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NATIONAL SORRY DAY
Tuesday, 26 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 26 May 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.02 p.m. and read the prayer.

NATIONAL SORRY DAY
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to note that
as a sign of respect the Parliament of Victoria is flying
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flag on
National Sorry Day and throughout National
Reconciliation Week, beginning 26 May. On behalf of
the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, members
and staff, I would like to acknowledge the traditional
owners of the land on which we meet today, the people
of the Wurundjeri and Boon Wurrung nations, and pay
my respects to their elders past and present.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (By leave) — I
acknowledge the traditional owners of the land on
which we meet today and pay my respects to their
elders past and present. Speaker, I say that not because I
have to but because I choose to, because the oldest
continuous culture known to human history deserves
nothing less.
Between 1910 and 1970 up to 30 per cent of Aboriginal
children were stolen from their mothers, stolen from
their fathers. That is 50 000 young Australians deprived
of their family and denied their identity. Today we say
sorry for the deeds that were done. We say sorry for the
policies we designed, for the families we divided. We
say sorry for the laws we imposed and for the lives that
we impaired. We left behind a wound that we all must
work together to heal.
It is our responsibility to end Aboriginal disadvantage.
It is our duty to support Aboriginal self-determination.
Aboriginal Victorians want to live a good, safe and
healthy life. They deserve to do so by their own
measure, on their own terms and in accordance with
their own spirit. On this day, the government recommits
to that objective.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (By leave) —
In paying respects to the Wurundjeri people, I rise on
behalf of the Victorian coalition to make some remarks
on this National Sorry Day. In September 1997 the
Victorian Parliament moved and passed unanimously
the following motion:
That this house apologises to the Aboriginal people on behalf
of all Victorians for the past policies under which Aboriginal
children were removed from their families and expresses deep
regret at the hurt and distress this has caused and reaffirms its
support for reconciliation between all Australians.
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In 2008 our national Parliament passed a similar
motion, recognising and apologising for these past
practices on behalf of all Australians.
The past injustices to our Indigenous population remain
a scar on our nation. It is a scar that we should seek to
heal through respect, tolerance and recognition. There
is no doubt that the past policies that broke up
Indigenous families and forcibly removed children
from their parents caused lifelong suffering and trauma.
While today these practices are recognised and
condemned, the hurt they caused will continue for those
families for their entire lives. It is important that on
National Sorry Day we not only recognise what was
done to these families but affirm our deep sorrow and
regret at these past practices on behalf of members of
the Victorian Parliament.
Further, Speaker, I believe it is important to again
reaffirm our respect for our Indigenous Australians and
their culture, the oldest continual culture anywhere in
the world. For past practices that caused so much hurt,
sadness and trauma to so many Indigenous families, I
am sorry.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
(By leave) — I, too, acknowledge the traditional owners
of the land on which we meet today and their elders
past and present. As acknowledged, today, 26 May, is
National Sorry Day, and it has been chosen to
acknowledge the tabling of the Bringing Them Home
report back in 1997. Almost 18 years on we reflect on
the heartbreaking truths uncovered by that report and
the truths that remain unspoken. We say sorry for all
that was done. We acknowledge the sorrow and the
suffering of the mothers and fathers whose children
were torn away by a brutal system that showed no
mercy and no compassion. They were forced to endure
a legacy of pain, deprived of their land, deprived of
their culture, deprived of their identity and deprived of
their family — the very things that make us who we are
and shape our being.
As a state we continue to support the services that
reunite families, that piece together ancestral history
and assist those affected on the path towards healing.
Having an understanding of your history, knowing who
you are and where you came from is fundamental to us
all. The continued vibrancy of Aboriginal culture and
identity is testament to the strength of that culture and
that identity. On Sorry Day we come together to say we
are sorry. We apologise and want to share the journey
towards reconciliation and to ensuring a better future.
Today together we acknowledge all that has happened
and all that there is still to do.
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Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (By leave) — I am
very pleased that we are taking this opportunity today
in the Victorian Parliament to reflect on National Sorry
Day and also National Reconciliation Week, which
begins tomorrow. National Sorry Day has been a
fixture on our calendar since May 1997, when the
commonwealth Parliament’s Bringing Them Home
report was released with the recommendation that such
a day of reflection and commemoration was important.
As we gather here today in Parliament House it is
poignant to remember that this site had a long and
important history, long before this building stood here.
The traditional owners of this land are the people of the
Kulin nation. The hill where this building stands was
once covered by forest and was a traditional Kulin
meeting place used for inter-clan gatherings and
ceremonial events. I offer our very special
acknowledgement to the traditional owners today on
this national day of significance.
Like many country MPs, on Friday I will be back in my
electorate, and I will be proudly attending the National
Reconciliation Week flag-raising ceremony at Echuca.
This will importantly be a whole-of-community event
to mark the progress of reconciliation in our
community.
In the last decade Victoria as a state and Australia as a
nation have taken great steps forward in acknowledging
the mistakes of our nation’s past. We as a community
have taken responsibility to heal the wounds inflicted
by our predecessors. But as a regional MP who is
fortunate to have a number of Indigenous clans
throughout my electorate along the Murray River, I
know that we must offer more than symbolic gestures. I
take this opportunity to recognise the traditional clans
and families of my area — the Yorta Yorta, the
Bangerang, the Dja Dja Wurrung, the Barapa Barapa,
the Wemba Wemba and the Wadi Wadi. I emphasise
again my commitment to work with them on issues that
foster reconciliation, which honour their special
connection to our lands and which support and enhance
our communities long into the future.
It is important that we stand here today to again
emphasise that we as a nation are truly sorry for the
wrongdoings, the forced removals, the ignorance, the
bad policy and the true family tragedies that were the
result. We must also remember that our actions today
and beyond are equally as important as our reflections
on the past.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (By leave) — I too rise
to acknowledge and celebrate the generations of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people who have
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lived on this land and continue to live on this land as
custodians of this remarkable country, and who now
share their traditional knowledge and ancient culture
with the people who have come from all over the world
to live in Australia. I rise to acknowledge that the
sovereignty of this land was never ceded and that we
still have much to do to right the wrongs that were done
to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people and to
work towards justice. I rise today, on National Sorry
Day, to say on behalf of the Victorian Greens: we are
sorry. I am sorry. We acknowledge the terrible
atrocities and injustices done to Aboriginal people by
our forefathers and acknowledge that many injustices
continue to be perpetrated today.
An apology will not undo the past, but National Sorry
Day can remind us that we all have a responsibility to
work every day for justice. Reconciliation is an ongoing
and daily task, but one that we must be fully committed
to, regardless of the challenges that it mounts. It should
be founded on the principles of respect, justice and
autonomy for Aboriginal people and not about
decreeing the ways communities should run or how
people should live. We need to work with Aboriginal
communities to achieve self-determination and
meaningful participation in decision-making, to sustain
communities and culture and to protect heritage.
Unfortunately Australia is still a way off from
achieving that, and in some ways we are going
backwards. But I hope that today, on this National
Sorry Day, Australians will use this opportunity to take
a look at themselves, to challenge the current treatment
of Aboriginal people and Torres Strait Islanders and to
challenge the current policies and attitudes that lead to
mistreatment, racism and inequality so that we do not
need to look back in future years and make further
apologies for our own actions today. Justice and
reconciliation will not be easy, but we must commit
ourselves — and recommit ourselves — to achieving
them if we genuinely mean it when we say we are
sorry.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (By leave) — On National
Sorry Day we remember the mistreatment of
Australia’s Indigenous people and commemorate the
stolen generation, the history of forcible removal and its
effects. My electorate is home to Victoria’s largest
regional Indigenous community, making up about 5 per
cent of the Shepparton district’s population. In the
Goulburn Valley the scars of government policies that
saw the forced removal of Indigenous children are still
visible, and the disadvantage that has beleaguered the
community since colonisation continues.
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Today local people are gathering at Shepparton’s
Monash Park to remember the mistreatment of
Australia’s Indigenous people and to acknowledge the
stolen generation. Present will be Aboriginal leaders,
school students and representatives of local government
and welfare agencies and the Shepparton Region
Reconciliation Group. At last year’s ceremony the
group’s convener, Bobby Nicholls, said:
We still have Aboriginal people today who are living in two
worlds and who are trying to find their identity.

So 17 years since the first National Sorry Day took
place on 26 May 1998, one year after the tabling of the
Bringing Them Home report, it is clear that there is still
much to be done to enhance inclusion.
We acknowledge that football has been a powerful tool
in reconciliation in my electorate, and the Unity Cup is
an annual match between Rumbalara and Congupna
football and netball clubs, which aims to promote social
inclusion and the role of women in the community.
The Shepparton Art Museum has recently had an
Indigenous resident worker appointed to work with the
local community and promote and share knowledge
with local visitors. Every initiative that we can possibly
achieve to promote social inclusion and build
relationships between Indigenous and non-Indigenous
people is vital and should be supported. There is still
much to be done.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
to the chamber the Honourable Shri Rajiv Pratap Rudy,
the Minister of State (Independent Charge) in the
Ministry of Skills Development and Entrepreneurship
and Minister of State in the Ministry of Parliamentary
Affairs; Ms Manika Jain, Consul General of India, a
very dear friend of the Parliament and the state of
Victoria; and members of Parliament and officials from
India. I am pleased to welcome everyone to the
Legislative Assembly. I look forward to our continued
engagement in building a stronger relationship between
our parliaments.
As we are privileged to have our friends from India in
Parliament today, let me take this opportunity to pay
tribute to Mahatma Gandhi, whose legacy to the world
was his struggle against racism and sexism and the use
of non-violent civil disobedience to achieve significant
political transformation and lead India to independence
from British rule.
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Namaste! On behalf of the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and members of the Legislative Assembly,
welcome to the Parliament of Victoria.

MINISTRY
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I advise the house
that I will be responsible for the portfolios of small
business, innovation and trade, and that the Special
Minister of State will have responsibility for those
portfolios in the other place.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier inform the
house: have there been any allegations made against
Minister Somyurek by government staff that involve
physical contact or assault that the Premier has been
made aware of?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As you, Speaker, and
all members of Parliament know, this is a very serious
matter, and appropriately I have asked — and he has
agreed — the Secretary of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet, Chris Eccles, to conduct an independent
review, an investigation, into a complaint which was
lodged and formalised with him last Friday. It is
appropriate to stand the minister down while that
important investigation is taking place. I do hope that
that can be dealt with quickly, in weeks rather than
months.
However, in having made that decision and having put
that process into place, I am limited — and I think for
good reason — to not running a commentary over the
top of that process. I will, by way of answer to the
Leader of the Opposition, indicate to him that these are
serious matters and in the interests of all involved —
both the minister and of course the staff member who
has made the complaint — it is my intention not to run
a commentary over the top of that process but instead,
having set it up, to allow it to run its course. In the
intervening period the minister has been stood down.
That is the appropriate course of action. Public
statements were made to that effect, and I act in the
minister’s stead in terms of his portfolios.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — The
Premier said that his duty of care to staff is one he takes
very seriously and that the allegations against Minister
Somyurek are of ‘an intimidating, aggressive,
threatening nature’ that might be a police matter — the
Premier’s words. I ask: if that is the case, why has this
matter not been referred to Victoria Police?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Each of us has a duty of
care to our staff, and the leader of the government has a
broader duty of care, and it is a duty of care that I take
very, very seriously. I would make the point to the
Leader of the Opposition that in the exercise of that
duty of care it is my view, and I am sure it is the view
of all members of this place, that every single Victorian
worker should feel safe in their workplace.
Central to that sense of confidence is a proper
complaints process, so that if a complaint is made, it is
acted on properly. That is exactly what has occurred
here. The process has been instituted by me, the
minister has been stood down, the review will be
conducted. If in the view of the Secretary of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, or in the view of
the staff member making the complaint, a matter is
deemed to be in need of referral to police, then that
referral will be made.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: Chief Commissioner of
Police
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
be able to speak to the house today about the
appointment of Graham Ashton, AM, as the
22nd Victorian Chief Commissioner of Police.
Mr Ashton will begin his duties in this important role
on 1 July, and his appointment will run for some five
years. Yesterday I made the point, and I will again for
the benefit of all members make the point, that Graham
Ashton brings a strength of character, a steadiness of
leadership and a wealth of experience to this role.
I think it is fair to say that no-one in the Australian law
enforcement community has greater experience and
expertise in the area of counter-terrorism than Graham
Ashton. It is that reason and his many other
considerable attributes that make him, in a very strong
field, an outstanding choice as the chief commissioner
for our time. I am very grateful for his candidacy; I am
very grateful to all of those who put themselves

Tuesday, 26 May 2015

forward. It was a very important process, and I thank
and congratulate my colleague the Minister for Police
for his work over these last few months.
None of us expected Ken Lay to be forced to leave
Victoria Police. We had an opportunity to honour his
service. Yesterday we not only celebrated a new chief
commissioner for a new era in our Victoria Police force
but it was also an opportunity to thank and congratulate
Acting Chief Commissioner Tim Cartwright. I can say
as a new Premier, and on behalf of the government as a
new government, that no-one could have asked for a
better acting chief commissioner. Victorians have been
well served by Tim Cartwright for more than 41 years. I
congratulate Graham Ashton, and I sincerely thank Tim
Cartwright.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Given that the
allegations made against Minister Somyurek relate to
his personal conduct, why do the terms of reference to
investigate this complaint now include investigating the
competence of every staff member within the minister’s
office?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I think that the
Leader of the Opposition is misreading the terms of
reference. This is a proper process instituted in good
time, as it should have been, to deal with a very serious
complaint, one that I believe has been appropriately
handled.
The minister has been stood down, as you would
expect, while these serious matters — serious for all
parties concerned — are dealt with. I am not going to
run a loose commentary over the top of that process and
jeopardise a decent outcome, a fair, proper outcome, in
the interests of all concerned. But again I am mindful of
the duty of care that I have to every member of staff
who is employed in my government.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask the
Premier if it is now government practice that when a
government employee makes a complaint about the
inappropriate behaviour of their boss that they then find
themselves and their colleagues the subject of
investigation into, in the Premier’s words, their
capability and management practices?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — No.
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Ministers statements: family violence
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I rise to update the house on a
very important new Andrews Labor government
initiative that will provide a critically important tool for
each and every one of us as we undertake the work to
end the harm caused by violence in homes.
Last year, tragically, one woman per week lost her life
as a consequence of violence; this year we are tracking
at two women per week. Quite rightly family violence
has been described as a national crisis or a national
emergency. But the truth is the full scale of the harm is
not known. Moreover, we have no clear way of telling
whether over time the programs and initiatives that we
are putting in place are actually reducing the harm and
the impact of violence on our society. For example, the
crime statistics that have been very useful and have
helped raise public awareness cannot tell us about the
impact of family violence on our court system, on our
hospitals, on our community services and in our
workplaces.
Moreover, family violence remains a significantly
underreported crime. While there were over
68 000 reported family violence crime incidents last
year and there has been a rise of over 70 per cent since
2010, we cannot say definitively whether that is due in
its entirety to increased reporting or whether it may be
partly due to an increase in violence.
In the same way that the road toll informs us about how
we are performing on road safety, we need a measure to
help us track our performance in tackling family
violence over time. That is why our Labor government
has announced a world first — the family violence
index. It will include a range of datasets, including the
crime statistics and datasets such as the rate of
homelessness due to family violence, the number of
children in out-of-home care, the number of
intervention orders and other important sets of data.
Australia’s National Research Organisation for
Women’s Safety has been commissioned by our
government to undertake this important work, and it is
our hope that it will be completed around the time the
Royal Commission into Family Violence makes its
recommendations next year. Nothing is more important
than keeping women and children safe in their homes.
This world-first family violence index will help us
achieve that very important goal.
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Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — My question is to the
Premier. In the Premier’s press conference on Saturday
he said that the complaint against the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, Minister Somyurek,
related to ‘a number of incidents’. I ask the Premier:
when was he, his chief of staff or his office first alerted
to any potential bullying issues within this office?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for her question. The staff member who has made the
complaint, the chief of staff to the minister, approached
my office last Thursday. I was informed of that on
Thursday evening, and I then instructed that the
complaint be formalised. It was formalised on Friday,
and I received advice from my department on Friday
evening. I then arranged for the minister to come to see
me personally. I felt that a face-to-face meeting was the
appropriate way to go. That occurred at around
10 o’clock on Saturday morning. I stood the minister
down around lunchtime, and then I attended a media
conference and issued a statement. That was the
appropriate way to a serious matter — serious for all
concerned.
We now have a process. The Secretary of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet will run that
process. I am confident that he will do so properly. It is
important, I think, that all of us are mindful that this is a
very serious matter and it should be allowed — this
inquiry, this investigation, independent of this political
process or any government or opposition process — to
run its course.
Supplementary question
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — Again referring to the
Premier’s press conference about this complaint, he
said:
The complaint has been made by the chief of staff to the
minister and details, at least in her mind … a pattern of
abusive behaviour …

I ask the Premier: what did he mean by the words ‘in
her mind’?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Euroa for her question. I think if she were to read
from the full transcript, the comment was ‘in her mind
and according to her’ complaint — that is all that was
meant by the term. She has made a complaint, and in
that complaint she has alleged a pattern of behaviour
and — —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1482

ASSEMBLY

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will come to order and allow the Premier to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — The matter is being taken very
seriously because it is without doubt a serious issue and
one that we need to not play politics with but instead
make sure that we have a proper process, and that is
exactly what I have instituted. The words as quoted by
the member for Euroa are nothing less than what I have
said, and I would refer her to the full statement and not
her selective quoting of it.

Ministers statements: Adult Parole Board of
Victoria
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise to
inform the house of a new government initiative, which
is the Governor in Council appointment of His Honour
Judge Peter Couzens as the new chair of the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria. The role of the parole board
chair requires a person with a measured, independent,
senior legal mind who will lead with energy, insight
and care.
His Honour Judge Peter Couzens is the ideal choice for
this demanding role. He has more than 40 years legal
experience, including time as a solicitor, then at the
Victorian Bar specialising in common law, personal
injury and family law before being appointed as a
magistrate in 1990. In his 23 years as a magistrate and
then regional coordinating magistrate he sat at every
metropolitan Magistrates Court and in virtually every
country Victorian court. In 2013 he was appointed as a
County Court judge and President of the Children’s
Court of Victoria.
The former Attorney-General indicated at that time that
it was His Honour’s ‘broad and wideranging’
experience that made him an ideal choice for such a
challenging role. I would agree, and I add that it is this
vast experience that also makes him an ideal choice for
chair of the adult parole board.
Over the past year the adult parole board and the parole
system more broadly have moved through substantial
reform. Victoria now has the toughest parole system in
the country. This means that parole is harder to get and
more tightly managed in the community, and the
consequences for breaches are more significant. The
parole board is larger and better supported by more
staff and better systems. The chair of the adult parole
board leads this vital decision-making board of
40 members, all of whom hold community safety
paramount.
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I am absolutely pleased that His Honour’s experience
across Victoria at the coalface of the law will be
brought to this most important work.

Renewable energy
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Energy and Resources. The
government has recently announced its intention to
introduce a Victorian renewable energy target (VRET),
which I commend. However, the government has
indicated that it will only introduce a VRET if the
federal government removes section 7C from the
commonwealth’s renewable energy target legislation. If
Abbott will not agree to change the law, will the
Victorian government commit to introducing a
VRET — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government and
opposition members will allow the member for
Melbourne to ask her question in silence.
Ms SANDELL — If the Prime Minister will not
agree to change the law, will the Victorian government
commit to introducing a Victorian renewable energy
target that is not substantially similar to the
commonwealth scheme to top up the RET, in a similar
way to what the Australian Capital Territory has done?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — Our government is absolutely committed
to growing Victoria’s share of renewable energy. We
do so proudly because we were the first state to
introduce a renewable energy target. We have
challenged Tony Abbott, and in fact those opposite, to
remove section 7C from the federal legislation, which
currently presents a legislative constitutional barrier to
Victoria introducing a top-up scheme through
legislation to grow our share of renewable energy.
Unfortunately the Abbott government has done its very
best to reduce the value of the federal renewable energy
target at the expense of thousands of jobs in Victoria
and billions of dollars of investment. We as a
government have 19 wind farms that are ready to get
started. They are worth about $5 billion and would
create more than 2500 jobs. They were approved by the
previous Labor government in this state under the
planning regime it introduced. We want to get these
construction jobs happening and the investment
flowing, especially to regional Victoria.
We expect Tony Abbott to get out of the way of the
Victorian Labor government, to remove section 7C and
to allow Victoria to commence a top-up scheme based
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on legislation that we currently have in place in
Victoria. We will not be sidelined and we will not be
silenced by the failure of leadership by those opposite
and their federal mates, who are doing their level best to
kill off the renewable energy industry in this state.
We went to the last election with a clear commitment to
introduce a renewable energy action plan. I remind the
member for Melbourne that we made that commitment.
We have commenced discussions with all of the key
players in the renewable sector to do just that. We are
on the way to releasing a renewable energy road map in
the middle of this year, followed by a renewable energy
action plan to grow our share of renewable energy in
this state. We want section 7C removed, and we as a
state government will ensure, one way or another, that
we will grow our renewable energy sector mix in this
state — and we will not take no for an answer. I can
assure every single member sitting in this chamber to
that effect.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I thank the minister
for her answer. Other jurisdictions have not let federal
inaction get in the way of state action on renewable
energy. Can the minister explain what policy options
she has considered for a scheme that is not in conflict
with section 7C of the commonwealth scheme in the
event that the Prime Minister will not change the law?
For example, has she considered a feed-in tariff or
contracts for difference policy options or other policy
options that are not in conflict with 7C?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I would like to answer that question by
reminding the house that when those opposite decided
to attack the then state opposition, the Labor Party,
about renewable energy, they claimed that we needed
to reintroduce the Victorian renewable energy target. I
pointed out to those opposite and those in the other
place that we had a constitutional barrier, and this is a
lesson that I think the Greens are failing to
acknowledge. There is a constitutional barrier in federal
legislation called section 7C, which prohibits the same
scheme being introduced in this state.
Nevertheless, as I said in my previous answer, this
government will pick up from where it left off in 2010
with a world-leading and certainly a nation-leading
renewable energy action plan that will take every
opportunity and consider every way that it can grow our
renewable energy target, and it will not be distracted
from that.
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Ministers statements: Hazelwood mine fire
inquiry
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I rise to inform the house of new
information in relation to the reopening of the
Hazelwood mine fire inquiry. Today I was very pleased
to be joined by the Minister for Health to open the
inquiry to get to the bottom of health concerns as a
result of the fire as well as coalmine rehabilitation. The
inquiry will address concerns of a spike in deaths
following the fire as well as the options for mine
rehabilitation, including the adequacy of rehabilitation
bonds at all three coalmines in the Latrobe Valley: Loy
Yang, Yallourn and Hazelwood.
Last month the government announced $30 million in
the state budget to implement all the recommendations
of the 2014 Hazelwood Mine Fire Board of Inquiry.
They include better quality inspections and audits, and
funding a long-term health study in the Latrobe Valley
to support the safety and wellbeing of members of the
local community. Separate terms of reference will focus
on recommendations to minimise the risk of fire at
Alcoa’s Anglesea coalmine, which closes at the end of
August.
The Honourable Bernard Teague, who led the 2014
inquiry, will again serve as chair, and we thank him for
his willingness to do so. He will be joined by Professor
Emeritus John Catford and Anita Roper, who is a
leading mining industry expert. The inquiry will deliver
its recommendations on minimising fire at the Anglesea
coalmine site by 31 August. It will report on the health
effects of the 2014 coalmine fire and measures to
improve health in the Latrobe Valley by December and
deliver its findings into coalmine rehabilitation by
March 2016.
We will stand with members of the Latrobe Valley
community to help restore their confidence in
government, and we will ensure that they start to get the
answers to the questions they need answered. The
coalition deserted the Latrobe Valley, but this Labor
government will stand shoulder to shoulder with the
community and get the answers that community
deserves.

Workplace bullying
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Minister for Finance. Can the minister confirm that
WorkSafe’s website, in particular with regard to its
policy in relation to allegations of workplace bullying,
workplace bullying that involves assault or threats of
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assault, states it is to recommend that Victoria Police is
also contacted and informed of the incident.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) —
Unsurprisingly I do not have an encyclopedic memory
of every element of the WorkSafe website, but I am
happy to provide further information to the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
completed his answer. Opposition members will come
to order.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — When the minister
has a chance to check the website and finds out that the
policy is in fact to require a report to Victoria Police, I
ask him, and in light of his initial answer he may find
this a little bit challenging: has he advised the Premier
and his office of WorkSafe’s policies around workplace
bullying and what they require? And if he did not, why
did he not?
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — Upon being
made aware of the issues that have been dealt with both
by the Premier and by this question, I sought advice
from the Secretary to the Department of Treasury and
Finance regarding the appropriate actions that I should
take, because the people involved in these matters are
well known to me. I was advised — and have acted
upon it and have involved my office — to have a
separation of any actions taken by WorkSafe or anyone
else in this matter, because one of the persons involved
is a friend of mine.

Ministers statements: level crossings
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about the Andrews Labor government’s action
aimed at unlocking the value in our public assets to
remove 50 of Melbourne’s most dangerous and
congested level crossings. In November 2013 the
Victorian Labor Party released Project 10 000. It
outlined our plan to develop a 21st century transport
network, reduce congestion and create thousands of
jobs — in fact 10 000 jobs.
Later today I will introduce into the Parliament the
Delivering Victorian Infrastructure Port of Melbourne
Lease Transaction Bill 2015. It will guarantee that the
proceeds from leasing one part of our transport network
will be invested in ensuring a continuing expansion and
improvement of that network. It will build a foundation
for sustained growth into the future. It will also be
another demonstration that the Andrews Labor
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government keeps its word. But I am happy to say that
this policy enjoys bipartisan support, and we look
forward to working with the opposition to deliver these
results for Victorians.
Work on the level crossing removal program began on
day one of the Andrews government. The Level
Crossing Removal Authority has been established to
oversee scoping, design and delivery of the removal of
all 50 level crossings identified in Project 10 000.
The first 17 level crossings have been identified; 4 are
already out to market. We have commenced market
sounding on an additional 4, and 9 level crossings from
Dandenong all the way to the CBD will be removed as
part of the Cranbourne-Pakenham corridor upgrade.
The delivering Victorian infrastructure bill will be
another big piece of the picture that will be put in place.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 246)
My question is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. I have been contacted by a family in my
electorate who have a daughter with a disability, and
the family has only one disabled parking permit. The
daughter suffers from a muscle condition resulting in
severe fatigue from movement and therefore must use a
wheelchair. As there are different family members
picking the daughter up from school and other locations
during the week and weekend, there is great difficulty
with only having access to one disabled parking permit.
The family has spoken to VicRoads, which was unable
to help resolve the matter. I ask the minister: what can
be done to assist this family and others in a similar
situation?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 247) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
After years of neglect by the former Liberal
government the outer north is far behind in school
infrastructure and school transport. The Liberals’ cruel
cuts have left students at times literally stranded, unable
to get to school or a school close to home. Mothers —
parents — are literally having to give up work just to
get secondary school students to school. The issue of
adequate school bus transport has also impacted
seriously on students with a disability in my electorate.
Their parents have told me that some of the children
with autism are spending over 3 hours per day
travelling to school. Can the minister advise what
actions the Department of Education and Training is
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taking to review school bus travel times and costs and
what consideration is underway to reduce the education
department’s 2-hour travel time policy?

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (Question 248) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Constituents in my electorate have raised
concerns about the government’s decision to recklessly
tear up the east–west link contract, costing Victorian
taxpayers millions of dollars, and the subsequent
Transurban proposal being considered by the
government. I note that the RACV recently listed the
completion of the Metropolitan Ring Road as its no. 1
priority. The project, which would link Greensborough
to the Eastern Freeway and EastLink, has been on the
drawing board since 1969. Given that the government
is looking for new road projects, can the minister advise
whether the government is considering options to
complete the Metropolitan Ring Road?

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 249) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. My question concerns
the construction of the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel and
its potential to improve train services, particularly those
on the Upfield train line. The Upfield line moves
communities from Melbourne’s north and inner north.
It transports people to and from work, school and
university. It connects people with their friends and
family, and it links people to major service centres.
Melbourne’s north has experienced rapid population
growth in recent years, and this growth is forecast to
continue into the future, placing increased pressure on
the north’s current public transport infrastructure. The
Andrews Labor government’s 2015–16 budget includes
$1.5 billion for planning, design and significant early
works for the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. The
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel is a vital piece of
infrastructure that will unlock capacity in the centre of
the train system and enable major improvements in the
reliability and frequency of services across the train
network. I ask that the Minister for Public Transport
provide an update to local commuters that details how
the construction of the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel will
improve the Upfield line.

Brighton electorate
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (Question 250) The
constituency question I have is for the Minister for
Police, and I refer to the widely reported inquiry by the
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Victorian Auditor-General in relation to protective
services officers (PSOs). I understand that his
investigation into PSOs will focus on crime and cost
and the like. There are other reasons why PSOs were
introduced, of course, such as to give people a sense of
safety and security as they travel on trains at night.
I ask the minister if he will guarantee that PSOs will
remain on the Sandringham line, which is a small,
quieter line, as there is very good reason for PSOs to be
on that line. I ask the minister to guarantee that in
particular PSOs will remain on the following stations:
Gardenvale, Brighton North, Middle Brighton,
Brighton Beach and Hampton, which are in my
electorate. PSOs provide an important service,
particularly for women who travel at night.

Oakleigh electorate
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — (Question 251)
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education and relates to this government’s commitment
to Glen Eira College. There has been much
misinformation spread by those opposite about the
Andrews government’s commitment to Glen Eira
College. The Victorian budget allocated $950 000 to
Glen Eira College to commence planning works for the
regeneration and rebuilding of the school, including
new classroom facilities. The budget papers clearly
state that the remainder of the funding will, as
promised, be delivered in future budgets.
I note that the funding provided by the Andrews
government to Glen Eira College far exceeds the capital
funding delivered by the Liberal government, which, if
memory serves me correctly, was zero. Could the
minister put to rest the rumours and misinformation and
confirm again that this government will deliver fully on
its commitment to Glen Eira College within this term of
government?

Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (Question 252) My
constituency question is for the Premier. Dale, a
constituent in my local community of Ringwood, is
requesting a straight and honest answer to the following
question: what is the Premier going to do to alleviate
the traffic congestion for vehicles travelling from the
east that is created by the abrupt end of the Eastern
Freeway?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 253) My question is to the Minister for
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Education and concerns St Kevin’s Primary School in
Hampton Park. St Kevin’s is a wonderful Catholic
primary school that has created a warm and welcoming
environment where students are valued, praised and
encouraged to have a go. The outstanding St Kevin’s
parish community and their priest, Fr Albert Yogarajah,
have done much to create a happy and safe place for not
only students but also the whole community. Principal
Anni Miers and her staff continue to go above and
beyond for their students each and every day.
Recently the school completed its master plan, which
includes a new prep learning centre that would provide
parents with a space to learn with their children. The
school would also like to undertake refurbishments of
its administration and staff buildings, as well as the
junior and senior school classrooms. I know the
minister played an integral role in handing down our
first education state budget, and I was so pleased to see
funding provided for capital works at independent
schools. St Kevin’s would benefit immensely from
such funding, and I ask the minister to advise the school
on how it may apply for a grant from this outstanding
program in order to rebuild and refurbish this great
local primary school.

Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (Question 254) My
constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I refer to a
recent article in the Age headed ‘Bushfire burn-off
targets to be replaced with risk-based strategy’. Just six
years ago Victoria went through the worst bushfires it
had experienced since Ash Wednesday. Recent
long-range weather forecasts suggest that Australia is
expected to see El Niño come back. This could trigger
the return of the same hot, dry conditions and reduced
rainfall that led to the Black Saturday bushfires.
On behalf of my constituents, I ask the minister what
action will be taken to guarantee the safety of my
communities, which will again be at risk and even more
at risk with this government walking away from the
recommendations of not only the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission but also those of the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee in
2008. That committee’s recommendations had
unanimous support from its Labor members, John
Pandazopoulos, Joanne Duncan, Tammy Lobato and
Matthew Viney, as well as the Independent member
Craig Ingram.
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Mordialloc electorate
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) —
(Question 255) My question to the Minister for Public
Transport is regarding the lack of car parking spaces
around the Mentone railway station. I ask the minister
to give consideration to a drop-off zone on the
city-bound side of the station. Recently I had the
opportunity to join with the Friends of Mentone
Stations and Gardens group, which is passionately led
by Dorothy Booth, to hear about its local priorities and
challenges. Mentone station is a heritage-listed station
and a local treasure for the Mentone community. The
station was opened in 1881 as the Frankston line was
extended from Caulfield through to Mordialloc.
One particular issue raised during my visit was the lack
of car parking on the Mentone township side of the
station. At present an extended bus terminal caters for
up to three buses at one time, but it is rarely filled.
There is currently no capacity for a car drop-off zone on
the city-bound side, and many local residents have been
fined for stopping in the bus terminal. This is a
significant barrier for people with a disability or parents
who are trying to find a suitable place to stop to allow
their children safe passage to the station. I ask the
minister to consider incorporating a drop-off zone,
similar to the concept of the kiss-and-go zones used at
schools, as a solution to support people trying to access
the station.

DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) introduced a bill for an
act to authorise and facilitate the leasing of land in
the port of Melbourne and disposal of assets of the
Port of Melbourne Corporation to a private sector
entity, to establish the Victorian Transport Fund, to
make related amendments to the Transport
Integration Act 2010, the Port Management Act
1995, the Marine Safety Act 2010, the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001 and consequential
amendments to other acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.
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whether a proposed use or development may have a
significant social effect and for other purposes.

Introduction and first reading
Read first time.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to modernise the processes and structures
for determining salaries, allowances and conditions
of service for judicial officers, to repeal the Judicial
Salaries Act 2004 and the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act 1995, to make consequential and
miscellaneous amendments to other acts and for
other purposes.
Read first time.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, I was
interested in a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms Allan — The ship has sailed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Hawthorn was not sure when that was to occur.
That is okay.
Ms Allan — You are being generous, Deputy
Speaker.

VICTORIA POLICE AMENDMENT
(VALIDATION) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Victoria Police Act 2013 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — The purpose
of this bill is to amend the Victoria Police Act 2013 to
address defects in relation to certain authorisations of
persons to operate breath analysing instruments, to
carry out drug impairment assessments and to carry out
oral fluid sample procedures.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am being
generous, but that is okay. I ask the Attorney-General to
give a brief explanation of the previous bill which has
just had its first reading.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (RESTRICTIONS ON THE
MAKING OF PROTECTION ORDERS)
BILL 2015

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am happy to
provide the member for Hawthorn with an explanation.
The Judicial Entitlements Bill 2015 is introduced to
modernise the structures of judicial remuneration. As
the member may know, the current Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal has not been constituted since
February of 2011, and this is a method by which we
will modernise that structure. I think members of the
former government are well aware of some of the work
that has been done in this field in the past.

Introduction and first reading

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (RECOGNISING
OBJECTORS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 to provide for the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and responsible
authorities to have regard to the number of
objectors to permit applications in considering

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent Care
and Other Matters) Act 2014 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. This bill seeks to amend the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and Other
Matters) Act 2014 by way of removing some of the
current restrictions on the making of child protection
orders from the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board —
Report year ended 31 October 2014

Photographing and filming tenants’ possessions
for advertising purposes

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General), by leave,
presented report.

Banyule — C103

Tabled.

Brimbank — C156, C171 Part 1

Ordered to be published.

Buloke — C18

Boroondara — C205, C211

Darebin — C122, C127

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 5

Frankston — C101, C107
Glen Eira — C138
Greater Bendigo — C210

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 5 of 2015 on:
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015
Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related
Compensation) Bill 2015
together with appendices.

Greater Dandenong — C185
Greater Geelong — C297
Hume — C150
Latrobe — C83
Mildura — C81
Mitchell — C91 Part 1
Moonee Valley — C142
Mornington Peninsula — C151

Tabled.

Nillumbik — C94

Ordered to be published.

Stonnington — C208 Part 1, C209

SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA

Wangaratta — C45

Report 2013–14

Whitehorse — C171

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) presented report
by command of the Governor.

Whittlesea — C153, C174, C189, C190
Wyndham — C208
Yarra — C138

Tabled.

Yarra Ranges — C136

DOCUMENTS
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Tabled by Clerk:

Civil Procedure Act 2010 — SR 29, 34

Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act 2003 —
Government response to the State of the Environment Report
2013

County Court Act 1958 — SRs 34, 35

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — SR 33

Order under s 17B and s 17D granting a licence and a
lease over Albert Park Reserve
Order under s 17D granting a lease over National
Rhododendron Gardens Reserve
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Certificate
under s 7

Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 32

Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 29, 30
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — SR 36
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR 37
Wrongs Act 1958 — SR 31
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 29,
30, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 — New Taxi-cab Licences: Notification of
Annual License Fees to apply from 1 July 2015
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003:
Southern Metropolitan Cemetery Trust Scale
of Fees and Charges effective as of 30 April
2015
Southern Metropolitan Cemetery Trust Scale
of Fees and Charges effective as of 5 May
2015.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Ms ALLAN (Minister
for Public Transport).

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
presented to the Governor on 19 May 2015 the address
of the Legislative Assembly, agreed to on 16 April
2015, in reply to the Governor’s speech on the opening
of Parliament. The Governor was pleased to make the
following reply:
Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly:
In the name and on behalf of Her Majesty the Queen I thank
you for your expressions of loyalty to Our Most Gracious
Sovereign contained in the address you have just presented to
me.
I fully rely on your wisdom in deliberating upon the important
measures to be brought under your consideration, and I
earnestly hope that the results of your labours will be
conducive to the advancement and prosperity of this state.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 12 May to:
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015
Jury Directions Bill 2015
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015.
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APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday, 28 May
2015:
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015
Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related Compensation)
Bill 2015.

I am happy to make a few brief comments on the
motion that is before the house. In addition to the bills
that I have just read out that will be on the government
business program for 5.00 p.m. on Thursday, there is
also the bill that has just come down from the upper
house, the Statute Law Revision Bill 2014 which will
be considered this week as well.
I indicate to the house that it is the government’s
intention to pass the appropriation bills at the end of this
week, as I have clearly outlined in the government
business program motion. However, tomorrow I intend
to move a take-note motion that has become the
practice in the past few years and will allow for
members to contribute to the debate on the budget bill
and express their views on the budget, which is an
outstanding budget — the first budget of the Andrews
Labor government. It is an excellent budget, and I know
that many members are desirous of having the
opportunity to inform the house of how the budget
delivers on those important things for their local
communities. Therefore, if members do not get the
chance to speak on the budget bill by close of business
at 5 o’clock on Thursday, we will have the opportunity
through the take-note motion to come back to the
budget next sitting week. It is a practice that has been
used over the past few years, and I think it is quite
sensible. If I remember rightly, it might have been the
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former Leader of the House, the member for Brighton,
who instituted this practice. In opposition we thought it
was a good idea, and we seek to have the practice
continue in this Parliament. With those few words I
commend the motion to the house.

arrangements for collection of taxation under the heads
under which it is being imposed, we think it is
appropriate that the bill be considered in detail. Subject
to those remarks, as I indicated, the opposition does not
oppose the government business program.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the assurances
being given to the house by the Leader of the House in
relation to her intention to move a motion to take note
of the budget papers that will allow an opportunity for
those members who have not contributed to the budget
debate in speaking on the appropriation bills to make
their contributions on the take-note motion, the
opposition will not be opposing the government
business program.

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Given that the
opposition is not opposing the government business
program, I will keep my contribution succinct. The
government wants to see the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015 pass the house this week. This
bill has been extremely well received, and the
opportunity will be provided to all members to make
their contributions. We understand there are varying
views opposition members might take to raise the
concerns of their constituents, which is obviously their
duty in this house, and to pursue the causes they want to
pursue. I think it goes to the credit of the Leader of the
House that there is a bipartisan way of allowing this to
happen for those who are not able to make their
contribution this week — that is, that they can do so
next sitting week and will be given adequate time to do
that on behalf of their constituents.

