but there are three members
of the government in the chamber debating this
important bill. After three or four years of promises the
government is now establishing a Crime Statistics
Agency. We have before us tonight a bill that will
finally see the employment of a chief statistician, the
Chief Commissioner of Police providing law
enforcement data to the chief statistician, the
publication of crime statistics et cetera.
When it comes to crime in Geelong I have major
concerns about what we have seen in the last three and
half years under this government. Only a month ago I
attended an extraordinary meeting of police at
Johnstone Park. I say ‘extraordinary’ because it is very
unusual for police members to hold a meeting of their
association in a public space. I attended that meeting
along with probably 200 or 300 other local people, and
we heard very concerning figures in relation to police
numbers in Geelong. Figures were quoted there — not
by myself, not by other politicians, but by police
members themselves and the Police Association — that
in 2011 there were approximately 110 police in
Geelong and today there are 84. If my maths is right,
we have seen a reduction of police in Geelong by
nearly 30 in that time. Police numbers have dwindled
by something like 25 per cent over the last three years.
I hark back to 2010 in the lead-up to the last election
when the then Leader of the Opposition, the member
for Hawthorn, came to Geelong. I recall it very clearly;
the event was held in the public mall. K-Rock, a local
radio station, had a public debate on police numbers
and crime in Geelong. The member for Hawthorn
said — I can clearly remember it, and people still quote
it to me — that you would have to have your head in
the sand not to see that Geelong needed an extra
70 police. The then Leader of the Opposition talked
about 70 extra police in 2010, the month before the
election. Fast-forward to 2014 and the Police
Association meeting in Johnstone Park a month ago,
where we heard that police numbers in Geelong have
dwindled from 110 to 84. When we talk about crime
statistics in this house, I can assure members that the
people of Geelong will not be hoodwinked. They will
not have the wool pulled over their eyes in November.
They will know well and truly that this government has
failed to deliver on one of its key promises at the last
election, and that was to increase police numbers in
Geelong. In fact the government has reduced that
number from 110 to 84, according to the Geelong
police themselves.
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We have some important issues in Geelong. I have two
daughters. They are in their early 20s, and I know that
they go out on a Saturday night. Once in a while I go
and pick them up from a nightclub. I know that there
have been major concerns over the years with regard to
violence on our streets, especially on weekends. I have
to say — and I genuinely say this — that under the
former government we worked with the police, we
worked with the nightclub association in Geelong, we
worked with the City of Greater Geelong, we worked
with the taxi industry in Geelong and we worked with
other stakeholders to do our best to ensure that crime
and violence on Geelong streets was reduced,
especially on Friday, Saturday and Sunday nights. The
former government genuinely worked hand in hand
with stakeholders to do something effective about
violence on Geelong streets, especially on a weekend,
when young people are vulnerable. Fast-forward to
2014. What has this government done? Its contribution
to resolving the problem of crime in Geelong has been
to reduce those police numbers.
As the member for Bundoora alluded to in his
contribution, people in Geelong and other regional and
country areas have expressed concern about the
increased use of the drug ice and the violence that has
been connected to that particular substance. It is
important in regional areas and in small country towns
throughout Victoria that we — not just the government
but all of us as representatives in the Parliament — do
something constructive to ensure that the scourge of
that drug is effectively addressed. I say again that
reducing the number of our crime fighters — by
reducing police numbers in regional areas like Geelong,
Ballarat, Bendigo and smaller country areas — allows
issues such as ice to become rampant throughout
country Victoria. That is not to point the figure directly
at the government, because there are other issues that
come into play, but it is important that we have a strong
police presence in regional centres like Geelong and in
other country areas. We do not see that at the present
time.
This is an important bill before us today. I am
disappointed that we only have two or three members
of the government in the house at the present time.
Having mentioned the issues I am concerned with, I
wish the legislation a speedy passage through the
house. However, I also want to re-emphasise that it is
important that as a Parliament we do what we can to
fight those issues of crime in regional and country
areas. I would like to ensure that this Parliament and
this government — especially this government —
ensure that we have adequate police numbers in
regional areas such as Geelong. The reduction in the
number of police from 110 to 84 is just wrong. It is a
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disgrace. I call on the government to do something
about those police numbers in my electorate of
Geelong.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and support the Crime Statistics Bill
2014. It is a very interesting debate. I could talk about a
few things that have been brought up by those on the
other side. I am not sure if those opposite are thinking
back far enough. I was in the police force from 2000 to
2007, and I recall many times waking up on a Sunday
morning and seeing on the front page of the Sunday
Herald Sun that another person had been assaulted,
another person was in hospital or another person was
stabbed. Nearly every Friday and Saturday night
another person was in hospital following an assault that
had happened on Chapel Street, King Street or on one
of the other streets in the city area. I have to say that I
have seen a lot less of those front pages of the Herald
Sun in the last three years.
Ms Green — You should have stayed in the police
force.
Mr BATTIN — The member for Yan Yean says
that I should have stayed in the police force. Whilst I
was in the police force I worked specifically in liquor
licensing to ensure that we could get the people and
work with those community groups and also work with
the licensed venues to put the best practices in place. At
that time, working on the street, we had to make those
decisions by ourselves because we did not have a
government that supported us.
Whilst we were out on the streets of Prahran, working
in liquor licensing, we had a government that totally
ignored the liquor licensing industry and totally ignored
the violence on the streets that was there at the time. It
took this government to come in to make changes, to
put in reviews and to introduce bills to change the
sentencing and to increase the penalties on crime to
make people responsible for what they do. Alcohol is
not responsible for assaults on the streets; it is the
person who is responsible. We want to make sure that
the individual is held accountable for that.
Members opposite have talked about crime statistics
during the debate. It is very difficult to get an actual
analysis of crime statistics. It was only in October 2010
when there were allegations out there in relation to
those crime statistics. Questions were asked of the
former government about them. How many were real?
Where did they come from? Were they made up? It is
really difficult for the community to trust the crime
statistics.
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The other issue raised was police numbers on our
streets. Since coming to government the coalition has
put more than 1500 extra police on the streets in
Victoria, and it will deliver on its commitment of
1700 extra police on the roads and streets in Victoria.
That is absolutely outstanding. It is what Victoria
Police called for, it is what the community called for
and it is what the coalition government will deliver. On
top of that, we are delivering 940 protective services
officers (PSOs) because another hot spot for crime is
our public transport. People did not feel safe on our
public transport in Victoria. We only need to look at
surveys coming through now from the Minister for
Public Transport. The perceptions of safety on our
public transport system have improved so much. Why
is that? It is because when people get off a train now
between 6.00 p.m. and the last train at night we now
have PSOs at most of our railway stations across
metropolitan Victoria.
I note that the Minister for Public Transport is in the
chamber, along with a few other members on this side
of the house. I note that the member for Geelong said
before that we only had two or three of us on this side
of the house. He could not even count to four. He made
that error twice, yet he wants to get up and talk about
statistics being right or wrong. You have to work it out.
There are four on this side. He has to get that right
before he can worry about statistics!
The perception of public safety is one of the most
important things. When I was first elected I had the
pleasure of being on the former Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee, and one of the
recommendations that came through in relation to this
was the appointment of a crime statistician. That was
based on a New South Wales model. It is an
outstanding model, and that is what we are basing ours
on. We can gather those statistics, It will not be the
police doing it, or the government doing it, but it will be
an independent person. Therefore we are going to have
crime statistics in the future that the community can
rely on to look at and actually see where the crimes are
happening and what is happening. More importantly
the police can then use those statistics in their analysis
so they can work out where the best place is to put
police.
The location of police in this state is not a decision that
needs to be made by government; it is operational. We
are exceptionally lucky in Victoria to have a Chief
Commissioner of Police like Ken Lay. Ken is one of
the most community-minded chief commissioners we
have had in this state for a long time. He not only thinks
about community activity — I know he is involved
with the Special Olympics and other community groups
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to keep that community presence with Victoria
Police — but he understands that Victoria Police must
also have a business model. It must have a model that is
sustainable, and he knows that just because we did
something one way forever does not mean we need to
do it like that in the future. He has to look at the best
ways he can work his way forward and the best ways
he can get into some of these crime groups and prevent
crime in the future. That is one of Victoria Police’s key
roles. It must not only detect crime now, but it must
also try to work on positions to prevent crime in the
future.
The Crime Statistics Bill 2014 will give the chief
commissioner of today and chief commissioners in the
future crime statistics data that is accurate and
independently assessed so that they can work within the
police department to allocate police resources where
they are most required. As we have said, having a
police officer on the street and in a uniform is a
fantastic preventive measure. To have a police officer
on the corner is a fantastic preventive measure.
However, I do not know whether there are better
models out there.
Does Ken Lay have a model that may be better for the
future? I think the reason the blue paper recently came
out is that it needs to be discussed. If there is a model
out there that is better, a model that will prevent crime
in the future, it needs to be discussed. There needs to be
an opportunity for people to get out there and talk about
it to make sure that Victoria Police has the best model
going forward — the best model being one that takes
into consideration community safety as its most
important aspect. That means all of the elements within
community safety, whether it be at the police station, in
the home or at the licensed venues as we discussed
before.
We will talk about police stations; I know the member
for Albert Park spoke about police stations. We are
very proud, particularly in the Gembrook electorate, to
have opened up the Emerald police station. The
Emerald police station is a station that is built for the
future. It has not just been built for now; it has been
built for the future growth throughout the area. The
Pakenham police station is absolutely fantastic, and the
growth in the number of police on the street and the
extra vans on the road have been absolutely brilliant for
that community, and I know it is very much supported.
Crime prevention throughout the area and the youth
resource officers working down there — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member for Bulleen!
Mr BATTIN — As I was saying, the youth resource
officers give us an opportunity not only to work directly
with the youth — obviously sometimes after they have
committed a crime — but to work with their families as
well to put preventatives in place for the future.
During the crime prevention committee’s investigation
we looked specifically at areas relating to crime
statistics and how they are used in different states. In
New South Wales one of the assistant
commissioners — I cannot recall the name — spoke to
the committee specifically about the importance of
having crime statistics that are independently assessed
and analysed so that they have the right staff in the right
areas when they apply that data to their divisions. There
is nothing worse than having a lot of staff in the area of
fraud, say, if all of a sudden you have an increase in
assaults. It is about putting the right people in the right
place at the right time.
It is also about making sure those people have the right
skills for those particular crimes. Looking at something
like family violence, when you come out of the
academy you have minimal training — you have
20 weeks of training at the academy — so it is very
important that by the time you get out on the road you
have had the best training possible to analyse these
situations. When a young police recruit first goes into a
family violence situation, they are not going in as a
counsellor. However, by having crime statistics
available to understand where the family violence is
increasing, the management of Victoria Police has the
opportunity to ensure that the staff in those areas
receive the correct training. In Casey, for example,
where there is a high rate of family violence, it will give
the opportunity for management to plan for the future
and to have the correct training and resources available
as they see that increase in family violence.
I support this bill. I look forward to its speedy passage
and the support it will give Victoria Police to ensure
that we have a business model and a community model
paramount to Victoria’s future.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Crime Statistics Bill
2014, because we on this side of the house take crime
and the causes of crime very seriously. We also take
seriously the most recent statistics that have been
published and the statistics published every year on this
government’s watch, which tell a very sorry tale about
crime in this state. Regrettably crime has risen every
year on this government’s watch. After the release of
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freedom of information figures in recent months we
saw that all 56 police service areas in this state have
seen a reduction in police, so if ever there was a need
for some independence in relation to crime statistics, it
is now with this bill before the house.