As the Leader of the House indicated, the practice of
introducing a take-note motion was commenced under
the previous government at the instigation of the then
Leader of the House, the member for Brighton. It
ensured that all members who wished to had the
opportunity of contributing to the budget debate. The
member for Brighton made clear the view of the then
government that it was important that every member
should have that opportunity, and it is pleasing that that
sentiment has been echoed by the current Leader of the
House. I should of course say that on this side we do
not view the budget with the same euphoria as the
Leader of the House, and I know that members on this
side are very anxious to draw the attention of the house
to the wide range of concerns we hold regarding the
budget and what it heralds for the future of Victoria.
I mention one small matter for the Leader of the House
to consider when she brings forward her motion. I ask
that she accompany it with a motion similar to that
which used to be moved by the member for Brighton to
ensure that members speaking on the take-note motion
also have 15 minutes to make their contribution, in line
with the time that is allowed for those speaking on the
appropriation bill.
The other matter on which I will comment is to put on
the record what I have already indicated by email to the
government — that the opposition believes the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, which is on the
government business program, is in particular one bill
that it is appropriate to consider in detail. We
understand that a range of last-minute changes and
adjustments to the bill have been made. There has been
reference to guidelines that have not yet been
published. There are a number of features of the bill
that have not received much, if any, public attention
and which seem to go beyond the scope of the
government’s initial announcement on the bill. For all
of those reasons, and given that the bill introduces new

In terms of the other bills, the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015 is non-controversial.
The manager of opposition business has mentioned
some elements of the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2015 that he says will be contested. Among other
bills on the program, I believe the Wrongs Amendment
(Prisoner Related Compensation) Bill 2015 should be
non-controversial. I therefore commend the
government business program to the house and look
forward to seeing the budget bill, which was extremely
well received, pass the house this week.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I take pleasure in
rising this afternoon to make a contribution on the
government business program. There are five bills on
the program and, as the Leader of the House has said, a
take-note motion on the Appropriation (2015–2016)
Bill 2015 will be moved tomorrow. I believe that is a
good move, and that is the main reason the opposition
is supporting the government business program.
I firmly believe that any member should be allowed to
speak on any bill in this house, but I think the two most
important debates in which all members should be
afforded the opportunity to speak are the
address-in-reply and the appropriation bill for each
year. I think it is very important, particularly for the
appropriation bill, that everyone be able to stand and
give their point of view on what it means for their
electorate. As the manager of opposition business said,
the bill is perhaps not as well received in some
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electorates as it is in others. I will reserve my remarks
for the debate.
As the manager of opposition business has also said, we
will be seeking to have the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 go into consideration in detail.
There are a number of questions that opposition
members have in regard to that bill which we would
like to probe in a more fulsome manner. We would like
to see that process as part of that debate. There is also
the Statute Law Revision Bill 2014, so we will have a
sixth bill. I confine my remarks to those, and I look
forward to debating the bills in the government
business program.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the government business program.
What we have before the house this week is another
solid program of legislation, which bears all the
hallmarks of the Andrews Labor government. It has
been discussed previously that the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2014 will be coming down from the
Council. We are looking forward to seeing that appear.
The Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related
Compensation) Bill 2015 builds on a previous
commitment made by the then opposition last year.
Again this demonstrates the fact that the government is
getting on with the job of implementing in government
those things that it promised in opposition.
The opposition has pointed out today that it would like
to spend a bit of time on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I think that is a fair request from
the opposition. State taxation can be quite complicated
and quite involved. I know that the Duties Act 2000 as
a legislative act is in parts a very detailed and quite
complicated piece of legislation an understanding of
which can require very careful reflection.
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We have a solid program and schedule of work before
us this week. In particular, having gone through two
weeks of Public Accounts and Estimates committee
hearings, I am looking forward to making a
contribution on the appropriation bill. For those
reasons, I commend the government business program
to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
government business program. The Greens will not be
opposing the government business program in this
instance. As per usual practice, there are some concerns
we have about some of the bills before us. As usual, we
are reserving our right to move amendments in the
upper house and therefore we will not be seeking to
move amendments in the lower house, and we have not
requested to go into consideration in detail on the Court
Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015
or the Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related
Compensation) Bill 2015.
I note that everyone is going to get the opportunity to
speak on the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015. I
will reserve my comments on the budget for when I get
to make a contribution in that regard. I understand that
there are probably members who have sat through the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
who would probably not agree, but I reckon there are a
lot more questions to be asked regarding the budget and
its specifics. I would certainly appreciate any
opportunity to ask further questions regarding the
appropriation bill. With those remarks, the Greens will
not be opposing the government business program.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Arts funding

As has previously been discussed, we will have the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 before us this
week, and we will be spending a fair amount of time on
it. It is a great opportunity for all members from both
sides the house to make a contribution or reflect on
what the budget means to them and to their electorate. I
also acknowledge that we now have the take-note
opportunity for members who do not have the
opportunity to speak on the appropriation bill this week
to do so at a later stage. That is important, and it reflects
that there is a need to ensure that the way in which this
house operates reflects and takes into account changes
which were instituted by the coalition government and
auspiced by the former Leader of the House, the
member for Brighton.

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries) —
The Abbott government has again shown its disregard
for the Victorian cultural sector with its second budget
in a row cutting funding for the cultural and arts sectors.
This year, over $100 million in funding has been ripped
away from the Australia Council, the principal arts
funding body for the nation. These cuts represent a
serious threat to the arts and culture sector in Victoria.
Over 30 arts organisations in this state currently rely on
a combination of state government and Australia
Council funding, and many of these small-to-medium
organisations will simply not be able to survive these
substantial cuts, if they are delivered.
The Australia Council, still reeling from cuts it was told
about only hours before the federal budget speech, has
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as a consequence suspended its current funding round,
for which it had received over 100 applications from
Victoria alone. On top of this, these cuts represent a
dangerous rejection of the principle of arms-length
funding of the cultural sector, with the federal Minister
for the Arts, George Brandis, moving funds away from
the independent, peer-reviewed Australia Council into
something called the National Programme for
Excellence in the Arts, which appears will operate out
of his ministry and at his discretion. George Brandis
seems to have appointed himself the commissar of
excellence.
I am proud to say that the Andrews Labor government
delivered record funding for the creative industries in
its first budget, and I am also proud to say that it
believes in and will uphold independent, peer-reviewed
arts funding in a democratic society. I call on those
opposite and all members of this house to speak up for
the Victorian cultural sector and call for the reversal of
these cuts.

Solve Disability Solutions
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I am
honoured to have been given the position of patron of
Solve Disability Solutions. Solve is a not-for-profit,
volunteer-based organisation dedicated to making a real
difference for people with a disability. Solve volunteers
achieve this purpose through the design and
construction of equipment, not otherwise commercially
available, to improve the quality of life for people with
a disability.
Solve volunteers, many of whom have expertise and
skills in engineering, design and construction, are able
to work directly with individuals with special needs and
their families and carers to provide unique, specialised
designs and modifications to make a real difference in
the lives of people with disabilities. Solve volunteers
also work closely with occupational therapists,
physiotherapists and carers to deliver uniquely designed
and safely built equipment to help people with a
disability in their everyday living, sport and recreation,
and in their workplace and the broader community.
Yesterday I had the pleasure of seeing a young boy
enjoy greater independence through the Solve Freedom
Wheels modified bicycle program. These are the sorts
of programs that make a real difference to people with a
disability, and I am very proud to be the patron of Solve
Disability Solutions. I congratulate its chair, Mark
Dohrmann, CEO Fiona Still and all the volunteers and
staff at Solve Disability Solutions. I urge members to
think of Solve when they are endeavouring to help their
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constituents with disabilities to deal with their special
needs.

Bentleigh electorate volunteers
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — The week of 11 to
17 May was both National Volunteer Week and
Neighbourhood House Week, and it was fitting that the
two celebrations coincided, given the shared aims of
community engagement and development through
volunteering. It is amazing to consider that around
6.1 million Australians are volunteers. We have some
fantastic volunteer organisations in the Bentleigh
electorate. It was an honour to celebrate the
contribution of our volunteers at Bentleigh Bayside
Community Health Centre, a treasured asset in East
Bentleigh with more than 200 volunteers.
According to Volunteering Australia, the total number
of hours volunteered each year is more than
700 million, and there are more than
600 000 not-for-profit organisations in Australia. In
Victoria there are around 400 neighbourhood houses,
two of which are in my electorate. They are Moongala
Community House, which celebrates 35 years this year,
and Godfrey Street Community House, which
celebrates 30 years. These houses create community
engagement and contribute to good mental health with
the support of volunteers, who are critical in reducing
the incidence of social isolation.
It was a pleasure working with these community houses
to promote Neighbourhood House Week, which
culminated in a successful open day at Godfrey Street
Community House.

Level crossings
Mr STAIKOS — Last week I joined the Premier
and the Minister for Public Transport at the McKinnon
Road level crossing to announce that the government
has signed contracts for the removal of the first four
level crossings. They include the crossings at Centre
Road, McKinnon Road and North Road. Construction
work will begin before the end of the year. After four
years of nothing under the previous government, this
government is getting on with it.

Maffra District Hospital
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I wish to again
raise the issue of Maffra District Hospital’s need for a
master plan. The previous coalition government
committed $75 000 for this purpose. This will allow for
planning and business case development for the Maffra
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campus to ensure that facilities are functional and fit for
purpose for the community of Maffra and surrounds.
In response to an adjournment matter the minister has
committed to visiting ‘when she is in the vicinity’.
Given it is now two months since I requested she visit
the site to discuss the upgrade, I think it is a pertinent
time to again ask when she may be in the vicinity of
Maffra to meet with members of the board on site.

Timber workers memorial
Mr T. BULL — It is very pleasing to see work
underway on the Victorian timber workers memorial
project at Heyfield, which was supported with $65 000
funding by the previous coalition government in
partnership with the Wellington Shire Council and the
community. It is important to acknowledge the great
support from within the community and the industry to
bring the project to fruition. Cr Malcolm Hole was a
strong advocate, and the support of the council was
important. I look forward to the memorial’s completion.

Keyanna Hood
Mr T. BULL — I would like to bring to the
attention of the house the achievements of Keyanna
Hood, a young Indigenous lady from Bairnsdale, which
is in my electorate. Keyanna recently won The Ricci
Marks Award, which recognises outstanding
achievement by Aboriginal youth. The $5000 bursary
will help with the costs of the paramedic course that
Keyanna is currently studying. She is a lovely girl and
spent some time driving for me in my electorate to get
her hours up as part of her licence requirement. It is a
real pleasure to see Keyanna doing so well with her
study and inspiring other Indigenous students to follow
their dreams.

Royal Commission into Family Violence
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Almost
150 women and men braved the wintry Wednesday
night last week to talk about their experience of family
violence and provide insights to help form a submission
to the royal commission into Australia’s most pervasive
criminal justice concern, the Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
I had the honour of organising and chairing the meeting
with representatives of the three tiers of government at
the Hume Global Learning Centre in Broadmeadows to
ensure that the voices of families in Melbourne’s north
are not only heard but that their issues are also
understood. A number of members of the public
described abuse as not just physical; it can be emotional
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and financial. It can even extend to newly arrived
migrant men restricting their wives from learning
English so they maintain control of the relationship.
This resonated with many families in Broadmeadows,
who come from more than 160 countries, forming a
United Nations in one neighbourhood. Many such
families have arrived here without being able to speak
English.
Proposed initiatives included new courses in ethics and
communications at primary and secondary schools to
help boys and girls cope better with anger and
frustration, diffusing these emotions before they turn
into violence. I am also concerned about how boys and
girls form their attitudes to each other, given access to
hardcore pornography, which can expose children and
adolescents to extreme sexual and violent behaviour at
a susceptible age. I look forward to the royal
commission addressing these issues concerning
education and prevention as well as power and control,
and I thank Australia’s first Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence for attending the meeting and for
her leadership.

Country Fire Authority station upgrades
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government and the
Minister for Emergency Services for outrageously
claiming as their own previously funded and announced
coalition government Country Fire Authority (CFA)
brigade projects. The minister’s recent press release
dated 24 April boasts of the Andrews Labor
government providing more than $3.85 million to fund
building works and other projects at CFA brigades
across Victoria. The government’s release further
claims that new fire stations will be built in Walmer and
Earlston and that upgraded facilities will be provided
for the Barjang, Kyneton, Narre Warren, Yeungroon,
Frankston and Welshpool brigades. The statement
further claims that the Labor government will also give
$600 000 to Skye CFA and that Montrose CFA will
receive $30 000.
The truth of the matter is that the Napthine coalition
government announced on 9 November last year that it
had successfully fulfilled its $125 million 2010 election
commitment to deliver 250 new and upgraded CFA
stations. As a result of good financial management the
completed program saved $5 million, which meant that
additional stations could receive funding for essential
works. The coalition allocated the $5 million budget
savings to a further 18 stations. Lo and behold, all the
stations detailed by the Andrews government in its
media release, except for Frankston, were on the list of
18 already funded by the coalition government.
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City of Banyule volunteers
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — On 14 May I was
privileged to attend an awards dinner to recognise the
fantastic contribution of volunteers in the Banyule
community. I commend the award winners and
highlight the contributions of just a few of the
nominees. Maria Welsh volunteers with Banksia
Palliative Care Service and facilitates the bereavement
support group. Irene Somerville and Judith Chivers
give their time every week to help Diamond Valley
Foodshare provide food parcels to hundreds of needy
families. Lisa Commandeur has served for seven years
on the committee at Bundoora Preschool, most recently
as treasurer; Lisa juggles work and family
commitments to help make this a great local preschool.
Des Harris volunteers at Rosanna Fire Station
Community House and the Hub in Heidelberg West,
helping people to gain skills in computer use. Dianne
Rogers has volunteered for 17 years at Bundoora
Extended Care Centre, including 10 years running the
lolly trolley, with sales helping to improve the centre;
Dianne has also helped to raise 21 foster children along
with her own 4 kids. Finally, Bert and Lesley
Westerman have both volunteered at Araluen since
2009, working with people with intellectual disabilities
to improve their literacy skills.
I commend all of the nominees for their selfless service
to our local community. These wonderful people never
seek any recognition for themselves. However, it is
very important that we highlight their significant
contributions. Well done.

Violence Free Families
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am delighted that the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence is in the
chamber, because I wish to draw the attention of the
house to the very valuable work of an organisation
called Violence Free Families. It is an organisation that
was established by Rotary Club of Brighton, based on
14 years of charitable fundraising and knowledge in
that particular area. I am delighted that a number of
other Rotary clubs, including the women’s rotary
branch, are also supportive of Violence Free Families. I
have met with this organisation on multiple occasions,
and I want to congratulate David Smyth in particular
for his dedication and for his approach, which he
initiated many years ago, before it was fashionable, to
look at men’s behaviour change programs.
Brighton Rotary has funded a number of programs and
activities. It is currently supporting research by Monash
University to improve traditional men’s behaviour
change programs. It has also been involved in a trial of

Tuesday, 26 May 2015

a new online behaviour change program that is to be
delivered over the web for men who cannot attend
certain institutions or welfare agencies. That program
was suggested to Violence Free Families by senior
officers at Victoria Police. I believe Violence Free
Families is also assisting the Victorian Women’s Trust
with the Be the Hero program. I bring this organisation
to the attention of the house because of the fine and
commendable work it does.

Shire of Golden Plains community facilities
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Last week I was
delighted to spend time at the Meredith and Ballan
neighbourhood houses and at The Well in Smythesdale,
when local residents were given the opportunity to raise
with me directly important issues that affect their
communities. Many residents came and raised issues
ranging from concerns for the preservation of the local
forest in the Brisbane Ranges and along the Moorabool
River, issues associated with speed limits on some of
our roads, pedestrian and bicycle safety right through to
concerns related to wind farms.
In Ballan, Brian Barry, Ray Meadows and David Smith
from the Ballan District Vintage Machinery and
Vehicle Club shared with me their plans to create a
vintage machinery museum centred around a collection
of Ronaldson-Tippett engines that were built in
Ballarat. The collection features one of every type of
Ronaldson-Tippett engine built. The club currently has
170 members, and I can see that this collection will
provide members with a fantastic opportunity to come
together to maintain and restore these engines while
preserving an important part of our local manufacturing
history.
While on these visits I also took the opportunity to visit
Meredith Primary School and to inspect progress on the
fantastic new community hub in Meredith. In
Smythesdale I was able to appreciate the facilities
provided at The Well, the town’s community hub,
which also provides a home for the local historical
society. It provides health services and also provides
local community groups with great meeting spaces. On
this point, I would like to acknowledge the work of
Golden Plains Shire Council and its vision to deliver
these great community facilities in partnership with
state and federal governments.

MARS Gallery and Climarte
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I recently opened two
art exhibitions in Prahran. The MARS Gallery in
Windsor partnered with Climarte to bring together a
group of environmentally conscious exhibitions as part
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of the Art + Climate = Change 2015 festival. This was a
particularly inspiring exhibition, because at a time when
the federal government is trying to dismantle every
program and piece of legislation we have to fight
climate change, when our country is going from leaders
to laggers and getting in the way of climate action, it is
understandable that the public can become disengaged
from the issue of climate change. Exhibitions like this
play a key role in engaging, informing and inspiring the
community to consider their actions and to create a
sustainable future. Well done to everyone at MARS
Gallery and Climarte and to the artists for tackling this
critical issue.

Toorak Village Sculpture Exhibition
Mr HIBBINS — The Toorak Village Traders
Association once again hosted the innovative Toorak
Village Sculpture Exhibition, which I had the privilege
of opening this year. At this exhibition sculptures are
placed in shop windows and along the footpath. Our
shopping strips are the heart and soul of our
communities, and they face increased challenges from
major shopping centres and online retail. Creating
unique experiences for visitors, like the Toorak Village
Sculpture Exhibition, is critical to ensuring our
shopping strips remain vibrant places that people enjoy.
Congratulations to everyone at Toorak Village,
including the association members, traders and artists,
for another successful exhibition.
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news recently. I attended one last year, and to give
members a sense of what happens, a pallet of food that
is nearing its expiry date is loaded on a truck and
transported to the centre. The distribution commences
at 12.00 p.m. On the day I was there, people started
queuing from 8.00 a.m. By 12.10 p.m., 400 people had
queued, and that was the cut-off point. What happens
then is that people work their way through to get some
basic food supplies to get them through another week.
To see it in practice, I must confess, is incredibly
confronting, but nonetheless Foodbank plays a critical
role.
Recently I also had the privilege of opening the
Wingate Avenue Community Centre’s Union Road
Community Hub in Ascot Vale. This is an important
development as it will allow the centre to broaden its
reach and its brand into Ascot Vale and also obtain
additional revenue that will improve its service
offering.
I am proud to be a member of this place representing
such a diverse community, and I will continue to work
tirelessly to improve the quality of life of the people on
both the Ascot Vale and Flemington public housing
estates. It is true that politics is not for the faint-hearted,
but fortune favours — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Wingate Avenue Community Centre

City of Traralgon Band

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I take the
opportunity to recognise the great work the Wingate
Avenue Community Centre provides to the people who
live on the Ascot Vale public housing estate. Ably
managed by Jan Thorpe and chaired by Renee
Hancock, the Wingate Avenue Community Centre
plays a significant role in providing training, education
and outreach services to the many residents who call
the estate home.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Recently I was pleased
to attend a farewell concert for the City of Traralgon
Band as it embarks on its Tour of Remembrance around
the United Kingdom and France. The tour will see the
City of Traralgon Band be the first Australian band to
compete at the Whit Friday Brass Band Contests in the
UK and perform at services of remembrance on the
Western Front battlefields in France. In what will be a
most moving event, the band will visit the graves of and
pay tribute to many of our local soldiers who made the
ultimate sacrifice and did not return home. Local
businesses and the broader community have shown
enormous support for this important initiative, and I am
sure band members will represent our region with pride.
To Alan Wilson and the hardworking band committee,
congratulations on making this wonderful idea come to
fruition.

The centre operates a very important English as a
second language program, as well as providing
computer training to many of the residents. In addition
to this the centre operates a series of community-based
training programs, including cooking, that provide
many people with the opportunity to learn valuable
skills that can lead to employment. In an area where
some 90 per cent of residents earn less than $400 a
week, these services are incredibly important.
I must confess that I recently attended the community
centre when Foodbank delivered a food drop-off. The
most recent food drop-off was published on Channel 7

Looking Back
Mr NORTHE — On Sunday the
Churchill & District News team held a launch for the
fourth volume of the Looking Back series of books. The
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books tell the stories of some of Churchill’s first and
early settlers, in addition to articulating the history of
the town and its assets. After the success of the first
three volumes, the Churchill & District News team has
now produced volume 4 in the series. Congratulations
to Ruth Place and the Churchill & District News team
for keeping the history of Churchill alive.

Steve Lovison
Mr NORTHE — I acknowledge Steve Lovison for
his outstanding community service in a range of areas
over many decades. In particular Steve recently
acquired 50 years of service as a justice of the peace.
Congratulations to Steve on such sterling service to our
local community.

Heidelberg West police station
Mr NORTHE — I am looking forward to
understanding when the government will reopen the
Heidelberg West police station.

Mill Park Heights Primary School
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
pleased to see that this year’s budget provides
$6 million to replace Mill Park Heights Primary
School’s multitude of portable classrooms with a
purpose-built permanent building. This school is
1000 students strong. Deborah Patterson, the principal,
and her staff have done a fantastic job in advocating for
the needs of this community, and I am pleased it was
the Labor opposition that committed to replacing these
multiple portable classrooms — about 12 in all — with
a permanent building. We will deliver that through this
first budget.
The school has an innovative learning environment and
appreciates greatly the support of this government. I
was looking forward to contacting the school, which I
did once the budget was known, to announce the
funding. The principal was ecstatic with the
announcement. The school will benefit from other
fantastic initiatives of the Labor government. For us,
Victoria is the education state, and we will be providing
additional funds for uniforms, breakfast clubs and IT
for students who desperately need them. I know that my
school and many others in my electorate will be great
beneficiaries.

PenBus service
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — This week I will table a
petition calling on the government to fund the PenBus
service on an ongoing basis following a successful trial.
PenBus takes students direct from the southern
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peninsula to nearly 40 training and further education
institutes in Frankston, Dandenong and Clayton. The
service eases the tremendous cost of attending these
institutes, whether by using current public transport
routes, driving or living away from home. These costs
are a key reason why so many young people from the
southern peninsula do not take up post-school study. I
know constructive work is being carried out by
stakeholders with the government, and I encourage a
speedy resolution before the trial finishes on 30 June
this year.

Jetty Road, Rosebud
Mr DIXON — On another matter, I will also be
tabling a petition asking the government to plan and
construct an overpass at the current Mornington
Peninsula Freeway terminus at Jetty Road, Rosebud.
This project has been identified as a medium-term
solution to ease traffic congestion and improve
pedestrian safety on the peninsula. This study was
carried out by VicRoads and funded by the previous
government. The freeway currently terminates at Jetty
Road, where there are three roundabouts within about
400 metres, causing traffic mayhem. Pedestrians,
especially local schoolchildren, play Russian roulette
with a high volume of vehicles, which are fast moving
and constantly changing lanes. I join with the
community in calling on the government to fund this
important project.

National Volunteer Week
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — Recently I
had the opportunity to attend a volunteer appreciation
event as part of National Volunteer Week. The event
took place in Chelsea and recognised the important
contributions of our volunteer organisations from the
likes of the Edithvale Country Fire Authority, the
Longbeach PLACE community centre in Chelsea, the
Chelsea Church of Christ at Chelsea Care Works, the
Chelsea and District Historical Society, Chelsea
Community Support Services and the Chelsea Rotary
Club. I acknowledge the speech that was made by
Carrie Ewin, who is the City of Kingston’s Young
Citizen of the Year. She gave a fantastic account of the
importance of volunteerism in our community.
Subsequent to that event I had the opportunity last week
to join the Chelsea Church of Christ, a sub-branch of
Chelsea Care Works, which offers a food bank and a
breakfast each week on a Wednesday morning for
people in our community. I acknowledge the work of
Pastor Judi Turnham, who does an extensive amount of
work to put that breakfast together. The breakfast
brings people together from the community who might
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be isolated or struggling a bit, and it has a great
community atmosphere in the small but very workable
building. Chelsea Care Works is looking to apply for
grants to upgrade the floors in the hall over the course
of the next few weeks, and I look forward to supporting
it in those efforts.

Oaktree Anglican Church
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — On Sunday,
24 May, I had the pleasure of attending the launch of
the new Oaktree Anglican Church in the area of
Caulfield and Elsternwick, following the merger in
November 2014 of St Mary’s Anglican Church in
Caulfield with St Clement’s Anglican Church in
Elsternwick. I acknowledge the work of the senior
pastor of the Oaktree church, Reverend Mark Durie.
Mark has been a key member of the Caulfield
community for many years, and at the launch he spoke
about anti-Semitism in the community and how we
must take a united approach to combat it.

AngelCube
Mr SOUTHWICK — On Wednesday I met with
Benni Aroni and Adrian Stone from AngelCube to
discuss the importance of fostering innovation,
particularly in the business sector. AngelCube is a
Melbourne-based accelerator program for tech start-ups
that invests in start-ups into big ideas. There is an
exceptional load of passion in this three-month
program. Given that the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade said last week at a Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing that the
government had still not come up with a definition of
what a start-up actually is, and as there is $60 million to
fund start-ups, I suggest the Premier and the
government give AngelCube a call for some assistance.

Caulfield electorate volunteer awards
Mr SOUTHWICK — I recently had the pleasure of
presenting Alan Samuel with a Caulfield Volunteer
Award. Alan is one of the founding members of
IMPACT. He does a great job in volunteering with this
charity and assisting women and children fleeing
extreme violence at home. I also had the pleasure of
presenting David Michelson with a Caulfield Volunteer
Award. David was one of the co-founders of JEMP and
has done tireless work over many years to ensure that
the Jewish community builds resilience, keeping it safe
and promoting self-reliance and mutual support.
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Milleara Road, Keilor East, pedestrian crossing
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — The Andrews Labor
government has fulfilled a long-held promise in the
electorate of Niddrie with the recent announcement in
its first budget of $410 000 in funding to create a
pedestrian crossing on Milleara Road, Keilor East, near
the Centreway shopping centre. It will be called the
New Centreway pedestrian crossing. The Centreway
shopping centre located to the east of Milleara Road is a
major hub for the Keilor East community, with a range
of small businesses and services located within it,
including a chemist, a post office and a GP clinic. Yet
for the past 50 years more than 1000 residents who live
west of Milleara Road have remained cut off from this
vital complex because there has been no pedestrian
crossing, other than a crossing located some 500 metres
away at Clarks Road.
This issue has garnered significant local media attention
over the years. More than 500 local residents signed a
petition calling for the crossing. Newspapers reported
on the issue, with headlines including ones such as
‘East Keilor crossing delay pushes residents away’ in
the Moonee Valley Weekly Review of 10 March 2012
and ‘Resident groups double-crossed’ in the same
publication of 7 June 2011. A further article, headed ‘A
cross to bear for residents’, was published in the
Moonee Valley Leader of 14 November 2011.
I was very pleased to join the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety on 11 May to announce the $410 000 in
funding. It was firmly welcomed by the local
community. I put on the record my appreciation for
Moonee Valley Neighbourhood Watch coordinator
Trevor Sinclair and also Margaret Marshall of the East
Keilor Sustainability Street community garden for their
tireless advocacy and community work in making this
crossing happen. After 50 years it will finally be
delivered.

Mildura television news services
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — After 50 years of local
news services WIN TV has ended its local news
bulletin, leaving Mildura as the largest regional centre
in Victoria without local news. This sudden
announcement, made without warning or consultation,
has struck at the heart of Mildura by denying us a
connection with our community. It is with a great deal
of anger that I see my community treated with such
indifference. The failure of management to engage with
community leaders over this decision is appalling. WIN
TV should not be surprised if its advertisers treat the
network with the same indifference it has treated the
people of Mildura by taking their business elsewhere.
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WIN TV’s point of difference compared to all the other
channels on the remote had been its local news service,
but it no longer has that point of difference in the
market. WIN is on its way to becoming just another
network showing irrelevant advertising to disinterested
viewers in Mildura. Despite the introduction of its All
Australian News, which it claims is the only news
service dedicated solely to news from around the nation
and which calls on the resources of WIN’s regional
newsrooms, this action tells the people of Mildura that
WIN is no longer the network for regional Victoria. It
has chosen commerce over community, so who would
blame the community for walking away from WIN? It
is obviously only money that counts to WIN, not its
advertisers and certainly not its viewers, but
unfortunately WIN has failed to realise that in regional
Australia all these things are interdependent. If WIN
network CEO Andrew Lancaster continues to hide and
believe that his decision does not affect the community,
he has a lot to learn.

Royal Commission into Family Violence
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I rise to update the house on the
Royal Commission into Family Violence and to
encourage every MP in this place to make a written
submission to the royal commission on behalf of their
constituency. Last Friday the commission concluded
the last of its 38 community consultation sessions,
which have been running over the past month in
metropolitan Melbourne and in regional and rural
communities. Chaired by Justice Marcia Neave, these
consultations have engaged with over 800 members of
the community and have heard from stakeholders and
expert groups representing women with disabilities,
members of culturally and linguistically diverse
communities, representatives of Aboriginal
communities, victims groups and men’s groups. The
commission is now entering the next stage of its
inquiry, and it is expected to conduct public hearings
between 13 July and 14 August. As outlined by the
commission, the public hearings will focus on
addressing statewide concerns and on establishing
practical solutions to end the harm.
Those wishing to lodge a written submission to the
royal commission are reminded that the deadline is this
Friday, 29 May. Our government will be making a
whole-of-government submission to the royal
commission by this Friday, but I encourage each
member of Parliament to lodge their own submission
on behalf of their constituency and to highlight good
service providers and practices, as the member for
Brighton did earlier today, and any gaps and challenges
their communities face. Family violence is a
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whole-of-community problem requiring a
whole-of-community set of solutions. I encourage
every MP to engage with the royal commission by
lodging a submission by this Friday.

Wonthaggi Neighbourhood Centre
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — On 14 May I had the
pleasure of attending the Wonthaggi Neighbourhood
Centre at Mitchell Community House. Established in
1983 and known to locals as Mitchell House, this
exceptionally well-run community organisation offers a
wide range of activities and opportunities for lifelong
learning, health and wellbeing. Through its many
activities and programs Mitchell House is able to
engage local people in local solutions. As such, it plays
a critical role in community capacity building. Some
examples include the men’s shed program, internet and
computer access for older people and the transgender
support group. Mitchell House also provides
much-needed support to asylum seekers. These
program are focused on reducing isolation, increasing
engagement and building social cohesion.
I take this opportunity to acknowledge the hard work
and dedication of the volunteers and the committee of
management. In particular I extend my thanks to Jan
Bourne, who has worked with Mitchell House as
coordinator for the past 13 years. Additionally, the
legacy that has been left by Lorraine Mitchell and her
husband, Ross, is one their families can feel very proud
of indeed.

COURT SERVICES VICTORIA AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — It gives me pleasure
to rise today to speak in the debate on the Court
Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015. I say at the outset that the opposition does not
oppose the bill. The bill builds on substantial and
historic reforms that were implemented during the last
term of this Parliament and which continue down the
path of establishing a truly independent administrative
function for our courts and also for the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
The bill advances the previous government’s reforms,
which were instigated to vest responsibility in
Victoria’s courts for the management of their
administrative functions, to make them answerable for
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those functions to statutory accountability regimes and
Parliament rather than to the executive government, and
to give courts greater freedom to manage their
operations efficiently, effectively, innovatively and in a
way which suits the challenges and objectives they set
for themselves. At the heart of the reforms the previous
government introduced was the establishment of Court
Services Victoria, an independent body, free of
departmental or political involvement, which is charged
principally with providing administrative services and
support for VCAT and Victoria’s courts. At a very
general level, this reduces the potential for interference
by executive government in the operation of our courts.
It recognises that there is potential when responsibilities
and functions are divided and remote that they can
impede the ability of courts and VCAT to manage their
own operations and implement the reforms and
efficiencies they would otherwise identify.
Before I turn to the bill proper, it is worthwhile
reflecting on some of the comments that the then
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill, made in
this house when speaking to the Court Services Victoria
Bill 2013. He made the point then, as I do now, that the
independence of the judiciary is a fundamental tenet of
our system of government and our rule of law. It
underpins our free, open and democratic society, as the
then Attorney-General made very clear. You can have
independent courts and tribunals, as we have had for
most of the history of this state, but only in the last
couple of years have we managed to extend that
independence to the administrative functions of our
courts and tribunals.
As we know, in respect of the administrative side of
their operations, courts and tribunals were previously
under the control of and answerable to the secretary of
the department, and ultimately, through the secretary, to
the Attorney-General of the day and the government.
That did not sit comfortably with the principle of
judicial independence, although it did take a long time
for governments to address the problem. The then
Attorney-General in his remarks in the second-reading
speech on the Court Services Victoria Bill 2013 quoted
what the then Chief Justice of the High Court, Justice
Murray Gleeson, said in 2005:
The impartial administration of justice according to law is a
power and a duty of government …
Independence of the judiciary asserts that independence is
essential to the proper performance by the judiciary of its
functions in a free society observing the rule of law. It affects
both the quality of judicial performance and the acceptability
of decisions. Confidence in the administration of justice
depends upon a general assumption that judges act according
to law, and free from pressure or interference of a kind that
might deflect them from their duty.

1499

That encapsulates rather eloquently the importance of
an independent judiciary.
Before coming to office in late 2010 the coalition, then
in opposition, made a commitment to the Victorian
people that if it won the election, it would establish a
new administrative body for our courts and VCAT to
further and perfect that degree of independence that is
so necessary to give effect to the eloquent comments of
the then chief justice, His Honour, Murray Gleeson. A
steering committee was established upon the coalition
coming to government and headed by the Honourable
Michael Black, AC, QC, a former Chief Justice of the
Federal Court of Australia. That was followed by the
establishment in 2012 of an advisory council
comprising the heads of jurisdiction and chaired by the
chief justice to oversee the transition towards an
independent administrative regime to support our courts
and tribunal in the form of VCAT.
That context is important. I should note before turning
to the provisions in the bill itself that the Supreme
Court’s annual report for 2013–14 has been tabled in
this house today. I will take the opportunity to note just
a couple of things in this report. On page 2 I note that
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court observes about
the establishment of Court Services Victoria, and I
quote:
The Court Services Victoria Act 2014 received royal assent
on 11 February 2014. The Supreme Court, together with the
other courts and VCAT, worked closely with government in
the development of this legislation to create an independent,
judge-led administration for Victoria’s courts and tribunals.
The passage of the act was an important milestone in the
state’s history.

That is a fair summary of the impact of the
establishment of Court Services Victoria.
I should also note just in passing that a recent bill that
came before this house dealing with jury directions is
also addressed in the annual report. I note on page 44 of
the report a reference to the Jury Directions Act 2013
and that further amendments are to follow. I will quote
from page 44 of the annual report:
The Jury Directions Act 2013, which commenced on 1 July
2013, is a major initiative aimed at simplifying the complex
technical and lengthy nature of a judge’s charge, and
simplifying and clarifying the issues jurors must determine in
a criminal jury trial. The reforms also aim to streamline
criminal trials. The act is one of the most significant pieces of
criminal law reform in Victoria’s history. The new process
has worked well, particularly the requirement that parties
articulate on the issues and specify, with precision, the
particular directions they require the trial judge to give in his
or her charge. In most cases, the intended consequences of
both simplifying and shortening the length of judges’
directions have been achieved.
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I think that is a very important reflection, albeit on a
separate but related reform which commenced during
the time of the last Parliament and which has
proceeded, I am grateful to say, with the new
government embracing the tenor of those reforms with
further amendments in this house.
Against all of that, I turn to the particular provisions of
the bill. I will not address them all but I will note just a
few. The first provision I want to talk to is addressed in
clause 4 of the bill. That deals with the chief executive
officer of the Judicial College of Victoria. New
section 35A(1) provides:
For the purposes of section 16(1) of the Judicial College of
Victoria Act 2001, the Chief Executive Officer must employ
a person, nominated by the Board of the Judicial College of
Victoria, to be the chief executive officer of the Judicial
College of Victoria.

I will not address the other provisions of that clause but
refer next to proposed section 35B of the bill, which
provides:
In performing his or her functions, the chief executive officer
of the Judicial College of Victoria is responsible to, and must
comply with any directions given by —
(a) the Board of the Judicial College of Victoria in relation
to the operation of the College; and
(b) the Chief Executive Officer in relation to all other
matters.

I want to spend just a moment on the structure of that
clause and what is proposed for the CEO of the Judicial
College of Victoria. Although those on this side of the
house do not oppose the bill, I want it noted that the
bifurcation, if I can use that term, of the duties of an
officer, whether it be a CEO or other officer, often can
seem to be clear on paper but sometimes not be as clear
in practice. Whilst the proposed reform does appear to
be sensible on paper it will be very important to
manage the distinction that the CEO and the board of
the judicial college must all be cognisant of and manage
because in practice the boundaries are not always clear.
We take it as an assurance that in consideration of this
bill the heads of jurisdiction as well as the department
and the government have given serious thought to how
that might be managed in practice. As I said, we do not
have any objection to that clause.
I note also that clause 6 amends section 28 of the
Financial Management Act 1994 to ensure that the
definition of ‘department’ includes Court Services
Victoria (CSV). As a consequence of that, the Governor
in Council will be empowered to make an order
approving the allocation to Court Services Victoria of
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amounts in addition to appropriations for the purposes
of CSV in annual appropriations.
Similarly, I note that clauses 7 and 8 make amendments
to the Financial Management Act to extend the
definition of ‘authority’ to include Court Services
Victoria. The amendment made by clause 7 gives the
relevant minister the ability to determine an amount
appropriated for CSV that is not applied in the financial
year being available for application to CSV in the
following financial year. The definitional change made
by clause 8 provides for the temporary issue out of the
public account of advances and special advances to
CSV being authorised.
We do not have any opposition to CSV having greater
budget flexibility. That is consistent with the principles
I enunciated earlier around the need in our legal system
for independent administrative control by the courts and
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. As
with any public agency or body, it will be necessary to
manage those new powers responsibly and to ensure
that not only are the purposes of the judicial function
established but that the expectations of government,
Parliament and the Victorian people — in particular,
taxpayers — are observed closely and managed in the
best way possible. As I said, we on this side do not
oppose the bill. It builds on substantial reforms that
were commenced in the last Parliament. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to make a contribution to the debate on the Court
Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015. At the outset, I welcome the contribution by the
member for Hawthorn. It is good that he is supporting
the legislation. I acknowledge also the contribution by
the member for Box Hill as the previous
Attorney-General in establishing Court Services
Victoria (CSV).
If members go back a bit, they can see how this new
vehicle was established and that it was vital. From the
Chief Justice of Victoria down there had been lots of
commentary on the way forward for court services. The
website of Court Services Victoria sets out very plainly
and clearly the purpose of CSV. The legislation we are
debating in the lower house today is very much
strengthening the framework of CSV, which came into
operation recently, and providing some parameters
around the appointment of the CEO and dispute
handling and a stronger framework around the Judicial
College of Victoria.
The primary purpose of Court Services Victoria is to
provide or arrange for the provision of administrative

COURT SERVICES VICTORIA AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Tuesday, 26 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

facilities and services to the courts, the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) and the Judicial
College of Victoria. Section 8 of the Court Services
Victoria Act 2014 states that its primary function is to
provide or arrange for the provision of the
administrative services and facilities necessary or
desirable to support the performance of the judicial,
quasi-judicial and administrative functions of the
Supreme Court, County Court, Magistrates Court,
Children’s Court, Coroners Court and VCAT.
I want to highlight an editorial in the Age of
4 November 2013. It is headlined ‘A better way to
manage the courts’ and states:
It has been a long-time concern of this newspaper that
Victoria’s justice system, with its rising burden of cases in a
tough law-and-order environment, is at breaking point in
terms of funding and administration. Last year, the Age’s
series ‘Courts in crisis’ examined the state of our outdated,
cramped and under-resourced courts. Basically, there were
many more cases and too few judges to hear them. If
anything, the situation has worsened since then.
The problems include not only underfunding but how the
courts are funded …

That did lead to the establishment of Court Services
Victoria. Previously the courts had been funded through
a business model of the then Department of Justice. The
editorial went on:
Supreme Court Chief Justice Marilyn Warren has rightly
warned that this bureaucratic control poses a threat to the
courts’ independence, and weakens the judiciary ‘because it
controls neither sword nor the purse’.

I reiterate that the previous government fulfilled its
promise to rectify this anomaly and established a new
body, Court Services Victoria, to provide judicial
services independent of the executive arm. The member
for Box Hill introduced the legislation, which came into
effect in July 2014. The new body was governed by the
six heads of jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, County
Court, Magistrates Court, Children’s Court, Coroners
Court and Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal,
plus two non-judicial members.
I want to put that editorial in context by quoting a more
recent one, given that it is timely to consider where we
now stand. This editorial, also from the Age, is dated
9 May and is headlined ‘Why our crowded jails have
revolving doors’. I want to put on the record its first
paragraph, which states:
When politicians are banished from the government benches
to opposition, they tend to spend some time sulking and
bemoaning their fate. Letting go of the reins can be hard. The
most effective opposition teams, though, take the time to
pause and reconsider their suite of policies. They recast their
strategies, they learn to embrace the important role that
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oppositions should play in probing and challenging
government policies, while taking time to develop coherent
policies that one day might win them the support of the
electorate.