release of the blue paper, they are worried about the
closure of that police station, and the government will
not rule it out. In Mernda we still do not have a police
station. Tom Joseph and those on his Facebook page
are pushing really hard, but the minister is not listening.

The bill provides for the employment of a chief
statistician, for law enforcement data to be provided to
the chief statistician by the Chief Commissioner of
Police and for the publication of crime stats and other
matters, but what it does not do is provide an audit
function. This is really important as it is something the
Ombudsman recommended in 2011 with the
recommendation of the establishment of the Crime
Statistics Agency, but it has taken another three years
for the government to take crime seriously.

Business interrupted under sessional orders.

I am glad the member for Gembrook spoke before me,
because he seems to have not received the memo from
the government that it is not taking crime or
misdemeanours seriously this week. He joined the
debate, and he should be commended for joining with
the many members of the opposition who have spoken
on this bill. As a reason for the requirement of an audit
function, police are currently no longer reporting on
petrol drive-offs. This has an impact on larger
businesses but also on the hardworking small business
people who struggle in petrol retail. There are
5000 petrol drive-offs a year, yet the police are no
longer investigating them. There is a need to
investigate, and it should be within the power of the
chief statistician to do so.
I want to report on the crime statistics in my
community. When we left office in 2010 there were just
short of 62 police officers in Nillumbik. As of this year
there are only 50, an almost 20 per cent reduction. In
the police service area of Mitchell there has been a
14 per cent reduction in police. In the city of Whittlesea
we have had a 5.87 per cent reduction, which is a
reduction of more than seven police officers in the face
of huge population growth.
As I have said many times in this place, the postcode
for Mernda and Doreen in Whittlesea, where I live, is
as large as Shepparton. It is the fastest growing
postcode in the state, and this minister will not build a
police station there. He will not even speak in the area
or so much as visit, despite it being in the top five areas
for burglary in the state. I commend my colleague
sitting next to me, the member for Williamstown and
shadow minister for police, and his predecessor in that
role, the member for Bendigo East, for visiting the area
and talking to members of the community of
Whittlesea, who are concerned about not having
adequate policing and police hours. However, with the

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

Mr Carbines — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to the sessional orders adopted by
this chamber that require ministers to provide a
response to adjournment debate matters within 30 days.
On 13 March 2014 I raised an urgent matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I sought was for the minister to immediately
provide the four extra peak services on the Hurstbridge
line that were promised by the government after the
Eltham stabling yard project was completed in 2013. I
have raised this matter as a point of order in the
adjournment debates of the past two sitting weeks,
seeking assistance to get a response under the sessional
orders of this house. As I have not yet received a
response from the minister, I ask that you write to him
to seek an explanation for this delay, which has now
stretched out to three months, and a response to my
adjournment matter.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will write to the
minister.
Mr Carbines — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I again draw your attention to the sessional
orders adopted by this chamber requiring ministers to
provide a response to adjournment debate matters
within 30 days. I note that on 1 April 2014 I raised a
matter for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I sought was for the minister to
immediately fund the reopening of the Heidelberg West
police station in Altona Street and to staff it
appropriately to keep my community safe. As I have
not yet received a response from the minister, I ask that
you write to him to seek an explanation for this delay in
responding to my adjournment matter.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will write to the
minister.