It goes on to talk about prisoner recidivism rates. If you
look at where we have been and where we are now on
this matter, commentary from the former government
since becoming the opposition has been a bit
inflammatory. I welcomed the member for Hawthorn’s
contribution to this debate as sensible and balanced, but
this editorial really highlights the policy work that
needs to be done by the new opposition. The actions of
the previous government in establishing Court Services
Victoria were commendable, and the current
Attorney-General is now strengthening that original
legislation. These amendments will improve the
governance and operation of Court Services Victoria. It
is important that we continue to respond to issues as
they arise.
This legislation will amend the Financial Management
Act 1994 to provide CSV with the same budget
flexibility and management mechanisms as generally
apply to other Victorian public sector bodies that
receive a direct parliamentary appropriation. These
mechanisms will allow CSV to take advantage of
opportunities that arise in the current financial year to
acquire benefits that will accrue or continue in the
following financial year, enabling better expenditure
across financial years and better managed cash flow
within financial years. The consistent framework
established by the previous government when setting
up CSV will continue. These provisions will ensure that
the management of CSV’s finances is transparent and
accountable, as is expected of public sector agencies.
Importantly, this legislation will also amend the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Act 2011 to codify the authority of the chief executive
officer of CSV in relation to complaints and
investigations under the IBAC act concerning CSV and
CSV staff. The bill also amends the Judicial College of
Victoria Act 2001 to codify the role of the board of the
Judicial College of Victoria in appointing, setting the
terms and conditions of and, if necessary, terminating
the employment of the CEO of the college. The
amendments will formally record the duty of the CEO
of the judicial college to act on the direction of the
judicial college board. Finally, the bill will amend the
Court Services Victoria Act to repeal the redundant
definition of ‘State Services Authority’. This definition
is not used elsewhere in the Court Services Victoria
Act, and in any case the State Services Authority has
now been replaced by the Victorian Public Sector
Commission.
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In summary, this bill is important. While it largely
makes machinery amendments to current provisions,
there are three key areas where it improves the
operation of Court Services Victoria. Firstly, it will fix
up the redundant legislation and definition relating to
the State Services Authority. Secondly, it will provide
the Judicial College of Victoria with ultimate authority
over decisions relating to the employment of its chief
executive officer. Thirdly, it will amend the Financial
Management Act to provide Court Services Victoria
with the same budget flexibility and management
mechanisms as generally apply to other Victorian
public sector bodies, including bodies that, like Court
Services Victoria, receive a direct parliamentary
appropriation.
The bill amends legislation brought in by the previous
government in relation to the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission to clarify the role of the
CEO of Court Services Victoria to make it consistent
with other agencies. The handling of complaints and
investigations by IBAC needs to be transparent. There
are two substantive changes to the Court Services
Victoria Act, fixing up any redundant areas in the
legislation and ensuring that the board of the judicial
college is responsible for fixing the terms and
conditions of employment of its chief executive officer
and that those terms are clear. It also ensures that the
CEO of the college is responsible to and complies with
the directions of the board in relation to the operation of
the college. It inserts new provisions into the Court
Services Victoria Act to ensure the continuity of the
employment of the current chief executive officer of the
Judicial College of Victoria.
The Judicial College of Victoria is responsible for the
management of the affairs of the college and may
exercise the powers of the college. It is appropriate that
the CEO be appointed on the nomination of the board
and that the board determine the CEO’s terms and
conditions.
In relation to the legislation as it applies to the Financial
Management Act, as I said earlier, it is important that
Court Services Victoria have the correct authority and
appropriation as well as the capacity to make any
advances from the Treasurer in appropriate
circumstances. Amending the Financial Management
Act to give Court Services Victoria the authority and
the mechanism in certain circumstances to make
significant purchases in future financial years has been
identified as an opportunity for better value for the
taxpayer. It is important to ensure it has an improved
budget. I also reiterate that separating the courts from
being a business unit of the former Department of
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Justice was a welcome move by the previous
government. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Court Services
Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. The
Nationals in coalition are not opposing the bill. The
purpose of the bill is to amend the Court Services
Victoria Act 2014 to provide that the chief executive
officer of Court Services Victoria (CSV) must employ a
person nominated by the board of the Judicial College
of Victoria to be the chief executive officer of the
college on the terms and conditions fixed by the board
and to amend the Financial Management Act 1994 to
provide Court Services Victoria with the same budget
flexibility afforded to a department by the act. The third
purpose is to amend the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to include the
chief executive officer of Court Services Victoria in the
definition of a relevant principal officer.
This is a short technical bill designed to undertake some
work that has been on the drawing board for a while. It
was in the pipeline during the term of the previous
government. It has also been picked up by this
government, which means it is obviously good
legislation, and that is why we are not opposing this
bill. The member for Hawthorn went into great detail
about the technical nature of the bill and in particular its
history, which has been long. Given that is the case, I
will be brief.
In not opposing the bill, we understand it vests
responsibility for the administration of Victoria’s courts
in the courts themselves and makes this function
answerable to Parliament and statutory accountability
regimes rather than to control by the executive
government. It gives courts greater freedom to manage
their operations efficiently, effectively and innovatively
to benefit court users and the broader Victorian
community. Court Services Victoria is an independent
body, free from departmental or political involvement,
that provides administrative services and support to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and
Victoria’s courts. This reduces the potential for the
executive government to interfere in the operations of
the courts and recognises that remote and divided
responsibilities can impede the ability of courts to make
their own decisions and implement necessary
efficiencies and reforms.
A small number of clauses in the bill are relevant to and
simply empower what we have talked about already.
Clause 4 inserts a new division 2A, which provides that
the CEO of CSV must employ a person nominated by
the board of the Judicial College of Victoria to be the
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CEO of the college. Clause 6 amends section 28 of the
Financial Management Act to ensure that the definition
of ‘department’ includes CSV. Consequently the
Governor in Council will be empowered to make an
order approving the allocation to CSV of funds in
addition to appropriations made in the annual
appropriations process.
Clause 7 amends section 32 of the Financial
Management Act to ensure that CSV and the minister
are able to find the amount appropriated to them for a
financial year. Clause 8 amends the Financial
Management Act to ensure that the definition of
‘authority’ includes CSV. Consequently the temporary
issue out of the public account of advances and special
advances to CSV can be authorised. Clause 9 amends
the definition of ‘relevant principal officer’ in the
section of the bill that is designed to make the CEO of
CSV accountable under the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011. Those are the
mechanics of how this is going to work. It is a simple
technical bill that is welcomed by all involved. I
commend it to the house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — I rise
to speak on the Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I welcome the support of
members opposite, including the shadow
Attorney-General, for the bill. I acknowledge the
member for Box Hill, who in his role as the former
Attorney-General introduced Court Services Victoria
during the last term of the Liberal government. I also
acknowledge the work that has been undertaken by the
current Attorney-General, who has brought before the
house some considered and detailed amendments to
Court Services Victoria. He is building upon the
framework that was established during the last
Parliament, when the Liberals were in government. I
commend the work that he has done to bring this bill
before the house.
Firstly, the bill provides greater budget flexibility for
Court Services Victoria by amending the Financial
Management Act 1994. This will allow Court Services
Victoria to obtain additional funds beyond what is
provided in the annual state budget. This mechanism
will be used, for example, when Court Services
Victoria has to make a significant purchase in a
subsequent financial year but where there is an
advantage in bringing the purchase forward. This
amendment enables the Attorney-General and the
Treasurer to bring money forward to take advantage of
a particular opportunity. I understand that these
additional funds must not exceed 3 per cent of the court
services annual budget or exceed 0.5 per cent of the
total appropriations for the year for Court Services
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Victoria. Secondly, the bill clarifies the role of the CEO
of Court Services Victoria in relation to the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
Thirdly, the bill codifies the arrangements concerning
the appointment and terms and conditions, and
termination arrangements, if required, for the CEO of
the Judicial College of Victoria. The bill also repeals a
redundant definition of ‘State Services Authority’ in the
Court Services Victoria Act 2014.
I welcome these changes. As I said, the
Attorney-General is strengthening the framework under
which Court Services Victoria is operating. I guess in a
sense I want to add to the debate with respect to
commentary that has been referred to by the member
for Niddrie and others with respect to our court services
more broadly, because it is universally acknowledged
that our courts need additional investment and
improvements if they are to continue to fulfil their role
in the state.
In the important area of family violence, in particular,
which I represent as the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence, we know our courts are often unsafe
places for victims. In fact that is why in this year’s state
budget Labor has allocated additional funding to allow
a safety audit of the Magistrates Court. We are
conscious of the fact that courts are not the safest places
to be if you are a victim of family violence. But of
course other improvements need to be made to our
court system. I have no doubt that the Royal
Commission into Family Violence will make a range of
recommendations about court services and the way we
can improve our courts in the interests of victims of
family violence.
In conclusion, can I say the strengthening of the
framework for Court Services Victoria, its regulations,
its relationship with other important authorities and its
appropriation opportunities are important measures that
are included in this bill. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I will speak very briefly
on the Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. By way of background, the
establishment of Court Services Victoria (CSV) on
1 July 2014 meant that judicial services became
independent of the executive arm of government and
Victoria’s courts and tribunals became directly
accountable to Parliament.
The Court Services Victoria Act 2014 established Court
Services Victoria as a statutory public sector body to
provide the administrative services and facilities for
Victoria’s courts, the Victorian Civil and
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Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) and the Judicial
College of Victoria (JCV). The courts and VCAT
remain separate entities and maintain responsibility for
directing their individual functions. Each jurisdiction
has its own CEO, while the Court Services Victoria
CEO has responsibility for managing CSV’s day-to-day
operation and staffing. The governing body of Court
Services Victoria is the Courts Council, chaired by the
Chief Justice of Victoria and comprising the heads of
each jurisdiction, along with two appointed non-judicial
members.
Now, six months down the track, this bill is introduced
in response to issues identified during Court Services
Victoria’s first six months of operation. It aims to give
CSV more budget flexibility and better management
mechanisms. The bill also amends the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to
codify the authority of the CEO in Court Services
Victoria in relation to complaints and investigations
under the IBAC act concerning CSV and CSV staff.
The bill also amends the Court Services Victoria Act
2014 to repeal a redundant definition of ‘State Services
Authority’ and codifies the role of the board of the
Judicial College of Victoria in appointing, setting the
terms and conditions for, and if necessary terminating
the employment of the CEO of the JCV. The
amendments will also formally record the duty of the
CEO in the Judicial College of Victoria to act at the
direction of the JCV. With that brief background and
description, I indicate the Greens will be supporting this
bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Court Services Victoria and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. Like speakers who
have gone before me, I want to acknowledge the role
that the member for Box Hill, the former
Attorney-General, played in the establishment of Court
Services Victoria (CSV). There is a temptation for
legislators to turn around and basically say, ‘Look, do
not mess with it. It is fine. Do not touch it. Leave it be.
It will be fine’. It is always refreshing to have members
of a government who are prepared to take a risk, take a
chance and try something different to improve the
overall quality of public administration. It is important
when a bill like this comes before the house that we do
recognise the former minister, who had the courage and
was prepared to try something different.
I would also like to acknowledge the support of the
opposition and the comments made by the member for
Hawthorn. I sat here and listened to his contribution.
The member researches well, thinks very carefully and
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makes a very considered contribution to this house,
which is welcome.
As has been outlined previously, the bill before us is
fairly straightforward. It comprises largely machinery
amendments or clarifications to existing provisions. It
really comes as a result of Court Services Victoria
having six months of operation under its belt. There is a
need or requirement to make sure that we continue to
refine, through an intuitive process, legislation and
instrumentalities and make sure that we have that
ability to improve and make those further changes. The
reality is that when you start something new, you might
start out with the best of intentions, but it is only as you
go through and learn the lessons that you realise there is
a need to make further improvements and changes.
That is what this bill is about.
The bill is also about recognising that we need to have a
very strong judicial system in place. Previous
contributors to the debate have mentioned the statistic
that if a person has something like six engagements
with the justice system, then they are almost certain to
develop a mental illness. Making Court Services
Victoria operate more smoothly, efficiently and
effectively will result in reducing that risk because a
more efficient service will mean people will have fewer
engagements. That will lead to better health outcomes
for people, and that is important.
The bill amends the Financial Management Act 1994 to
provide CSV with the same budget flexibility and
management mechanisms that apply to other public
sector bodies. These include mechanisms which will
allow CSV to take advantage of opportunities that arise
in the current financial year to acquire benefits that will
accrue or continue in the following financial year, to
better manage expenditure over financial years and to
better manage cash flow within financial years. That is
all very sensible.
I have worked in a small business. I come from a small
business background and I have worked in that
environment. You need to be able to plan your revenue
and have some sense of what is coming through. You
need to better manage your expenditure over the
financial year. I believe most members would
acknowledge the point that often if a program is to be
cut or there is uncertainty about funding revenue
coming into that organisation, your very best people
tend to leave the organisation. If they get the sense that
the funding may expire at the end of the financial year,
they might think, ‘I do not know whether there will be a
job here for me. I will start looking and applying
elsewhere’.
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It is usually your best people in an organisation who
start to look further afield and leave, so if you do not
provide that level of certainty and security from a
revenue perspective, you decrease the capacity of that
organisation to better be able to operate. Similarly, by
empowering an organisation like Court Services
Victoria to have some sense as to planning its
expenditure we are ensuring that we are looking at a
better quality of public policy outcomes. We are also
improving the overall quality of the organisation.
Ensuring that CSV has the same power and
opportunities that other public sector entities in the state
of Victoria have is welcome and important.
The bill also amends the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to codify the
authority of the chief executive officer of CSV in
relation to complaints and investigations under IBAC
concerning CSV and CSV staff. Again that is sensible.
The reality is that we need to make sure that CSV is
responsive and that in the event that there is an inquiry
or investigation required there is a clear delineation of
responsibility and there is a capacity for the
organisation to properly engage with IBAC at the
outset. Often, as we have seen in the past, if you have
blurred lines or there is no great certainty in terms of
how to operate, it can compromise an investigation
from the get-go. It is important that we try to reflect
that.
The bill amends the Judicial College of Victoria Act
2001 to codify the role of the board of the Judicial
College of Victoria (JCV) in appointing, setting terms
and conditions for and if necessary terminating the
employment of the CEO of the JCV. The amendments
will also formally record the duties of the CEO of the
JCV to act at the direction of the JCV board. That is all
very sensible. You need to make sure that if you have
got a board in place the board is empowered to be able
to have some level of control over a CEO.
Like many members here, I have served on quite a few
not-for-profit boards, and I was the chair of a
not-for-profit board for a while. It is important that you
have a very strong board that has got some clear
direction over the CEO, that there is a degree of robust
engagement and that there is that contestability so that
the board is very clear in terms of its responsibilities
and what is asked of it. The CEO can be sure that they
need to work closely with the board. In his contribution
the member for Hawthorn indicated that might be
sensible on paper but you need to be careful when
managing it in practice. With most of these things you
often apply the common-sense test.
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On any given day on most issues it is the board’s
responsibility to set the strategic direction of the
organisation, make sure that the CEO is discharging his
or her duties and make sure that the board itself is
discharging its own fiduciary duties as an independent
board. But in the event that something untoward or of
great significance happens, then clearly that would be
elevated to a higher authority for a response. In this
case presumably that would be the Attorney-General.
You want to make sure there is that capacity to have
those reserve powers, as it were, for the
Attorney-General to deal with some of those questions
rather than have the CEO of CSV racing off to the
Attorney-General every 5 minutes because something
has happened or there is some concern or anxiety. It is
not a good use of the Attorney-General’s time, and that
is why you should have that board there; so that is quite
sensible. On most of the day-to-day matters the board
should be able to deal with any issue that the CEO of
the JCV cannot deal with, and if need be it would be
elevated. As I indicated, it is important you have got
that in place.
Similarly, it is important that the board determines the
CEO’s terms and conditions of employment. Certainly
on the boards I have sat on that was your responsibility.
You had to work out what the CEO should be paid and
what terms and conditions they should have, and if they
wanted to have greater leave rather than less leave, you
had to work out how you would try to address that in
the organisation. They are all fair and reasonable
responsibilities that a board should have and be
required to deal with. In ensuring that the board works
closely with the CEO it is important that you have got
that level of rigour in place.
The bill before us is like many of the bills that come
before us: they are often technical in nature and quite
specific and detailed. For example, I notice that the bill
amends the CSV act to repeal a redundant definition of
the State Services Authority because it now no longer
exists and has been replaced by the Victorian Public
Sector Commission. That is what we tend to do here
often. We tend to deal with these non-controversial bills
that to some extent are fairly procedural in nature, but it
is important that we also run our eye over the bill and
think, ‘Does that make sense?’. This bill makes a lot of
sense. It is about ensuring that organisations like Court
Services Victoria reflect the mood of the moment and
that as a result of the lessons learnt as we roll out an
organisation like CSV it is refined and there is further
tinkering. We must also make sure that we have got
appropriate governance practices and structures in place
to ensure that Court Services Victoria can get on with
the job of discharging its duties to provide the most
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efficient and the best judicial system we can have in
Victoria.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a brief contribution on the Court
Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015. As we heard from the member for Hawthorn, the
opposition will not be opposing this bill. It is a very
straightforward bill; in fact some say there is not a lot in
there.
Basically the bill addresses the employment and role of
the chief executive officer of the Judicial College of
Victoria. It is intended to give Court Services Victoria
greater budget flexibility, and that helps it to run the
business it does on behalf of all Victorians. Among the
main provisions, proposed section 35A of the Court
Services Victoria Act 2014 inserted by clause 4
provides that CSV — Court Services Victoria — now
must employ a person nominated by the board of the
Judicial College of Victoria to be the chief executive
officer. Presently CSV is not subject to any direction in
relation to the exercise of that power, so this bill will
modify that.
There are a couple of other main clauses. Clauses 6 and
7 insert provisions in the Financial Management Act
1994 which attribute to the CSV the status of a
department in order to facilitate the allocation of
amounts in addition to those appropriated in the annual
appropriations.
As I said earlier, the coalition does not oppose the bill
as it advances the reforms instigated by the previous
coalition government. Firstly, it assigns administration
of Victoria’s courts to the courts themselves; secondly,
it make this function answerable to Parliament and its
statutory accountability regime rather than to the
executive government; and thirdly, it gives courts
greater freedom to manage their operations efficiently
to the benefit of court users and of course the broader
Victorian community.
For clarification, Court Services Victoria is an
independent body. We heard that stated by most
members who have spoken on the bill, including the
member for Hawthorn. CSV is free of departmental or
political involvement and provides administrative
services and support to Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal and the Victorian courts. This
reduces the potential for executive government
interference in the operations of the courts, and it
certainly recognises that remote and divided
responsibilities can impede the ability of courts to
manage their own operations and implement necessary
efficiencies and reforms.
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I have already mentioned clause 4, which inserts a new
division to provide that the CEO of Court Services
Victoria must employ a person nominated by the board
of the Judicial College of Victoria to be the CEO of the
Judicial College of Victoria, on terms and conditions
that are fixed by the board of the Judicial College of
Victoria. It also makes clear that the CEO of the
Judicial College of Victoria is subject to the direction of
the board in relation to the operation of the college and
to the direction of the CEO of CSV in relation to all
other matters. I will not go into any detail on clauses 6
and 7, as I mentioned them earlier. Clause 8 is pretty
straightforward. It amends section 36 of the Financial
Management Act 1994 to ensure that the definition of
‘authority’ includes CSV. Consequently the temporary
issue out of the public account of advances and special
advances to CSV will be authorised.
This legislation allows for the smoother running of
CSV. No concerns have been raised by members of the
judiciary. I certainly wish the bill a speedy passage. As
I mentioned, we are not opposing the bill and I
commend it to the house.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the Court Services
Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. As has
been outlined by my colleagues, the overall objectives
of the bill are to provide Court Services Victoria (CSV)
with greater budget flexibility; to clarify the role of the
chief executive officer of CSV in relation to complaints
made to and investigations by the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC); to
codify arrangements concerning the appointment, terms
and conditions, and termination of the CEO of the
Judicial College of Victoria; and to repeal a redundant
definition of ‘State Services Authority’ in the court
services.
This bill will improve the legislation governing the
operation of Court Services Victoria and is largely in
response to issues identified during CSV’s first six
months of operation. While the amendments are largely
mechanical in nature, or are amendments or
clarifications to existing provisions, the legislation is
important to Victoria’s democracy. It ensures that CSV
has the necessary level of independence from
government while achieving appropriate accountability
arrangements, including the managing of financial and
other risks.
The independence of Victoria’s justice system from the
executive arm of government occurred with the
establishment on 1 July 2014 of Court Services Victoria
as a statutory public sector body to provide the
administrative services and facilities for Victoria’s
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courts, the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
and the Judicial College of Victoria. The creation of
Court Services Victoria resulted in Victoria’s courts
and tribunals becoming accountable directly to the
Parliament.
When in opposition, Labor did not oppose the
legislation that established Court Services Victoria.
Indeed we supported the bill because we on this side of
the house are firm believers in judicial independence
and in upholding the constitutional separation of
powers between the Parliament and the judiciary. While
those on the other side sponsored the bill to establish
CSV, their commitment to judicial independence does
not stand up to strong scrutiny. In the case of Victoria’s
prison system, we are now seeing the results of the
removal of sentencing options in increased prisoner
numbers and the need to build new prisons, all the
while causing valuable resources to be directed away
from building new schools, hospitals and vital
infrastructure.
The importance of an independent judiciary is central to
our rights and freedoms under the rule of law. In a
speech given to the International Bar Association
Human Rights Institute Conference held in Hong Kong
in 1998 entitled ‘Independence of the judiciary —
Basic principle, new challenges’, Justice Michael Kirby
declared the independence of the judiciary as a
fundamental human right. He stated:
It is not necessary to be a sophisticated investor in Hong
Kong or a world-weary lawyer in Australia or the United
States, to realise how important it is that a conflict, serious
enough to come to formal decision-making in a court, should
be resolved by a decision-maker who is ‘competent,
independent and impartial’.

He further stated:
Even a person living in a most primitive society will aspire to
that objective when confronted with the need to approach a
decision-maker. A judge without independence is a character
wrapped in a farce inside an oppression.

Former Chief Justice of the High Court, Sir Gerard
Brennan, AC, KBE, noted in a 1996 speech to the
Australian Judicial Conference in Canberra that judicial
independence is not something sought for the benefit of
the judiciary itself; rather its beneficiaries are the
citizens. He said:
The reason why judicial independence is of such public
importance is that a free society exists only so long as it is
governed by the rule of law — the rule which binds the
governors and the governed, administered impartially and
treating equally all those who seek its remedies or against
whom its remedies are sought.

He further added:
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That aspiration depends for its fulfilment on the competent
and impartial application of the law by judges. In order to
discharge that responsibility, it is essential that judges be, and
be seen to be, independent.

The improvements to Court Services Victoria via the
amendments that we propose in this bill will enhance
both the appearance and the reality of the courts’
independence. I note that the establishment of Court
Services Victoria was an election commitment by the
previous government. I further note that its bill took
three years to materialise, so perhaps it is a sad
reflection on the ineptitude of the previous government
that even though it took three years, it still could not get
it right. I am pleased to be part of a government that has
a well-considered plan for the state of Victoria, a plan
which will be delivered within the time frames that we
committed to and a plan which realises our genuine
commitment to making Victoria a better place. This
commitment includes ensuring that our public
institutions operate with best practice governance and
administrative arrangements. These amendments ensure
that this is the case, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I thank the member
for Kororoit for her contribution to the debate and for
the observation that as an election commitment it did
take a rather long time for the now opposition to deliver
this in its brief period of government. It is my pleasure
to rise today to speak on the Court Services Victoria
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I know that
what the bill does has already been canvassed in the
house, but as we look to wrap up this debate I might
reiterate the importance of the key amendments, which
can be summarised as follows.
The bill amends the Court Services Victoria Act 2014
to repeal a redundant definition of ‘State Services
Authority’ and to provide the Judicial College of
Victoria Board with ultimate authority over decisions
relating to the employment of the chief executive
officer of the judicial college. The bill also amends the
Financial Management Act 1994 to provide Court
Services Victoria with the same budget flexibility and
management mechanisms as generally apply to other
Victorian public sector bodies that, like Court Services
Victoria, receive a direct parliamentary appropriation.
The bill also amends the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to clarify the
role of the chief executive officer of Court Services
Victoria consistent with the role of other agency chief
executive officers in relation to Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission complaints
and investigations.
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As other members have already noted, the bill amends
existing pieces of legislation to make certain that they
function better and give the right delegations and
authorities where they are required to ensure the
independence of our courts. As we well know, and as
others have already spoken about, Chief Justice
Marilyn Warren welcomed the establishment of Court
Services Victoria in 2013, when the bill was first in the
house, and as others have already noted as well, the
then Labor opposition did not oppose the bill. When the
member for Lyndhurst, now the Attorney-General,
spoke on the bill in 2013 he made what I think is a very
important point. He said Court Services Victoria will
have ‘some effect’ on the way the courts function, but:
… more important, will be the way those courts are
resourced, the way legal aid is resourced and the way court
waiting lists are able to be reduced — and it is extremely
difficult to reduce them when matters are adjourned and when
matters are not able to be brought before the court because of
overcrowding in police cells.
All of these things impact and impinge on the functioning of
our court system, so whilst Court Services Victoria will have
some effect, what will be of much greater importance to the
functioning of the court system and our justice system more
generally in the years ahead will be the holistic approach that
is taken to the system, from the police right through our court
system, legal aid and our corrections system. No one part of
the system will ever be a remedy or a panacea. The court
system will stand or fall based on the resources put into it and
based on the policy settings around which the justice system
in this state revolves.

Having made those comments, it is important that we
now look at how quickly the Andrews Labor
government has moved to make sure that we are putting
the appropriate resources into our court system, because
judicial independence is vital and is integral to the
operation of our Westminster system. But we must
ensure that there is appropriate resourcing of the
judicial system and our court system. It was fantastic to
see that in the 2015–16 budget, our first budget
delivered within six months of us forming government,
we will deliver more support for those who need it most
when dealing with the justice system, including victims
of family violence, people suffering with mental health
or cognitive impairment issues, and those facing
financial hardship. It is a fantastic achievement by the
Attorney-General.
The Attorney-General announced that the Labor
government would invest $2 million over two years in
community legal centre assistance to support vital
programs and services, including family violence
lawyers and coordinators working on family violence
and online services for rural and regional youth. A
further $1.2 million has been allocated for community
legal centres so they can deliver additional family
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violence duty lawyers to support victims in the
Magistrates Court. Some $2.1 million has been
appropriated to fund free legal assistance for victims to
ensure proper legal representation in family violence
matters, and $500 000 will allow the Magistrates Court
to expand men’s behaviour change programs.
The Labor government has also committed — and I
note the contribution by the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence — $80 000 for a safety audit to
assess the physical structure and operation of
magistrates courts across Victoria. In my own
electorate in Kyneton this is vitally important, as the
Kyneton court is currently not a safe environment. The
Attorney-General has now committed to visit Kyneton
to have a look, and I am very pleased that he has
committed to that. However, he requires Court Services
Victoria to make a recommendation on funding for the
Kyneton court.
The Labor government will also invest $14.7 million
over the next four years in improved technology at the
Magistrates Court, with a major expansion to the
videoconferencing network spanning key metropolitan
and regional courts and delivering additional mobile
units to meet booming demand. When last we sat we
debated a bill to ensure the continuation of the
assessment and referral court list, and I am delighted
that the budget includes $12.7 million to the assessment
and referral court list to support people with mental
health and cognitive impairment issues in dealing with
the justice system. We have also allocated $371 000 to
save JobWatch, a really vital advocacy and legal
service representing people who are disadvantaged in
the area of employment law. JobWatch provides vital
information on workers rights, unfair dismissal,
discrimination, redundancy, termination, and bullying
and harassment.
As I said at the beginning of my contribution, this bill
seeks to make some amendments to existing legislation
to ensure that the right delegations and the capacity for
money to be appropriated are all in place. That is great
and all well and good, but of key significance in having
a highly functioning judicial and court system is having
a government that takes the time and care to ensure that
that system is well resourced and that emphasis is put
on people being able to access justice. Those are
certainly things that this government does and that our
Attorney-General has at the heart of everything he does.
The bill we have brought to the house is about ensuring
that Court Services Victoria works as well as it can, but,
as I said, it is vitally important that the system is
appropriately resourced within the constraints of the
budget and that there is a real focus on ensuring that
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people can access our justice system. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Court Services Victoria
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. It is great that
we have some young students in the gallery to witness
the proceedings of the house. While we could not give
them a more exciting bill to talk on, maybe they will
reflect on the fact that we are talking about the
separation of powers and the importance of Parliament
and its operations. I will try to make it a little lively!
The Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 is an important step in the
progression of Court Services Victoria.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — Shame indeed! It is an
important step in ensuring and contributing to the
independence and the operation of the judicial system. I
would like to reflect on some of the changes via an
overview. Before I do, however, I merely state that one
of the obvious, key principles here is the separation of
powers — the separation between the executive, the
legislative and the judicial arms of the state. That is a
fundamental principle that goes a long way back in our
democratic system. The essence of the doctrine of the
separation of powers is the checks and balances in our
system, and it is so important that, where we can, we
improve and strengthen that system.
The reforms establishing Court Services Victoria
(CSV) entailed the decoupling of the old arrangement
where the then Department of Justice had oversight of
the judiciary and its administrative functions and
resourcing. To decouple them makes a lot of sense. The
department may have had a political intention or a
political reality that it had to face. It may have had a
Treasurer issuing a direction saying, ‘We need to find
savings’, which would mean courts were affected by
the ebbs and flows in the department, which was not a
good outcome. To have the judiciary overseeing its
own auditing and other processes is a good outcome.
I turn to the bill itself. The original legislation was
introduced by the former Attorney-General, and Court
Services Victoria has been operating now for six
months. This bill makes minor amendments to
strengthen the work of CSV and continue its
progression. The overarching intentions are to provide
greater budget flexibility, and to clarify the role of the
chief executive officer of Court Services Victoria in
relation to Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC) complaints and investigations.

1509

That is an important element — making sure that the
chief executive officer is accountable and responding to
the anti-corruption commission. As a member of the
parliamentary committee with oversight of the
operation of IBAC, I welcome that inclusion. It is
important that we introduce reforms to strengthen the
IBAC rules. The bill amends the definition of ‘relevant
principal officer’. That is a key element. The bill also
amends the Judicial College of Victoria Act 2001 to
codify the role of the board in appointing and setting
the terms and conditions for, and in terminating the
employment of, the chief executive officer of the
Judicial College of Victoria.
We come to a fundamental point here in what we are
discussing in terms of legal resourcing. Resourcing is
the elephant in the room in relation to legal services,
and in this case the room is the parliamentary chamber.
The need to push and progress the search for
efficiencies would not be so critical if it were not for the
drastic cuts that have been made to our community
legal services, to our legal sector and to Victoria Legal
Aid. The need to find efficiencies in our system and to
make sure that every dollar is used appropriately could
not be any more important than it is now, when
substantial cuts have been made by the federal
government to our community legal centres.
I had the chance recently to join staff at the Peninsula
Legal Community Centre to hear about its challenges,
particularly in relation to people who do not have
access to justice and representation. I had the
opportunity to sit down with them and talk about these
challenges, and it was evident that those devastating
cuts have made a big impact. That affects the whole
system of funding allocation.
It is important to reflect on the oversight role of Court
Services Victoria. It will provide administrative
services to the Supreme Court, the County Court, the
Magistrates Court, the Children’s Court, the Coroners
Court and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. That oversight is important. Court Services
Victoria will be directly accountable to Parliament
rather than the executive arm of government.
Another key element to note in this bill is that the
governing body for Court Services Victoria and its
make-up is the Courts Council. That body is chaired by
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Victoria and
consists of the heads of each jurisdiction along with two
appointed non-judicial members. This make-up
provides the appropriate oversight. The Courts Council
directs the strategy, governance and risk management
of Court Services Victoria and appoints its chief
executive officer. Today, as a key element of this bill,
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we are enabling the CEO with greater budget flexibility
and oversight.
It worth also reflecting on the contributions leading up
to the development of this legislation, particularly those
of Chief Justice Warren, who is quoted as saying:
The judiciary does not operate in a vacuum: the
administrative and support systems are essential to its
everyday functioning and efficiency, as well as ensuring
justice is done fairly and swiftly.

It is not often that you hear of an organisation saying
that having oversight and management of its resources
is the best way to do things, but that can be said of
members of the current judiciary, who are experts in
their field. Changes in departments, changes in
secretaries and changes in administrative staff lead to
uncertainty and inconsistencies. The judiciary is in the
best place to manage those resources because it knows
which courts need what and what administrative
support is needed and where it is needed. The greater
flexibility provided in this bill strips away bureaucracy
and allows for better operation of the system. That is a
key point to make.
It is worth reflecting further on some of the comments
made by Chief Justice Warren. They include the
comment that this move was one of the most significant
legal and constitutional developments in 180 years of
court history. That shows the level of bipartisanship
that is reflected in this bill. It was brought forward
under the previous government, and we are following
through with minor amendments that are being
supported and worked through. This shows that a
long-term policy focus and vision, getting on with
things and really working over the long-term to achieve
outcomes is very important.
It is also worth reflecting on some of the reports that
were available at the time the legislation was being
developed and which stressed that inefficiencies were
being created. Chief Justice Warren said at the time that
an example was the $60 million being spent on case
management and the inefficiencies that created. She
pointed out that the funding was not going to be used
for the greatest benefit, that there were some real
shortcomings in that and that the courts themselves
were best placed to operate and manage their
administration.
In concluding my contribution on this momentous
change introduced in the Court Services and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 it is worth reflecting on and
considering the operation of the legislation more
broadly from a federal perspective. I highlight
comments made by the Chief Justice of the Family
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Court of Australia, Diana Bryant, who last year stated
in the media that she ‘backed the establishment of a
single independent body, controlled by the judiciary, to
run the entire federal court system’. There are lessons
provided in our Victorian system. We are providing
examples of the efficiencies being achieved in Victoria
and how their operation is strengthening our system to
the federal Attorney-General that could be discussed at
the meeting of attorneys-general.
It is also worth reflecting on the pressures on our
system and the need for some of those efficiencies to be
identified. I welcome the contribution of the Treasurer
in a move spearheaded by the Attorney-General to
deliver extra funding, particularly to community legal
centres. In the family violence area there was an
allocation of $2 million. It is also worth noting that the
Law Institute of Victoria welcomed the $81 million
provided for the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. That is all about strengthening the system.
There is going to be a big burden on our legal system
with the advent of that royal commission and
subsequently there will be a need for efficiencies to be
achieved.
It is also worth reflecting that at the time of the media
report I have referred to the legal fraternity was hoping
for greater resourcing of our community legal centres,
as was recommended by the Productivity Commission.
Unfortunately I do not think that allocation was
granted. I ask that the federal Attorney-General and the
Prime Minister consider reversing some of the cuts they
have made to community legal centres. I commend the
bill to the house, and I welcome the bipartisan nature of
this debate.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — This bill, as
stated by other members, makes some changes to the
legislation that are in some respects technical and minor
but are nonetheless significant and important. Just for
the record I will outline the significant ones.
There are three significant changes. Firstly, clause 4
inserts into the Court Services Victoria Act 2014 new
division 2A, which makes it clear that the board of the
Judicial College of Victoria is responsible for
appointing a chief executive officer. This makes
complete sense, and it is consistent with the way in
which the CEOs of the other jurisdictions that constitute
Court Services Victoria (CSV) are appointed. While
they are appointed by the Courts Council, they are
appointed with the agreement of the head of that
particular jurisdiction. In the case of the Children’s
Court, Justice Peter Couzens would have to give the
nod of approval for the appointment of the CEO of that
jurisdiction before the council appoints that person.
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That is consistent with all jurisdictions, so it is unusual
that it was not the case for the Judicial College of
Victoria when the initial bill to establish Court Services
Victoria was put before the house. Nonetheless this bill
rectifies that. It also makes it clear that the judicial
college board is the setter of the remuneration package
for the CEO of that institution.
Secondly, there are proposed amendments to the
Financial Management Act 1994. Clause 6 inserts
proposed section 28(5), which gives Court Services
Victoria the same effective financial management rights
that other government departments have. This will
enable it to bring forward spending in appropriate
circumstances. Clause 7 inserts proposed section 32(5),
which allows CSV to carry forward unused
appropriations, again in appropriate circumstances.
Clause 8 inserts proposed section 36(3), which provides
for temporary advances from the Treasurer in
appropriate circumstances. This is nothing unusual;
these are rights and obligations similar to those held by
government departments. That obviously provides CSV
with the ability to effectively manage its resources
beyond one budget year.
Thirdly, clause 9 inserts into the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011
proposed subsection 3(1)(d), which adds the chief
executive officer of Court Services Victoria as a
relevant principal officer for the purposes of that act.
That puts it beyond doubt that that person has the
responsibilities under that act for that organisation,
making them the employer of all staff in that
organisation.
These are the changes we are debating today. I too want
to add my voice to the group of people who have
commended the previous government and the then
Attorney-General for bringing this to fruition. It was a
historic move. The member for Hawthorn is nodding
his head in agreement, but he will not be in a minute
when I talk about some other things. It was a historic
move for the former government to provide some
administrative independence to the courts, because
administrative independence also speaks to judicial
independence in a very real way.
I have worked for Court Services Victoria, and I was an
employee at a reasonably senior level when these
changes went ahead. There was a lot of conversation
about the impact of administrative independence and
the consequences it can have in relation to judicial
independence.
I turn to the current Attorney-General’s contribution to
the second-reading debate on the Court Services
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Victoria Bill 2013. At that time, the now
Attorney-General said that while this is generally a
good move, we need to be really clear that it does not
provide the courts with financial independence. The
courts still have to come to the Attorney-General. At
this point in time I do not see that as a particular
problem, but I think it can be problematic. You can
only work with the bucket of money you have. That
comes from the executive, and while we may try to
separate the judiciary from the executive, it is still the
executive that gets to decide, through the Parliament, on
the amount of money that the courts will be provided to
operate with.
It is a sensible move to provide administrative
independence to our courts and allow them to be judged
by the Parliament and the Victorian people. We are
only talking about a separation from the executive in
terms of administrative independence. It is not a
separation from community expectations. Members of
the community still rely on good order in a courtroom.
They rely on security when they walk into a court
precinct, they rely on their cases being heard in a
reasonable time and they rely on a whole range of other
things that they expect of a modern democracy and a
modern court system. There is no message in this bill
that the courts do not have that responsibility. They
absolutely do have that responsibility, but it is now a
responsibility to the Victorian people through the
Victorian Parliament, as opposed to being through the
Department of Justice and Regulation, as it was
previously.
In terms of financial independence, I am proud to have
voted for a budget — the first Labor budget — that has
increased funding to CSV and to particular key areas.
There is a bit of an overlap between the services
provided by the Department of Justice and Regulation
and the services provided in house by the courts.
Nonetheless there is an intersection of both of these,
and I am proud that this government has provided
dedicated funding to re-establish the Coroners Court
death review unit. That is a really smart move. This unit
has done extraordinary work in the past, and it provides
a kind of framework for ensuring that we do not repeat
the mistakes of the past in a whole range of areas. I
have a limited understanding of how this unit
disappeared in the last few years, but I think it was a
casualty of a review of the Coroners Court, which
found a preference for backlog work being given to
every coroner or solicitor and funds being used up for
that. Funds had to come from somewhere, and it is my
understanding that the review unit was disbanded. It is
fantastic that the budget brings back the unit. It will
provide more financial muscle to Court Services
Victoria through the Coroners Court.
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In its recently announced budget the government talked
about providing money for the Victorian court safety
audit. My former colleague Gary Ryan, who looks after
court security, will be very pleased about that. I imagine
that would come back through CSV and probably the
government for future funding to improve gaps in court
security.
Obviously we continued the court integrated services
program with its drug and alcohol programs, which
assist offenders to avoid coming back through the court
system — and they are well-evidenced programs — its
men’s behaviour change programs and a whole range
of family violence support programs.
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School from East Gippsland who are visiting
Melbourne. I think this is their fifth day touring — —
Mr T. Bull — They are here for five.
Mr PESUTTO — They are here for five days, and
they have come, I hope, to see some of the traditional
battles that go on in Parliament. Unfortunately today
they are witnessing an outbreak of love, which we are
all finding difficult to comprehend, because no
legislation is being opposed. Therefore I call on
members opposite to jump up, even if they have no
good reason for doing so, and object to something so
we can give the great young kids from Clifton Creek
something to remember and to take home.

Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — It is all part of Court
Services Victoria’s administrative ability to do its work,
and I note the member for Hawthorn’s interjection. I
recall that when the Attorney-General fronted the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings the
other day he was asked a question by a Liberal Party
committee member about providing in the budget for
more community correction orders. The
Attorney-General said, ‘Of course, because the courts
are making them and we need to be able to fulfil them’.
When you talk about resourcing, you need to resource
the Department of Justice and Regulation,
instrumentalities and Court Services Victoria to do their
jobs properly.
Enough on that. It has given me great pleasure to speak
on this bill. It tidies up some things that perhaps should
have been tidied up before. Court Services Victoria has
been in existence for less than a year, and, under the
great leadership of the Courts Council, it will clock in
its first year on 30 June. We will see how it goes. I wish
CSV well for the rest of this year and future years. I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY
(Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

WRONGS AMENDMENT (PRISONER
RELATED COMPENSATION) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — What an exciting
day it must be for the students of Clifton Creek Primary

It is good to have them here today because this
afternoon is a good example of the fact that Parliament
is not always about two or more parties opposing each
other. I think we would all agree that most of the
business conducted in this house and in the Legislative
Council is done largely with agreement. Probably 8 out
of 10 bills that come through the chambers are not
opposed. That does not mean there is not robust debate
on measures that come before the house, but it does
mean that, contrary to what people popularly believe
about what happens in Parliament, most of what comes
before the house is generally not opposed. Acting
Speaker, you will understand why I called on members
opposite to make a little bit of excitement for our
friends from East Gippsland, and I wish them all the
very best while they are in Melbourne.
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I think the member for Hawthorn is always
exciting!
Mr PESUTTO — I thank the member for her kind
remarks. We have before us the Wrongs Amendment
(Prisoner Related Compensation) Bill 2015. Within a
very simple and small compass the bill gives effect to
what I think all of us in this house regard as an
important principle. Most Victorians would accept that
people who have engaged in criminal behaviour should
in some circumstances be restricted in what they can
fairly expect in terms of compensation when claims are
brought in particular circumstances. The coalition does
not oppose this bill. We support strong measures that
send a message to those engaging in criminal activity
that there are serious consequences that flow from
criminal wrongdoing. That does not mean this bill
applies in a wide range of circumstances, I will come to
the circumstances to which it does not apply in a
moment.
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This bill is a very narrow one. It tries to pinpoint
precisely those circumstances in which most of us in
the community would expect that some limitation
should apply on what damages you can recover.
Ultimately the safeguard is that the reduction in
damages that might flow from an otherwise successful
proceeding by a claimant for the most part will be in the
hands of courts and juries, although there is a higher
threshold barring damages in the case of
profit-motivated offences, to which I will come to
shortly. Where the bill does apply, it requires a
reduction in the amount of damages awarded to a
plaintiff who has earlier been convicted of a
profit-motivated offence by any amount up to 100 per
cent. That could be 0 per cent, 50 per cent or 100 per
cent.
A harsher standard applies for successful plaintiffs who
have been convicted of a profit-motivated offence, and
for those plaintiffs, in the circumstances to which I will
come in a moment, damages must be reduced by at
least 90 per cent. That does not mean it will be 90 per
cent itself; it might be higher than that, but it must be at
least 90 per cent. That is because, as I said earlier,
claimants who have profited from criminal behaviour
should not expect to be able to exact damages from
taxpayers for the mental harm that they have suffered
because of the death or injury of, for the most part,
persons serving prison terms.
The opposition is fundamentally committed to the
principle of equality in the application of the law and
believe that, consistent with this, involvement in
criminal activity can mean the justification of an
imposition and some restrictions on individual
offenders.
Turning to the bill itself, the provision I come to first is
proposed section 28LAE, which provides that:
This Part applies to an award of damages for non-economic
loss in respect of mental harm if —
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spoke about earlier can apply, is that the claimant or
plaintiff, as an adult, must have been convicted of an
offence. Unless those two things apply, then the
measures in this bill will not apply to a plaintiff.
It is perhaps best to then address what sorts of offences
we are talking about in this bill. ‘Offence’ itself is not
defined, but it could take in, as the term suggests on its
ordinary meaning, conviction for an offence. But there
is a definition for ‘profit motivated offence’, and under
the bill that is contained in proposed section 28LAD
headed ‘Definitions’. ‘Profit motivated offence’ is
defined to mean:
(a) an offence referred to in Schedule 2 to the Confiscation
Act 1997 …

and I will not read the rest of that subparagraph, or:
(b) an offence that, at the time it was committed, was an
offence referred to in Schedule 2 to the Confiscation
Act …

To explain what sort of offences might be covered by
the definition ‘profit motivated offence’, such offences
would include drug trafficking, extortion, deceptive
recruiting for commercial sexual services, blackmail,
armed robbery and handling stolen goods. The strong
and unmistakable theme running through those
offences is that they are characterised at their heart by a
level of dishonesty and a level of brute force and
intimidation, which are offences that sit in a class far
above the many other types of offences which might
apply in other circumstances.
Having regard to that definition, we then move to the
next main clause that I want to refer to, and that is
proposed section 28LAF, headed ‘Assessment of
damages’, which provides:
(1) In determining an award of damages to which this Part
applies, the jury or the court if the trial is without a jury,
must —
(a) consider the factors set out in subsection (2) …

(a) the mental harm is caused by the death or injury of a
person who was, when the death or injury occurred, the
subject of —
(i)

a sentence of imprisonment imposed by a court; or

(ii) a preventative detention order within the meaning
of the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
2003 …; or
(iii) a detention order or interim detention order within
the meaning of the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 …

That is the first proviso. The second proviso, which
must be satisfied before the reduction provisions I

to which I will come, and:
(b) having regard to those factors, reduce the amount
of damages —
(i)

in the case of a claimant who has been
convicted of an offence other than a profit
motivated offence — by a percentage that the
jury or the court (as the case requires)
considers appropriate;

(ii) in the case of a claimant who has been
convicted of an offence that is a profit
motivated offence — by a percentage that the
jury or the court (as the case requires)
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is not less than 90 per cent.

That gives effect to the distinction I referred to earlier.
For someone who is convicted, let us say for present
purposes, of an ordinary offence, that person’s amount
of damages can be reduced to the extent of an amount
lying anywhere between 0 per cent and 100 per cent;
but in the case of somebody who has committed and
been convicted of a profit-motivated offence, there is an
initial or minimum threshold of 90 per cent, but it could
be more than 90 per cent.
The factors that the court or the jury must consider are
set out in subsection (2), and those factors are to be
considered in all cases to which this part applies,
whether the offence is an ordinary offence, as I have
described, or a profit-motivated offence as defined.
Those factors are:
(a) the number and seriousness of the claimant’s previous
convictions; and
(b) the nature of the relationship between the claimant and
the prisoner including any agreement, arrangement or
understanding with respect to criminal activity; and
(c) the relationship (if any) between the conduct constituting
an offence for which the claimant has been convicted
and the conduct constituting an offence for which the
prisoner has been convicted; and
(d) the claimant’s character, behaviour or attitude at any
time, whether before, during or after the commission of
an offence for which the claimant has been convicted,
including any evidence of rehabilitation, remorse or
subsequent offending; and
(e) any other factor that the court considers relevant.

They are pretty broad-based factors, but we can see that
were a claimant to satisfy all of those factors in that —
for example, the convictions they have are serious, that
they had a close and working relationship with the
prisoner concerned in relation to criminal activity and
the character and behaviour of the claimant, as well as
any other factors — it would give you a fairly wide
range of issues upon which to consider a reduction of
damages.
Importantly, proposed section 28LAH would apply
these provisions to any current and future litigation. As
I said, the opposition does not oppose this provision.
We have sought and we have been given, I think I can
say, reasonable assurances that the provisions are sound
in the way that they have been drafted. I do not say that
as reserving our position. I just make the point that
people would have an issue around some provisions
and that on the advice I have been given I am certainly
satisfied that those provisions are sound.
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It is important to acknowledge also that there are
obviously many circumstances in which the bill will not
apply. It will not apply to persons held on remand or in
police cells, and it will not apply to claims by minors or
claimants with juvenile convictions. When you look at
the provisions of the bill you can see that they will
apply in only a very narrow range of circumstances.
We in the coalition are satisfied that this bill is
consistent with the expectations of the Victorian public.
We are satisfied also that the provisions of the bill have
been soundly drafted and will achieve the purposes for
which the bill has been introduced and, as I said, the
coalition does not oppose this bill.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to make a contribution to the debate on the Wrongs
Amendment (Prisoner Related Compensation) Bill
2015. At the outset, I thank the member for Hawthorn
for his contribution, and I note the opposition’s support
for this legislation.
The bill gives effect to a pre-election commitment by
the then opposition to review the Wrongs Act 1958 to
see if it could be amended with respect to claims by
relatives of offenders who are injured in custody. The
bill amends the Wrongs Act 1958 to restrict the amount
of damages that may be awarded for non-economic loss
in respect of mental harm caused by the death or injury
of a prisoner if, as an adult, the claimant has been
convicted of an offence, and in particular a
profit-motivated offence.
The Victorian community rightly expects that those
who may have profited from criminal activity should
not expect the state to compensate them to the same
extent as others are compensated, especially in
circumstances where their offending may have been
engaged in with the prisoner in question. A similar
principle is currently reflected in section 54 of the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996. The Victims of
Crime Assistance Tribunal, known as VOCAT, in
determining whether or not to make an award of
assistance or the amount of assistance to award, is
required to have regard to the character, behaviour and
attitude of an applicant. In assessing character and
behaviour, VOCAT may examine the applicant’s past
criminal activity and the number and nature of any
findings of guilt or convictions and any other
circumstances the tribunal considers relevant. This
assessment is also made for applicants related to
deceased primary victims of a crime.
The bill likewise amends the Wrongs Act 1958 so that a
court or jury when awarding damages to a claimant for
mental harm that arises in the context of the injury or
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death of a prisoner must consider whether the claimant
has criminal convictions. The court or jury must
consider various factors, including the number and
seriousness of the claimant’s previous convictions; the
nature of the relationship between the claimant and the
prisoner, including any agreement, arrangement or
understanding with respect to criminal activity; the
relationship, if any, between the conduct constituting an
offence of which the claimant has been convicted and
the conduct constituting an offence for which the
prisoner has been convicted; the claimant’s character,
behaviour or attitude at any time, whether before,
during or after the commission of an offence for which
the claimant has been convicted, including any
evidence of rehabilitation, remorse or subsequent
offending; and finally, any other factor the court
considers relevant.
The bill provides that the court or jury, having regard to
those factors and where a claimant has been convicted
of an offence other than a profit-motivated offence,
must reduce the amount of damages to be awarded to
the claimant by a percentage the jury or court considers
appropriate. While the bill provides that this reduction
may be up to 100 per cent, the court or jury has
appropriately broad discretion. In circumstances where
the claimant has been convicted of a profit-motivated
offence, the court or jury must reduce the amount of
damages to be awarded by no less than 90 per cent. The
greater reduction in damages for those claimants who
have been convicted of a profit-motivated offence is
appropriate, given the serious nature of profit-motivated
offences.
Profit-motivated offences are defined by reference to
the list of automatic forfeiture and civil forfeiture
offences in schedule 2 of the Confiscation Act 1997.
All the offences listed in schedule 2 relate to
profit-driven criminal behaviour, a great deal of which
is often associated with organised crime. Those
offences include drug trafficking, extortion, deceptive
recruiting for commercial sexual services, blackmail,
armed robbery, and handling stolen goods. I note that
the property offences in schedule 2 are subject to
monetary thresholds of property worth $50 000 or
more. Minor convictions for theft or handling stolen
goods are therefore not within the scope of
profit-motivated offences.
The bill provides that where a matter is being heard
before a judge and jury, the jury must decide the
amount of the reduction in damages to be awarded. A
jury, which considers matters of fact, is well placed to
consider the factors set out in the bill, which include the
claimant’s criminal record. Juries perform a similar
function in personal injury matters where contributory
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negligence is in issue and a determination of an
appropriate reduction in damages is required.
The bill is retroactive and will apply to any claims that
were already on foot before the legislation commences.
They will be subject to the bill’s amendments unless the
claim has been finally determined prior to the
commencement of the legislation. I note, however, that
the bill will not affect claims brought by minors or
children and relates only to criminal convictions of an
adult. A court will not consider whether a claimant has
juvenile offences. I note further that the bill’s
provisions relate to mental harm arising from injuries or
deaths of only prisoners. The provisions do not apply to
people who are being held on remand or in police cells.
In conclusion, this bill reduces the amount of damages
that may be awarded for those claimants who have
made deliberate choices to break our laws for material
gain. It is likely that this bill will apply to claimants in
only a small category of offences, and it does not
otherwise diminish the responsibilities of the state. I
commend the bill to the house, wish it a speedy
passage, and thank the opposition for its assistance with
the passage of the bill.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak in the
debate on the Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related
Compensation) Bill 2015. The bill restricts the amount
of damages that may be awarded for non-economic loss
in respect of any mental harm caused by the death or
injury of a prisoner if as an adult the claimant has been
convicted of an offence. Having looked at this bill in
detail and consulted with stakeholders such as the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Greens will be opposing this
bill.
The main concern is in regard to the mandatory
provisions in the bill. In his second-reading speech the
Attorney-General said:
… the bill’s amendments reflect community concern that
people who have profited from criminal activity should not
expect the state to compensate them to the same extent as
others, especially where they have engaged in criminal
activity with the prisoner in question.

That is a valid concern, but it can be achieved not by
having mandatory provisions in the legislation but by
reflecting what happens before the Victims of Crime
Tribunal. In that tribunal, when awarding compensation
to victims of crime, criminal history is a consideration
as to whether an award of compensation should be
made or what amount of damages should be awarded.
A criminal history does not automatically mean that
there must be a reduction in damages, nor is there any
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specification on what reduction should be made for
certain types of offences in a person’s criminal history.
The Greens oppose the mandatory provisions in this bill
because accountability in custodial and police settings
is essential. This bill shifts attention away from the
liability of the wrongdoer and reduces the state’s duty
of care for prisoners. As we have seen through the
Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody
and other reviews into deaths and injuries in detention
in recent years, there is a history of authorities not
putting in place measures to uphold a duty of care to
prisoners. The role of the courts is essential to ensuring
accountability and must not be diminished in any way.
Mandating that damages must be reduced where the
claimant has a criminal conviction undermines the fact
that the threat of liability of damages is a powerful
means of ensuring that authorities have regard for the
recommendations from reviews and royal commissions
into deaths in custody and harm to prisoners in custody.
This is highlighted by the report entitled Indigenous
Deaths in Custody: 1989–1996 prepared by the office
of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Social
Justice Commissioner for the Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Commission.
I refer also to the Victorian Ombudsman’s review of
deaths and harm in custody in March 2014, in which
the Ombudsman found a number of problems within
the prison system that increased the likelihood of deaths
of and harm to prisoners. It included the finding that the
likelihood of prisoners being physically or sexually
assaulted and self-harming leading to death is greater
now than at any time in recent years.
In the report on that review the Ombudsman also said
that Corrections Victoria had been slow to implement
changes to its suicide prevention strategies, continuing
to allow prisoners identified as at risk of suicide or
self-harm to access potentially dangerous items such as
razor blades. Further, the Ombudsman said that over
22 years ago the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody called for police and corrective
services to carefully scrutinise equipment and facilities
with a view to eliminating or reducing potential
hanging points. Despite this longstanding
recommendation, the Ombudsman’s investigation
identified many obvious hanging points in Victorian
prisons and the Thomas Embling Hospital, placing
prisoners and patients at risk of suicide or self-harm.
This bill undermines the principle of equality before the
law. We could have a situation where someone with a
past criminal conviction of a minor nature who has
been fully rehabilitated still faces a mandatory
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reduction in the compensation that they could be
awarded. The concerns regarding compensation
payments could be addressed in less restrictive ways,
such as by making it only a consideration for the court
to reduce damages where a person had a criminal
history rather than its being mandatory and leaving it to
the court’s discretion to determine the extent of the
reduction in all matters, including where a person had
been convicted of a profit-motivated crime. The
government should be focused on preventing deaths in
custody and harm to prisoners rather than on bringing
in a bill to reduce damages for prisoner-related
compensation. The Greens oppose this bill and reserve
the right to propose amendments in the other place.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY
(Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2015. I have to say at the outset that this is a very
shoddy effort from this government.
The first point to make is that this government was
elected after having campaigned on the commitment of
no new taxes. The Treasurer — then the shadow
Treasurer — on 27 November last year told 774 ABC
Melbourne, ‘We will introduce no new taxes’, and so
did the Premier. I quote the now Deputy Premier with
Neil Mitchell on 3AW Mornings on 14 November
2014:
Mitchell: No new taxes?
Merlino: Correct.
Mitchell: No new fees?
Merlino: Yep.
Mitchell: No new bills, nothing going to sneak in on us?
Merlino: Nope.
Mitchell: Okay, promise?
Merlino: Yes.

This is a clear broken promise from a dishonest
government. We heard so much bluff and bluster in the
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Treasurer’s budget speech about the government
keeping its commitments. This was another Labor lie.
We have new taxes and broken promises. The
government does not like being reminded of the fact
that it made a commitment to Victorians that there
would be no new taxes and that this bill breaks that
promise. I would love to see one member from the
other side get to their feet in this chamber and defend it.
But of course we know that broken promises and higher
taxes are in Labor’s DNA, in its blood line — it cannot
help itself. It is not enough that the government is
forecasting an extra $1.1 billion in taxes in 2015–16;
this bill raises an extra $333.1 million in new taxes over
the next four years. Labor has driven Victoria’s budget
into deficit in just six months.
Mr Foley — Stay vaguely on the facts.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The only way it is not actually
in deficit — —
Mr Foley — So it’s not actually in deficit!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is effectively in deficit. The
only way Labor can stop the Auditor-General calling in
the books is by refusing to hand back $1.5 billion
received for the east–west link. It is extraordinary to
take money on false pretences. How can you take
money to build a road, not build the road and then not
send the money back? This government has damaged
this state so badly in just six months that it needs to
resort to over $333 million in new taxes to try to prop
up its shoddy budget. It is disgraceful. This government
is selling this state down the river after only six months.
When this bill was released there was a shocked
response from the development industry in this state,
and not only because it was a clear broken promise but
because of the damage that this botched and bungled
tax grab would cause. sWhile the Treasurer in his
second-reading speech claimed that the bill supports
housing affordability, you have to wonder: how do
higher taxes on property support housing affordability?
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Thank you, Pauline Hanson.
Thank you very much.
This new tax bill is a strong contrast to what the former
coalition government did. We knew that in order to try
to encourage housing affordability you release
additional land to meet the demand of the market and
you introduce a 50 per cent discount on stamp duty for
first home buyers. That is what the coalition did. That is
what I did as Treasurer: 50 per cent discounts for first
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home owners. That is what it is all about. In addition to
that, we created a $10 000 grant for those buying a
newly reconstructed first home. That is how you
improve housing affordability, not through new taxes
on property. Labor has only one answer to everything:
higher taxes. That is what it is all about.
Here is what the deputy executive director of the
Property Council of Australia said as reported on the
Domain website:
‘This new tax will add $6000 to house and land packages in
the growth areas and approximately $19 000 to housing costs
of an average home in the existing suburbs’, he said.
‘This cost will be passed on home buyers because of its scale
and lack of implementation time for business to prepare.
‘It will also act as a disincentive to foreign investment in
Victoria, which is crucial to prosperity and job creation.
‘The easiest way to improve housing affordability in Victoria
is to stimulate the construction of new homes. This tax will
discourage new home construction activity by making it more
expensive to build.

That is not rocket science. It is pretty much common
sense: if you put taxes on something and you make it
more expensive to build, then it is more expensive to
buy. It is not rocket science, but apparently it is beyond
this government and it is certainly beyond this
Treasurer.
This is a bill which sends fundamentally the wrong
message on investing in this state. We want to attract
investment into this state. We need to increase the
supply of housing. We need a greater housing stock if
we want to reduce pressures on housing affordability.
This is a state with a growing population — nearly
110 000 additional people each and every year. We
need additional housing stock to avoid putting more
pressure on housing affordability. This bill makes the
cost of purchasing and holding property higher. That is
what it does.
Many new housing developments, especially apartment
projects, need a substantial precommitment by
purchasers before they can proceed. Frankly, the banks
will not agree to lend money to developers unless there
is already a significant amount of investment signed up
at the start.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Members opposite do not
understand this. Perhaps the member for Melton, who
owns half of his suburb — the greatest landlord in this
Parliament — knows a bit about property investment.
He is pretty good at knowing a deal; he is pretty good at
knowing rental yields. He has got quite a few titles
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there, but even he will put the interests of his
government before his own personal interests, so good
on him for doing that.
Often it has been the foreign investors who have been
the cornerstone investors of these large apartment
developments, and if their money is not there, then
projects do not go ahead. That means the jobs are not
there and the housing supply is reduced. By having
Pauline Hanson as its tax adviser the government is
sending a message that foreign investment is not
welcome in Victoria. It is going to hurt Victorians. It
will hurt Victorian jobs, it will hurt Victorian housing
supply, and it will hurt Victorian housing affordability.
It is not just me who has raised this concern; others
have raised concern that there is a bit of a whiff of
xenophobia about this bill.
Ms Thomas — That is a disgrace.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I welcome the interjection,
because I am going to read from some commentary on
this. I am going to read some very interesting
commentary. Here is one commentator, who said:
… I see this property tax as a reaction, not a solution …
The additional taxes send a very near negative message to
foreign investors … There is no doubt that foreign investment
in Australia’s property market increases housing supply and
at the same time creating more jobs.

The writer went on to say under the heading ‘Does
xenophobia still exist in Australia?’:
While Australia and other governments around the world
claim these foreign buyer property taxes are not aimed at a
single nationality, I cannot help but wonder if this is the case.

He went on to say:
As an Australian of Chinese heritage, the Victorian
government’s newly imposed property tax on foreigners
draws similarities to the Chinese Immigration Act introduced
in 1855 during the Victorian gold rush. Responding to local
miners, the Victorian government imposed a head tax of 10
pounds on every Chinese migrant entering a Victorian port.
While times have changed, I cannot help but wonder whether
xenophobia feelings specifically towards Chinese investment
and migration remain in Australian society.

This was an article by Mr Jieh-Yung Lo, who is a
councillor of the City of Monash — an elected
representative. When we do a bit of googling and go to
the Sydney Morning Herald we see an article headed
‘On the campaign trail — the Asian-Australian story’.
It says:
… Jieh-Yung Lo, the deputy mayor of the City of Monash
and a Labor Party activist …
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When Labor Party activists, a Labor Party councillor,
Labor Party elected representatives compare this bill to
the Chinese head tax during the gold rush, you have to
worry. What message is that sending in terms of
Australia’s and this state’s investments and our
economy?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — You have to worry when
people are interjecting and complaining that we are
reading into the record comments of Labor Party
activists.
It is also notable that another Treasurer has specifically
ruled out following Victorian Labor’s moves. This
would be the Queensland Labor Treasurer, funnily
enough. He said in his press release of 6 May:
We want to send out a very clear message that Queensland is
open for business and that we welcome foreign property
investment …

We have a Queensland Labor Treasurer running a mile
from this. He is saying foreign property investment is a
great advantage for Queensland, and that it is a great
policy for Queensland. But this Labor government in
Victoria is sending the message that it does not
welcome foreign investment.
This is not a good bill, and not even just from a policy
point of view. When you actually look at the bill itself
and the loopholes in it, you realise there are some
amazingly inconsistent outcomes — for example, in
this bill a discretionary trust with a single foreign
beneficiary is treated as though all of the trust’s
landholdings are foreign owned. But instead of a
discretionary trust, if you have a fixed trust with a
single foreign beneficiary, that will only attract a
pro rata surcharge based on that specified interest. Let
me give the house a practical example. If an Australian
family trust was set up to provide for family properties
to go to the children of a family, and one of the kids
falls in love with an American, goes to America and
becomes a US citizen — which means they have to
renounce their Australian citizenship — all of a sudden
the family home in that trust is treated as foreign owned
and the new surcharge applies. What a ridiculous
position. I will give another example.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I say to the member for
Melton, maybe it is a gay Australian who has gone to
Ireland to marry his Irish partner! Don’t be xenophobic
and homophobic. It is really not a good idea. This is a
discriminatory bill, whichever you way you cut it.
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Let me give another example. In relation to the land tax
surcharge, where an Australian holds 8 out of 10 shares
in a company that owns the land, no surcharge applies,
even though 2 shares out of 10 are held by a foreigner.
But if an Australian holds an 80 per cent equitable
interest in a title, then a 20 per cent surcharge applies.
So basically exactly the same landholding by a
foreigner is treated completely differently depending on
the legal structure used. This is not a fair bill in the way
in which it applies, because you would think the same
foreign holdings should be taxed the same. They are
clearly not under this bill.
Let us have a look at this supposed great saviour, the
guidelines. Again, it is an example of how sloppy this
government is that it is saying, ‘Don’t actually look at
the bill itself. Don’t worry about the letter of the law in
the bill. We will get around that, and we will issue
non-binding guidelines with no legal authority
whatsoever. Forget the law; this is how we will actually
make it work’.
It was interesting to note another backflip from the
Treasurer. On 9 May the Australian Financial Review
reports:
Mr Pallas initially held firm on the tax grab on individual
buyers and developers alike, confirming it would apply to
companies with majority foreign ownership, when questioned
by the Weekend AFR during Tuesday’s state budget lock-up.
That response prompted a storm of protest from Mirvac,
Stockland and other developers who pointed out the sting
would be passed through to local buyers as well.

Then it says:
Behind the scenes, major players in the property sector are
furiously lobbying the Victorian Treasurer to carve out local
players from the new tax.
There are concerns the new taxes — which include a separate
0.5 per cent land lax impost on absentee landlords — could
scare some foreign buyers out of the state and into … Sydney
or Brisbane …

Lo and behold, the pressure has obviously worked. The
Treasurer has not had the guts, the courage or the wit to
come in and say, ‘This bill is a mess. I am going to
amend the bill. I am going to fix up the bill’. No, he
says, ‘Forget the law. I tell you that I will apply it
separately. I will apply it to some and I will not apply it
to others’. He says, ‘I will issue guidelines’. The
guidelines are not legally binding. The guidelines are
not instruments of this Parliament. The guidelines have
no effect whatsoever. He is saying, ‘I will issue
guidelines’ and ‘Trust me, we will work out any
problems’. What a joke! What an absolute joke to have
this Treasurer, who cannot get the bill right, cannot get
the legislation right, cannot get the law right, saying,
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‘Come in here and we will put guidelines around the
actual letter of the law and we will decide how that
actually works’.
There are certain discretions that treasurers have under
tax law and they can exercise them — for example,
there can be what are called ex gratia payments that a
Treasurer can make to a taxpayer. But in order to make
sure that the Treasurer is accountable, that the Treasurer
acts in the public interest, those decisions have to be
published. Those decisions have to be recorded and
published — made public. But under these dodgy
guidelines there is no publication whatsoever. In other
words, taxpayers can be let off this new tax. They can
be let off this new law if the Treasurer feels like it, and
he does not have to tell anybody about it.
You can just imagine the next recruiting effort for
Progressive Business: hey, join Progressive Business
and we will get your application in front of the
Treasurer for tax relief. I am sure that might make the
Labor Party a lot of money as its grubby mates line up
for special treatment by the Treasurer, who never has to
disclose publicly to whom he is giving the exemptions.
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the government has allowed the first speaker for the
opposition a fair degree of licence, but he is nowhere
vaguely on the bill, and I ask that you bring him back to
order and back to the bill.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the Treasurer’s own office provided me with a
copy of the draft guidelines to which I am referring.
Unless the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
is claiming that we should not be taking the Treasurer at
his word and that in fact those guidelines have nothing
to do with the matter before us, I believe I am acting in
accordance with the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I will overrule the point of order. Certainly the
state taxation acts legislation is fairly broad. I will allow
the member to continue, because there is a fair bit of
interjection from the government side as well.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The point is that the Treasurer
is saying, ‘Give me this discretion, I will use it
according to the guidelines’ — guidelines which we
have not seen in Parliament, guidelines which have no
legal authority, and guidelines which have no
requirement to publish what decisions are made. How
are we supposed to know that it is not a whole bunch of
grubby mates of the Labor Party, a whole bunch of
Progressive Business donors, who are not lining up
outside the Treasurer’s office to have this exercise of
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discretion used to look after their own business interests
at the expense of Victoria’s revenue? There is no
accountability. There is no transparency. There is no
legal authority. This is an absolute scam.
This is a government which cannot get the bill right in
the first place, does not have the courage to fix it up,
tries to come out with dodgy guidelines with no legal
effect, and then will not even tell the public. The
Treasurer will not even tell Victorians how he intends
to use this power. This is appalling. What an appalling
state of affairs.
The coalition wants to see this bill get the proper
scrutiny it deserves, so I place on the record now that
when it reaches the other place we will be referring it to
a legislation committee for a proper review. We know
the numbers are here to pass the bill. We know that the
government will get this bill through this house, but we
place on the record that we are very concerned that this
bill will damage housing affordability instead of
improving it. We are very concerned that this bill sends
absolutely the wrong message about the need for new
housing stock in this state. We are extremely concerned
that there is a dodgy government with dodgy
guidelines, which will not even tell Victorians how it is
planning to exercise a multimillion-dollar discretion
that the Treasurer is personally planning to exercise
under this bill. This is another broken promise. This is
another Labor lie. This shows once again why the
budget is a bad budget and how this government is
letting Victorians down.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
stand today to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. While I am on my feet, I will
take the opportunity to outline to the member for
Malvern and keep him up-to-date with the opinions of
key stakeholders in this debate. The Property Council
of Australia and the Urban Development Institute of
Australia (UDIA) have both welcomed the
conversations and guidelines that the Treasurer has
developed to support and supplement this bill.
The media release from the property council and UDIA
today is unequivocal. It says:
Today’s announcement is an important outcome for
Victoria’s development industry … This is a great win for
homebuyers and industry and [is] a clear sign that the
government knows how to effectively engage with the
business community.

What a contrast to what happened under the previous
government, when there were secret side deals and
no-one knew what was going on, whereas we have
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been utterly transparent and have sought to engage
productively with stakeholders.
Turning to the bill itself, it amends the Duties Act 2000
and the Land Tax Act 2005 to introduce measures
announced in the 2015–16 state budget. This bill
amends the Duties Act 2000 and the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to introduce improvements to
the operation of Victoria’s revenue laws. In terms of the
duty surcharge for non-resident residential property
owners, from 1 July 2015 a 3 per cent duty surcharge
will apply to transfers of residential property to a
non-resident purchaser.
Acting Speaker, I seek leave to incorporate the
Treasurer’s guidelines on non-resident duty surcharge.
Leave refused.
Ms THOMAS — Clearly we have an opposition
that does not want to debate the issues at hand, does not
want to debate the intent of the bill and does not want to
recognise the work that has been going on to ensure
that today we have a bill and guidelines that will ensure
the certainty that the sector needs. What is more, it will
tackle some of the key issues of housing affordability,
but more importantly it will ensure that suitable
contributions are being made to the livability of this
wonderful city of Melbourne from people who seek to
develop here.
I will now read the document headed ‘Treasurer’s
guidelines — Non-resident duty surcharge’ into the
record. It states:
The Victorian government has introduced a duty surcharge of
3 per cent on the purchase or acquisition of residential
property in Victoria by a non-resident purchaser from 1 July
2015.
Transitional arrangements are in place to ensure that the
surcharge will not apply retrospectively. Therefore,
non-resident purchasers who enter into a dutiable transaction
(for example, enters into a contract of sale) or a relevant
acquisition of an interest in a landholder that holds residential
property (for example, enters an agreement or an arrangement
for the relevant acquisition) before 1 July 2015, will not be
subject to the surcharge.
A ‘foreign purchaser’ is defined as a foreign natural person,
foreign corporation or a trustee of a foreign trust. In order for
a corporation to be a foreign corporation, it must be either
incorporated outside Australia, or have its controlling interest
held by a foreign natural person, another foreign corporation
or a trustee of a foreign trust. A trust is a foreign trust if the
substantial interest in the capital of the trust estate is held by a
foreign natural person, foreign corporation or the trustee of
another foreign trust.
The Treasurer may exempt a person who has a controlling
interest in a foreign corporation or a substantial interest in the
capital of a trust estate of a foreign trust. A person who has an
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exemption is taken not to have the controlling interest or
substantial interest. The effect of this is that the foreign
corporation or foreign trust will be exempt from the
non-resident duty surcharge.
The persons that are intended to be exempted from the
non-resident duty surcharge from 1 July 2015 are those
whose commercial activities add to the supply of housing
stock in Victoria (either through new developments or
through redevelopment, where such development is primarily
residential). All other duties that are usually imposed will
remain in place. The intention to exempt from the
non-resident duty surcharge remains at the discretion of the
Treasurer.
The Treasurer will have regard to any one or more of the
following general principles and circumstances for the
exemption to apply:
(1) The nature and degree of interest or ownership and
control
The degree of day-to-day control or input into the decisions of
the corporation or trust a foreign person may have.
Whether the foreign person’s interest in the corporation or
trust only grant to them limited rights.
The remoteness of the foreign person’s investment in the
corporation or trust. For example, is it direct ownership or
more remote through a series of other entities or investment
platforms?
(2) Practical influence to determine, directly or
indirectly, the outcome of decisions of the entity
Whether the foreign person acquired its controlling interest or
substantial interest as part of an investment strategy solely for
the purposes of obtaining an income stream.
The level of involvement of the foreign person in the
investment decisions of the corporation or trust.
(3) The ability to influence the outcome of financial,
operating and management decisions of the
corporation or trust
Whether the directors of the corporation or trustee of the trust
controlled or required to follow the directions of the foreign
person.
The relationship between the persons responsible for the
day-to-day operation of the corporation or trust and the
foreign person.
(4) Any other relevant circumstances
In assessing other circumstances which would be relevant, the
Treasurer may consider the following:
Impact on the economy
Whether the corporation with a foreign controlling interest or
trust with a foreign substantial interest is actively investing in
adding to the supply of housing stock in Victoria or
purchasing existing property for redevelopment for the sale or
use for primarily residential purposes.
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Where land is acquired for development purposes, the extent
and nature of that development.
The level of investment that is undertaken for development
purposes and any relevant planning processes necessary to
obtain approval for such development.
Competition
Whether the foreign corporation or foreign trust is able to
compete fairly in the Victorian marketplace and whether there
are wider consequences for Victoria.
Whether entities that are Australian based but foreign
controlled will be at a competitive disadvantage in providing
an equivalent service or product in Victoria compared to
locally domiciled entities.
For example, in purchasing residential property for the
purpose of adding to new residential supply, the Treasurer
may consider the competitive advantage/disadvantage that a
wholly owned Australian company may have compared to an
Australian-based company with a controlling interest held by
a foreign person/entity.
Impact on the community
The entity in question supplies residential stock to the
Victorian market.
The level of Australian participation in the corporation that
conducts its activities in Victoria with a foreign controlling
interest or trust with a foreign substantial interest.
The level of use of Australian building contractors and other
employees of the entity that conducts residential activities in
Victoria.
Satisfaction of Foreign Investment Review Board
requirements
Whether the Australian-based corporation with a foreign
controlling interest or trust with a foreign substantial interest
has notified the Foreign Investment Review Board (FIRB) for
the purposes of purchasing residential property for
development either as part of its ‘annual program’ or
otherwise.
The nature of the approval that has been provided by the
FIRB for the purposes of purchasing residential property for
development.
Whether the FIRB has imposed any conditions on the entity.
Character of the controlling interest or substantial interest
The extent to which the corporation or trust operates in a
transparent manner and the extent to which it is subject to
adequate and transparent regulation and supervision.
The corporate governance practices of the entity.
Independence of management
The location of the entity’s central management and the
ability for the management to make decisions independent of
the foreign person that holds the controlling interest in the
corporation or substantial interest in the trust estate.
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This fine set of guidelines makes the intention of the
bill abundantly clear. Again, I make the point that those
on the other side of the house would do well to keep
themselves abreast of the developments and
negotiations that this government undertakes with
stakeholders to ensure that we present to this house the
finest and best legislation and guidelines to ensure that,
at all times, we protect the interests of the Victorian
people and that, where possible, the right investments
are being made in all those things that make our city so
wonderful and so livable, be it our fine public hospitals,
our schools or our parks. We must ensure that everyone
is making a contribution, where appropriate, to all of
those things that make this one of the world’s greatest
cities, indeed the world’s most livable city.
This is a very fine piece of legislation. I commend the
Treasurer for his work and for his ongoing negotiations
with the property sector. Again, as the chair of the
Property Council of Victoria has said, this is a
government that will work with industry and is good to
do business with. For all of those reasons I commend
the bill and its guidelines to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to join the
debate on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2015. I listened with interest to the contribution of the
member for Macedon, who talked about the finest and
the best legislation. I point out to the member that
merely reading the guidelines into Hansard does not
give them any status at all.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr WALSH — They are what you have said. The
guidelines do not change one thing. Having the member
for Macedon read them into Hansard does not give
them any legal or legislative status at all. I commend
the member for doing such a great job of reading them
into Hansard, but they do not actually mean anything
when it comes to legislation and the point of law.
I also point out to the member for Macedon, who talked
about the finest and the best legislation, that this
government realised the legislation was flawed before it
was even debated. It does not actually work. It produces
a perverse outcome and does not do what the
government was proposing it would do. The simple fact
is if government members want to have the finest and
best legislation, they should amend their own
legislation, admit they got it wrong, cop it on the chin
and say, ‘We got it wrong, let’s amend it and put those
guidelines in the legislation so that they actually have
some status’.
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I have some serious concerns that having guidelines
that are at the discretion of the Treasurer to do as he
sees fit gives the perception, if nothing else, that this
could be open to rorting. I would probably phrase these
guidelines as the Progressive Business guidelines,
because if you pay to go to a Progressive Business
function, if you put enough money on the table, that
may just afford the opportunity — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — It is about perception. I am not
saying it would happen. But the way the legislation is
structured — that is, the fact that the legislation does
not contain the guidelines and that there is no reporting
against them so that no-one would know who the
Treasurer is giving exemptions to — means that there is
the perception in the public’s eye that this is open to
rorting and corruption.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — Members on the other side might
interject and make a lot of noise about it, but this is a
very serious issue. If you are talking about, in the
member for Macedon’s words, ‘the finest and the best
legislation’, this does not pass the sniff test. It is flawed
legislation that the government has realised delivers a
perverse outcome and now wants to fix with these
non-binding guidelines. ‘Non-binding guidelines’ says
to me that they do not have much status at all in this
place or in the court system and that there is an
opportunity for people to use these guidelines for their
own personal gain.
As I said, we can call them the Progressive Business
guidelines because it could be believed by members of
the public that if you pay enough money to go to a
Labor Party fundraising function, you may have the
opportunity to sit at the table with the Treasurer and put
your case forward as to why you should have a
particular exemption to this.
That creates an issue in itself. Only the big players in
property development would have the money to do that.
The smaller developers may not have the money to pay
the $10 000-a-plate cost to go to a Progressive Business
function and to then have the opportunity to potentially
get exemptions under these non-binding guidelines.
This part of the legislation talks about the issue of
housing affordability. I do not think we can have a
debate in this place about housing affordability if we do
not look at the whole issue of housing affordability. It
supposedly addresses the issue of foreign buyers, which
the shadow Treasurer put a very good case for in his
contribution. When it comes to housing affordability,
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the bigger issue is the cost of construction in this state.
If we are serious about addressing the issue of housing
affordability, we need to address the cost of
construction, which is effectively dominated by the
sweetheart deals that the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) has with this
government. The CFMEU has a very close relationship
with the Premier of this state. The government needs to
bring back a building code that gives developers in this
state a reasonable chance of being able to control rogue
unions, blockades and all those sorts of things that are
happening. The issue around Boral Concrete is a classic
example of where union power has gone too far and is
adding to the cost of construction in this state. The
people I talk to say that Victoria is not the place to do
business if you want to build something, because the
cost of construction is too high in this state.
This is not good legislation. It is not the finest and best
legislation, as someone on the other side of the house
described it; it is legislation that is flawed. The
government already realises it is flawed and is trying to
fix it with non-binding guidelines. I have set out very
clearly the case for how that has at least the potential to
be rorted or to lead to corruption in this state. But I
think the key issue with this legislation is that the now
Premier and the now Treasurer went to the election
with a very clear commitment to the people of Victoria
that there would be no new taxes. There would be no
new taxes, there would be no new charges and there
would be no increases in things to pay for this
government’s promises. What we have in the first six
months of this new government is a major broken
promise, with a new tax that adds to the cost of one part
of society doing business, and it does not deliver the
outcome that the government is proposing it will do.
As the shadow Treasurer clearly set out in his
contribution, this legislation needs a detailed
examination. We understand the government has the
numbers in this house to put this legislation through,
but when it goes to the upper house there is the
opportunity for it to be referred to a legislation
committee for that committee to have a serious look at
it. If the government were serious about having good
legislation, it would amend it in this house and put
those guidelines into legislation or into regulations that
are disallowable instruments and that have to be tabled
in this Parliament so there is proper scrutiny. More
importantly, the government needs to insert in those
non-binding guidelines a proper reporting mechanism
so that the people of Victoria can see when the
Treasurer makes an exemption, who has been exempted
and how much money that exemption has cost the
taxpayers of Victoria. I would prefer to see proper
structured guidelines so that it is clear and transparent.
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I will finish where I started. This bill is flawed and
leaves the perception in the eyes of the people of
Victoria that it can lead to rorting and corruption. I will
repeat what I said: I think we should name these
non-binding guidelines the Progressive Business
guidelines, because it will come down to those with the
most money, who pay for the most meals at the most
fundraisers for the Labor Party, who will get
exemptions under these guidelines in the future.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015 before
the house today. We have heard a lot of bluff and
bluster from the members opposite about the state
taxation bill before the Parliament — that this is a rort
that we are going to perpetrate through our friends at
Progressive Business. But it is not our side of the house
that has a track record of doing this. It is the opposition
that has the track record. We just have to look at what
occurred with Ventnor to see how opposition members
look after their mates. It is very important that we get
on the record on this side of the house that we do things
appropriately and properly but we are prepared to
discuss with the stakeholders how legislation affects
and impacts outcomes and we are prepared to make
changes. That is an important difference between us on
this side of the house and the opposition opposite, who
did not talk to anybody, consulted with no-one and got
a lot of its legislation wrong as a consequence.
I want to speak about the land tax surcharge for
absentee owners. From the 2016 land tax year, absentee
landowners will pay a 0.5 per cent land tax surcharge in
addition to land tax already payable on their land
holdings. I have with me the Treasurer’s guidelines that
reflect this, and I seek leave to table them in the house.
Leave refused.
Ms THOMSON — We have a piece of legislation
that has listed discretion with the Treasurer to enable
him to make exemptions. These guidelines put meat on
those exemptions that are already in the legislation, and
members opposite are not prepared to have those
guidelines tabled. I want to say this: there are numerous
pieces of legislation that are backed up by guidelines,
including federal taxation law, for which there are lots
of elements of guidelines that explain the taxation law
and its implications and who it affects. This is no
different. I shall read the document headed ‘Treasurer’s
guidelines — Absentee owner surcharge’ into Hansard.
It states:
The Victorian government has introduced a 0.5 per cent land
tax surcharge on land owned by absentee persons, to apply
from 1 January 2016.
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An ‘absentee person’ is defined as a natural person absentee,
an absentee corporation and a trustee of an absentee trust. A
natural person absentee is a person that is not an Australian or
New Zealand citizen or a permanent resident of Australia,
who does not ordinarily reside in Australia. An absentee
corporation is a corporation incorporated outside Australia or
a corporation in which an absentee person, or that person
together with another absentee person, has a controlling
interest. An absentee trust is a trust that has at least one
absentee beneficiary.