Wales Street Primary School
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Education. It concerns
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Wales Street Primary School in my community and the
loss of its principal, Chris Sexton. The action I seek is
Chris Sexton’s immediate return.
Five months ago Chris Sexton was removed without
notice following renovations at the school. Parents,
teachers and the wider community, including me, were
very concerned to learn of the possible breaches of
safety standards which may have led to our kids at the
school being exposed to asbestos during the
renovations. The more I learn about this issue, however,
the more I form the view that holding the principal,
whose primary role is that of educator — he is not a
renovator, a construction worker or a builder — wholly
and apparently solely responsible for what is going on
here, if that is what is happening, is simply outrageous.
Moreover, the incident happened over five months ago.
I have met with Philip Papas, who is an excellent
school council president, and with other school council
representatives, all of whom are very concerned about
what has gone on at the school and about the fact that
we are still waiting for action to be taken.
The minister’s office has been very helpful. Darren
Brown, the chief of staff, has been very informative and
helpful. He organised for representatives of the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development to meet with the school council to talk
about this issue directly. The school council members
were concerned, however, that that meeting had to be
held in secret and that they could not talk about it with
the wider school community. The council decided to
inform the education department that it would be
having these discussions in a fulsome way. As a
consequence, the meeting was cancelled. We are left
back where we started: without a school principal and
without any understanding of the real reasons this has
happened or why we are not getting on with the job of
providing a leader at Wales Street Primary School.
We all want to know the answer to the question of who
is ultimately responsible for removing asbestos at
schools. I do not believe responsibility lies only with
the principal; I think it also lies with the education
department. We all want to see this issue dealt with
properly, promptly and in a way that keeps our kids
safe every single step of the way.
Finally, I want to make the obvious point that clearly in
this case natural justice has been denied to the principal.
We know that schoolkids rely on having strong
leadership at school, particularly this school, yet the
school has not had a principal in place for five months.
This situation needs to be turned around as a matter of
urgency. I seek the minister’s urgent response in respect
of my concerns.
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Planning zone reform
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Planning. The action I seek is that he ensure that the
views of residents in South Yarra are properly
considered prior to new planning zones being
implemented. I start by commending the Minister for
Planning. The proposed new zones are the biggest
change in planning history and are aimed at protecting
our heritage neighbourhoods in particular. All too often
councils blame the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) or the government for inappropriate
development. VCAT applies the local planning
policies, and with these new zones the minister is
giving councils the tools to say, ‘Enough is enough’. He
is giving them the tools to, in effect, preclude
appropriate areas from intense development. Most
councils have jumped at this opportunity.
Inexplicably, however, the first cut of the Melbourne
City Council zones draft had not one precinct — not
one street, not one house — as proposed to be in the
neighbourhood residential zone, which is the toughest
zone and limits development to no more than two
storeys. As a result of an uprising by residents,
particularly in my patch in South Yarra, the Melbourne
City Council officers turned their minds to what areas
may be appropriate for protection by the
neighbourhood residential zone. In the inner ring of
suburbs that are included in the city of Melbourne there
are the historic areas of North Melbourne, Carlton, East
Melbourne and South Yarra and plenty of precincts
where there are those fine-grain patterns of workers
cottages and terrace houses.
It was only on the second cut that the Melbourne City
Council officers set out a new set of zones that included
the neighbourhood residential zone. To their credit, the
second cut has included areas for protection in the
neighbourhood residential zone, and this information
was provided to residents late in May. This second cut,
however, was rubber-stamped by council early in June
without any consideration being given to comments
from the community. There were glaring omissions and
errors in the second cut. There was no opportunity for
officers to consider the views of residents, because only
eight days after that second cut was released the final
version was rubber-stamped by council.
I attended the meeting, and prior to the meeting I
walked every street in my patch in South Yarra and I
certainly noticed some omissions in terms of Leopold
Street and Mason Street. Many other locals also had
concerns about other areas within South Yarra, so it
was an outrageous snub to people in this community —

ADJOURNMENT
2154

ASSEMBLY

my community — that their views were not considered.
I call on the minister to find some mechanism whereby
the views of my community can be properly considered
prior to any final decision being made as to the new
zones within South Yarra.

Northern Hospital
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The action I
seek is for the Minister for Health to guarantee that the
20 subacute beds at the Northern Hospital targeted for
closure from 1 July will be supported to continue
beyond that date by either his government or the federal
government. I say this because it has come to light and
been confirmed by the chief executive officer of the
Northern Hospital that my community will lose
20 subacute beds from that hospital from 1 July this
year.
This is a critical issue for a number of reasons. One
important reason is that the previous federal
government recognised and acknowledged the need for
additional support for the health services that are
provided, certainly in Victoria, and assisted in the
provision and funding of more than 300 additional
subacute beds for Victoria, 20 of which were
earmarked for and delivered to the Northern Hospital.
That is an important acknowledgement of a partnership
that is vital for a lot of the services that are fundamental
to good living and good health for members of our
community.
The other very important issue is the fact that the
Northern Hospital services the city of Whittlesea
catchment area in the outer north, which continues to be
one of the fastest growing communities not just in
Victoria but nationally. Population growth is moving
very quickly, yet infrastructure and services continue to
lag behind. That is not a problem unique to any
particular government, state or federal, but it is
important that governments acknowledge the need to
not just keep up with growth but try to get ahead of the
game. The reality is that the provision of health services
is significantly insufficient, especially in regard to
health care and hospital beds in the electorate of Mill
Park and surrounds.
I ask the minister to consider this problem seriously and
make some statements that will allay the concerns of
people in my community. I ask that he prioritise those
communities and their health needs as there is anxiety
right across Victoria because of cuts to subacute
hospital beds. Those communities need to feel that this
government is on their side. Therefore I hope that the
Minister for Health will come on board and deliver that
commitment.
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Travel Compensation Fund
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs. The
matter I wish to raise relates to the Travel
Compensation Fund (TCF). The action I seek is for the
minister meet with my travel agent constituents and
explain to them why the government is terminating the
Travel Compensation Fund, which will be wound up on
30 June this year.
The deregulation of the travel industry arose out of a
Council of Australian Governments meeting in 2012.
Unfortunately some key aspects of the information the
proposed changes are based on are now either outdated
or inaccurate. One of the reasons for arguing that we no
longer need the same prudential arrangements is that
credit card users can get compensation through
chargebacks. But over the last two years the use of
credit cards for travel purchases has declined, owing to
the capping of loyalty scheme points and the increase in
merchant surcharge fees.
Deregulation involves the termination of the Travel
Compensation Fund, which has operated since 1986
and played a vital role in prudential oversight and
regulation of travel agents, compensating consumers
where agents have failed to provide services already
paid for. One of the statements used to justify the
termination of the TCF is that its running costs are
higher than the amount it pays out in compensation.
This may have been true in one or two years, but it
certainly is not the rule.
Around 60 per cent of the travel industry is controlled
by a couple of large companies. In Victoria there are
1300 licensed agents, two-thirds of which belong to
either Flight Centre or helloworld. There are some
650 independent agents. Under the TCF all travel
agents, big and small, have a level playing field. They
pay around $8000 to $10000 annually, which covers
them for air, land and other insolvency insurance issues.
When the TCF ends, independents will have to pay
around $35 000 for the same insurance as there is one
monopoly insurer in Australia that will provide that
cover. The large players will insure themselves, leaving
the minnows in the industry to bear the burden of these
insurance premiums.
Regrettably, and most importantly, the travel industry is
already very competitive. The margins are very small as
there is no discounting by airlines to agents and the
larger companies tend to just cover their costs. Where
the large companies can move around money for their
own use from their other assets, the small independents
will have to take out very expensive travel insurance or
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go under. Therefore I ask the minister to meet with my
travel agent constituents and explain to them why the
government is terminating the Travel Compensation
Fund.