The relationship between the persons responsible for the
day-to-day operation of the corporation and the absentee
person.

The Treasurer may, in relevant circumstances, exempt an
absentee person, who holds a controlling interest in a
corporation, from being taken to have that controlling interest.
The effect of this is that the corporation will not be an
absentee corporation, and therefore will be exempt from the
surcharge.

In assessing other circumstances which would be relevant, the
Treasurer may consider:

The exemption will continue to apply subject to there being
no material changes to the circumstances that gave rise to the
exercise of the Treasurer’s discretion in relation to an
absentee owner.
The persons that are intended to be exempted from the
absentee owner surcharge from 1 January 2016 are those
whose activities include the management of housing stock in
Victoria (either through new developments or through
redevelopment, where such development is primarily
residential) and such management is conducted through an
Australian-based entity. All other taxes that are usually
imposed will remain in place. The intention to exempt from
the absentee owner surcharge remains at the discretion of the
Treasurer.
The Treasurer will have regard to the following general
principles and relevant circumstances for the exemption to
apply:
(1) The nature and degree of interest or ownership and
control
The degree of day-to-day control or input into the decisions of
the corporation that the absentee person may have.
Whether the controlling interest is predominantly held by one
absentee person or whether it is fragmented among a number
of absentee persons. If the latter, whether those persons are
related or connected.

In the case where the controlling interest is held by a number
of absentee persons, the number of those persons and whether
they ordinarily act together to influence the outcome of
decisions of the corporation.
(4) Any other relevant circumstances

Impact on the economy
Whether the absentee corporation’s commercial activities
include the development and management of housing stock in
Victoria.
Whether the absentee corporation is withholding land from
being made available for development or sale in Victoria and
not actively adding value to the property.
Competition
Whether the absentee corporation is able to compete fairly in
the relevant marketplace and whether there are wider
consequences for Victoria.
Whether entities that are Australian based but foreign
controlled will be at a competitive disadvantage in providing
an equivalent service or product.
For example, where an Australian-based company with a
controlling interest held by a foreign person/entity owns
residential property and is renting or selling those properties,
the Treasurer may consider the extent to which the property is
managed by the Australian operations of a company with a
controlling interest held by a foreign person/entity.
Impact on the community
The entity in question supplies or intends to supply residential
stock to the Victorian market.
The level of Australian participation in the absentee
corporation.

(2) Practical influence to determine, directly or
indirectly, the outcome of decisions of the
corporation

The nature and extent of the corporation’s business activities
in Victoria and the extent to which the corporation utilises
local labour (employees or contractors) or local resources,
such as materials or services.

Whether the absentee person acquired its controlling interest
as part of an investment strategy solely for the purposes of
obtaining an income stream.

Satisfaction of Foreign Investment Review Board
requirements

The level of involvement of the absentee person in the
investment decisions of the corporation.

Whether the absentee corporation has notified the Foreign
Investment Review Board (FIRB) for the purposes of
purchasing property for development either as part of its
‘annual program’ or otherwise.

(3) The ability to influence the outcome of financial,
operating and management decisions of the
corporation
Whether the directors of the corporation controlled or
required to follow the directions of the absentee person.

The nature of the approval that has been provided by the
FIRB for the purposes of purchasing property for
development.
Whether the FIRB has imposed any conditions on the
corporation.
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Character of the absentee corporation
The extent to which the corporation operates in a transparent
manner and the extent to which it is subject to adequate and
transparent regulation and supervision.
The corporate governance practices of the entity.
Whether the corporation carries on a business activity in
Victoria or whether it is merely a passive property investor.
Independence of management
The location of the corporation’s central management and the
ability for the management to make decisions independent of
the absentee person that holds the controlling interest in the
corporation.

People can have a look at it and read it in Hansard. The
reality is that we need to build the infrastructure that
keeps Melbourne the most livable city in the world and
to do that we need everybody contributing. Victorian
taxpayers already contribute to that process, so why
should not those from overseas also contribute to the
infrastructure from which they make a profit when they
own those properties?
There will be exemptions for developers. When
developers are making a positive contribution to the
Victorian economy, there will be the capacity to exempt
developers, and when they are adding legitimately to
our housing stock, they will be exempt. In terms of not
having guidelines and having people say, ‘This is
inadequate’, I say no, this is well and truly adequate.
These guidelines are adequate. They ensure that people
who should be paying will be paying, just as every
Victorian taxpayer already pays. It is important, and I
know that Victorians welcome this piece of legislation
because they know they need the infrastructure. We
know we need the roads. We know we need the public
transport. We know we need the parks and the
community centres — the things that bring people
together and the intangibles that make Melbourne the
most livable city in the world.
We know that everyone should be paying their fair
share and contributing to that, and that applies to those
who buy and purchase property who do not reside in
this state. They should do the same. Why should those
from overseas be exempt from contributing to this
economy, from contributing to the betterment of our
infrastructure and to the social fabric of our
community? That is why I commend this bill to the
house and commend the guidelines to the house. I note
that this has the support of the Property Council of
Australia.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The approach of
government speakers in this debate is very much
emblematic of the train wreck that has become state
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Labor taxation policy. This government’s actions in
introducing legislation without, and now requiring the
guidelines to be read into the record simply indicate the
extent of the challenge the Treasurer finds himself
faced with. The point about the words that have been
read into the record is that if they are to be worth the
paper they are written on, they need to be contained in
the bill. They should have been in the bill that was
introduced into this house two weeks ago. They should
not now be read into the record by two members, one
new, admittedly, but one who certainly has been around
long enough to know better.
This bill is an integral part of the budget process, and as
the budget papers clearly show, unemployment in this
state under Labor will be higher and will last longer
than was forecast just a few short months ago. It will be
higher than forecast in the pre-election budget update.
Under the circumstances you would think it would not
be unreasonable for this government to take action to
stimulate employment. You would think it would not
be unreasonable for it to take action to lower the
financial pressure that is now being felt by many
members of the Victorian community. The course
mapped out, however, by this bill — the course mapped
out for taxation — is 180 degrees away from the
direction promised by the government ahead of the
election. The government promised to take action to
create jobs, and it promised to take no action that would
destroy jobs, yet this bill potentially does exactly that.
Specifically the government promised there would be
no increases in taxes, there would be no increases in
charges, there would be no increases in levies and there
would be no increases in debt. A number of those are
outside the ambit of this bill but taxes are certainly not,
and introducing a new tax is exactly what this bill will
do.
The shadow Treasurer gave a number of quotes in his
contribution. I have many quotes from the Premier, the
Deputy Premier and the Treasurer before the election
saying, ‘No new taxes. No increased taxes. We won’t
go there’. They have broken that absolutely core
promise. This is a new tax, it is an increased tax, and it
is an increased burden, not only on the targeted group
but on the Victorian community.
The centrepiece of this bill is apparently the
government’s revenue strategy for this budget. It is not
a reduction in stamp duty, not a reduction in
WorkCover costs and not a reduction in land tax. It is a
tax increase. That is a novel plan, I must say. I have
never, ever seen a situation where increased taxes
assisted in getting the economy moving again.
Apparently Victoria is going to tax its way out of
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economic difficulty — by increased stamp duty and
increased land tax.
The government claims to have a justification for this
strategy. In his second-reading speech the Treasurer
said:
… while local families have contributed significantly to the
funding of government services and infrastructure through
state and commonwealth taxes —

and that is all correct —
foreign investors and absentee landowners do not contribute
equivalently like those living and working here do.

Apparently it is about equity. They are the Treasurer’s
own words. However, the fact is that not only is this tax
a broken promise, the government could not even get it
right when it broke the promise. While some of the
government’s intended targets in this legislation will
certainly be hit, many local families will also be hit.
Although this bill claims to be protecting them, they
will be hit and hit relatively harder.
As the Minister for Planning admitted to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, there are some
‘unintended consequences’. That is, of course, a term
beloved by some, but the translation is that the
government has failed to think through the
consequences of its actions. There are unintended and
punitive consequences for Victorian families who are
trying to purchase a home, often for the first time. You
can go to Cranbourne, to Clyde, or to Mernda and buy a
block of land at an average cost of about $200 000 a
block, and you get slugged an extra 3 per cent: an extra
$6000. That may not mean a lot to the Treasurer, but it
certainly means a lot to families who are trying to get
their feet on the home ownership ladder. They are
going to be slugged $6000, just because the block they
want has been developed by Stockland, Mirvac or other
companies that have similar ownership arrangements.
They are companies that have extensive operations in
Australia and employ significant numbers of
Victorians, but they also have substantial foreign
ownership. As a consequence of this bill, anyone who
wants to deal with them, anyone who wants to buy land
from them, will be slugged an extra $6000. That is a
great initiative for affordable housing!
The Treasurer has got this hopelessly wrong. The
Treasurer has hatched his cunning plan to rip off
Victorian families trying to get into a new home on the
metropolitan fringe to the tune of $6000. While he was
planning that strategy he may well have consulted his
colleague most closely concerned with this issue, the
Minister for Planning. Ten days ago at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing I asked the
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minister whether this plan was his idea or whether this
new set of taxes was the Treasurer’s idea alone. I asked
him:
… can you release to the committee your department’s
assessment of the impact — intended and unintended
consequences — in outer suburban areas?

The Minister for Planning could not provide the
department’s view of the impact that this new tax
would have. He could not tell us what the effect was
going to be on housing affordability. He could not tell
us what the impact was going to be on Victorian
families and he could not provide a copy of that advice
to the committee. He could not tell the committee what
the impact of this measure was, but it was not his fault.
It was not because the minister was withholding
information, it was not because he was negligent in not
seeking advice on the proposal and it was not because
his department was negligent in not providing that
advice to him. He could not tell the committee what the
impact was because neither he nor his department were
consulted by the Treasurer in his rush to implement this
tax — to bring this tax on. The Treasurer did not
consult the minister responsible for the development of
land in this state. That is an absolute disgrace.
The Treasurer was so desperate to prop up this dodgy
budget that he decided he was going to throw his
central promise of no new taxes overboard; this solemn
commitment to the voters of Victoria was gone. Having
made that decision one would think that he at least
would consult on its implementation and that he would
talk to the Minister for Planning. Apparently he did talk
to his own office. On the testimony of the Minister for
Planning, the Treasurer did talk to the Department of
Treasury and Finance. However, he did not talk to the
responsible minister and he certainly did not talk to the
responsible department.
Now, as we are debating this botched bill, we see the
flaws laid bare. We have heard about the clauses that
should have been in this bill but are not. The Treasurer
should now withdraw this bill and start again. Is he
going to do that? No. The message is, ‘Trust me, I am
from the government. I am here to help’. We have the
report in today’s Age; and the member for Macedon
and the member for Footscray have read many words
from these non-binding guidelines into the record.
Members of the house are now supposed to say, ‘Okay,
we will take that on trust. We will trust the Treasurer
and trust these two members who have read these
guidelines into the record’.
The bottom line of those guidelines is that the Treasurer
has discretion. He has the discretion to grant
dispensation and he can do it on a whim. There is no
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transparency, there is no accountability and there is no
guarantee that those powers he will have will be
exercised in any way that will be available and open to
the public. This bill is an absolute disgrace. With this
bill, the Labor government in its first budget post the
election has ditched its key election promise. It has
botched an attempt to assist vulnerable Victorian
families. It is ripping off people as they are trying to get
a foot on the very first rung of the housing affordability
ladder. It is an absolute disgrace.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am very happy to rise today
to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2015. The bill amends the Duties Act 2000, the Land
Tax Act 2005 and the Taxation Administration Act
1997. We are all aware that housing affordability has
been a growing issue in this state for many years.
Victorians are widely regarded as being unfortunate to
live in one of the least affordable housing markets
relative to other states and countries. Our ratio of debt
to household income has reached uncomfortable levels,
and recent warnings from the Australian Prudential
Regulation Authority regarding lending has led to many
of our major banks making policy changes to ensure we
operate in a more responsible climate.
For some segments of the market prices have moved
beyond reasonable reach. For many people yet to buy
their first home the prospect of home ownership is
becoming more distant as the price of housing
continues to rise. Unfortunately in this hoo-ha and
debate about the price of real estate going through the
roof, some sectors of the community tend to point the
finger at overseas buyers, blaming them for creating
this situation where the price of housing, especially
apartments, is going up and up. However, nobody
seems to be pointing out the fact that the high demand
from overseas buyers is creating a housing boom, and
in the process overseas buyers are creating economic
activity and employment. In fact, they are bringing
prosperity to our state. To suggest that foreign buyers
are creating problems for us is just ludicrous and most
patronising and condescending to say the least.
The State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015 aims to
place Victorians in a more competitive positon in the
housing market. Recent data suggests that up to 20 per
cent of new properties are being bought by foreign
buyers. This has put pressure on supply, and it has kept
many Victorians out of the market. I understand that.
Non-resident and foreign buyers do not contribute to
the funding of government services and infrastructure
in the same way that ordinary Victorians do, and we
can never forget that or get away from the fact. Many
foreign investors do not even rent out their purchased
investment properties; they are just absentee
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landowners banking on the capital growth of the
property.
I personally have been approached and asked to help
with some absentee landlords, who have been absent
for a long period after buying a property. I was asked to
help deal with this problem in Waterways, which is in
my neck of the woods. Some of these houses have been
occupied by squatters, and the landlords get into trouble
trying to evict them. It is incredible how difficult it can
be for landlords to get squatters out of these brand-new
houses. It is also a problem in that sense.
The capital growth that foreign investors aim to
capitalise on is often a result of the services and
infrastructure growth that has been funded by
Victorians. The community has rightly expressed the
reasonable view that non-resident and foreign owners
of Victorian real estate should also make a contribution
in these areas. This is only reasonable. As a result, the
Victorian government will impose a 3 per cent stamp
duty surcharge on the purchase by a foreign purchaser
of a residential property in this state, effective from
1 July. This surcharge aims to lessen the impact of
distortions created by the increasing foreign ownership
of Victorian real estate. In addition, the bill introduces a
0.5 per cent land tax surcharge for absentee landowners
to apply from 1 January 2016.
These surcharges will go some way towards addressing
the price impact foreign purchasers and landowners are
having on Victorian residential property. They also
address the growing inequity between established home
owners and portions of the community yet to buy their
first home. The measures in the bill will lower the
barriers to the housing market for first home buyers. I
heard contributions from other members, especially
those on the other side of the house, in which it was
suggested that this creates a problem for first home
buyers. However, the bill is quite clear that it will not
impact on first home buyers, especially Australian
residents. It will only have an impact on foreign buyers.
That should be made clear; it should be understood and
it should not be twisted around.
From my personal experience of dealing with overseas
buyers, I think it would be an understatement to say that
no matter what price or mark-up we put on real estate in
this town, which is the most livable city in the world,
buyers, particularly those from overseas, and
particularly those from China, will still continue to
flood to this state. The attractions of the state are just
enormous. We have very clean air compared to
Shanghai and the other main cities of China. We have
the best management of traffic and congestion; we have
blue skies; and the water quality and waste
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management processes we have are not comparable in
any city these buyers come from. The attraction is so
tremendous that no matter what surcharge you put on
real estate, they will still come. I believe very strongly
that we will continue to attract them.
It is not only overseas buyers we have to think about.
During the 11 years Labor was previously in
government, Melbourne attracted the most migrants of
all Australian capital cities. Although our population
base is only 25 per cent of Australia, we attract more
than 30 per cent of the migrants coming into this
country. That speaks volumes about the fact that we
will continue to have that population explosion — and
of course we know that soon we will be surpassing
Sydney in terms of the sheer size of our population.
That also speaks volumes about the fact that we are the
most livable city in the world. If we manage this right,
we will continue to hold onto that title.
The bill also aims to support the small business
community in Victoria. We recognise the contribution
small business makes to our state through the economy,
employment and the provision of essential goods and
services. The bill reduces the cost of running a small
business. There is no doubt about that. Under this bill,
from 1 July vehicles classed as mobile plant or
plant-based special purpose vehicles will be exempt
from motor vehicle duty on the registration or transfer
of registration of these vehicles. This includes vehicles
such as excavators, bulldozers, tractors and other
vehicles that are essential to the ordinary activities of
some of our small businesses. Removing this duty will
go a long way towards helping our people in small
businesses.
The bill also makes amendments to the Duties Act to
ensure that it will not prevent a person from accessing
concessional landowner treatment as a result of
technicalities within the act. Where the concession is
intended to apply, the bill makes it easier for it to be
applied. In contrast, the bill also aims to close a
loophole around the definition of a private company to
avoid the payment of landholder duty. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — This bill provides for the
imposition of an additional stamp duty of 3 per cent on
the market value for foreign purchasers when they
acquire residential property. I want to talk about three
main areas that I have concerns about in this bill. The
first is that it is a new tax, the second is that it
discriminates against foreigners and the third is that it
will not achieve the government’s stated goal of
improving housing affordability. I also note in passing
that the bill is so poorly drafted that the government has
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had to do a deal with industry and introduce
discretionary guidelines to correct a major flaw in it.
Turning to my first objection, I understand that the
shadow Treasurer may have made some remarks along
a similar vein, but I just cannot resist referring the
house to comments made on 14 November 2014 by the
now Deputy Premier on Neil Mitchell’s 3AW program.
Mr Mitchell asked, ‘No new taxes?’. Mr Merlino said,
‘Correct’. Mr Mitchell asked, ‘No new fees?’.
Mr Merlino said, ‘Yep’. Mr Mitchell asked, ‘No new
bills; nothing going to sneak in on us?’. Mr Merlino
said, ‘Nope’. Mr Mitchell said, ‘Okay; promise?’.
Mr Merlino said, ‘Yes’. Not only do we have a new tax,
we have a clear broken promise. The Premier, the
Deputy Premier and all of those opposite need to
recognise that. I know they do not talk about that very
much, but this is a clear broken promise.
I will now move on to my second concern, and that is
that by its nature the bill sets out to discriminate against
foreigners. I would like to quote Dr Mikayla Novak
from the Institute of Public Affairs, where I used to
work.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms STALEY — That is right, I say to those
opposite — where I used to work. A media release of
5 May states:
‘A lowlight of this budget is the shameless and xenophobic
tax imposts on foreign home buyers, raising $330 million
over four years’, says Dr Novak.
‘This unconscionable measure will certainly make foreign
investors think twice about purchasing properties here.
‘It deprives Victorians of the opportunity to sell their homes
to whomever they choose, and is an affront to Victoria’s
reputation as a tolerant, multicultural society open to all
newcomers’, says Dr Novak.

The government needs to be very careful that it is not
seen as xenophobic with this legislation. I understand
that the Treasurer would have been presented with a set
of new taxes to fill the gap between the mountainous
promises made and the need to at least give a
semblance of a budget surplus. Somewhere on the list
of things that Treasury would have come up with the
Treasurer probably saw this and said, ‘Oh, we’ll do a
tax on foreign property investors’. I suspect the
Treasurer gave thanks and then the expenditure review
committee gave thanks. Here was the answer: a nasty
new tax. Sure, it broke the ‘No new taxes’ promise, but
it was a tax on foreigners and they do not vote. I say
again that the government needs to be very careful that
it does not damage our hard-fought-for reputation in
relation to being open to people coming here and
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investing, because there are lots of things going on with
property prices in Melbourne, in places like Balwyn,
that have nothing to do with Shenzhen investors.
High house prices, which cause housing
unaffordability, are largely because of a profound
mismatch between supply and demand. We have had
decades of high immigration with too low an
infrastructure spend. Until the last government, when
the then Minister for Planning, Minister Guy, opened
up vast tracts of land for housing and took some
pressure off property prices in the outer suburbs, we
had not enough land given out for housing. It is a
simple equation: if you have a lot of people here and a
lot of people wanting housing, you need supply. The
11th Annual Demographia International Housing
Affordability Survey puts Melbourne as the sixth most
unaffordable housing market in the world. It costs on
average 8.7 times the median annual income to buy a
house. Until the 1980s that number was in the range of
3 times the median annual income. These high
unaffordability rates have been with us for many years,
since long before foreign investors became the
bogeyman.
I am sure the house will be interested to know this, but
back in 2007 I wrote, with Alan Moran, a report
entitled Locked Out — How Victoria’s Land Supply
Laws are Keeping Young People out of the Housing
Market, and I wrote that for the Institute of Public
Affairs. In the report we found that the vast majority of
Melburnians and Victorians value home ownership.
This is what they want; housing affordability is
incredibly important to them. But back in 2007 housing
was unaffordable for ordinary families who were not
already homeowners, and the cause of that was state
government policies, especially restrictions on land
release.
One of the other things that went on and still goes on is
that those living near the centre in the suburbs that are
regarded as having locational advantage have proved
extremely adept at reducing if not stopping more
development — median density development — closer
in, so their prices go up a lot.
As I said, the former Minister for Planning, then a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region in the
Council, set out very deliberately to tackle this problem
head on. He understood that the problem is supply. I
repeat: the problem is supply. This government needs to
get a handle on what it is going to do about supply.
Mr Richardson interjected.
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Ms STALEY — I understand, it is difficult to hear
the truth.
In conclusion, this bill is flawed in many ways, and I
come back to the point about the attack on foreign
investors. How we talk about who can come here and
who can invest here and how we think about that are
really important to who we are as a people. I am not
sure that the government, in chasing the revenue it
wants to fill its budget hole, has thought really carefully
about the impacts on the kind of society we have here
when it targets foreign investment as the problem. The
people of Victoria are going to be extremely
disappointed if this is being sold as the way to fix
housing unaffordability. Housing unaffordability is a
deep problem, but this is not going to fix it, and it runs
the risk of sending messages to overseas investors and
to overseas markets that we are not open for business
and that we are not welcoming. I finish by quoting the
member for Clarinda, when he said that to suggest
foreign buyers are creating problems is ludicrous.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to rise
to join the debate on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015, which makes amendments to
the Duties Act 2000, the Land Tax Act 2005 and the
Taxation Administration Act 1997. Most of the debate
today relates to the fact that this bill looks at
introducing a 3 per cent stamp duty surcharge on the
purchase or acquisition of residential property as well
as a 0.5 per cent land tax surcharge on land owned by
absentees, which will come into effect from 1 January
2016.
The reality is that we find ourselves in this situation
because of the fact that significant wealth has been
created in property in the last 20 years. There is a need
to ensure that we have the best possible tax treatment in
place and that it is applied to property to ensure that the
state accesses some of this growth in capital gain.
To give an example, those of us who have been around
for a while would remember 555 Collins Street, which
was the Department of Human Services building,
which was bought by Harry Stimoulos in 2002 for
nearly $41 million. It sold last year for $78 million. If
we look at the rough compound capital growth in that
period of time, it is nearly 5.5 per cent. This initiative is
important in that it helps in trying to take some heat out
of the market, because when you talk with anyone who
knows anything about property in Melbourne at the
moment, including commercial property, they will say
that the market is white hot. The reality is that there
have been significant capital outflows from China into
Australia in that time. The Greenland Holding Group,
which is a state-owned enterprise, has four projects on
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its books at the moment that are worth $1.4 billion. It is
only fair and reasonable when you have that level of
capital inflow that the state have a responsibility to try
to put a brake on that inflow by having a reasonable
level of taxation to at least take some heat out of it and
to smooth out that demand and smooth out that curve.
There is also the other point about the fact that people,
ordinary investors, are buying these properties, but they
are not contributing to the services that we require. To
give an example, many of us would remember the
Lacrosse apartments at Docklands, where a discarded
cigarette butt on the eighth floor erupted into flames
and burnt a significant proportion of that building. Most
of us will remember seeing on the news the next night
how hundreds of people were ferried out of the
Lacrosse building to seek the help of the ambulance
service or were moved away by Victoria Police and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) crews that were
brought in to put out the blaze. If the purchaser was a
non-residential purchaser, and assuming that they had
bought insurance on their property, which most
reasonable people would do, they were making a
contribution to the MFB, so they were paying their tax
in that sense. However, they were not making any
contribution in terms of, in that case, the ambulance or
Victoria Police or any other ancillary service that was
required to deal with the problem.
A modest measure such as this is important because it
helps to ensure that there is appropriate taxation in
place. We have also heard some of the hysterical
contributions of those opposite saying that this is
xenophobia; it is a throwback to the 19th-century
attitudes during the gold rush. I listened to the
contribution of the member for Malvern, and I thought
that was interesting when I looked at the Sydney
Morning Herald article in the business section of
11 October 2014 headed ‘Chinese investors are pushing
into Melbourne and Sydney’. There are a couple of
important things to note about this article and one is
contained in a quote which says:
Overseas property is a prized asset for wealthy Chinese keen
to park their money and mitigate the economic and political
risk of having it tied up in the People’s Republic.

At one level you could say that this is just a sensible
move where, if you have acquired significant capital in
China where there is no rule of law and there is a risk
that at 3 in the morning you will get dragged out and
sent off to a labour camp and the state will take that
money, then of course any sane, reasonable person in
China would be keen to try to get that money out and
come to a safe haven like Victoria. It is only fair and
reasonable therefore that there is a price to pay for that,
and you would accept it, as a modicum.
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The other point to make about the article which I found
fascinating was that there are charges from those
opposite about xenophobia, but what would the
Chinese do to us? What would the Chinese say to me if
I said, ‘I want to buy an apartment in Beijing’? They
would say, ‘You are banned from full ownership of
residential property or land’. That would happen in
mainland China. Moreover, if I happened to work in
Hong Kong and I said, ‘I have landed in Hong Kong
with my wife and five kids, and I want to spend
$10 billion on an apartment’ — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Five; count them. I rock up to
Hong Kong, and I say I want to buy property, what
would they say?
They would say, ‘No, sorry. You have to work and
study here for at least one year before you can buy a
property in Hong Kong’. Do members know what the
stamp duty is in Hong Kong? It is 15 per cent. We are
saying 3 per cent and those opposite are accusing us of
xenophobia, yet if I go to Beijing I cannot buy a
property and if I go to Hong Kong I have to wait
12 months to buy one and the stamp duty on it would
be an additional 15 per cent. There is just absolute
lunacy in what those opposite have said.
I recall the hysterical contribution of the member for
Malvern when talking about the changes in relation to
family trusts. He said that if you have a family trust and
one of your children decides to marry a foreign
national, goes off to locate in another country and then
marries overseas while still having a stake in a home
here, that home would attract the new duty.
I remember when growing up in Wantirna in the 1970s
talking to the bricklayers, carpenters, butchers, clerks
and nurses. Not many of us had family trusts. Again,
there is just the self-interest that we have come to
expect from members of the Liberal Party in looking
after their mates. They come up with the most bizarre
examples. How many family trusts would there be in
Victoria at the moment? How many beneficial
recipients of a family trust who live in Victoria and are
engaged or married to a foreign national are likely to
emigrate? What nonsense. We are dealing with
absolute hysteria from opposition members. It is
completely and utterly groundless and makes a
mockery of us all.
An important aspect of the land tax contribution, the
additional levy, that I like is that it provides the state
with a steady flow of income. The reality is that if you
own an investment property and you make a land tax
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contribution, it effectively becomes a de facto federal
contribution for infrastructure. By that I mean that if
you make a contribution for land tax, you deduct that
from the overall income you require from that property
and therefore that can be used for your own personal
taxation benefits, but it also provides money to the state
government at the expense of the federal government
and therefore can be used for infrastructure. Again, it is
important that we have a discussion about making sure
that we have that steady flow of income to fund our
infrastructure pipeline. It has to be paid for in some
way. You have to pay for it either directly via the state
or through some form of user-pays arrangement.
Another point I make in relation to this bill and which I
do not think has been touched on by those opposite is
that from 1 July all vehicles classified as mobile plant
or plant-based special-purpose vehicles will be exempt
from motor vehicle duty on the registration or transfer
of registration of those vehicles. That includes
equipment such as backhoes, excavators, bulldozers,
headers, scrapers and tractors. This is important
because it decreases the burden on the business inputs
of the industries where those vehicles are used.
In the 1980s people were trying to slow down the
economy by increasing interest rates. That blunt
instrument was used to try to take the heat out of the
economy. The reality is that in the current environment
we have extremely low interest rates, but
businesspeople are not spending because they are
nervous and uncertain of what is before them. If you
look at the sorts of initiatives and measures to
encourage businesspeople to have the confidence that
they can invest, including in property, plant and
equipment, it will make it just a bit easier. In trying to
stimulate the economy, reducing those burdens will
make it easier to invest. The reality is that at the
moment we have record low interest rates but the
economy is sluggish. It is not growing at the rate that,
say, China is growing at the moment.
As a state — and the federal government must do the
same — we must try to find a way to encourage the
private sector to be prepared to spend and invest,
including in property, plant and equipment, in
significant amounts. These changes are important
because they provide that level of confidence and
certainty. The measures are important, sensible, well
thought out and timely. It is important that we spread
the benefits of the boom.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak in the debate on the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I was just invited by a member
opposite to make my contribution funny. I certainly will
not do that because this is not a funny business — and I
could not make it any more of a comedy than the
Treasurer has already created with this piece of
legislation. If it were not so serious it would be
hilarious. Before the member for Essendon leaves the
chamber, I note that he, along with the members for
Mornington, Oakleigh and Eltham, is a member of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC). I
believe all the members of PAEC are here. We
welcomed the Minister for Emergency Services, who is
at the table, to the committee and she gave some great
answers to our questions.
As a new member of Parliament and of PAEC, you are
hoping that you will be able to get something in
response when you are asking questions of ministers
and that you will be able to dig into the details of the
budget. I think it was two Fridays ago when we had the
Minister for Planning before us and we asked him
about this proposed legislation. The Minister for
Planning was very quick to highlight that it was not his
decision to introduce this bill. In fact his answer to our
question, ‘Were you consulted on this or was it a matter
for the Treasurer?’ was very succinct:
Mr Morris, this was an initiative that was generated by the
Treasurer’s office — the Treasurer’s department.

But the Minister for Planning had the courage to
actually come out and say:
Certainly what has arisen is a potential unintended
consequence where in fact it may have caught up a range of
construction and investment companies which may be
majority overseas owned.

It was good that in the committee hearing the Minister
for Planning acknowledged that the government had a
problem.
I want to go back a step because there are not many
members opposite who have not been in ministerial
offices, and indeed I have been in a ministerial office.
As the member for Ripon highlighted earlier in the
debate, you can imagine the glee when the Treasurer’s
office got this little gem from the Treasury. They would
have said, ‘Here’s an opportunity. How are we going to
raise some more money? We promised we wouldn’t
raise any taxes. Ah, but here’s one. We can say we’re
not raising taxes on Victorians. So, Treasurer, we’ll be
able to keep our promise. We’re only raising these
taxes on foreigners — and nobody cares about
foreigners. They don’t vote in the election, so we can
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go ahead with this one’. You can imagine the
excitement in the Treasurer’s office when this came up.
But of course there are some unintended consequences,
as the Minister for Planning told PAEC a few weeks
ago. In his contribution the shadow Treasurer outlined
very clearly that indeed there are unintended
consequences. Now the government has been forced
into some half-baked patch-up of this very poorly
prepared legislation. We have had members opposite
reading into Hansard the so-called guidelines that are
going to fix the problem because the Treasurer and the
government more generally did not have the courage to
come in and say, ‘Well, in fact we think we might have
stuffed up on this one. We think there’s a problem and
we actually need to move an amendment’. I go back to
what might have been the discussion in the Treasurer’s
office. I wonder whether there was a stuff-up or a
conspiracy. We all know that when there is a chance
that it is a stuff-up or a conspiracy, 9 times out of 10 it
is a stuff-up.
We do not know the answer to that. Did the Treasurer
think, ‘Hey, here’s a way we can actually raise some
money and in fact we can get those greedy foreign
nationals — the Mirvacs, the Australands and those
others — that are developing much of our land’? Is that
what people in the Treasurer’s office were thinking or
did they just not understand what they were doing? I do
not know that we will ever know the answer to that,
because we have not had the Treasurer come in and
explain what went wrong and we have not had those
opposite say, ‘Look, we made a bit of a mistake and
there are unintended consequences’.
We have seen an attempt today to fix this, with the
Treasurer dropping to the Age the story that there will
be case-by-case exemptions from a 3 per cent stamp
duty surcharge on foreign property buyers. As the
industry has argued, if this duty were applied to some
of the foreign developers that are actually developing
the land that we need developed to reduce the pressure
on property prices and increase housing affordability,
we would see somewhere between $2000 and $6000
added to the cost of blocks or houses in the growth
areas of not just Melbourne but also those that are being
developed by foreign-controlled firms throughout the
state, including in regional areas.
We are not quite sure whether this was planned or
whether the Treasurer has been caught out. The shadow
Treasurer has highlighted the absurdity of what is now
occurring in the government’s position. Guidelines are
being read in the Parliament that will apparently allow
the Treasurer to exempt certain companies, and perhaps
certain individuals, but we do not know whether these
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guidelines provide for any transparency. Will the
Treasurer be publishing a list of companies that have
been exempted? Will this just be a special deal for
Labor’s mates? It is really important to have some
clarity and transparency on this, and I understand the
opposition will be moving for a review of this
legislation in the upper house.
Previous speakers from the coalition, including the
member for Ripon, the shadow Treasurer and the
Leader of The Nationals, have highlighted what a
broken promise this is. We had a commitment from the
government when in opposition that there would be no
new taxes, no new charges and no new fees. We had
the now Premier say it on Sky News at the only debate,
which was I think down in Frankston. We had the now
Deputy Premier say it on 3AW — no new taxes, no
new charges. But here we are, with the first budget of
the new government, the first new tax and the first
stuff-up. It highlights what we have been saying for
many years on this side — that Labor simply cannot
manage money. Even when it is trying to raise money,
Labor cannot get it right.
This legislation has been botched from the start. I can
imagine the shrieks of glee in the Treasurer’s office
turning to dust as the calls started to come in from the
Property Council of Australia and the Urban
Development Institute of Australia saying, ‘Hang on,
boys and girls, this is going to have an unintended
consequence’, and Labor realised it had a real problem
on its hands. There would have been great concern, and
I am sure some people’s faces turned white. It is a real
concern that we have this outcome so early in the term
of this government.
Turning to budget paper 3, the revenue measures, we
see that the government is planning to raise
$279.6 million from the land transfer duty surcharge on
foreign buyers and an additional $53.5 million on the
land tax. That is $333.1 million that the government has
budgeted for. It is a significant amount of money. The
question has to be asked: did the government
understand when it was making these forecasts that it
would be on Mirvac and the others, or were these
exemptions factored in? We have to question whether
the government’s numbers are right. It is a significant
issue, and $333.1 million over the forward estimates is
a significant amount of money. It is incumbent on the
government and the Treasurer to explain whether or not
the guidelines that have been introduced today will
have a significant bearing on the revenue that will be
raised from this tax and this botched process. As
members opposite have outlined, we need the revenue
to deliver the infrastructure and services that our state
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In conclusion, this highlights the fact that Labor cannot
manage money. Even when it is raising taxes to try to
find money, it manages to stuff it up somehow. In terms
of financial management it would appear that the Labor
government is in more trouble than Mick Malthouse.

to make these places attractive to buyers. While some
of that value is incorporated already in the sale price of
a property, I think it is unreasonable for somebody who
is only here for 5 minutes and who has no real
connection to an area to be able to capitalise on the
hard-won gains of others and to benefit from the
improved value of a property based on other people’s
contributions.

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I had arranged my contribution
in a particular sequence, but I need to address the
absolute rubbish in the contribution of the member for
Gippsland South. I admire him a lot; we bonded — —

So I think it makes eminent sense that we distinguish
between resident and non-resident landowners for this
purpose and bring them both up to an equal base. I dare
say that the small amount, the small impost of this, still
will not bring them up to parity in terms of the lifetime
contribution a resident taxpayer would make.

needs, but it is really unclear at this point whether the
government has got its figures right.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Yes, we bonded at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee very much.
But to justify the statement that Labor cannot manage
money I do not know how far back you would have to
go. We had 11 years of Brumby-Bracks government
budget surpluses and 11 years of AAA credit ratings,
and then we had the federal Gillard-Rudd government,
which took less taxation as a proportion of GST than
the Howard government. Nevertheless, we are not here
to convince people like the member for Gippsland
South whose minds have been made up since they were
three years of age.
There are a fair few things in this bill, but I will limit
my remarks to two main aspects: the 3 per cent stamp
duty surcharge on non-resident purchases of residential
properties and the 0.5 per cent land tax surcharge on
absentee landowners. The bill places a 3 per cent stamp
duty surcharge on the transfer of residential property to
a non-resident purchaser from 1 July. Further, it places
a 0.5 per cent surcharge on land owned by an absentee
owner from 1 January 2016. It will improve housing
affordability for local purchasers by creating a duty
surcharge and ongoing land tax rate that is much higher
for non-resident owners. There have been reports of
land banking — people holding onto properties without
renting them out for pure capital growth — and it
makes sense in my view that this measure should apply
in those situations.
Why are we doing this? It has been said — and I would
like to include it in my contribution on this bill as
well — that people who have resided in this state —
and they do not have to have been citizens — have paid
taxes and fees over a long period of time to support
infrastructure. That is not just roads and local amenities
but also social infrastructure such as schools,
kindergartens and a range of other things that continue

I understand that between 10 per cent and 20 per cent of
new properties are purchased by non-resident buyers.
These investors in the residential property market have
boosted prices, but as I have said, they have not
contributed, so I think this makes absolute sense. I think
the fine officers from the State Revenue Office (SRO)
have done a good job. I think the government has also
done a good job with this.
I just want to dispel some myths, as far as I can see
them — —
Mr Burgess — You are a myth buster.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right. You are the
myth creator, and I am the myth buster.
In terms of the argument that this is a matter of
revenue — for God’s sake, honestly! — firstly, it is a
very small proportion of the overall revenue that the
government collects from stamp duty and land tax. I did
some rough numbers — and I am not the Treasurer, so
allow me some latitude here — and the forward
estimates project expenditure of about $250 billion and
there is the forward estimates also project income from
this small measure of $330 million. The member for
Gippsland South says that $330 million is quite a lot of
money. It is to you and me, but if you look at
$330 million compared to $250 billion of expenditure
over the next four years, you see it is less than half of
1 per cent. If you were in government and you wanted
to have a revenue measure, surely you would make it
more significant than that. You would not put your
head above the parapet on an issue of 0.5 per cent of
expenditure over the next four years.
The second myth is that of affordability. Another Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee friend, the member
for Mornington, was going on about affordability for
home buyers. For God’s sake, I do not know how much
clearer the government and the Treasurer can make it:
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this will not impact resident homebuyers. This has
nothing to do with resident homebuyers. It is, as the
member for Clarinda said, mischievous to say that. The
Treasurer has consulted stakeholders, and it is very
clear that developers, including Stockland and Mirvac
and those who provide housing for Victorian citizens or
residents, will not be impacted by this.
In fact do not take my word for it. We have very timely
comments from the Property Council of Australia
(PCA). This has probably been said before, but I am
going to say it again: not only will this bill not
negatively impact homebuyers, it is great news for
homebuyers, according to the property council. The
council says it is happy with the final outcome, and that
it is a good win for industry and broadly. The PCA does
not support taxes on property sectors but understands
the community wants to see a greater contribution. In
relation to discretion, the council is satisfied that the
guidelines will ensure that homebuyers are not hit with
additional fees. The council calls this a major win for
homebuyers, and confirms these new taxes will not be
passed on to them. So myth no. 2 is busted.
Myth no. 3 is that this is a broken promise in some way.
I know this is a bit of a nuanced point, and I know the
opposition likes to think in black and white, but I think
the first order of relationship a government needs to
have is with its citizens, the people who vote at the
ballot box. Then there is another stakeholder interest,
which is non-citizen residents. When former opposition
representatives were making claims that there would be
no new taxes, they meant it — they meant for the
people who were listening to the station, 3AW, as
someone mentioned, and those who go to the ballot
box. They will not have any new taxes. This is not
about taxes for Victorians. This is, as I said, about
equalising Victorians who have made contributions for
years with those who have not made those contributions
yet who get to enjoy the benefits of those.
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Mr Richardson — His whole speech!
Mr DIMOPOULOS — His whole speech, of
course. I do not think he can deal with complexity. The
fact that we do something reasonable, which is to
introduce guidelines, is anathema to him — ‘How
could you possibly have discretion?’.
The guidelines do not provide the discretion; the
discretion is provided for in the bill. It is in the bill; it is
in the law if it is to pass this chamber and the upper
house. All the guidelines do is give some sense and
provide some transparency to the community about
how the Treasurer will be exercising his discretion. I do
not think the member for Malvern can understand that
level of complexity or that governments cannot always
have things black and white — you need to exercise
some discretion. I also object to his reference to
‘grubby mates’. It has been said before, but the man
who signed the side letter to sign away the rights of
Victorians to a fair outcome then talks about ‘grubby
mates’.
The last point the member for Malvern made was in
relation to the bill being xenophobic. My lineage is
Greek; ‘xenophobic’ is a Greek word. I can assure you
that this is not xenophobic — and I have checked with
my Greek friends and my Greek family. The reason I
say that is that this is not based on race. It is based on
resident status. I do not know how that could be
xenophobic.
I think this is a good bill. I think it is reasonable. Even if
it were not popular — and it is popular; it is definitely
popular in my electorate — it is still good policy. I
commend the government, I commend the Treasurer
for putting it together and I commend the SRO for its
diligence in working towards this. I commend the bill
to the house.