Qube Ports & Bulk
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the Assistant Treasurer, who is responsible for
WorkSafe Victoria. The action I seek is that he
carefully examine the WorkSafe response to failures by
Qube stevedoring to protect its workers safety.
In June 2012 employees of Qube stevedoring unloaded
steel on the midnight shift from the ship Donaugracht.
When they awoke later that day they were shocked to
discover that their bed sheets were covered in a
powdery black substance. Employees on the following
early-morning shift were also covered with the same
substance and raised the alarm. The workers were told
by the company’s safety manager to keep working and
that the substance was harmless. This substance was
later found to be lead, which is toxic even in small
quantities if ingested or inhaled. I have been advised
that Qube management was aware that employees were
being exposed to that lead concentrate.
The Australian Maritime Safety Authority inspector
was called in as shocked employees learnt of their
exposure. The inspector met with workers and told
them he would be issuing Qube with a notice.
WorkSafe Victoria was also informed. The employees
were further alarmed to find that the crew members of
the ship were instructed by the captain to clean up the
mess using blower instruments to expel the lead
concentrate over the side of the ship and into our bay.
Last week, some two years after the original offence,
WorkSafe Victoria wrote to the Maritime Union of
Australia (MUA) and advised that it would not take any
action against Qube. It provided no grounds for this
astounding decision. The employees are disgusted that
the very organisation meant to protect them is ignoring
this serious safety breach. WorkSafe Victoria was
criticised by the Chief Judge of the County Court in
November last year for challenging the compensation
claims of workers. In December it was revealed that
WorkSafe is paying huge bonuses to law firms to
minimise payouts to victims.
In this budget the government has taken $600 million
from WorkSafe over four years. Workers in the state of
Victoria are paying the price for the failure of this
government to address their occupational health and
safety in a serious manner. The stevedoring industry
has an appalling safety record. Just last month we learnt
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the sad story of a 42-year-old father of three who was
crushed to death on Melbourne’s wharves. It is time for
the safety and health of maritime workers to be taken
seriously by Qube, as they have been by the marvellous
man in my electorate who has consistently spoken up
over safety issues in his workplace. The MUA
requested that WorkSafe refer this matter to the
Director of Public Prosecutions, and I am with the
union on that. On behalf of my constituents and others I
ask for safety.

Mildura electorate ministerial visit
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. The action I seek is for the minister to
visit Mildura. Mildura has led regional Victoria in
Regional Growth Fund projects, with over $35 million
levering projects worth in excess of $220 million and
supporting over 200 jobs in the Mildura region.
There are a number of notable projects. The Olam
Orchards Australia almond project has been supported
by the Regional Growth Fund, as has Australian
Tartaric Products. With Regional Growth Fund and
commonwealth support, that business recently invested
many millions of dollars in a cogeneration project, in
which it burns its waste product once the tartaric acid
has been removed to create steam both as a source of
heat and to run an organic Rankine cycle turbine for
electricity. It is a very interesting place to visit. Typical
of these projects, Australian Tartaric Products has
added six jobs. These jobs are very important to rural
and regional Victoria.
Similarly, we have the Murray Basin rail project, which
is a once-in-a-generation standardisation of railway
lines in the north-west of the state. I am sure that many
people would be anxious to meet with the minister to
discuss that project. The project’s business plan is being
prepared, and there are a number of options as to how
this program can be delivered. I am sure there will be
considerable interest amongst the people of Mildura, in
particular from businesses, to get an update from the
minister about how this is progressing.
Of course another great project for Mildura is the
Mildura riverfront. I am sure the Mildura Rural City
Council would like to show the minister the progress on
this huge opportunity for Mildura. For too long our city
has been divided by a railway line and a significant
embankment between the beautiful Murray River and
our CBD. They are remarkably close together yet so far
apart. This project has been supported by the
government over the four years of its term, and I look
forward to the minister seeing the progress for himself
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and discussing future aspects of the project with the
community. I look forward to his visit.