If those opposite were serious about housing
affordability, they would have done something in the
last four years about it. In terms of the scaremongering
about fees and investment from overseas, I understand
the Foreign Investment Review Board is increasing fees
federally but there is no comment from the Liberal
Party members in this chamber in relation to their
commonwealth friends. My understanding is also that
the investment has increased by double, from memory,
so I do not think that is a real risk in terms of us turning
foreign investment away.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. We
have in front of us another broken promise by the
government. We have heard from the member for
Oakleigh that this is not really a big figure in terms of
taxation and that it is not a lot of money to worry about.
In one part of the member for Oakleigh’s contribution
he spoke about Labor being able to manage money, and
said they are very good at doing so and that all of the
examples that we have given in the past of Labor being
absolutely incompetent when it comes to managing
money are irrelevant.

I just want to conclude with a couple of points that
caused me a bit of concern from the contribution of the
member for Malvern.

What we have just heard from the fine member for
Oakleigh has just validated that view. He has said that
$337 million is not a lot of money — there are billions
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of dollars, so let us not worry about the $337 million
that this is going to raise because is it insignificant. Let
me tell the house, that we on this side of the house
worry about every single dollar. We will ensure that the
good people of Victoria get the best services for the
dollars that are raised, that money is not wasted, as we
see being done by the government, and that we do not
take for granted every dollar that is raised. This is a tax.
Let us make no mistake, it is a tax. Labor went to the
election saying it would not raise any new taxes, and
guess what? Within 5 minutes here we have a new tax
right in front of us.
Government members have spoken about housing
affordability. There would be many members on all
sides of the house who would be wanting to ensure that
we have housing affordability. In my electorate of
Caulfield there are many young people who struggle to
afford housing.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We hear the interjection
from the little boy in the back row, but let us just say
there are people who are struggling for housing
affordability. What this does is only add to the costs of
housing for those people.
Let us just think about this for a minute. If you have an
investor coming in and there is another $6000 put onto
the price, that investor will pay that $6000 and all that
will do at the end of the day is push up the price by
$6000, thus locking out those local purchasers and
making sure housing is less affordable for the locals
trying to get into the property market in their area. I
know there are many young people in my electorate
who choose to live in the local area for a whole range of
different reasons, but they are forced out simply
because of the skyrocketing prices.
Government members who spoke earlier said that if we
cared about housing affordability we would do
something about it. We did when we were in
government. We freed up large parcels of land. We
offered 50 per cent stamp duty discounts for first home
buyers, and we provided $10 000 grants for the
construction of new homes. These were actually
policies to ensure that something was being done
around housing affordability — not a new tax, not more
money, not more of a grab by the government that
ultimately puts prices up, but a real strategy to ensure
greater housing affordability.
The other concern that I have with this bill is that it
sends a message to foreign investors that they are not
welcome here in Victoria, so we will tax them more
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than everybody else and they can go and invest
somewhere else. That is not happening in the other
states. The other states have woken up and said, ‘No,
we are going to try to attract the investment that we
need’. It is not about the individual homes, because as I
said earlier, the prices of the individual homes will be
pushed up in those areas because ultimately the
investors who want to live in those areas and are
purchasing those homes will pay the $6000 more. The
question here is around the large property
developments, those big developments that rely on
foreign investment to actually get the property
construction off the ground and ensure that there is
money from many of those foreign investors to ensure
that the apartments are built and ultimately made
available to many Victorians.
It is really concerning when we send a message to those
foreign investors that we will tax them additionally, that
we will treat them differently, and also that we do not
want them here in Victoria. These are questions that
certainly need to be raised as part of the debate on this
new bill. The tax benefits of off-the-plan purchases are
reduced for foreign investors under this bill. A lot of
questions are left unanswered when we look at this bill,
both from the land tax perspective, which is a scheme
to raise $503.5 million over four years, and the
$276 million over the next four years for the property
tax for foreign investors.
The last thing I want to mention in the debate on this
bill is the haste with which it has been put together. It
just shows that the government is absolutely running a
million miles an hour in any direction, with no strategy
and no focus. It has left it to Treasury, saying, ‘Try to
come up with a scheme that works here’, and at the last
minute it has tried to introduce guidelines as part of the
legislation. The government has said, ‘We do not
actually know what we are doing. We have not made it
part of the bill, but we have these guidelines, and it will
ultimately be up to the Treasury to decide how it will
treat them. And, because we were putting everything
together at the last minute, do you mind if we just table
it today? Or, because we cannot table it today, we will
get a couple of our members to read the guidelines into
Hansard. And if we read them in, then surely that must
be enough because we can just rely on Hansard. And if
somebody does not know, if a foreign investor does not
know whether they are liable or not, they can just look
up the speech of, say, the member for Footscray, who
made a contribution about the guidelines, and find the
guidelines there in black and white. And the member
for Macedon read the guidelines, so if anybody is
unsure about them, they can go to a government
member’s speech and find the guidelines in there
somewhere and they can rely on those guidelines’.
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Unfortunately, you cannot rely on the Treasury in terms
of certainty, in terms of where this is going and in terms
of ensuring that there is proper process, due diligence
and clarity in those guidelines. What we are seeing here
is something that is not transparent. The government
spoke about transparency, but there is no transparency
when you look at these guidelines, none whatsoever.
Ms Ward — We see through you.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Thank you. In fact, it is up to
the Treasurer as to how he treats those guidelines and
who does and does not get the dough. We have said
before — and will continue to say it — this is a great
opportunity for Progressive Business, possibly, to
determine who may or may not get an exemption. The
government could say, ‘You could come on up, have a
bit of a meeting with us and determine that that is not a
bad little project you have there, and we are sure it
meets an exemption somewhere that we can help you
out with. And guess what? We do not need to report it;
we do not need to document it. Do not worry, we will
just ensure that it is looked after’.
Ms Garrett — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I think we should come back to the bill now. In his
contribution the member is wandering well off into
territory that is completely unnecessary.
Mr Burgess — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, this has been a very wideranging debate and
all speakers have been given a great deal of latitude up
until now. It would not be fair to stop the speaker at this
stage.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! I ask the member to return to the relevance of
the bill.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I am right at the relevance of
this bill, because we are talking about the guidelines.
The guidelines, which apparently exist because
government members have read them into Hansard —
we have not seen them yet, but apparently they exist —
give discretion to the Treasurer. The Treasurer
ultimately decides who gets an exemption and who
does not. Again, when you give the power to a
Treasurer to determine who will get these exemptions,
there is no transparency in the process. The whole idea
is that you would want transparency when you are
talking about planning, development and property, but
there is none whatsoever. We will certainly be looking
at this very carefully in the future. I suggest this will
provide a great opportunity for examination by IBAC
and others.

Tuesday, 26 May 2015

If the government were serious about this matter, it
would ensure that there was transparency as to who
should and should not be paying this new tax. This is a
new tax, make no mistake. It is a tax, although the
government said it would not introduce new taxes. It is
now introducing one and thereby breaking its promise.
It is a poor lot of work from this government.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — It is my pleasure to
rise today to contribute to the debate on the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. What we have
heard from the nimby — that is, not in my backyard —
crowd is utter hypocrisy when talking about land
releases.
We have seen land releases where developments have
occurred, but no infrastructure is put in place for the
residents moving into those areas. We have heard about
racism. We have heard about xenophobia. The irony of
having those economic vandals opposite try to give us a
lecture on economic management is beyond belief. It is
a myth I want to see busted that those opposite are
better economic managers than us on this side of the
chamber.
Let us get this in perspective. No-one is saying that
non-resident investors are creating a problem for
Victoria. On the contrary, foreign investment in
Victoria is great for Victoria’s economy. It is great for
jobs. It is great for homeowners here. I am not going to
quote from the Institute of Public Affairs, but I will
quote from Enzo Raimondo, chief executive of the Real
Estate Institute of Victoria. He says he does not expect
these taxes to have a negative impact on the demand for
investment properties. He also agrees that everyone
should contribute to the provision of amenities and
transport in Victoria.
This is not about rorting. This is not about racism. This
is not about xenophobia. On the contrary, this bill is
concerned with fairness and equity. It is also a bill that
is concerned with housing affordability. For me in
Carrum this is an issue that came up time and again.
Many people, particularly younger Victorians, are
concerned about housing affordability. Younger
Victorians have been watching the housing market and
finding it just that little bit beyond reach, and it is
getting worse for them. I have spoken to many young
people in my electorate. We have got high school
students, university students, tradies, apprentices and
young families who just want to get into the property
market to buy a house for their future.
This bill will not address housing affordability, but it
aims to make the local housing market more
competitive. As I said, the bill is about making the tax
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system fairer. We want to see everyone contribute their
fair share to the funding of government services and
infrastructure in this state. I am not going to focus on
the technical amendments in the bill, but like others
who have contributed in this chamber my focus is on
the two key budget measures that are being introduced
to address this issue. The first is the stamp duty
surcharge of 3 per cent of the purchase price of
residential housing payable by non-residents of
residential property. The second, which this bill
introduces, is the 0.5 per cent surcharge on land owned
by absentee owners.
Since 2011 foreign investment in new residential
property has jumped from 5 per cent to more than
30 per cent. In 2013–14 foreign investment in all
residential real estate in Victoria totalled $14 billion.
This was up from $5.8 billion in 2012–13. Foreign
Investment Review Board data indicates that foreign
investment has doubled in the last 12 months. This is
not a bad thing: foreign investment is great for our
economy. As I said, this bill is addressing the fairness
and equity in our tax system by ensuring that those who
benefit from capital growth through investing in
investment properties in Victoria are contributing their
fair share to the funding of government services and
infrastructure. It is unfair that some investors are
reaping the benefits of capital growth without
contributing to the costs of infrastructure and services.
In the interests of fairness, this bill will assist in
addressing that inequity. It is appropriate to impose a
surcharge on those investors and landowners. This will
include foreign corporations and foreign trusts, and
these tax measures are designed to alleviate some of
that distortion in the property market. It is about getting
the balance right.
They are modest surcharges requiring foreign investors
to contribute to infrastructure and services. In this way,
contrary to what we have heard from those opposite
about who is a better economic manager of this state,
this commitment by the Labor government to require
non-resident investors to contribute to the funding of
government services and infrastructure is responsible
economic management, and I applaud the government
for introducing this measure. It is about proper and
responsible economic management for delivering
investment in infrastructure and services in this great
state of ours. This bill should not be taken to be critical
of foreign investment. Foreign investment has a very
important role in this state. As I said, this bill is about
fairness.
I come now to the first of two budget measures, the
stamp duty surcharge. It is modest at 3 per cent, and it
will be calculated on the dutiable value of the
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transaction and payable by non-resident purchasers of
residential real estate in Victoria. It will apply in
addition to any stamp duty already payable. It is
estimated that this measure will raise $279 million over
the forward estimates period. A surcharge of 3 per cent
for this type of purchaser is considered appropriate and
in line with the need to generate revenue and to right
the imbalance in the equity and fairness issue in
funding government infrastructure and services across
Victoria.
We have heard from members opposite about the
guidelines that have been introduced — that is,
guidelines that we sought to table today. Those
guidelines were produced in consultation with the
Property Council of Australia and the Urban
Development Institute of Australia. This government
always was and always will be keen to work with the
industry in a productive and consultative manner. I
should add, as others have indicated today, that the
Property Council of Australia said, ‘We’re happy with
the final outcome. This is a good win for industry’. It
has also said that this will not add costs to residential
purchases of property in Victoria, and that is a good
thing for young families who are seeking to enter the
property market in Victoria.
The second budget measure that is to be introduced is
the 0.5 per cent land tax payable by absentee owners.
Members have spoken in some detail about that
measure. Again the legislation provides for discretion to
be exercised by the Treasurer, and that is important
because the exemption will apply to persons whose
activities include the management of housing stock in
Victoria conducted through an Australian-based entity.
Again these guidelines have been prepared in
consultation with the relevant stakeholders and the
industry.
I stress that this government is always prepared to work
with industry to address these measures. In summary,
the surcharges on stamp duty and land tax are designed
to make the system fairer for all Victorians. It is not
about singling out particular investors; it is about
ensuring that all contribute in a fair and equitable
manner to the infrastructure and the services that are
available in this state and in this most livable city of
Melbourne.
We value foreign investment in Victoria. It creates jobs,
it adds investment and it is always good for our
economy. At the same time non-resident purchasers
and absentee owners are enjoying capital growth on
their investments without contributing to the funding of
government services and infrastructure, and that is just
not fair. This bill is about fairness and equity. It is about
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proper and good economic management. It absolutely
busts the myth that those opposite try to portray that
they are somehow better economic managers of the
state. I commend this bill to the house, and I commend
the Treasurer for his work in preparing the bill.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. Right
off the bat, let us get a couple of things straight. We
have heard about xenophobia, about racism and about
Elvis being alive today. What other stories could those
opposite make up? It is pure storytelling.
I want to quote from Josh Gordon, a guy we all know.
On 19 March he wrote an article in the Age headed
‘Liberals are not better economic managers’ with the
subheading ‘New details suggest the Liberals rushed to
close the east–west link deal for political reasons,
exposing us to unnecessary risk’. The article states:
You’d be hard placed to find a poll in this country that does
not put the Liberal Party ahead of Labor as the party most
trusted to handle the economy.
But it’s time to abandon the rhetoric from the Liberals that
they are the better economic managers, certainly in Victoria,
where the handling of the east–west link shows they exposed
taxpayers to greater financial risk than they needed to,
ostensibly for political reasons. That’s not good economic
management, that’s economic sabotage.

The Property Council of Australia issued a media
release headed ‘Homebuyers dodge affordability
bullet’. It states:
The exemptions outlined in the government’s revised
guidelines —

which were not put on the table today —
will ensure that Australian homebuilders with full or partial
international ownership will not be forced to pass on the new
taxes to future homebuyers.
Victorian Property Council executive director Jennifer
Cunich said the changes we have secured will save aspiring
homeowners thousands of dollars by exempting home
builders from the government’s new international investor
taxes.

We heard before from those opposite that it was going
to cost our homebuyers and that they would struggle.
But the experts, the Property Council of Australia, tell
us otherwise. Josh Gordon is a guy who deals with
politicians every day, and he tells us that Liberals are
not better economic managers.
The Property Council of Australia media release
continues:
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Danni Addison, the chief executive of the Urban
Development Institute welcomed the result achieved today
with the Andrews Labor government.
…
‘This reworked, common-sense approach is both a win for the
property development industry and a win for Victorian
families seeking their first or next home.

Again she does not seem too worried that it will cost
people more money.
‘The proper use of discretionary powers established today
will ensure that companies which positively contribute toward
the affordability of Victorian housing will be able to continue
to confidently invest in this state’, said Ms Addison.

Those on the other side of the house are trying to arc up
a misnomer that the credibility is gone and some dodgy
things are happening. The independent Property
Council of Australia does not think so.
The bill involves a number of quite technical
amendments that are designed to ensure that the laws
operate as intended. I will focus my contribution today
on the 3 per cent stamp duty surcharge and the 0.5 per
cent absentee surcharge. Non-residential purchasers are
mostly investors who enjoy capital growth from their
investments, which adds to their own personal wealth.
We know from an article on 2 May in the Herald Sun
that Singapore has slapped a 15 per cent duty tax on
foreign investors. In the 2013–14 period foreign
investors to Australia were worth $14 billion, but the
writer of this article believes that the surcharges are
small and will not deter foreign buyers. This is not a
problem for our house buyers and first home owners in
Victoria. It is not a problem for people coming from
overseas. The only people who have a problem with
this piece of legislation are those opposite, because they
spent four years doing nothing. It was four years of bad
government. That is why they are taking us on this
journey, to take the focus away from four years of
nothing and four years of terrible government.
Mr Richardson — Sitting on the pine.
Mr EDBROOKE — Sitting on the pine indeed!
These foreign investors do not contribute as local
families have done through many years of paying state
and commonwealth taxes which fund government
services and infrastructure. It is time to give families —
like the families in Frankston — a break. It is these
services and the growth of these services and
infrastructure that drive capital growth for these
investors. It is therefore appropriate that a surcharge be
imposed to assist in redressing this inequality and to
provide a fairer tax system.
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We heard earlier what the Institute of Public Affairs
had to say but I will take the house back there. Let us
go to the Abbott federal budget, which although
sugar-coated started to stink pretty quickly. The latest
Labor modelling, which was brought to us by Jenny
Macklin, shows that low-income families bear the brunt
of the federal budget. A single-income family earning
$65 000 a year loses $21 000 over a four-year period.
We all know that savings must be made here and there,
but making cuts that affect hundreds and thousands of
low and middle-income families is not the way to do it.
In Victoria a 3 per cent duty surcharge on
non-residential buyers will help to ensure that all
property owners contribute to funding the infrastructure
and services that contribute to their growing property
values, which is only fair. People buy in Victoria
because they know their properties are going to grow in
value and provide them with a real asset. This
legislation is an example of the way Labor manages the
economy very well. It is important to note that the tax
burden on Victorian residents is not being increased.
There are residents in Frankston who already find it
difficult to keep their heads above water, and they find
it hard to pay their rates as well. Another responsible
piece of legislation introduced by the Victorian
government to help with this is on rate capping. ‘Hear,
hear!’, I hear members say. At least the Andrews
government is keeping people at the heart of its
policies, unlike the federal government and members
on the other side of the chamber. This measure is also
consistent with the government’s commitment not to
fund its election commitments through increased taxes.
In an article in the Australian Financial Review of
4 May Michael Bleby said, ‘Other states were likely to
follow Victoria’s lead’ because the legislation is that
good.
There are two elements to this legislation. One is the
3 per cent land transfer stamp duty surcharge on foreign
buyers of residential properties, which is applicable to
any individual who buys residential property in Victoria
who is not a citizen of Australia or New Zealand or is
not a permanent resident of Australia, including foreign
corporations and trusts. The second is the 0.5 per cent
land tax surcharge on an improved value applicable to
any landowner who does not currently reside in
Australia — for example, foreign purchasers,
permanent residents and Australian citizens who own
property in Victoria but do not live in Australia.
We know that foreign purchasers of residential
properties are getting the benefits of owning property in
Melbourne through increased property values resulting
from efficient government services and infrastructure.
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But they are not contributing to funding the initiation of
these services and infrastructure because they are not
paying taxes and charges. Property owners get the
benefit of an increase in their property values and they
should be paying taxes. That is only fair.
As the Treasurer has made clear, this is a surcharge
designed to ensure that people contribute their fair
share. The availability of services such as health,
education, infrastructure and the law contributes to
overall livability and to the capital growth of property.
The Treasurer has discretion to exempt corporations
that are already contributing to the tax base from paying
these taxes. That is fair, and we have heard from the
Property Council of Australia that it thinks there are
sufficient guidelines in place to make sure that the
government is covered.
We have considered a large range of factors and these
are outlined in the guidelines, which were not tabled
today because leave was refused. Critical to whether
someone is a developer is a determination that the
corporation is actively investing in adding to the supply
of housing stock in Victoria or purchasing existing
property for redevelopment for the sale or use for
primarily residential purposes. Further, if a corporation
is actively involved in the management of housing
stock or housing property, we will make sure they are
not captured by the absentee surcharge.
The government has reviewed this fiscal strategy to
more closely align it with its priorities to provide
services and infrastructure for all Victorians in a fiscally
responsible manner, not just for the top end of town. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I have a
number of concerns with this bill, mostly based on trust
and honesty but also based on its application. I also
have concerns about what this bill says about Victoria
and how we feel about people from other places. I
specifically have concerns about the application for
exemptions under the supposed guidelines, and this is
an issue I want to comment on further. I note that the
member for Footscray attempted to table the guidelines
today. However, I also note that the Speaker made a
very clear ruling in the last sitting week in regard to the
tabling of documents and when documents can or
cannot be tabled. Given the Speaker’s ruling, it would
not have been possible for the member to table the
guidelines in that form. I counsel those on the other side
of the chamber to speak to the Speaker if they are
unhappy about being unable to table documents. His
ruling was very clear.
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When we talk about the guidelines, it is my
understanding that any decision to exempt corporations
or taxpayers from paying the extra taxes introduced by
this bill would be at the discretion of the minister.
Those decisions would not necessarily be published so
that people would not know who was exempted from
paying these surcharges. If a company or taxpayer
happened to be a member of Progressive Business, we
would not necessarily know that because we would not
know who was exempted. That is a serious concern for
me. A number of members on this side of the chamber
have raised serious concerns about probity issues with
regard to exempting certain taxpayers.
The shadow Treasurer pointed out in his contribution
that there are measures in place to ensure there is
probity around other tax decisions that are made but
apparently not with these taxes. That is of concern to
me and also to other members, particular those on this
side of the chamber. I know that in their heart of hearts
members on the other side will also be very concerned
about the possibility of the Treasurer making arbitrary
decisions without some probity around them. I suspect
that all members are concerned about probity, but only
members on this side of the chamber have managed so
far to speak up about those probity issues in regard to
this bill, and that is of concern to me.
I mentioned at the start of my contribution that one
concern I had was around trust. We only went to an
election some six months ago and in the lead-up to the
election there were discussions about taxation and
whether or not particular parties could commit to not
increasing taxes. I remember hearing those debates, and
I remember the now Premier and the former Premier
both commit to not increasing taxes beyond CPI and
not introducing any new taxes, fees, fines or charges.
This bill very clearly is a breach of trust. The now
Premier said there would be no new taxes, but quite
clearly there are new taxes in this bill. It was not just the
now Premier who said it; we also know that the now
Treasurer said on ABC radio 774 on 27 November last
year that Labor will introduce no new taxes. Clearly the
Labor Party has breached the trust that the people of
Victoria placed in the now government.
I also note that on 14 November last year the member
for Monbulk, the now Deputy Premier, was interviewed
by Neil Mitchell. I know other members have
mentioned this before, but I will say it again. The
conversation went as follows. Neil Mitchell asked, ‘No
new taxes?’.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr WATT — It may be the third time it has been
said, but you are still introducing new taxes and it is
still a lie. Mr Merlino said, ‘Correct’. Neil Mitchell
asked, ‘No new fees?’. Mr Merlino said, ‘Yep’. Neil
Mitchell asked, ‘No new bills — nothing going to
sneak in on us?’. Mr Merlino said, ‘Nope’. Neil
Mitchell asked, ‘Okay, promise?’. Mr Merlino
responded, ‘Yes’.
A very clear promise was made — not by one person,
but by three of the most senior people in the new Labor
government. It is a very clear breach of trust and that is
a very serious concern I have with this bill. The shadow
Treasurer also mentioned some issues he had with this
bill.
One of the things I particularly want to raise is the bill’s
application to trusts, especially the way in which it
treats discretionary trusts from the way it treats fixed
trusts. I want to pick up on the point made by the
member for Essendon, who said only Liberals cared
about family trusts. After looking at the Register of
Members’ Interests, which contains a summary of
primary returns for 2015, I counsel the member for
Essendon to speak to his colleague the member for
Bentleigh. I do not think the member for Bentleigh is a
member of the Liberal Party, but I note that the member
for Bentleigh has a trust beneficial interest: the AZNA
Pty Ltd family trust. I am not sure that it is just Liberals
who have family trusts.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WATT — Let us go through the Register of
Members’ Interests again. Why not try Philip
Alexander Dalidakis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council? He just happens to
have a trust beneficial interest in the Dalidakis family
trust. So when the member for Essendon stands in this
place and talks about members having family trusts he
should probably have a look at his colleagues and ask
them whether or not they are affected by this bill. I note
that both those members probably have family
members who may be living overseas who potentially
could also have interests in these trusts and potentially
could be affected. I think the member for Essendon
needs to be very careful about casting aspersions on
people who have family trusts, because members on his
own side are caught up or potentially caught up in this.
Members should be very careful about smearing some
people when it comes to having family trusts, because it
is not just Liberals who care about them. Clearly the
member for Bentleigh also cares.
I make another point. It is not only the Liberal Party
that is concerned about this bill. It is not only the
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Liberal Party that is clearly concerned about how this
bill reflects on Victoria in terms of its multicultural
community. I say clearly that in my electorate, north of
10 per cent of people were born in China.
Ms Ward interjected.
Mr WATT — I hear the member for Eltham
chiming in with some conversation about members
who are multicultural. Let us talk about one particular
person who is clearly a multicultural individual, who is
clearly a member of the Labor Party and who is clearly
a representative of the people in my area. I know that
shadow Treasurer talked about the Cr Jieh-Yung Lo,
and I note that the member for Oakleigh would also
know that councillor very well, having served on
council with him for some time. I make the point that
the Labor councillor for the Mount Waverley ward in
the City of Monash, which covers part of my electorate,
is deeply concerned about how this bill is seen in the
light of words such as ‘xenophobia’ — and I note that
the member for Oakleigh talked about xenophobia.
This bill certainly casts aspersions on quite a number of
people from different migrant backgrounds. People in
my electorate are concerned about the fact that
aspersions have been cast on them just because they
may have a particular background that those in the
Labor Party do not like. Jieh-Yung Lo is very
concerned about this bill and very concerned about how
this reflects on certain migrants.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WATT — Those opposite should be ashamed
of themselves for the way they are treating people.
Those opposite should be ashamed of the fact that they
are introducing a bill which is a blatant broken promise.
They said they would not do it. They lied. They should
not be doing it, and it should not be happening.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to contribute to the debate on the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I will go easy
with the type of flamboyant rhetoric that was used by
the member for Burwood, who has become a bit of a
class clown of the Parliament over the last few months.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
ask the member to withdraw.
Mr RICHARDSON — I withdraw.
I want to touch on some of the inflammatory comments
around xenophobia made by those opposite. They must
have been sitting in their caucus meeting this morning,
thinking, ‘Geez, we’re really light on this week, really
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light on. Maybe we could talk about xenophobia.
Maybe we could talk about targeting individuals’. What
an absurd comment about xenophobia the member for
Malvern made.
The thing about this measure is that it cannot be seen in
isolation, and neither can the Victorian budget. This is
one element of the Victorian budget that is aiming to
deal with a number of challenges that our state and our
community are facing. In terms of infrastructure
challenges and the pressure that would bear down on
our community over time, Infrastructure Australia
guides us as to exactly what those challenges might be.
I would like to draw the attention of the house to a very
important document that will inform us about some of
the infrastructure challenges over the next 15 years.
Infrastructure Australia says congestion threatens
economic growth and living standards and estimates it
could cost Australia $53 billion by 2031. The point that
is relevant there and that goes to the heart of this bill
relates to the services and infrastructure demands of the
future. The aim of this bill is to have those who are
investing in Victoria, those who are putting money into
Victoria but who are not necessarily Australian
taxpayers, pay their fair share. That is what we are
asking — that they pay their fair share and contribute to
a growing Victoria. As these non-residents do not pay
tax year after year after year, as the average resident
individual does, they will pay a fair share, a surcharge
of 3 per cent, to acknowledge that they are deriving the
benefits of a growing economy and a growing
community and that those benefits needs to be reflected
in that surcharge.
In terms of some of the entertaining comments of those
opposite, I note that the Leader of The Nationals
referred to rorts. I think he should be careful not to
throw stones in glass houses. The Office of Living It
Up still has not gone through its full investigation, and
some of his comments — some of the analogies he
drew — were absolutely outrageous. When we are
talking about paying our fair share, comments about
rorts are absolutely absurd. Then we had the member
for Ripon eloquently say we should just be building in
the green areas and just keep developing and
developing. If she had travelled down the Monash
Freeway out to areas from Berwick to Pakenham in the
growth corridors, she would have seen that you cannot
keep putting people out there without creating local
jobs for local people and delivering the infrastructure
needs of the future.
It is not just about putting more people out towards
Warragul; it is about asking what services they need
and realising that when unemployment is rising in those
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areas we have a ceiling and a cap that we need to
address. To go further than that, there is over 50 years
of developable land in the outer south-east, so where on
earth do we get to the point of saying, ‘Just release
more land’? That is short-term politics and there is no
innovation or vision in that kind of a statement.
If we are talking about areas that are shut off from
development, you just have to look at the lack of
leverage on the Sandringham railway line. I heard the
member for Brighton today say that the Sandringham
line is a quiet old railway line. That should not be the
case. We should be leveraging our train lines and
developing along them. No-one should be locked out
from development; everyone should be putting in their
fair share. That is the element of this Victorian budget
and the bill before the house.
I want to quickly touch again on the broader economic
issues we are facing and the real pressure on our
infrastructure into the future. The chairman of
Infrastructure Australia, Mark Birrell, summed it up
perfectly when he said that Australia must act now
before these demand pressures affect our living
standards and economic competitiveness. We have to
find fair revenue sources, and this bill is a way of trying
to deal with some of those pressures.
I bring to the attention of the house some of the
population challenges our nation faces over the coming
years. The population is projected to grow from
22.3 million in 2011 to 30.5 million in 2031, an
increase of 36.5 per cent. Almost three-quarters of this
growth, or 72 per cent, is projected to be in the four
largest capital cities of Sydney, Melbourne, Brisbane
and Perth. We therefore have that increased demand
pressure that we have to address. These are startling
findings from Infrastructure Australia that go to the
heart of how we find the revenue source.
Infrastructure Australia is a peak review body that has
had absolutely no respect from those opposite. When it
was put forward that the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel
was the major priority seven years ago and funding was
put into that budget by the previous Brumby Labor
government to then invest, nothing was done. In fact
the project was scrapped, even though it was set to
return a $1.90 economic benefit for every dollar
invested.
When we look at elements of the bill it is important to
reflect particularly on the surcharge and the comments
made by a range of stakeholders and experts in this
field. I would like to draw the attention of the house to
some of those comments. Grattan Institute chief
executive John Daley touched on this very point and
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was very favourable in his comments. He is reported as
saying that:
… there was also a legitimate argument for taxing absentee
owners because non-occupying users in effect pushed up the
cost of residential property …

This goes to the heart of housing affordability.
Mr Daley also welcomed the attempt to try to introduce
that surcharge in relation to affordability. This is
something that affects my community in Mordialloc
where the median property price has increased by well
over $150 000 over the last few years. This is crunching
people who have lived in that area for decades and now
cannot afford the rates. At the other end of the scale you
have first home buyers who simply cannot enter the
market.
It is also important to note — and I know one of my
colleagues reflected on this — that the chief executive
officer of the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, Enzo
Raimondo, said that he did not expect the taxes to have
a negative impact on the demand for investment
properties and agreed that everyone should contribute
to the provision of amenities and transport. That goes to
the heart of what this bill is all about. It is about a fair
and equitable contribution, and that should not be too
much to ask for. We have touched on some of those
service pressures and demands.
I do not make a habit of this, but I want to put forward a
quote from the Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, who said:
Yes, foreign investment has been very, very good for
Australia but it’s got to be the right foreign investment under
the right circumstances, properly policed and it can’t
disadvantage Australian home buyers.

That is something we have to take into consideration as
well. The federal government is doing it, but those
opposite clearly have not talked to their federal
colleagues about this matter. We need to consider it in
Victoria as well.
Finally, in terms of some of the third-party references,
the Property Council of Australia said — some
members have already mentioned this but it is worth
reflecting on in terms of the guidelines that have been
put forward:
The proper use of discretionary powers established today will
ensure that companies which positively contribute towards
the affordability of Victorian housing will be able to continue
to confidently invest in this state.

That is important. Another important thing to note,
which goes to the heart of this bill, is the thought that
foreign investment might just cease, which would be
completely against trends and surveys that have been
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undertaken. A survey by the National Australia Bank
showed that foreign demand for new properties in
Victoria has leapt from 5 per cent in 2011 to more than
30 per cent by the end of 2014. Non-residents invested
$14 billion in Victorian property last financial year, up
from $5.8 million the previous year. Some of the
challenges we are facing as an economy have been
stimulated and propped up by the property industry, but
what we are saying is that with this boom in demand for
investment in property there should be a proper
accounting of some of the infrastructure demands.
When you think of a $53 billion hole in investment,
you realise that is more than the budget of the Victorian
economy for one year. That is a significant amount of
backlog across Australia that we are confronting.

I know that members opposite sometimes play silly
games. They sit in the gutter, and they do things like
playing the race card on the good members of the Labor
Party in this house. They fail to see the ethnic diversity
that we bring to this place. They fail to see the ethnic
diversity we represent in this place and the ethnic
diversity we have championed for decades.

We have the federal government investing less in
Victoria as a share of gross domestic product. We are
also getting less of a good outcome in GST distribution,
and that is another challenge Victoria has to face. With
all of these challenges and the scarcity of resources a
fair share contribution is something that could
significantly support attempts to address that problem.

Let us also remember recent history regarding the
Racial Discrimination Act. Let us remember what the
federal Attorney-General, George Brandis, said. What
was it that he said? He said everyone has the right to be
a bigot. Let us talk about xenophobia. Let us talk about
the Prime Minister, who in backing up his
Attorney-General said:

In conclusion, I welcome the work of the Treasurer in
this area. I welcome the measures in this bill, which is a
snapshot of the Victorian budget. You cannot look at
these things in isolation and you cannot look at the
Victorian budget in isolation. This bill gives a broader
narrative on what this budget is all about. It is about
fairness, equality and getting the right outcomes for our
state. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I join my colleagues in
rising to speak in support of the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I have to say that I would have
thought that with the age and experience of those
opposite there would have been more maturity in this
debate and a more considered approach, but no, we are
back to smoke and mirrors. It is a complete circus. I
cannot believe the silliness. It was astonishing to listen
to the former Minister for Side Letters. I have to say he
reminds me of Lord Farquaad from Shrek. Why do I
make this comparison? He comes in on his trusty steed,
full of oomph; his colleagues lift him up off the horse;
they put him down and — guess what — he has no
legs. He is absolutely irrelevant. Like everything
members opposite say, it is all just smoke and mirrors.
All he talks about is fairytales. In all seriousness, he
does not have a leg to stand on. What I find particularly
objectionable is this idea that suddenly the Labor Party,
the party that has championed human rights for
decades, is xenophobic. Suddenly Labor members have
all turned into Pauline Hanson. I fail to see how that is
relevant to this debate.

Let us remember that the Australian Labor Party
introduced the human rights charter in this place. It was
the Labor Party that in 1975 introduced the Racial
Discrimination Act. The magnificent Gough Whitlam
came in on his charger and did something real. He did
something that changed the landscape of this country
and changed it for the better.

Sometimes free speech will be speech which upsets people
and which offends people.

What was the context of this conversation about
bigotry? It was the federal government wanting to
repeal sections of the Racial Discrimination Act. Why
did it want to do that? To protect its mate, Andrew Bolt,
who had said outrageous things in the newspaper about
the Indigenous community. This is also the Prime
Minister who thinks that the first peoples do not have
the right to live where their people are. Please, bring on
the conversation about xenophobia.
In 1986 Labor brought in the Australian Human Rights
Commission. We have a very good record when it
comes to defending equality. It is absolutely outrageous
for those opposite to pretend otherwise. It just shows
you how shallow and meaningless their argument is.
All they can do is make useless pot shots like that,
which do not actually speak to the bill but instead try to
degrade and denigrate the work that the good people on
this side of the house are doing — real work that will
bring about fairness. This is exactly what this
legislation will help to do.
As the member for Frankston said before, this is about
families and individuals who work in their community.
They do volunteer work, they contribute at their
schools, they pay taxes and they invest in small
businesses. And what do they do? They help improve
their community. Their investment, their time and their
money that they put into their community make a good
community and it increases housing prices. It creates
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value. Then investors come in wanting to buy in those
communities. They want to buy in those communities
where things are happening. They want to buy in those
communities where families and individuals are
working hard, paying their taxes and improving
amenities. Why should foreign purchasers not also
contribute to that good work? They should contribute.
They should help improve those amenities.

that you should buy a house near a school and that it is
one of the smartest investments you can make. It says
that whether you are going to live there or not, you
should buy near a school. I am happy to say that in my
electorate of Eltham I have the best schools in the state.
I have absolutely fantastic schools. I have people who
do not sell their houses; they stay, because it is such a
fantastic place to live. The article states:

It interesting to look around and go to places like
realestate.com.au, which advises buying properties that
have good amenities. It advises buying properties
where there is good access to transport. It advises
buying properties that have good access to schools. It
advises buying properties that have good access to
health and health facilities. Who helps to pay for those
things? Governments — usually Labor governments.
Where does that money come from? People who live
here and pay their taxes. That is exactly where that
comes from. Those overseas investors want to buy in
places where there are good amenities, and it is our
government taxation that pays for those amenities.
Local families and local businesses work hard and put
their money and effort into improving their
communities and making them better.

Whether you have kids or just a bit of extra cash in the bank,
buying property near a school is a smart investment.

I have some interesting quotes. If you go to
yourmortgage.com.au, you will find the top 10 tips for
a buying location. Tip no. 5 is ‘Follow the
infrastructure’. Lisa Parker, the buyers advocate from
Parker Investment Properties, says:
Infrastructure drives property prices, which is why
experienced investors follow infrastructure trends.

Again, who pays for that infrastructure?
Governments — generally Labor governments. It
comes from the effort of those hardworking families,
local businesses and individuals. Ms Parker also
suggest that investors should look at where the
government is upgrading infrastructure, as it is a sure
sign of an up-and-coming hot spot.
Foreign investors should contribute, and I bet you that
the western distributor is going to go gangbusters in the
western suburbs. Foreign investors want to go where
government is investing, they want to go where
government is building things and they want to go
where government is making things happen. Foreign
investors will profit from Labor’s investment in
communities, they will profit from families’ investment
in their communities and they will profit from local
businesses’ investment in their communities, so why
should they not also contribute? They should.
If we go back to realestate.com.au, we see there is an
article from only a few days ago, 22 May, which says

It further states:
A lot of investors look for infrastructure — hospitals and
schools.