Geelong Region Local Learning and
Employment Network
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to raise an urgent matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education. The
action I seek from the minister is that he ensure that the
educational needs of the Geelong community are met
and in particular that the funding of the Geelong Region
Local Learning and Employment Network is
maintained. The network is a partnership organisation
committed to improving the education, training and
employment opportunities for young people between
the ages of 10 and 19. It includes schools, businesses
and community organisations in its scope.
Under the state and federal Labor governments the
network remained well funded, with thousands of
dollars being invested in it. Between 2001 and 2009,
100 per cent of the program’s funding came from the
state Labor government. The program was considered
so important and so instrumental to the Geelong region
that the federal government matched that funding. Now
this effective, well-organised and extremely beneficial
program has seen a severe cut to its funding. Under the
Abbott government the network will lose all federal
funding after December 2014. On the current funding
projections the program is sure to close.
The Victorian coalition government is very good at
cutting back on services, and it seems the Abbott
government is taking a page out of its book. The state
government has put forward the bare minimum amount
of money, providing less than half of what the network
needs. I have met with representatives of this very
important organisation, who are rightfully concerned.
They have informed me that it has been hard enough
running the organisation on such limited funds, let
alone on any less. There is no excuse the minister could
provide to justify such drastic cuts to such a valuable
organisation. The benefits of this organisation are many
and varied. When the organisation assists a single
person, it provides empowerment for a whole
community.
When Labor funded the network, it flourished. We
mobilised the youth of the community to make better
choices, we enabled them to plan for their future and
we supported the network with very healthy
investments. It is a shame that this same support,
enthusiasm and encouragement cannot be attributed to
the current government. As the minister is well aware,
Geelong faces challenges with regard to its jobs market.
It is imperative that this government ensure that
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Geelong is well prepared for the future, and that will
only happen with investment in our youth. These young
individuals are the future of our employment market. If
the program were to cease, the government would need
to find a substitute program as its replacement.
Quite frankly, with the way the current government has
responded to other educational facilities, the prospects
for this organisation do not look bright at all. To cut the
funding to such a monumental and important program
would be a disastrous mistake. Is it not in the best
interests of the government to provide for the future of
Geelong, to invest in the future of our young
Victorians, to look after Victoria and especially to
address the concerns of regional constituents, who are
doing it tough at the moment in relation to
employment? Again, the action I seek from the minister
is to guarantee the future funding and support of the
Geelong Region Local Learning and Employment
Network.

Nepean Highway, Edithvale, pedestrian safety
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is for the
minister to visit Edithvale to take a look at the
dangerous way the pedestrian rail crossing intersects
with the Nepean Highway with a view to fixing the
problem. Since the redistribution of electoral
boundaries was drafted, I have spent a lot of time
listening to and working with people in new parts of my
electorate, such as Edithvale. The member for Carrum
has done a fantastic job of catching up on the things
Labor failed to do in its 11 wasted years; however, no
human can catch up on everything in just four years, so
there is plenty to do.
One of the most talked about issues on the streets of
Edithvale is the way the pedestrian rail crossing
intersects with the Nepean Highway. Like many
suburbs in my electorate, Edithvale is split by the
Frankston rail line. On one side is the beach, shopping
strip and the Nepean Highway, and on the other is most
of the suburb’s housing. In order to walk from their
homes to the shops people have to cross the rail line.
The only two crossings are at Edithvale Road and at the
pedestrian crossing near Denman Avenue. Lochiel
Avenue is not so close to the shops. The crossing near
Denman Avenue is a stand-alone pedestrian crossing.
Once people cross the train line, they hit a barrier and
have to go left or right to the edge of the busy Nepean
Highway. It is approximately 300 metres to the nearest
designated crossing. Mind you, there is no footpath, so
people have to walk around the cars parked near the
station. People are forced to cross the busy Nepean
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Highway there and then. It is hard enough for a fit
young person to find a safe break in the traffic to get
across, but we have an increasing number of elderly
people, and members can imagine what it is like doing
it with a walker; it is just too risky. At the very least,
signalised pedestrian crossings need to be installed.

The old building is quite unsafe for the students as the floors
slope badly and the windows and doors don’t open and close
properly. It is being used for storage, but the school would
like to return it to play area as was part of the initial plan.

In line with the Victorian road safety strategy, it would
be worth an investigation of whether the shopping strip
requires a change of speed limit. The whole of the strip
is currently a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone. In
comparison, Chelsea, the next suburb along, has a
40-kilometre-an-hour zone in its shopping strip. It is
true that Edithvale is smaller than Chelsea and less
active at night, but at this point in time it has a
500-metre to 600-metre shopping strip with just one
designated crossing. My constituents and I are hoping
for two. There is parking on the railway side of the
highway, primarily for people using the station, but
shoppers use it too and then cross the Nepean Highway.
I hope the minister can join me to visit the Edithvale
shopping strip and look at the traffic conditions,
particularly around the crossing near the Denman
Avenue intersection. I look forward to a positive
response.

Council has investigated the cost of removing the old, derelict
building and making good the area, but this is beyond what
we can afford as a school. We have had estimates of up to
$100 000 to bring the area back into use.

Rosanna Primary School
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is for the minister to direct his Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development to
remove the old, empty, redundant and dilapidated
classroom building at Rosanna Primary School which
the school council has determined is unsafe for
students. I have previously raised this matter with the
regional office of the department — this was back in
2011 and in 2012, with regional director Wayne
Craig — only to be told that the department did not
have the funds available to pay for the demolition of
this no-longer-used classroom building.
I will read from a letter, dated 3 June, from Rosanna
Primary School council president Marie Alafaci:
Our school was very grateful to receive a new, six-classroom
building from the former federal government as part of the
BER program. This resource has been put to good use,
serving the needs of our students in the middle and upper
school — grades 3 to 6.
These classrooms were built on our asphalt oval, a significant
play space for our children, on the understanding that the
building it was replacing would be removed and the area
made into play space.
…

Further, we are concerned that if it is left uninhabited for
much longer … it will be a magnet for vandals who may then
damage the rest of the school as well.

We have plans to raise local funds to re-establish the area for
a number of uses, but to simply demolish the building is out
of our reach financially.

The school council is obviously keen to engage both
me and the government in seeking to have those
facilities removed to improve the other facilities for
children and for future generations of children at
Rosanna Primary.
Rosanna Primary is a great school and, as Rosanna
residents, my wife and I know it is one of the schools of
choice for local families. Our daughter Ava is a likely
future student, as Rosanna Primary is our closest local
school. You can get a great education at the school, and
we have great facilities there to match. Increasing
enrolments, however, further highlight the critical need
to maximise play space for student wellbeing. Given
the education department has been a multibillion-dollar
department these past few years, we hope there is an
opportunity to pursue the school’s request to remove
these unsafe and redundant buildings, which would
return significant play space to the school for the future
wellbeing of the students.
I encourage the minister to make inquiries into the
matter. It is a longstanding issue and one I look forward
to a positive response on. The school council and the
assistant principal, Mr Jeff Jackson, are also keen to
further discuss those matters. It is hopefully something
the minister can take some action on. I look forward to
a positive response on this matter on behalf of the
Rosanna Primary School and that school community.

Ringwood Library, Learning and Cultural
Centre
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — My matter is for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government. My
requested action is that the minister come out and visit
Maroondah City Council to hear about its plans for a
new library. The coalition government has provided
$900 000 to the City of Maroondah — $400 000
through the Living Libraries Infrastructure program and
$500 000 through the Community Support Fund. Given
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that level of investment, I would like the minister to
come out and look at the plans — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms RYALL — Two? Absolutely. I would like the
minister to look at those plans and to hear directly from
the council and councillors in relation to their
aspirations.
With rapid changes in technology we are seeing
innovation in our libraries, and certainly the City of
Maroondah has captured that innovation. It has
developed designs for a very modern and innovative
library precinct. The plans show the precinct will lead
out to the new town square. What the council is
developing is called a library, learning and cultural
centre. The town square in itself is a large open area
that is strategically designed as a meeting place, where
there is alfresco dining and which opens onto the new
Eastland development, which we are all very excited
about. It will certainly be a place people can meet and
socialise, whether before or after shopping, or simply to
catch up.
The library, learning and cultural centre is also designed
to include a performance space that opens out onto the
town square, a multimedia entertainment area, an art
gallery and a cafe. There will be the full array of books
for borrowing, but there will also be informal reading
areas, a large media and entertainment area and
adaptable rooms for learning and meeting.
Maroondah City Council has worked positively and
constructively in a can-do way with the Napthine
government and with the company constructing the
new Eastland shopping centre to set a vision and plan
for Ringwood that local residents and those of
surrounding communities can enjoy into the future. I
look forward to hearing from the minister as to whether
he can visit the city of Maroondah to look at the
council’s plans for the library, learning and cultural
centre.