It is pretty simple: we all invest to make things better.
Labor invests to make things better. There is no reason
why foreign investors should not come to the party and
contribute just as everybody else in this community is
contributing to improve infrastructure, to build things
and to make things happen.
We know that members opposite are conservatives. We
know that they do not like change. They are scared of
things that are different. We understand that. That is
okay, but they should not get in the way of making
things happen that improve the lives of people. They
should let Labor get on with the job of building things,
of growing things and of making things happen. Let us
get on with the job, which is exactly what this
legislation does. It is another step on Labor’s journey of
getting on with it, getting on with its job, building
things and making things happen. Frankly I find it
ridiculous that we have a bunch of people on the other
side of the house making a huge song and dance and
saying that the sky is falling because we want foreign
investors to contribute to the community in which they
want to invest. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms RICHARDSON
(Northcote).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
to support the Appropriation (Parliament 2015–-2016)
Bill 2015. The crux of this bill is outlined in schedule 1,
which is headed ‘Parliament department votes’, and an
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examination of those figures identifies funding for the
Legislative Assembly, the Legislative Council, the
investigatory committees, the Department of
Parliamentary Services and also the operations of the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). Funding
for the Auditor-General himself is dealt with by special
appropriation outside this measure. Unlike most figures
in the budget, which we will be addressing later this
week, in this bill the funding estimate for the
Legislative Council is down 3 per cent and for the
Legislative Assembly it is down 0.7 per cent. The joint
investigatory committees and the Legislative Council
committees will carry a heavy load in this Parliament,
but their funding estimates are also down 0.7 per cent.
Parliamentary Services funding is up 1.7 per cent, but
again in real terms it is either a zero increase or a slight
decrease, while the funding estimate for VAGO itself is
up some 2.5 per cent.
For my sins I sit on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, and — I am not making a political point —
I have observed over the last five years some
concerning long-term trends with the parliamentary
appropriations. I will refer to some of those trends in
this contribution. For the Parliament as a whole, with
the exclusion of VAGO so we get a better perception of
the operations of the Parliament, there is an annual
appropriation of $84.7 million in operating revenue. If
you add the capital asset charges and depreciation costs,
there is a further $16.9 million, so a total of a little over
$101.6 million. But then you need to add in the special
appropriations, and that takes it to a total of
$140.4 million. To put it in different terms, it is a little
bit more than $1 million per member. However, when
you look at the cost of running comparative parliaments
around the country and around the world, Victorian
taxpayers pretty much get a bargain.
There are some issues — I indicated I would come
back to this — and the starting point is the impact of the
general efficiency dividend imposed on the Parliament
and on departments across the public sector. In the
Parliament you have in absolute terms a small unit
relative to general public service standards, and in
imposing the general efficiency dividend, in trying to
squeeze more and more out of an organisation that has
largely fixed expenses, then the only outcome will be a
decline in standards. Unfortunately that is a challenge
that needs to be addressed.
In terms of the proposed budget, the Presiding Officers
identified some highlights in their presentation to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. There is
almost half a million dollars allocated for the security
upgrade and additional expenditure of almost $300 000
for Legislative Council committees. It also is interesting
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to look at the breakup of the costs. The operation of the
Department of Parliamentary Services is about 25 per
cent of the total, the capital asset charge and
depreciation charge is a further 15 per cent, the
Legislative Assembly is 4 per cent, the Legislative
Council is 3 per cent, the committees is 7 per cent and
the balance is largely member related; as I said, a
relatively lean operation.
We tend to think of elections as events that involve
ourselves as candidates and other candidates who want
our places, but they also have an impact on the
Parliament, as do the recent electoral boundary
changes. In this budget, 10 office relocations are
proposed as a result of those changes. To put that in
perspective, I understand that there were 37 office
relocation requests. While 10 relocations have been
provided for — and that is a pretty good effort — it
means almost three times as many requests were not
able to be accommodated. There are also
decommissioned offices as well.
As I mentioned, the general efficiency dividend is
$2.3 million in 2015–16 and $3.1 million in the out
years. I said I would come back to that, and just to
amplify that point, there are some useful figures that
have been supplied by DPS. It is instructive to look at
particular aspects of parliamentary costs. The
Parliament is under pressure in a number of areas. For
example, if we look at electorate office rents, in the
period from 2005–06 to 2017–18 — and these figures
are based on the agreements that are in place — in
dollar terms there is a 68 per cent increase over that
time. Yet the Department of Treasury and Finance
(DTF) escalation — the amount that is allowed to cover
for those increases — is only 31 per cent, so there is
about a $2 million gap there. The impact of that
$2 million gap means that the sorts of areas that are
available for members that are easily accessible for
their constituents are declining. Offices are moving
further and further away from the main street in order to
accommodate that gap.
One of the other considerable pressures is the cost of
not only utilities but also the precinct rent — and by the
precinct, I am really talking about 55 St Andrews Place.
Again for the period 2005–06 to 2017–18 there is an
increase in the DTF escalation factor of 32 per cent, yet
there is a real increase of 236 per cent — and that is
another $2 million gap. There is a $4 million gap in
respect of two items on a budget of not much more than
$100 million, and that imposes substantial pressure. In
relation to IT and leasing, the gap is much smaller over
the same period. It is about $500 000 now. The reason
that gap is much smaller is because there has been the
opportunity with the changeover of equipment and so
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on to drive costs down while maintaining or increasing
the level of service that is provided. Those opportunities
have been there, and when you look at the final slide
that was provided in terms of electorate office salaries
and on costs, you see that it has gone from 16.2 per cent
to 25.79 per cent, so again there is a substantial
variation in that area.
There are other impacts of the election, as I mentioned,
such as relocations, and in the year that has just been
completed, as a result of the substantial changes to the
make-up of the houses, some 94 electorate offices were
separated — to use the official term — and
40 members of Parliament either moved between the
houses, retired or involuntarily retired leading to
substantial changes there as well. That led to a
requirement to induct and arrange 109 new electorate
officers. There was pressure on the budget in that
regard, but one would have to say, all in all, this is a
well-run operation.
In terms of the house — this building that we work
in — every year we get an update on the progress that
has been made in catching up on years and years of
incomplete maintenance work, or work that was not
completed to the standard that it needed to be. It is
certainly a fantastic place to work, and it is a great
privilege to be able to come into this chamber. When
you consider the history that is in this room, its time as
both the Legislative Assembly and the House of
Representatives, you realise that it is quite a room to be
in. It is well maintained, but we all know there are
many other parts of the building that have not been
looked after as well as they could be. In part because of
that, and in part simply because of age, some parts of
the building do not necessarily meet the standards of a
21st-century workplace.
In making those comments, I should say that I do not in
any way undervalue the tremendous amount of work
that has been done, certainly during the entire time that
I have been a member of this house. The ancillary
facilities have changed enormously and improved
enormously for the better. Every time we go away for a
while and come back substantial work has been done,
most recently in the corridor downstairs. That work —
the security work that has been done most recently —
has been done in a very cost-effective way as well.
However, when you have a building some parts of
which are almost 160 years old, and even the newest
parts are 90 years old or rapidly approaching that — —
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mr MORRIS — The interjection is about the chook
house, and it is quite right, but I am not sure that we
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really want to spend too much money maintaining that,
apart from necessities. Hopefully it will not find its way
onto the heritage register.
I should say that the new part of the permanent building
is rapidly approaching 90 years of age, but the point is
that if it is not maintained, it cannot function as it needs
to. The terrific work that has been done over the last
few years and is now being done will, I am sure, make
the Parliament building serviceable for years to come;
for the next 100 years or so.
Finally, when we talk about parliamentary
appropriations, it is an opportunity to remind ourselves
of all the terrific work that so many people do around
this building to look after us and make it possible for us
to undertake our work as legislators. In the Assembly
we now have more hours of sitting time but in a more
condensed period, and while that has had some impact
on the refreshment rooms, I know it has also been a
challenge for the staff. I think they have risen to that
challenge magnificently.
I acknowledge the work, not only of the refreshment
rooms staff, but also of our attendants — or the tour
guides, to use the correct title — the clerks and all the
people who work with them; Hansard, and I am
certainly aware of the pressure that is placed on
Hansard during the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings, and it is exactly the same during
every sitting week, so we also recognise the great work
they do; the security staff; and all the committee staff as
well. They all support us exceptionally well, and to the
extent that it can be a pleasure to be here in this place
doing what we do — which is for at least 95 per cent of
the time as far as I am concerned — they make our life
worthwhile. I commend the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015 to the house.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
the Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. I
do so knowing that the majority of Victorians, who are
cynical about politicians and what we do, would
probably consider this an overly generous budget and
would not want to see us getting anything at all by way
of appropriation.
Mr Morris interjected.
Ms THOMSON — Yes, that is right. We should be
paying for the privilege. The reality is that our
democracy is important. We see more and more
countries that fall foul of democratic processes falling
over, and what replaces them is anything other than an
ideal situation. We need to value our democracy,
including what we do in Parliament. We need to respect
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what has come before us and we need to be preparing
for what will come after us. As the speaker before me
has mentioned, in this appropriation bill we are
recognising the history of this building and of this
Parliament. We are recognising that funding for the
maintenance of this old building takes a great deal of
the budget. Those of us in the chook house are in an
office environment that is not an ideal place in which to
be the most productive. However, it is nice to have
some sunlight and to be able to open the windows and
have some fresh air, so that is a plus.
In all seriousness, we all take the work of this
Parliament very seriously. We take our roles in this
chamber seriously, our commitment to our constituents
seriously and the work we do on committees seriously.
The legislative program that comes before the
Parliament really tries to deal with the issues we are
confronting in our communities now and hopefully
addresses some of the issues we will confront in the
future. It is important that an adequate budget is put
aside to support the work done in this Parliament.
The people behind the scenes who make this
Parliament tick were mentioned by the previous
speaker. They are the library staff, who help prepare
information packs and provide us with other
information when we need it; the catering staff; and
Hansard. I do not think I have ever sounded so good. I
hate to think what I would sound like if it were not for
Hansard, so a special thankyou to the Hansard staff.
There are people who stay back when we go home and
are here before we arrive, getting this place ready for
us. There are the clerks and their staff and the
attendants — or tour guides. There are the people who
clean this place, and it must not be the easiest place to
clean. There are the electricians, the gardeners and
other people who keep this place looking beautiful and
who make sure that we can turn on a light when we get
to our offices. All those people are paid from this
appropriation and it is important to remember that.
Our electorate office staff often have to deal with the
brunt of a constituent who walks through the front door
of an electorate office and is abusive. Our staff who
need to be able to deal tactfully with that person are
paid for out of this appropriation. They all help us to be
able to perform and do our jobs. I am going to thank the
IT staff. I know that some people have issues with IT in
our electorate offices. As soon as we get rid of Lotus
Notes I will be happy. The IT staff try very hard to
make sure that they support us in maintaining our IT
systems by keeping them up to date and keeping us
switched on. All these people and things are paid for
out of the appropriation.
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I want to talk a little bit about the committees. The
work of the committees is incredibly important because
often the very best of parliamentarians in action can be
seen in the work of the committees. We can address
some of the big issues we are going to have to confront
in more detail and, you would hope, in a bipartisan
way. The committees that work well end up providing
the material for legislation that meets future needs, so
the work of the committees is very important. The staff
who support the committees work very hard and
diligently to ensure we get the best outcomes from the
work done by the committees.
This is an important bill. We can talk about whether we
need more money. However, we need to ensure that we
are maintaining a standard of excellence in addressing
legislation that comes before the Parliament and in
making sure that we are best equipped to do the jobs
that we have to do as MPs. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise this evening to speak on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. As has been
mentioned, this bill provides appropriation for the
Parliament. It is a very important bill, certainly for all of
us in this place. Clause 1 outlines the purpose of the
bill. It states:
The purpose of this Act is to make provision for the
appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund
for the Parliament in respect of the financial year 2015/2016.

What an important role the Department of
Parliamentary Services has. First I think of it organising
and operating 128 electorate offices, employing all the
staff and running the IT systems and so on. The bill also
provides for the ongoing works here at Parliament
House as well as the management of the committees
and the funding of the Auditor-General, who is
undertaking a range of financial and performance
audits. A great job is being done by all the
parliamentary staff in running the Parliament. They
include the clerks, chamber attendants, tour guides,
Hansard staff, library staff and those in security,
catering, cleaning, maintenance and gardening. The
MPs who serve in this place are the beneficiaries of the
hard work that is being done by the many employees I
have just mentioned.
Schedule 1 to the bill begins with the estimates
summary for the various departments. The 2015–16
budget for the Legislative Council is $3.1 million, for
the Legislative Assembly it is $4.6 million, for the
parliamentary investigatory committees it is $7 million,
for parliamentary services it is $86.9 million, for the
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Auditor-General it is about $15.8 million, and the total
appropriation is $117.4 million.
The split of that budget can be seen in a good document
that was presented by the presiding officers at the recent
hearings of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. A pie chart outlines the various allocations.
It can be seen that the members’ administered budgets
account for about 30 per cent and the members’
electorate offices and committees and training budgets
amount to about 14 per cent. The various units of the
Department of Parliamentary Services amount to 25 per
cent; the committees about 7 per cent; the capital asset
charge and depreciation about 15 per cent; the Council,
3 per cent; and the Assembly, 4 per cent. That gives a
comprehensive overview of the funding.
On some of the challenges that have been faced, in the
past year or so we have had the impact of the electoral
boundary changes. It has been noted that in 2015–16
there has been a relocation of 10 electorate offices,
amounting to a cost of about $1.3 million. There have
been continuing cost pressures in various other
elements, including electorate office rent, precinct rent
and utilities, IT leasing and data communication, and
electorate office salaries and on-costs. The continuing
upward pressure on costs is an ongoing challenge.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

East Beach, Port Fairy
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
raise is for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water. The action I seek is for the minister
to visit Port Fairy and examine the coastal erosion
problems along the northern end of East Beach, meet
with the Moyne Shire Council and other key
stakeholders and agree to a partnership approach
involving the state government, the Moyne shire and
the local community to deal with this significant
erosion problem.
I note that the previous government was working with
the local shire to help better understand and tackle this
erosion problem at Port Fairy. Indeed the previous
government provided funding of over $300 000 in
2011, 2013 and 2014 to assist the shire in that work. I
also recognise the work the Moyne shire has
undertaken. It has been working hard and effectively to
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protect local beaches, dunes and community assets.
However, two significant challenges continue to cause
concern. These are the old nightsoil site and the old tip
site, which unfortunately were both in the past located
in the primary dune just to the north of the popular Port
Fairy East Beach. In recent times each of these sites has
been exposed by large tides and erosion, causing great
concern in the community. In May 2014 the council
constructed a wave energy dissipation structure at the
old landfill site and a wattle and wire fence at the
nightsoil site. While both of these measures have been
very helpful in reducing erosion, more work is needed
at both sites and across the coastal area.
The action I seek from the minister is that she inspect
these areas and work with the local council and local
community to secure these sites and protect this vital
asset for Port Fairy and the broader Victorian
community. We know Port Fairy is a popular tourist
destination, and East Beach is one of its major features.
It is inappropriate to have the community exposed to an
old nightsoil site, with discarded nightsoil cans, and an
old tip site, both just to the north of East Beach. I
recognise the great work that has been done by the
Moyne Shire Council. I also note that the previous
government was working in partnership with the
department and the shire to deal with this issue, but
further work is needed. I ask the minister to come down
to Port Fairy, to meet with the key stakeholders and to
continue the work of protecting these areas, in
particular the tip site and the nightsoil site.

Whittington early years hub
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Families and Children,
who is also the Minister for Youth Affairs. I ask the
minister to advise what opportunities are available for
the local council and community to apply for funding
for an early years hub for Whittington. I have had the
opportunity to attend the official openings of a number
of these community hubs in the Geelong region. These
hubs are impressive and greatly needed. They provide
services to their communities. It has been a real
pleasure to see the excitement in these communities
with the opening of these hubs, and there are more to
come.
However, Whittington in my electorate has very limited
services, even though it is one of the most
disadvantaged areas in the Geelong region. Whittington
does not have a maternal health centre. It has a growing
unemployment rate, the highest rate of unskilled
workers and the lowest rate of people over 15 years of
age who have completed year 12 in the Geelong area.
Whittington also has the highest rate of people without
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post-school qualifications across the Geelong region.
With such a high level of disadvantage, the Whittington
community deserves our attention.
I am pleased that the Minister for Education fulfilled
my request for him to visit Whittington Primary School
a few weeks ago. The purpose of the visit was to
discuss our commitment to rebuild the school. There is
genuine excitement in the Whittington community
about the rebuilding of the school. There is also a desire
to have a community hub alongside the school, and this
was raised with the Minister for Education during his
visit. It was agreed that a community hub would be a
vital addition to services in the Whittington community.
I am determined to work with the relevant ministers,
the City of Greater Geelong, Whittington Primary
School and the broader community to address this
inequity that exists in my electorate. Therefore it is
important to the Whittington community to know what
opportunities are available for funding.

Jewish Holocaust Museum and Research
Centre
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs regarding the
Jewish Holocaust Museum and Research Centre. The
action I seek from the minister is that he visit the Jewish
Holocaust centre with me with a view to providing
additional funding for the centre’s much-needed
redevelopment.
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from non-Jewish schools. In these times of extremism,
the sorts of programs offered by the centre around
social cohesion and inclusiveness are more important
than ever.
We need to get these stories out to students from all
backgrounds. I have had the privilege of hosting a
number of members of Parliament from both sides of
the house over a number of years on visits to the centre.
I understand the minister has been to the centre a
number of times himself with his family and that he
understands the important work that the Holocaust
centre does.
The redevelopment would include new classrooms, a
display for middle school students, an upgraded main
auditorium, commemorative and contemplative places
and an additional facility for temple exhibitions. Under
the former government we had a commitment of
$500 000 to help the further development of the centre.
The centre is going to need millions of dollars for its
initial redevelopment, but a contribution from the
government would certainly help the centre. It would
help it raise the further dollars that are much needed,
and it would ultimately benefit every Victorian by
assisting with the redevelopment of the centre. I look
forward to the minister’s response to my invitation to
visit the Holocaust centre in the future to see the great
work it does and to hear about the future plans it has.

Family violence

The world-renowned Jewish Holocaust Museum and
Research Centre was established in 1984 as a small,
grassroots initiative by a group of Holocaust survivors.
It encompasses a museum, a research centre, an
educational institution and a memorial place. The
centre is a special place of memories and learning. Its
programs and exhibitions are a tribute to the survivors
and volunteers who have contributed to its
development. The centre still has over 30 Holocaust
survivors who actively volunteer in programs, and each
student who visits the centre gets to share in their
stories. Unfortunately it is becoming harder to get the
volunteers to the centre, and many of their stories are
being digitally recorded in order to ensure that their
memories live on.

Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Police, and the action I
seek is for the minister to join me on a visit to my local
police station, Carrum Downs police station, to meet
with officers and to hear from them about the
challenges they are facing, particularly in dealing with
family violence, and about the good work they are
doing to support victims of family violence, particularly
women and children in my electorate. Over the past
five years reported family violence incidents have
increased by 70 per cent to over 68 000. Local police
are seeing this firsthand and are at the front line, along
with other agencies and organisations, in responding to
incidents of family violence. My electorate of Carrum
is not immune. Family violence is everywhere; it is our
greatest challenge.

Over the past five years the centre has experienced a
significant increase in student visitation, with
20 000 students from over 750 schools across Victoria
now visiting annually, and growth of 20 to 25 per cent
is projected over the next five years. The centre is
absolutely bursting at the seams. Of the 20 000 students
who visit the centre every year, 80 to 90 per cent come
from schools across Victoria, and most of those are

The Labor government, I am pleased to say, is taking
action to address family violence with an $81.3 million
package in the 2015–16 Victorian budget. The package
includes funding for the Royal Commission into Family
Violence to continue its investigation into this national
emergency. The Labor government has also created a
$16 million fund to deal with urgent or unforseen
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demand for services arising from the royal commission,
including funds for crisis support and counselling, and I
know this will be very welcome relief in my electorate.
Local police in my electorate are working hard to
respond to incidents of family violence and to protect
and support women and children who are victims of
this epidemic. I know local police at Carrum Downs
police station would be keen to meet with the minister
to let him know what challenges they are facing and to
hear from the minister on what action is being taken by
the Andrews government to address the issue of family
violence in our local communities. I ask the minister to
join me on a visit to Carrum Downs police station, and
I look forward to showing him around.

Maroondah Highway–Cave Hill Road, Lilydale
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the
action I request is for him to instruct VicRoads to install
‘keep clear’ signage on the road at the intersection of
Maroondah Highway and Cave Hill Road in Lilydale.
Currently there is inadequate signage advising
motorists to keep clear and allow a space for motorists
exiting Cave Hill Road onto Maroondah Highway.
Traffic is often banked up for quite some distance as a
result of delays caused by trains pulling in and out of
the Lilydale station terminus.
While we all hope that fellow motorists display good
driving etiquette and wave eager exiters through, during
peak hours some drivers are less generous and they
need a reminder to give way to other vehicles. Cave
Hill Road is one of the main feeder roads to the very
busy industrial area in Lilydale. There is a lot of traffic
going in and out, a lot of trucks and a lot of deliveries. I
have heard many accounts of accidents and near misses
at the intersection as motorists become increasingly
frustrated at not being able to exit in a reasonable time
frame, causing them to engage in risky behaviour.
However, perhaps the more pressing reason for the
government to take action is that the Lilydale police
station is situated on Albert Hill Road. It was a curious
location that was chosen by the Brumby government as
it is notoriously difficult for cars to enter and exit,
particularly during emergencies. For the benefit of
those who are unfamiliar with the location, the entry
point to Albert Hill Road is from Maroondah Highway,
and the exit point is via Cave Hill Road. Although it is
a brave person who fails to give way to a police car, the
police sometimes find themselves stuck in traffic far
longer than is reasonable, waiting for stationary cars to
provide space to merge while the boom gates are down.
There is a simple and effective solution to this problem.
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By painting a ‘keep clear’ sign on the road at the Cave
Hill Road and Maroondah Highway intersection,
motorists will be prevented from blocking the Cave Hill
Road entry and exit points, so vehicles can move freely
while the traffic is stationary. I ask the minister to have
VicRoads take immediate action to review the
intersection with a view to having a ‘keep clear’ sign
painted on the road as soon as possible.

Romsey pedestrian crossing
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety and concerns the much-needed pedestrian
crossing at Romsey that was funded in the 2015–16
Labor budget. The action I seek is that the minister visit
Romsey as soon as possible to meet with local
community members and representatives of the
Macedon Ranges Shire Council to provide further
information on the delivery of the crossing. Romsey is
a fast-growing community. It is home to many young
families. Meeting the infrastructure needs of these
communities can be a challenge, but it was fabulous to
welcome the member for Narre Warren North, now the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, to Romsey in
August last year when he announced that a Labor
government would improve pedestrian safety in
Romsey, building a new crossing across one of its
busiest roads, which is Main Road in Romsey. For
those members who know the electorate, it is the
Melbourne-Lancefield Road.
The Macedon Ranges Shire Council had lobbied for
this new crossing for over three years, but the previous
government did not listen. It was deaf to the needs of
the communities of the Macedon Ranges. Indeed there
were three priority pedestrian crossing projects and
none of them was funded by the previous government.
It was fantastic to have the now Minister for Roads and
Road Safety come out in August last year and make the
announcement that if elected Labor would deliver this
pedestrian crossing. It is vitally important in the
community of Romsey. The students at Romsey
Primary School will be able to use this pedestrian
crossing. There are just over 400 students at the school.
It is a fantastic government school, and I am delighted
that, on Friday, 22 May, the new principal, Loren
Peavey, got the children to participate in Walk Safely to
School Day, It was fantastic. The principal will be able
to encourage many more children to take up Walk
Safely to School Day when we have this much-needed
pedestrian crossing in Romsey.
The action I seek, which I am sure the minister will be
very pleased to take, is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety to visit my electorate, come out to
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Romsey, let us know the progress on delivery of the
pedestrian crossing, meet with the community and with
local representatives of the shire council and deliver
this much-needed infrastructure that the previous
government neglected to provide.

at the moment. But it is imperative that our
communities have a greater say on planned burns, and
on the timing more than anything, rather than becoming
the last to know, which has happened on recent
occasions. Bright residents have issued similar requests.

Bushfire prevention

As I said from the outset, do not get me wrong: the
communities want fuel reduction and planned burns; it
is just a matter of getting that delicate balance right. It
might even take encouragement of the minister to come
to the King Valley to sample the produce of some of the
wineries that we have up there to entice her to come
along and enjoy some of the great — —

Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, who is in the chamber this
evening. The action I seek is for the minister to visit the
north-east sometime in the near future and meet with
community members regarding planned burns. It is
really important that we continue to keep the
conversation going about planned burns. Fuel reduction
is very important in our region. At no stage is anybody
wanting to reduce or eliminate planned burns or fuel
reduction; it is just about the stakeholders being able to
have a say through the process. It is a difficult matter
and a delicate balancing act to get right, but it would be
important for the minister to come up and hear about a
few of the concerns from my constituents, particularly
those from King Valley, Myrtleford, Bright and
Harrietville. It is not just the communities in those main
regions that have concerns, though; the area
encompasses the Buckland Valley, the Hotham resort,
Edi, Cheshunt, Myrrhee and Carboor. It is really
important that those communities are heard.
There are particular issues around planned burns in the
King Valley, which is a key agricultural and tourism
area of the Ovens Valley electorate. The burns put the
livelihoods of some local grape growers, wineries and
tourism operators at risk. Each year the valley is
impacted by smoke from planned burns. On behalf of
Wines of the King Valley president, John Darling, I
request that burns not start until after Easter, when the
harvest, which runs from February to April, is nearing
completion. I know there is a delicate balancing act in
all of that. The smoke can impact on the quality of
grapes, and it is also off-putting to tourists when the
picturesque valley they choose to visit is covered in
smoke haze.
Growers and the wider community support the need for
fuel reduction but believe it is possible to achieve this
while at the same time accommodating the needs of
important local industries. At the La Fiera Myrtleford
festival on Saturday I spoke with other tourist operators
who would like a more balanced approach to planned
burns. We can have a win-win situation.
Certainly the government’s recent approach of
removing cattle from the high country has provoked
many questions — in fact more questions than answers

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — No, we do not deliver. You
need to come to the King Valley to enjoy that.

Dandenong & District Aborigines Cooperative
facilities
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — On this National
Sorry Day I wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. I ask the minister to
join me in meeting Andrew Gardiner from the
Dandenong & District Aborigines Cooperative to
discuss some potential avenues for enhancing their
service delivery to our local Indigenous community.
The Dandenong & District Aborigines Cooperative is a
crucial Aboriginal-controlled health organisation that
has been providing services to Aboriginal people living
in the southern metropolitan region since 1975. The
cooperative caters for a significant portion of Victoria’s
Aboriginal population and strives to improve the
catchment’s quality of life through the provision of
health, social and community services. The cooperative
delivers a number of innovative and targeted services,
and a number of these programs have a preventive and
health promotion focus targeted at improving the
quality of life for local Aboriginal people. One of the
greatest aspects of the cooperative’s work is its
integrated approach to delivering services, enabling the
organisation to better connect with local Indigenous
communities. This approach provides better access to
services in a comfortable and socially relevant
environment for the local community.
Last month I had the pleasure of touring the
cooperative’s facilities — I have been there a few times
now — and it was clear that the delivery of the
cooperative’s services is being limited by the
inadequate space and, quite frankly, the dated facilities
available in its current building. The cooperative’s
ability to cater for the current catchment as well as the
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expected catchment growth is limited by this current
situation. Further to this, the cooperative is spending
disproportionate funds on building repairs and
maintenance, much of which is linked to the age of the
buildings, which are in a poor state and require
replacement. The situation lacks economic sense and,
crucially, redirects focus away from important service
delivery.
The cooperative is exploring possibilities to relocate its
operations, and it is working towards acquiring a larger
piece of land and capital funds for the construction of a
new and more appropriate facility. This development
would allow it to better service the needs of its clients
both now and into the future. It may be that there are
other possible solutions to the challenges faced by the
cooperative, which is why a meeting with the minister
would be extremely well received. The minister’s
assistance in this matter would be very much
appreciated.

Lang Lang police station
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Police. Tonight I ask the minister
to reopen the Lang Lang police station and to ensure
that it is manned on a full-time basis.
In 2014 over 350 criminal offences were committed in
Lang Lang. This figure includes 52 assault-related
charges, 27 drug offences and 201 property offences. In
2011 the town lost its only full-time police officer, and
since that time Lang Lang has seen an increase of
72 per cent in its crime rate. With these statistics in
mind, it is hardly surprising that residents have
frequently approached me to voice their concerns. I
have heard numerous stories about drug and alcohol
induced violence. Pensioners are telling me that they
feel unsafe in their homes. I am being told that it can
take around 3 to 4 hours for the police to arrive —
sometimes from as far away as Pakenham and Narre
Warren. The hardware store, the bowling club, the
bakery and the chemist have all been robbed.
So imagine my frustration when I learnt last week that
Victoria Police has made the decision to close the
station indefinitely. There is now no police presence in
Lang Lang. This closure is being justified on the basis
of the new anti-terrorism police protocols requiring
stations to be manned by at least two police officers. It
is incomprehensible to me, however, that these new
rules can be applied without proper consideration for
how they will impact on the distribution of police
resources in regional and rural areas.
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The residents of Lang Lang are concerned for their
safety. They have the right to run their businesses
without fear of their property being damaged, they have
the right to take the kids to the playground without
having to worry about drug trafficking and they have
the right to feel safe in their own homes.
I urge the government to implement plans for the
station to be operational and fully manned as soon as
possible.

Victorian Heart Hospital
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. The
action I seek is an update from the minister on the
important Victorian Heart Hospital project and a
request that the minister visit Monash University in the
near future to discuss this proposal further with key
stakeholders in the region.
Labor announced last year that it would build
Australia’s first specialist heart hospital, to be located at
Monash University, Clayton, which is in my electorate
of Oakleigh. This hospital would be built in conjunction
with Monash Health, Monash University and Baker IDI
Heart and Diabetes Institute. The detailed proposal was
for a 195-bed stand-alone cardiac facility, including a
22-bed emergency department, 10 cardiac
catheterisation laboratories and a fantastic telehealth
service for patients from across Victoria and also from
other states in Australia and around the world.
The plan for this new hospital would also enable the
relocation of some services from Monash Health,
which would free up significant space and resources in
the region. State-of-the-art cardiac treatment is a key
issue in the future of health care in Australia. As was
indicated at the time of the announcement, one
Australian dies of a heart attack every 18 minutes. With
Monash Health already treating the largest number of
cardiac patients in Victoria, this proposal makes sense,
and it will be of great benefit not only to residents in the
south-east but to all Victorians in need of specialist
care.
The now Premier said at the time of the announcement
last year that:
… the Victorian Heart Hospital will completely transform our
health system and bring the world’s best treatment and
training to our doorstep.

Therefore I was very pleased to see yet another follow
through on a Labor commitment detailed in the recent
Victorian budget, with an allocation of $15 million for
the planning and development of the Victorian Heart
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Hospital. I was also very pleased to see other
investments in health in the nearby Monash hospital,
including the helipad. I see the Minister for Health in
the chamber and thank her for being here for this
adjournment debate. I would very much appreciate an
update from the minister on this project, and I look
forward to welcoming her again to the electorate of
Oakleigh as this project progresses.

Responses
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for Carrum for raising a matter with me
tonight on the adjournment debate — that is, to visit her
local police station at Carrum Downs. It is a terrific
opportunity to visit with the member and hear firsthand,
as she has stated, not only the experiences of local
police officers in dealing with family violence as the
first responders to family violence but also to learn of
the support they provide to victims, particularly
families and children, which she articulated in her
adjournment matter. I will take the opportunity when
we visit the electorate to talk to the local officers about
some of the initiatives the member outlined in her
adjournment matter that the government has brought
forward in its budget, and obviously the important work
that we will need to do to complement what Victoria
Police is doing in the establishment of a family violence
command led by Assistant Commissioner Dean
McWhirter. The government’s no. 1 community safety
issue is family violence. I look forward to making that
visit with the member for Carrum. I thank her for
raising that matter on the adjournment with me tonight.
I turn to deal with the matter raised by the member for
Bass in relation to Lang Lang police station. I certainly
understand the anxiety that communities feel during
this period as Victoria Police has put in interim
arrangements around keeping its members safe,
particularly given the heightened threat level against
police not just here in Victoria but across the country. I
want to make it clear to the member that these are
interim arrangements, and Victoria Police is monitoring
very closely the potential impacts that might be felt in
smaller regional and rural communities. I will ensure
that the issues the member has raised tonight on the
adjournment will be taken back to the acting chief
commissioner.
I point out very clearly that the previous government
changed the Victoria Police Act 2013 to enshrine in
section 10 the independence of the chief commissioner
in relation to the deployment of particular police to
particular locations. We need to be mindful of that.
That does not mean that as members of Parliament we
cannot carry back concerns of communities, which is
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what I am prepared to do for the member and what I
think the member expects of us. However, he should
understand very clearly that in terms of our powers
under the police act, we must respect the independence
of the chief commissioner in making judgements
around operations. I thank the member for Bass for
raising this matter on the adjournment this evening.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Multicultural Affairs) — I
am pleased to respond to the member for Caulfield, and
I note the bipartisan way in which the matter was
raised. I will respond in a similar manner, as I do every
time in respect of multicultural affairs. The Holocaust
Museum and Research Centre is a fantastic resource for
the entire Victorian community and plays a critical role
in it. I will be happy to attend with the member to look
at the plans the centre has for the future. It is an
extremely important part of the Victorian community
and does good work highlighting the most dreadful
period of human history in way that builds
understanding and increases social cohesion.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for Oakleigh for raising a very important
issue. I also indicate the gratitude that I feel for his very
strong commitment to health services in his electorate
and assure him that we are committed to building the
Victorian Heart Hospital at Monash University in
Clayton. We are getting the ball rolling with a
$15 million allocation in this year’s state budget that
represents the first component of this very important
project. We will commit $150 million to this very
important project and this will fundamentally change
the provision of cardiac services in this state.
The project requires complex planning before
construction, as it will have a major impact on the way
in which we deliver cardiac services across the entire
Victorian health system. Once we have a cardiac
services plan done, which is something we have
initiated in this government and anticipate will be
completed by around September 2015, the capital
planning process will commence. I absolutely look
forward to visiting the Oakleigh electorate soon to
discuss this exciting project and the many other
fantastic health investments that this government has
made in the recent budget.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — In relation to the matter raised
by the member for South-West Coast, I am sure he is
aware, representing a coastal community like the one
that I represent, we have many challenges around
Victoria at the moment in coastal erosion. This is a
result of climate change and increasing storm surges.
When you combine that with the presence of a tip
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basically in a sand dune at Port Fairy, you have a very
dangerous and potentially terrible situation. It is hard to
believe that at any time we would have built a tip in a
sand dune, but given that reality we obviously need to
take pretty significant action for the long-term
protection of that coastal area at Port Fairy.
I know my department has been working with the local
council on the matter. As a matter of urgency I will get
it to work much more closely with the council to get an
outcome quickly, but I also commit to the member for
South-West Coast to visit and meet with representatives
of the Moyne Shire Council as well to discuss options
going forward. We do need a solution relatively quickly
to protect our coastal area down there.
In relation to the matter raised by the member for
Ovens Valley, as he indicated, fuel reduction is very
important. He would also realise there is often very
limited opportunity in certain areas to undertake that
fuel reduction. We had a number of issues this year. We
worked with the wine industry to see if we could delay
planned burns for as long as possible. At the same time
we indicated very clearly to the chief fire officers that it
was their call in terms of when would be the best time
or in fact the only time.
There were a number of areas around Victoria that we
had not been able to burn for the last five or six years
because of unsuitable conditions, whereas this year
conditions looked like they were appropriate. There is
no question that we need to continue to be more
sophisticated in relation to fuel reduction. In fact in the
report by the inspector-general for emergency
management that the Minister for Emergency Services
and I released this week, the inspector-general talks
about the need for the department to continue the work
it has been doing around understanding smoke, how it
moves, its impact and so on, as well as looking at tools
other than fuel reduction, which is an important tool but
not the only tool.
I will ensure that the community of Ovens Valley is
consulted as part of the changes and recommendations
in the inspector-general’s report. I will also commit to
going up and talking to representatives of the wine
industry and enjoying some of the wine that is produced
there, which is almost as good as the Bellarine wine.
A number of other members have raised a number of
matters for a number of ministers, and I will refer those
matters on to them.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.34 p.m.

Tuesday, 26 May 2015

PETITIONS
Wednesday, 27 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 27 May 2015

1555

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE

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

PETITIONS

Budget estimates 2015–16
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) presented hearings alert
report, together with appendices.

Following petitions presented to house:
Tabled.

PenBus service

Ordered to be published.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean
acknowledge the successful trial of the PenBus service as
jointly funded by the federal government and Mornington
Peninsula shire over the last two and a half years. As this
funding is about to end, the service will be terminated unless
urgent alternative arrangements can be found.
This PenBus is fully subscribed by students, trainees and job
seekers travelling from the Mornington Peninsula to
39 separate educational institutions. As such, PenBus
provides well-documented benefits to passengers who
otherwise would be unable to access these further education
and training opportunities.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria work with the Mornington Peninsula shire to ensure
this unique PenBus service will continue on an ongoing
permanent basis as part of the critical public transport
infrastructure for the Mornington Peninsula.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (103 signatures).

Jetty Road, Rosebud
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean points
out to the house the extremely dangerous traffic conditions at
the intersection of Jetty Road, Rosebud, and the terminus of
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria, in accordance with VicRoads Point
Nepean Road Study, urgently approve funding for the Jetty
Road overpass in order to relieve the congestion on local
roads at the current terminus of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Early Intervention Services for Vulnerable Children and
Families — Ordered to be published
Universities: 2014 Audit Snapshot — Ordered to be
published
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Boroondara — C215
Brimbank — GC26
Casey — C193 Part 2
Corangamite — C40
Greater Geelong — C266 Part 2, C309
Greater Shepparton — C171
Hindmarsh — C15
Hobsons Bay — C93
Maribyrnong — C136, GC26
Melbourne — GC26
Melton — GC26
Moonee Valley — C139
Mornington Peninsula — C184 Part 1

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (282 signatures).

Mount Alexander — C72

Tabled.

Nillumbik — C105

Ordered that petitions be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Stonnington — C204
Warrnambool — C199
Whitehorse — C159, C173
Wyndham — GC26
Yarra Ranges — C133
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Dandenong High School

Standing orders

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I recently had the
privilege of accompanying the Minister for Education
to the opening of stage 3 of the redevelopment of
Dandenong High School. Stage 3 includes the
Melaleuca Performing Arts Centre, a gymnasium and a
senior science wing. The new building is home to a
double-court gymnasium and a performing arts centre
which boasts a dance studio and a recording studio,
both of a professional standard, along with a theatre to
seat upwards of 300 people.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — 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
2015–16 budget papers for a maximum of 15 minutes.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Auburn High School
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — On 20 May I was
honoured to attend Auburn High School in Hawthorn
East to celebrate Education Week and acknowledge the
magnificent achievements of students in the school’s
French language programs. A team of five students —
Ellis Biggar, Gwyneth Lee, Isabella Kose, Julien
Pietrzak and Jack Ballis — along with the principal,
Maria Karvouni, and French teacher Ms Charbonneau
recently travelled to Paris to receive an international
award for the Dis-moi dix mots competition. The award
ceremony for first prize was held at the grand
Académie française, a prestigious academy created in
1635. The Auburn High School students presented their
work at an amazing ceremony followed by dinner at the
Australian Embassy in Paris.
The celebration of high-level programs offered at
Auburn High School in French continued last week
when I attended a French language showcase afternoon
in the Victorian certificate of education common room
at the school. I joined students, staff and the French
Consul in Melbourne, Ms Myriam Boisbouvier-Wylie,
to present certificates of achievement to outstanding
students for their accomplishments in French
competitions.
Auburn High School is the only Victorian government
high school to be offering a bi-national French
program. The French program is internationally
recognised and offers students a very creative approach
to language learning. Well done to the French teachers,
Ms Genevieve Papon, Ms Aurelie Abel, Ms Florence
Steuer and Ms Noella Charbonneau. In particular,
congratulations to Maria Karvouni for her outstanding
leadership. Most of all, congratulations to the students
of Auburn High School for their fine efforts. All of
those students should be proud.

The Dandenong High School council, principal Susan
Ogden and former principal Martin Culkin have shown
much dedication and commitment in driving this
project and should be commended. The school’s
redevelopment was initiated by the Bracks Labor
government following the voluntary merger of
Cleeland Secondary College, Doveton Secondary
College and the old Dandenong High School in 2007.
The project has delivered world-class education
infrastructure and is a valuable project for the students
of Dandenong High School and we hope the wider
Dandenong community. It is our strong expectation that
these facilities will be shared with local primary
schools, community groups and clubs so that the
benefit can be felt broadly, and the school has
expressed an intention to do just this.
The Andrews government has delivered a further
$3 million towards the school’s completion and I look
forward to seeing works commence on stage 4 of the
project.

La Fiera
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — La Fiera,
Myrtleford’s celebration of all things Italian, drew to a
close on Sunday and was again a wonderful success.
Now in its seventh year, the six-day festival continues
to go from strength to strength.
Well-known food and wine columnist and writer
Richard Cornish officially opened the festival at the La
Fiera launch party at the Michelini Wines cellar door.
Events over the six-day festival included Italian art,
food, history and games and even mushroom foraging.
Well done to festival coordinator John Reynolds-Smith
and everyone involved.

Alpine Valleys Community Leadership
Program
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to all graduates
of and those involved in the 2015 Alpine Valleys
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Community Leadership Program. Last week I attended
the graduation dinner, which along with this year’s
participants brought together alumni, supporters,
community representatives, family members and
friends.
Since 1998 more than 320 people have completed the
program, which continues to prove its worth with many
graduates going on to take on a variety of roles within
their local communities and organisations.
Congratulations to the board, led by chair Anthony
Griffiths and executive officer Kim Scanlon and her
staff, who have again presented a varied and
challenging program.

beyondblue
Mr McCURDY — The beyondblue big blue bus
has visited the Ovens Valley electorate, stopping in
Cobram, Yarrawonga, Wangaratta, Bright and
Myrtleford. The slogan for the bus roadshow that has
travelled around Australia is ‘Take 1 Step’ for mental
health, and it was encouraging that many people took
the opportunity to access information and support
services from the beyondblue team.

Appin Park Primary School
Mr McCURDY — Thanks to Sara Long, who
invited me on the Appin Park Primary School annual
bike ride, plus the 90 other students who joined me on
the 35-kilometre ride. It was a great achievement for all
who participated and is one of my favourite events
during the year.

Ovens & King Football Netball League
Mr McCURDY — Well done to the Ovens & King
Football Netball League representative teams which
won against Hume on the weekend.