Responses
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Northcote raised with me an issue
regarding Wales Street Primary School, its principal
and some asbestos issues. She has been working closely
with my office on this, and I share her wish for a
speedy resolution of the issue. We are working with her
on this, and also obviously through the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development and
WorkSafe. It is important that all parties are talking,
and it is most important that the school gets the
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opportunity to settle down as quickly as possible. That
is my aim. I am after that speedy resolution. I will
continue to work with the member and everyone
involved regarding this issue. We are actively doing
that.
The member for Lara raised with me an issue regarding
the funding of local learning and employment networks
(LLENs). Most of the funding for LLENs is a federal
government responsibility, and as a result of this year’s
federal budget that funding will not be continuing after
the end of this year. The Victorian government
contributes about $2.3 million a year to LLEN funding,
and I can guarantee that that funding will remain in
place. Last year we took on the task of providing
funding certainty to workplace learning coordinators.
They are very much involved in the work of LLENs
and also in our schools and education institutions. They
do a very important job in coordinating workplace
learning, not just on a school basis but on a regional
basis — they bring that sort of regional knowledge —
in working with a number of schools, training providers
and workplaces. We are funding them in the amount of
$5.1 million a year, and that funding will continue so
that aspect of the work will continue.
In terms of next year, I have worked with the LLENs
chairs, and I met with them in anticipation of the federal
budget. We are working with them and obviously with
the LLENs themselves about what the transitional
arrangements might be leading up to next year. It is
important that those LLENs are aware of what those
transitional arrangements might be well before the end
of the year because it may have an effect on staffing
and future funding, and I am very aware of the timing
of that.
The member for Ivanhoe raised with me an issue
regarding an excess classroom building at Rosanna
Primary School. As a result of the Building the
Education Revolution (BER) classrooms that were
constructed at the school, the school now has an excess
entitlement. The building that was replaced by BER
classrooms is not suitable for use.
Unfortunately there are a lot of these cases. Because the
BER program was not managed well there were a lot of
cost overruns and schools had to cut back on what they
had in their projects in relation to what was actually in
the BER buildings. One of the casualties was funding
for demolition works. It was one of the first things that
had to be taken away so schools could actually finish
building their projects, let alone make good on them
and do the landscaping. Unfortunately, because the
BER buildings were template designs and schools just
had to take them, they were often put on the only flat bit
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of land available, which was often a basketball court or
a good bit of playground. Once again, because of the
massive cost overruns, schools could not make good on
those works.
Since coming to government we have absorbed about
$70 million in these cost overruns on the BER project.
A number of demolition projects have not occurred,
and for that reason some schools have excess facilities.
I will look at the particular project here, but
unfortunately Rosanna Primary School is one of many
schools that have been landed with this issue due to the
cost overruns of the BER project.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Mordialloc has raised an issue with me
in relation to Edithvale. She has asked that I visit and
inspect the pedestrian access point on the Nepean
Highway near the Edithvale railway station. The station
is a 1919 building, and it services the people in that area
very well in relation to public transport.
As the member for Mordialloc would be aware, the
visits I have paid to her electorate and to the member
for Carrum’s electorate have mostly related to the
Frankston line and to all the great work the government
is doing along that line. I would like to congratulate the
member for Mordialloc and the member for Carrum,
who is recovering at the moment. I congratulate them
and thank them both for the amount of work they have
done to get funding for the Frankston line and to
improve public transport for their constituents.
The member for Mordialloc pointed out that she is
concerned about the safety issues surrounding the
pedestrian crossing on the Nepean Highway at this
location. The member for Mordialloc has had
representatives from VicRoads visit that location during
busy periods of the day to point out to them the
difficulty pedestrians have in trying to negotiate a safe
passage across the road. As part of the discussions I
have had with the member for Mordialloc in relation to
this issue, the member has raised with me the
possibilities of lowering the speed limit at that
particular location and of providing an improved access
point and crossing for pedestrians.
The member for Mordialloc would understand that the
Victorian government, through the ministerial road
safety council, has had a very strong focus on
pedestrian safety. There were 553 serious injuries to
pedestrians in 2013 compared to 558 in 2012. We have
a number of programs across the state. One of those is
the $1 billion Safer Road Infrastructure program, which
was established to allocate funding to improve
infrastructure in black spot areas — that is, places at
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which we understand there could be the risk of serious
injury to either motorists or pedestrians. That is one
avenue we could look at in terms of funding an upgrade
at that particular location. There are mechanisms and
means to resolve this problem, and we certainly place a
very strong emphasis on providing safe pedestrian
access. I will certainly look at that issue with the
member for Mordialloc — the potential funding stream
but also the location. I am prepared to visit the
member’s electorate and once again let her relay to me
the problems and difficulties pedestrians have at this
particular location.
In relation to speed zones, the Victorian government
carried out a speed limit review over 2011–12, which
attracted more than 600 submissions, and the
recommendations in the report of that review are being
progressively implemented. An example of that is the
guidelines we now have in relation to the creation of
50-kilometre-per-hour speed zones in busy shopping
centres and shopping strips. There may well be the
possibility of a review of the speed limit at that
location, but that it is up to VicRoads to determine,
upon the development of these guidelines, whether or
not it is possible to lower that speed limit.
I thank the member for Mordialloc for taking up the
challenge following on from the great work carried out
by the member for Carrum at that location. Under the
redistribution of electoral boundaries this particular area
will sit in the Mordialloc electorate. I can tell members
now that the people of the Edithvale have a very active
and strong representative in the member for Mordialloc,
and I would be more than happy to visit that location
with her.
Mr BULL (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for Mitcham for her invitation to
head out and visit the Maroondah City Council to hear
about its plans for the development of the Ringwood
library, learning and cultural centre at the Eastland
shopping centre. The member has outlined a very
exciting and innovative project. As she pointed out, the
project has been strongly supported by the Victorian
coalition government, which has provided $900 000 in
funding, $400 000 of which has been allocated through
our very popular Living Libraries Infrastructure
program, with the remaining $500 000 having been
provided through our Community Support Fund.
I am well aware that the member for Mitcham, along
with the member for Warrandyte, has been a strong
supporter of this project. It will be a state-of-the-art
facility of great benefit to all community members. I
commend the member on her commitment to the
project, and I look forward to taking up her invitation
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and heading out to visit the council. Perhaps if we have
time, we can have a look at the site to see where this
fantastic facility will prevail for the benefit of the wider
community in that area.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — The
member for Prahran raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning regarding South Yarra residents and the
member’s desire to have residents’ views about new
planning zones considered. I will pass that matter on to
the Minister for Planning.
The member for Mill Park raised a matter for the
Minister for Health in relation to subacute beds at
Northern Hospital. I note the member is no longer in
the chamber, but nevertheless I will pass that matter on
to the Minister for Health.
The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Consumer Affairs and invited her to meet with
travel agents in his electorate in relation to the Travel
Compensation Fund. I will pass that matter on to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Assistant Treasurer. Again I note the member for
Pascoe Vale is no longer in the chamber. She raised the
issue of a WorkSafe Victoria response to an alleged
incident at Qube stevedoring. I will pass that matter on
to the Assistant Treasurer, who has responsibility for
WorkSafe.
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the Deputy
Premier, who is also the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development, and issued an invitation for him to
visit Mildura. I will pass that matter on to the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development. I am very
familiar with the Mildura riverfront project. There are a
range of projects being funded out of the Regional
Growth Fund and a lot of exciting opportunities in
Mildura. I am sure the Deputy Premier will say yes to
the request from the member for Mildura.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is adjourned
until the next day of sitting.
House adjourned 4.42 p.m. until Tuesday, 24 June.
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