Vietnamese Community in Australia Victoria
Chapter
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — The year 2015
marks 40 years since the mass settlement of
Vietnamese refugees in Australia due to the end of the
Vietnam War. The Vietnamese Community in
Australia Victoria Chapter (VCA-Vic) is celebrating
those 40 years throughout the year with a number of
events and special occasions which will recognise both
its history and its role and future in the Australian
economy and society.
I am pleased that the Labor government under Daniel
Andrews has funded the VCA-Vic’s dual identity
leadership program, which will see young Vietnamese
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learn leadership skills in a number of fields. They will
do so while understanding where they have come from
and that their identity as Vietnamese Australians is
something which needs to be cherished. We have also
funded a $100 000 feasibility study for the Vietnamese
museum — a very important initiative. For someone
coming from another background, knowing and
understanding your heritage, where you have come
from and the importance of that to your own identity, is
crucially important. I commend VCA-Vic for the work
it is doing in continuing that task for the generations of
the Vietnamese community to come.
Not only have members of VCA-Vic decided to
recognise that settlement by working with young
Vietnamese and Australians to promote recognition of
the Vietnamese culture, they also want to give back to
Victoria and to their homeland. I thank them.

Swinburne University of Technology former
Lilydale campus
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I share the deep concern
of Yarra Ranges residents about the government’s
expression of interest process for the Swinburne
Lilydale site. An email sent by an Andrews government
adviser stated that the expression of interest is not open
to traditional universities, despite perennial Evelyn
candidate and now Labor adviser Peter Harris
misleading the community by saying otherwise. This is
likely to duplicate the excellent work of Box Hill
TAFE, creating wasteful competition in the area. Given
Box Hill is already established, this will likely see the
government’s own election commitment collapse in a
screaming heap. I read with interest, however, that the
Minister for Education has finally committed to a time
line to establish a new facility at the former Lilydale
site. The commitment is to have it ‘operating in some
provision’ in the first half of next year. Operating in
some provision? No wonder parents in the Yarra
Ranges are sceptical about Labor’s capacity to deliver.
Labor does not even know what it is delivering.

Criminal bikie gangs
Mrs FYFFE — Recently the Yarra Ranges has had
two fires deliberately lit, allegedly by bikie gangs or
their connections, in Seville and Lilydale. This caused
significant disruption to local businesses, with
electricity cut off for days, resulting in staff being sent
home, unable to work. The coalition had an excellent
record of taking a tough stance on dealing with these
gangs and also in having a tough-on-crime policy. With
other jurisdictions adopting a hard line, this do-nothing
Premier has allowed Victoria to become the new capital
of bikie gangs to the detriment of our once-safe
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communities. The speed at which this government is
taking Victoria back to dark times is scary. The whole
of Australia knows that under this government Victoria
has gone back to being soft on crime, soft on sentencing
and caring more for criminals than victims in the broad
community.

Goonawarra Neighbourhood House
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On Saturday, 9 May, I
had the privilege of attending and speaking at the
25-year celebration of Goonawarra Neighbourhood
House. The celebration was wonderfully attended, so
much so that event organisers actually ran out of chairs,
and the room was full with local community families
wanting to thank the staff of the house for their
wonderful efforts over many years.
Over 25 years Goonawarra Neighbourhood House has
been providing services such as life skills education,
health and wellbeing activities, occasional child care,
play groups, art and craft, self-help and support groups,
social groups, computer training, community events,
advocacy and referral services and job readiness and
résumé support, as well as internet access and house
and room hire. These services are vital for grassroots
communities and for our community. I can only
imagine the thousands of lives Goonawarra
Neighbourhood House has touched through these
programs, and it was important to reflect on all that has
been achieved by the house.
I would like to particularly acknowledge and thank
Alfina Sinatra, the house manager, Janet Thomson, the
chairperson, and Lis Rauch, the inaugural manager,
who spoke of the origins of the house since its
inception. I would also like to recognise Pauline
Monaghan, who has given Goonawarra Neighbourhood
House so much over so many years. Here is to another
25 years of Goonawarra Neighbourhood House
providing such wonderful local services, which are so
important to the community of Goonawarra and to the
community of Sunbury.

Norwood Secondary College and Ringwood
Secondary College
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — Community members
in my electorate of Ringwood have expressed their
dismay at the neglect by the Labor government in its
2015–16 budget. Our schools have been short-changed
yet again by the Labor Party, which committed to
$100 million for Maroondah schools back when it was
trying to obtain government in 2010 after neglecting
our local schools for so many years. To quote Shaun
Leane, the Labor member for Eastern Metropolitan
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Region in the Legislative Council, this promise of
$100 million was to go towards developing world-class
facilities to give all students who go to school in
Maroondah the opportunity to excel. What has
changed? Why has the Premier had a change of heart so
that the students in my local community should now
not have the funding for the world-class facilities Labor
said they would, so they can excel?
Labor has underfunded Norwood Secondary College
and Ringwood Secondary College, and it is denying
local students and their teachers the 21st century
learning spaces they need to enable educational
outcomes and opportunities for the future. This
government has cut $3 million in funding for Norwood
Secondary College and is subsequently denying
students the science, technology, engineering and maths
(STEM) centre they need. It is well documented that
STEM-related occupations will be the jobs of the
future. I call upon the Premier to do the right thing by
our students and fund both the sports and performing
arts stadium and the STEM centre they need. Ringwood
Secondary College is being short-changed by the Labor
government, with a cut of $5 million.
Instead of providing the $10 million needed on top of
the $2.2 million provided by the coalition government
in 2014, Labor is cutting $5 million. Ringwood
Secondary College has just under 1500 students and
needs 21st century learning facilities.

Northern Bay College
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Recently, along with the Minister for
Education, I attended Northern Bay College Tallis
Street campus. We met with school principals, teachers,
students and student council representatives to discuss
our government’s commitment to the next stage of the
Corio-Norlane education regeneration project. I am
proud that our government has committed $6 million to
complete regeneration works at campuses of Northern
Bay College.

Norlane Child and Family Centre
Mr EREN — Following this visit, I was honoured
to represent the Minister for Families and Children and
officially open the $5.2 million Norlane Child and
Family Centre. This centre will give children and
families access to kindergarten, occasional care,
playgroups, counselling, school holiday programs, and
family support and parenting services. I want to
recognise some of the partner organizations that make
this service thrive: the City of Greater Geelong,
Glastonbury Community Services, CatholicCare
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Geelong, Northern Bay College, Wathaurong
Aboriginal Cooperative and the hardworking staff at the
Norlane Child and Family Centre. I would also like to
congratulate everyone who has been involved in
bringing this project to completion. Early years
development is a priority of the Andrews Labor
government, as is education.

Lara Lake Primary School
Mr EREN — I also visited one of my local schools,
Lara Lake Primary School, to celebrate its 150th
anniversary. What a remarkable school and what a
remarkable event. Congratulations to all involved in
setting up such a special day, including Noel Creece,
the principal; Kylie Grzybek, the current school council
president; John Thompson, a former student and former
school council president; and all the students, teachers,
parents, family members and school council members.
The work I have just mentioned is a great example of
how we are getting on with making Victoria the
education state.

Shepparton secondary schools alliance
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to draw the
attention of the house to a brilliant new initiative
between the four Shepparton district high schools. The
Better Together alliance is working on the premise that
while remaining stand-out colleges individually, the
high schools are better working together. Each alliance
school will take responsibility to be the centre for
education for one of four key educational areas.
Shepparton High School will be looking after the
agriculture sector, McGuire College will take on
manufacturing, Mooroopna Secondary College will
take on the allied health sector and Wanganui Park
Secondary College will specialise in retail. This will
allow each school to focus their efforts and ensure that
first-rate knowledge and advice is given to our young
people.
The alliance will also establish a mathematics and
science task force and a gifted children’s task force, and
it will concentrate on strengthening partnerships with
higher education providers, employers, businesses and
local government to focus on areas of specific job
growth to address the skills gap. To do all of this it
needs financial support from this government. I urge
the Minister for Education, Minister Merlino, to visit
the Shepparton district and the alliance schools to see a
number of he innovative and worthy programs that are
operating in our schools. The government has an
opportunity to invest in an initiative that will enrich the
experiences of students at these high schools, ensure
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better outcomes for them and ensure confidence in the
public education system in Shepparton.

National Reconciliation Week
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — In National
Reconciliation Week and on the day following National
Sorry Day, I commend the Macedon Ranges
Reconciliation Group for its work in fostering respect,
understanding and reconciliation between black and
white Australians. Throughout metropolitan and
regional Victoria local reconciliation groups come
together to organise events, exhibitions, talks and tours,
and local forums. In the Macedon electorate activities
for reconciliation week include a community lunch at
the Kyneton Mechanics Institute today and a special
screening of Charlie’s Country, featuring David
Gulpilil, at Sacred Heart College in Kyneton on Friday
night.
I acknowledge the work of local elders, in particular
Uncle Gene Roberts, who has always been very
generous in helping me develop my knowledge and
understanding of the Jaara Jaara people, the traditional
owners of the lands in parts of the Macedon electorate,
including Woodend and Daylesford. I acknowledge the
leadership role he plays in our local reconciliation
group. I also acknowledge Dennis Franklin, Labor
Party Aboriginal affairs policy committee member and
convenor of the local group, and Deb Stidwell, Jenny
Lonergan, Natasha Gayfer and Stephen Tiley for the
work they do championing reconciliation on the
ground.
Reconciliation and justice for Victoria’s Indigenous
people is unfinished business. The Productivity
Commission’s most recent report entitled Report on
Government Services shows that Aboriginal children
are over-represented in Victoria’s child protection
system, while the gap in participation for Aboriginal
and non-Aboriginal children in preschool education is
almost 18 per cent. I commend the Premier and the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the member for
Sydenham, for establishing the Gathering. As the
minister has noted, governments have done too much
talking and not enough listening.

Rosedale Vintage Retro Festival
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I rise to
congratulate the Rosedale and District Chamber of
Commerce and Industry for another successful
Rosedale Vintage Retro Festival and Show N Shine,
which was held last Sunday. The second festival was a
great success. Stall numbers increased from 44 to 140,
and this year hosted some exponents of lost trades,
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including a penny farthing maker, whom I believe came
from Horsham in the electorate of the member for
Lowan. The crowd was estimated at more than
5000 people throughout the day. Certainly when I went
to the festival with my family it was difficult to get a
park in town anywhere near the market in Rosedale.
Rosedale is a great community, with a young and
vibrant group of people who are really kicking goals
through the work of their chamber of commerce and
through supporting events like this. Community
members were well and truly surprised at the success of
the event last year, but they were well prepared for it
this year. It was a great day for business. On Monday I
called into one of my favourite cafes, Cafe 3847 in
Rosedale, for a coffee, and they were still recovering
after one of their busiest days of the year. We are now
looking forward to the Rosedale Man Cave Market on
6 September, which last year attracted well over
10 000 people, so it will be big again this year.

Sale Mother’s Day Classic
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Since Parliament last sat, I
have had the pleasure of starting and running in the Sale
Mother’s Day Classic run and walk. Hundreds of
people turned out, many of them in pink, to run or walk
the 8 or 4-kilometre circuit at Lake Guthridge,
including many breast cancer survivors, mothers,
children and even dogs. It is a great effort, which raises
funds for the National Breast Cancer Foundation.

Casey Hospital
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Families in
Narre Warren South could not ask for a better state
budget. We have ended four years of neglect and are
getting on with the job of investing in jobs, schools,
hospitals and transport. It is a true Labor budget, a
budget that delivers for families and ensures that, unlike
those opposite, we keep our promises. We have
delivered in full $106.3 million for the much-needed
expansion of Casey Hospital. This massive expansion
will include a new inpatient tower, four new operating
theatres, a new surgery recovery centre and 96 extra
beds, including Casey’s first intensive care unit. This
significant expansion will enable Casey Hospital to
treat 12 000 more patents, conduct 8000 more surgeries
and support 500 more births.
I note that the member for Gembrook, who did not
seem overly concerned about the hospital’s needs when
in government, asked a question of the Treasurer about
the funding provided in the state budget for this vital
project. The Treasurer replied:
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On page 76 of budget paper 3, in table 1.13, under ‘Casey
Hospital expansion’, there it is: the total estimated investment
(TEI) is $106 million, and the note says ‘TEI includes
funding held in contingency pending completion of business
planning and development’. It could not be clearer.

Yet despite this, we have the Leader of the Opposition
scampering out to Casey to have his photo taken with
the member for Gembrook for the local papers,
feigning concern about projects the coalition never
funded in a community it neglected and short-changed,
year after year. It is quite concerning that these two
seem to be either unable to read or extremely
short-sighted as the funding for Casey Hospital is right
there. Labor built Casey Hospital, and I can assure local
families that we are now getting on with expanding it
for our growing local community.

Nuran Zorlu
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
Nuran Zorlu, a Turkish-born Armenian photographer
who currently has an exhibition on display in Queen’s
Hall. The exhibition, A Journey to Armenia, reflects
Armenian architecture from Armenia, Iran and eastern
Turkey. I pay tribute to the Armenian community in
Australia and Gary Keisoglu, who has helped draw the
exhibition together. I commend the exhibition to
members.

Bayley House
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Kate Savage,
who helped convene a fundraiser for Bayley House last
Friday. Bayley House does some great work in the
southern region of Melbourne, providing programs and
accommodation support for people with disabilities,
including those with Down syndrome.

Highett Bowls Club
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Highett
Bowls Club and its members on their innovative
programs to build and strengthen the club during
2015–16. I wish them every success with their work.

Fluker post research project
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Dr Martin
Fluker, who developed the Fluker post research project,
a community environmental monitoring program based
on citizen science, which allows community members
to contribute towards the ongoing care of various
natural environments by taking photographs from fixed
photo points, called Fluker points, and emailing them to
FlukerPost@gmail.com, and having them arranged in
chronological order within a Picasa web album.
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Eltham East Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — On Monday morning I was
lucky enough to present Eltham East Primary School
with a $3000 grant that it received through the
Ride2School program. This money will enable the
school to install new bicycle parking rails, which is just
fantastic. This is a wonderful, active school with the
gorgeous Woodridge Linear Park close by. It is a
wonderful reserve perfect for riding and walking to
school. It was a fantastic way to start my day, listening
to the whole school body display their wonderful voices
through song. There may be some in this place who are
not aware of the exceptional choir the school creates
each year, and has done for decades. It is proudly one
of Australia’s foremost children’s choirs. In 2011, some
may recall, the choir sang at the inauguration of the
previous Victorian Governor, the Honourable Alex
Chernov.
I strongly advise all members in this place to visit the
school, see their fantastic public artworks on display,
such as their new mural celebrating the beauty of
Montsalvat — yet another local treasure that we have in
this electorate — and listen to this magnificent choir.
We have wonderful schools in my electorate, across the
whole electorate, and absolutely fantastic kids. Eltham
East Primary School is a shining example of the
excellence that can be achieved by our public schools
when they have got fantastic staff and a community that
supports them wholeheartedly.

Kew electorate infrastructure funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I condemn the Labor
budget for its inability to fund both Kew High School,
which is a very needy high school in my electorate
requiring a new science centre, and the Kew East
Primary School, which is lacking significant
infrastructure upgrades. It was incredibly disappointing
that both those schools were overlooked in this sham
budget. What is most concerning, though, is that at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
recently the Minister for Planning failed to guarantee
that in his review of neighbourhood residential zones
there would be no loss of amenity in neighbourhood
residential protections in the Kew electorate. This is of
grave concern to the constituents of the Kew electorate
and indeed more broadly across the Boroondara
municipality, as 76 per cent of Boroondara has the
highest level of residential amenity in Victoria. That
amenity is under grave threat from a Labor government
that does not care about the city of Boroondara.
An upgrade of the Chandler Highway bridge has been
promised in this budget, but only $2 million in funding
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has been provided. We have no traffic management
plan, and we have no construction management plan.
One wonders how this project will be constructed in
this electorate without huge problems in the Kew
Junction area and indeed on Princes Street and more
broadly down Power Street and Denmark Street. This
will create traffic chaos, and if it is not well thought
through, it will create havoc across Kew and indeed in
the electorate of Northcote. We want a traffic
management plan, and we want it now.

Greek and Australian war veterans
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I would like to
acknowledge the deep and lasting affection that exists
between Australia and Greece, which was forged
largely by our shared experiences during wartime. It is
not widely known here, but Gallipoli was actually a
part of ancient Greece and was named Kallipolis, or
beautiful city. From the early days at Gallipoli, Greece
hosted troops and medical staff at the nearby island of
Lemnos. Wounded soldiers were treated there and
hundreds of Anzacs who paid the ultimate price now
rest in Greek soil.
The Second World War saw Australians fighting
alongside locals against the invasion of Greece. The
hospitality and warmth provided to Australian troops is
well documented. The battle for Crete resulted in many
Australians being taken prisoner by the Germans in
1941. At huge personal risk, hundreds of troops were
hidden and supported by local families and at the
monastery at Prevelli. This included the first Indigenous
Australian to become a commissioned officer in the
Australian Army, Lieutenant Reg Saunders. Another
was Private Geoffrey Edwards, who escaped prison
with Private Bill McCarrey. Eventually rescued, but
forever thankful, Mr Edwards established a town in
Western Australia and named it Prevelly. Later, with
community support, he built a Greek chapel there. I was
fortunate to visit this chapel recently. It is a poignant
and lasting testament to the Greek-Australian
connection.
Thousands of men and women of Greek birth or
heritage have served with Australian forces and they
have done both countries proud. They are people like
Nicholas Rodakis, Peter Rados, Cleopatra Ioanou,
James Zampelis and Angelo Barbouttis. Australians
and Greeks know of our shared commitment to
democracy and freedom, the battles we have fought and
the blood we have jointly shed to preserve our common
ideals and values.
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Parliament email system
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I have been advised that
next month we will at last all migrate from the archaic,
and in my case deeply unloved, Lotus Notes to
Microsoft Outlook. Recently I attended the Avoca
Anzac Day races. I remind the house how important it
is that Avoca get its third race meeting reinstated. At
the races I sat with the Honourable Joe Helper, my
predecessor in this place and a strong supporter of
racing at Avoca. I happened to mention Lotus Notes
was on the way out. Joe slammed his hand onto his
forehead in disgust. This had been a key piece of
unfinished business for him — and as soon as he had
left this place his fervent desire was being fulfilled. I
wonder if you, Speaker, could arrange for a ceremonial
copy of the disk to be sent to Joe, presumably for him
to burn.

Maryborough Shine On awards
Ms STALEY — I attend many fabulous community
events in Ripon every week. However, last Sunday I
was enormously privileged to attend the Rotary
Southern District 2015 Shine On awards at the
Maryborough Highland Society. The Shine On awards
recognise exceptional volunteering by those with a
disability. Among those recognised were two inspiring
people from the Ripon electorate, Valerie Lorenzi and
Sharni Digby. Like the other awardees from other
regions, Valerie and Sharni volunteer across multiple
organisations and also work and study. Their
community involvement shows there are no barriers to
volunteering. As well as to the awardees, I want to pay
tribute to Maryborough Rotary who hosted this event.

Coburg North Primary School
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to
acknowledge the dedication and vision of the Coburg
North Primary School community. In the seven years
since 2007 the school’s student population has grown
by a staggering 147 per cent, and that is expected to
continue. It is clear that the school has a fabulous parent
community which raises money for the school and
invests in additional facilities and resources to try to
meet the increasing demand.
I recently had the opportunity to introduce the Deputy
Premier, who is also the Minister for Education, to this
school community. Members of the school council and
a team of students delivered an impressive presentation
outlining their strategic vision for the school. Owen,
who is a member of the school council and also an
architect and school planner, delivered a fabulous
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presentation eloquently mapping out the school’s vision
for the future and master plan.
A lot of effort went into preparing for this visit. I would
particularly like to acknowledge the efforts of the
outgoing school council president, Blair Hocking, and
new president, Jo Harrison, as well as principal Helen
Zull and school captains Sayo and Jack. I would like to
acknowledge Signora Jackie, who put on an
enthusiastic musical performance in Italian, and the
families who made biscotti for the Deputy Premier.
They certainly know how to get to an Italian Deputy
Premier’s heart. I congratulate the school community
for a fabulous visit and look forward to continuing to
work with the Coburg North Primary School
community.

Healesville youth centre
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — Last Friday I was
delighted to attend the official opening of The Lounge,
a youth drop-in centre at the Salvation Army
Healesville premises. Congratulations go to Lieutenant
Sarah Eldridge for her part in bringing the centre to
fruition. Sarah, in her typical style, underplays her role
and influence. Presented with the opportunity to work
with students at Healesville High School following the
fires, Sarah engaged with students who required a little
bit extra. She oozes warmth, caring and passion and
possesses the wonderful gift of being able to understand
and respond to those in need. At the same time she was
able to identify gaps in what was available to young
people locally. Having identified the need, Sarah was
able to secure funding through the Salvation Army so
that its ageing hall could to be transformed into a
wonderful youth hangout. I was impressed by the
number of young people who actively assisted in the
transformation process.
I was also inspired and touched by the young people
who spoke about what the Salvation Army means to
them. Eliza Owen’s passion for the project was evident,
even if she feels she will never lift another paintbrush.
It is pleasing to see she has been appointed to the role
of youth transitional worker with the Salvation Army
for the coming year. Rhyannon Dixon spoke openly
and honestly about the lows in her life and the hope she
now has as a result of her involvement with the
Salvation Army. She told me of her desire to undertake
a make-up course, and I wish her all the best. Meaghan
Beales, Daniel Garth and year 9 student Sarah Martin
are each to be commended for their addresses; public
speaking is not easy. I look forward to dropping in on
the odd occasion to chat with the kids who are just
hanging out, and I am so pleased to know that the Red
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Shield Appeal has some great future volunteers in
Healesville.

Jill Bilston
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise
today to pay tribute to an outstanding community
advocate for the arts from Melbourne’s west. Jill
Bilston is the unstoppable centre manager of the Louis
Joel Arts and Community Centre, and through her work
she has made a spectacular contribution to the vibrancy
of life in Melbourne’s west. Jill is retiring this week
from the Louis Joel centre, having managed it since its
infancy, and though a break is well earnt, she will be
sadly missed.
The Louis Joel centre was formed in 1997 through the
hard work of the Hobsons Bay Community
Advancement Co-operative, which campaigned
tirelessly to preserve the site of the former Altona
hospital for the use of the local community. Jill has
overseen much growth and change at the centre,
managing renovations and expansions along with
countless gallery exhibitions and community meetings.
I have no doubt that without Jill’s tenacity and
commitment, the Louis Joel centre would not be half
what it is today. Her contribution is immeasurable.
Jill’s passion and hard work has impacted on many in
our community, and its impact has spread across the
world. In 2012 Jill travelled with other members of the
Louis Joel centre to Bwindi in Uganda. Working with a
local co-operative, they set up the Bwindi sewing
project, teaching sewing skills and producing items to
be sold in Australia. This project has helped to socially
and economically empower the women of Bwindi and
provided funds for power and water to be connected to
the Bwindi community centre. Jill is a champion of the
arts, of the community and of Melbourne’s west. We
will miss her, and I thank her for her fantastic
contribution.

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Membership
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! The Speaker has received the resignation of
Mr Battin from the Environment, Natural Resources
and Regional Development Committee effective from
today.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise for what is my first statement on a committee report
in this Parliament and to refer to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC) report entitled
2015–16 Budget Estimates Hearings Alert Report,
which was tabled by the chair about half an hour ago.
This is obviously the first report of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee in the 58th Parliament. This
year the committee celebrates 120 years as a committee
of this Parliament; its early predecessor was of course
the Public Accounts Committee, which later had the
estimates process added to it.
This report is very much about the estimates process,
with 50-plus hours of hearings — I think it is 54 or
55 hours we are up to now — over 10 days. Some of it
is fairly intense, some of it is fairly acrimonious, but
thankfully despite all of that the members of the
committee are all still talking to one another, which is
always helpful because we are now at a point where we
must engage in substantive deliberations and present
the final report.
As members will note, this is a very brief report. The
first PAEC report that I saw from estimates was about
the size of a phone book, because that included all of
the transcript of the hearings, whereas this is more in
the format favoured by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, an alert report. This is a slim
volume of 24 pages in total, but it does provide a
summary of the hearings and a summary of who was
there.
If members are seeking to refer to this report solely in
their preparation for the forthcoming budget debate,
they should also be aware that most of the transcripts
are now up on the committee’s website. There may be
some delays because of course transcripts require
verification, but most are there, as are most of the
presentations that were produced for the committee.
That is a valuable resource if you are wanting to dig
more deeply into a particular portfolio; those
presentations are often a useful reference.
I wish to acknowledge all members of the committee.
As I mentioned, we are still talking to one another, and
we managed I think to work together to achieve what
we needed to do individually but also to achieve what
the committee needed to do, and that was to pursue the
facts. I particularly acknowledge the support and the
efforts of the member for Gippsland South,
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Mr O’Brien, and the member for Kew, Mr Smith, both
of whom were first-time members of the committee and
provided great support to me. This is now my fifth set
of hearings, and it is probably one too many at least —
or probably five too many if the truth be known.
Certainly they provided great support, and they have I
think both developed in the role, so I thank them for
their work.
There were some challenges to this inquiry. The
committee was very, very late in being formed. If you
go back and look at previous parliaments, PAEC was
generally formed within a couple of months of the
election. This committee was not formed until April, so
the departmental questionnaires were not able to go out,
and that was a significant impediment to effective
questioning of ministers and the pursuit of issues with
the departments. We simply did not have that
information in front of us. Those questionnaires will of
course be available for consideration as we prepare the
report, but they will not be available for members in the
coming budget debate.
There were also some issues as a consequence of that
late formation with the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office and its ability to progress its inquiries, but that is
a separate issue to the estimates process. The
deliberations were also of course complicated by the
extensive machinery of government changes. They are
entirely reasonable and justified from the government’s
point of view, but it does complicate the process. The
report before the house provides a good guide to the
changes that have been made with regard to machinery
of government.
I will conclude by thanking particularly the committee
staff, Valerie Cheong and her team, and Hansard and
security for their support during the hearings.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I too am
pleased to rise on the budget estimates hearings alert
report, and I endorse the comments that the member for
Mornington has made. As a new member of Parliament
and a new member of the committee, this was also a
great opportunity for me to learn more about the
government process and to get an insight into Labor’s
thinking on the budget, as well as to get a, shall we say,
helicopter view of government and everything that
occurs throughout the very many different portfolios.
From a budget perspective clearly I had an eye on my
own electorate of Gippsland South. I guess there were
mixed results in the budget and also through the
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estimates hearings. We were very happy to receive the
funding for the completion of the construction of Sale
Specialist School and were also pleased to receive — I
think the minister has just left the chamber —
confirmation that one of the ambulance stations to be
upgraded will be the Sale ambulance station. Certainly
that is needed. However, on the downside there was
nothing for upgrades for the Korumburra and
Leongatha secondary colleges. We discovered that the
Macalister Irrigation District 2030 project is not funded.
Indeed the minister told us that a business case was not
provided to the government ahead of the budget, which
was somewhat concerning and a little bit surprising.
Members were also able to quiz a minister on the
Gippsland Lakes Environment Fund, which was funded
for one year at the last minute, but it has not been
funded beyond that. Indeed on a number of occasions
throughout the hearings, in response to our questioning
on why there was only one year of funding, ministers
said, ‘That will be in next year’s budget. That is why
we have a budget every year’. As we pointed out at the
time, there is a four-year budget cycle for very good
reason, and we will be watching those items very
carefully next year to see whether funding is provided
for them.
It was also disappointing to note that there is no funding
for the northern towns water project in my electorate to
shore up the water supplies for Korumburra, Nyora,
Loch and Poowong. Overall the hearings also revealed
this is a fairly poor budget for rural and regional
Victoria. Just 1.7 per cent of the capital spend in the
health budget has gone to regional hospitals, and that is
just for one regional hospital, in Ballarat — just one.
Few schools have been funded at the edges of the state,
in the north-west and the east. Most concerning for all
of country Victoria, but particularly for my electorate of
Gippsland South, are the 10 per cent cut in road
maintenance and the axing of the country roads and
bridges program. The minister could not even identify
where the so-called $1 billion over eight years for
country roads was in the budget. I suspect that is simply
because it is not there. That is very concerning.
One of the biggest revelations for me in the hearings
was the evidence of the Minister for Training and
Skills, who, whilst promoting some of the funding from
the TAFE Rescue Fund, had to acknowledge that in
fact, after all its complaining about TAFE and the
vocational and education training sector under the
previous government, this government is providing
exactly the same amount of funding for subsidies this
year — that is, $1.2 billion and not a single extra dollar.
And the targets showed not one single extra trainee to
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be trained, which is just extraordinary after all we have
heard from the government.

Mr T. SMITH — Yes, I do. She drove us all mad,
but she was there to do a job and she did it well.

The hearing process was good. I was disappointed as a
new member to see some things. The government
promised to remove Dorothy Dixers from Parliament,
but this time around in the committee process
government members continued to ask Dorothy Dixers,
and it took up a lot of time. Indeed the first question
from the chair each time was about the government’s
priorities, which the minister had almost invariably just
gone through in great detail in their presentation, so we
did waste a lot of time. I look forward to moving next
year to more of a Senate-style estimates process. That
will be much more beneficial for the Parliament
generally.

The serious point is that we had to endure a 10-minute
presentation from the minister and then a Dorothy
Dixer from the member for Essendon, which frankly
went on for hours. It was pretty embarrassing when you
had ministers there who frankly had no idea what they
were talking about reading lengthy answers. The
Treasurer actually did not. The Treasurer’s performance
was quite reasonable, I must say — he is here today.

However, I would like to thank my colleagues. There
was good camaraderie on the committee, despite some
more robust moments, as the member for Mornington
has alluded to. I would particularly like to thank
Ms Shing for her 600-plus points of order throughout
the hearings — you could almost time it by your watch
when Ms Shing was going to jump to her feet,
metaphorically speaking, and raise points of order —
and for her lashings of mock outrage, which the
member for Kew and I both enjoyed. I thank the chair,
the member for Essendon, for being mostly fair in his
deliberations. I also thank the member for Mornington
on our behalf for his wise counsel and guidance to all of
us.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my pleasure to rise to
speak on the tabling of the initial Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report for this financial year and
to pay tribute to my coalition colleagues on the
committee, the members for Mornington and Gippsland
South, who did an outstanding job in trying
circumstances. They had to put up with me for two
weeks straight, which is no mean feat.
I thank the member for Mornington in particular for his
guidance and wise counsel — particularly after I
thumped the table on a number of occasions and he
reminded me of what it did to the eardrums of the
Hansard reporters. I also wish to place on the record my
genuine thanks to the Labor members on the
committee: the member for Oakleigh, the member for
Essendon, and the member for Eltham, and in particular
a member for Eastern Victoria Region in the other
place, Ms Shing, who drove us all mad.
Ms Ward — You loved her.

One of the highlights for me was when the Treasurer
was batting on about how Labor members, the great
economic managers, brought a AAA credit rating to
Victoria. I made the observation, ‘Treasurer, didn’t you
bankrupt the joint almost 20 years ago?’. They did; but
he then piped up and said, ‘Were you even born then,
member for Kew?’. I said, ‘I was actually, Treasurer. I
was born, thank you, and I remember it very well’.
There I was enjoying the banter with the Treasurer of
Victoria — and they did bankrupt Victoria. I just want
to get that on the record: they did, and shame on them.
There were some other outstanding performances at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings.
The Minister for Youth Affairs had no idea what the
youth unemployment rate was. I am the youngest
member of the parliamentary Liberal Party, and it
concerned me greatly that Ms Mikakos had absolutely
no idea what the youth unemployment rate was. The
poor thing looked like a stunned mullet. Every time we
asked her, ‘What’s the youth unemployment rate?’, the
poor thing had not the foggiest idea. The officials were
all looking up the budget papers, saying, ‘Where is it?
Where is it?’. They had no idea. The officials did not
know. She did not know. It was really disappointing.
They could not google it.
Now to Mr Jennings, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, who is the
Cardinal Wolsey of this government. You would think
the Special Minister of State could tell you how much
the machinery of government changes had cost the
taxpayer. He had no idea — or if he did know, he
would not tell us. Cardinal Wolsey would not tell us
how much his mob’s changes have cost us all. He could
not name the cost. It was really disappointing, because I
would have thought that a key role of the public
accounts committee is to get an understanding of the
sweeping changes that have occurred within the public
sector from 1 January this year. They are sweeping
changes. They are the biggest in a decade — I think
that is correct. Quite frankly, Cardinal Wolsey did not
answer the question — or he could not answer the
question.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I ask the member for Kew to refer to members
in this house and the other house by their proper names.
Mr T. SMITH — I apologise, Acting Speaker. The
Special Minister of State would not answer the
question, which was quite disappointing given that he is
running the government. Anyway, that is another
matter.
Police are another issue that we touched upon at length.
The Minister for Police would not indicate how many
new police officers would be brought on by this new
government. I was not even convinced that police
numbers would grow in conjunction with population
growth, which is profoundly concerning to us on this
side of the house. There are 15 new police in one small
community of Victoria. We stand for increasing police
numbers across Victoria to protect the Victorian
community.
That is only a brief snapshot of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearings for this year, and I look
forward to further hearings.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I welcome the
opportunity to comment on this first report in this
Parliament of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC). PAEC is a very valuable and
longstanding committee of the Parliament. I have had
the privilege to serve on the committee and its
predecessor, the Economic and Budget Review
Committee, at various times in previous years.
I have always valued the constructive approach that
members of the committee across parties have
generally taken towards the work of the committee and
the importance of the committee’s scrutiny of
government expenditure, holding governments of all
persuasions to account and keeping the public informed
as to how the government is acquitting its
responsibilities and about the dynamics of the budget.
I have to say I was appalled and disappointed by my
observation of the committee’s performance during this
year’s hearing. Members of the committee who have
spoken this morning have been generally restrained and
complimentary of other members. Having sat in on the
committee during the hearings relating to the industrial
relations portfolio, I was aghast at the amount of
filibustering, interjection and time wasting that
government members of the committee took part in. It
was a quantum change from my experience of the
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committee in previous years, regardless of who was in
government. Frankly, it was a quite blatant attempt to
shut down and gag the committee’s scrutiny of the
government’s conduct.
I was particularly keen to hear, during the half-hour that
was allotted to the industrial relations portfolio, the
minister discuss the crucial question of the
government’s relationship with the union movement
and the implications that has for the estimates and for
projected wage costs. It was important to have the
Minister for Industrial Relations, who has now taken on
responsibility for wages policy, put on the record and
explain to the committee and to the community the new
government’s policy. However, instead of hearing any
explanation from her on the subject, the filibustering
over that half-hour period made it impossible for any
information to be obtained. Instead we have to rely on
what the Treasurer had to say to the committee earlier
in the process, which at least was an attempt to put
something on the public record about that issue.
The other aspect that arises out of the committee’s
report that has just been tabled is it rightly gives
attention to the substantial machinery of overnment
changes that have taken place under this government. I
certainly hope future reports by the committee will
examine this issue in further detail because there have
been some significant changes that have not been fully
scrutinised or justified on the public record so far. I will
mention briefly two of those, the first of which is the
decision to combine the Department of Health and the
Department of Human Services.
Those two departments were established separately
under a former Labor government for good reason —
that is, to allow a proper focus in the area of human
services on important issues such as child protection,
for which the Department of Human Services had
responsibility, and to avoid those issues being swamped
by the numerically, in expenditure terms, larger
responsibilities of health. For no clear reason those two
departments, which had continued separately under the
previous government, were recombined. The cost and,
even more significantly, the consequences in terms of
service delivery for the former human services areas of
responsibility need to be examined and further reported
on by PAEC.
The other area which has not been probed in the public
arena relates to some of the responsibilities that have
been moved from the Department of Treasury and
Finance to the Department of Premier and Cabinet,
which are identified at page 5 of the report.
Responsibilities relating to infrastructure planning, for
example, have been taken away from the Department of
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Treasury and Finance and moved to the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. Even more striking, the
responsibility for the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission has been removed from the
Department of Treasury and Finance and transferred to
the Department of Premier and Cabinet, again for no
apparent reason, stripping the Treasurer of an important
role that treasurers previously exercised. I certainly
hope subsequent reports of the committee will follow
up on such issues that have been identified in this first
report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the report by the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) tabled this morning. The
committee is a feature of our parliamentary system, and
I congratulate the committee for going about its work,
albeit in difficult circumstances. Having read some of
the transcript, I support the comments of the member
for Gippsland South concerning Dorothy Dixers. We
could probably learn a lot more about the machinery of
government and the budget if Dorothy Dixers were
dispensed with and we got down to the business of
finding out the truth of the matter on so many things.
This PAEC report highlighted to me that this is a
budget that is not about regional Victoria — or if it is,
regional Victoria has been defined as ending at Ballarat
and Bendigo in the north, and that is not acceptable.
Agriculture spending is down 11.9 per cent, and I note
that the Minister for Agriculture was quizzed on a
number of these issues. I make the point that the value
of agriculture to Victoria’s economy is growing and is
significant. To cut spending on agriculture is not in the
interests of Victoria. I will give members an example of
the impact of the budget.
The almond industry is one of Victoria’s great
horticultural success stories; 70 per cent of Australia’s
almonds are grown in Victoria and they represent an
industry worth over $500 million. For the last year the
almond industry has been saying that it is time for the
establishment of an almond centre of excellence. The
negotiations were well underway for it to be established
in Mildura, but because of that budget cut it has slipped
through the fingers of Victoria and has gone to South
Australia, where 30 per cent of almonds are grown and
where most of the almond research will be done. I am
concerned that in the long term that will not be in
Victoria’s interest.
What stood out in the transcript of the session on
regional development was the minister’s claim that,
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while 2.9 per cent of the infrastructure spend is for
regional Victoria, part of the Melbourne Metro rail cost
could be attributed to regional Victoria. It is really
drawing a long bow to say that a tunnel through the
middle of Melbourne is a part of regional Victoria’s
infrastructure. I think that will astound people in
regional Victoria. If and when that project happens, we
will be staggered to see any of the money for that
project attributed to regional Victoria.
On rail, the Murray Basin rail project was discussed at
some length during the PAEC hearings. At this stage I
think there are some concerns about the project. The
government has committed to it, and the coalition made
provision for it through the sale of the Rural Finance
Corporation, which was sold for in excess of
$400 million to provide a benefit to regional Victoria.
The premier project is the Murray Basin rail project,
and the current government has committed to that
project. However, in the budget we find there is
provision for $30 million for maintenance and a lot of
references to government completing the project, but
we do not have that comfort of it being in the forward
estimates. That means we will have to wait until next
year’s budget and next year’s PAEC hearings to probe
this issue in more detail.
Ken Wakefield was mentioned in the transcript. Ken
operates a horticultural express out of Mildura to
Melbourne three nights a week for containerised
produce, which includes some of that $500 million
worth of almonds along with citrus, table grapes,
cottonseed, grain and just about everything else that
happens to be grown within 100 kilometres of Mildura.
Ken, too, is concerned about the future of this project.
He is extremely supportive of the project, and I know
he is very keen to engage with government to see the
project completed. It is vitally important to Mildura’s
future to have horticultural produce moved effectively
and efficiently from Mildura to the port of Melbourne
and then overseas.
I am also concerned about rural roads. There has been
talk of $1 billion for rural roads, but when the minister
was questioned on that, he could not point to it in the
budget. That is of great concern to people who know
how important roads are to country Victoria. The
government has spruiked the fact that money is
available, but when the question was asked the finger
could not point to where it will come from. That shows
the value of PAEC — to bring into clear view what can
and cannot be promised.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise this morning to make a very brief contribution on
the first report of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) in this the 58th Parliament. The
report entitled 2015–16 Budget Estimates Hearings
Alert Report was tabled in this place this morning.
Essentially the report provides a summary of the public
hearings that took place in the middle two weeks of the
month of May.
I will start by congratulating all the members of the
committee, the staff of the committee, the Hansard staff
and others who were involved in accommodating the
public hearings that went for those two weeks in May
on the great job they did. I came in on a few occasions
to see different witnesses giving evidence and at other
times in the comfort of my own office I listened with
great interest to a number of the ministers’
contributions and to the questioning of those ministers.
Having served on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee for the four years of the last Parliament, I
understand the enormous amount of work that is
involved, particularly during the month of May when
all the members of that committee, as well as the staff
and others involved in the hearings, spend the whole
month in the Parliament building, with two weeks of
sittings and two weeks of public hearings. It is no mean
feat for them to come in and diligently go about their
duties during the course of those public hearings.
As I said, it was interesting to observe from afar this
time the questions asked of the ministers and the
answers — or the non-answers in many cases — given
by them, and to see the amount of work that had gone
into the preparation of those questions. It was also
interesting to hear more information in relation to
various budget matters as they arose. Disappointingly
for me there was very little in the state budget for my
electorate of Forest Hill, and it is also likely very little
will come out for Forest Hill in the future. That is a
disappointment, and other members on this side of the
house share that view as well.
In relation to the process, to me as an independent
observer this year, observing from afar as well as when
I was in the room, it seemed to be a little less
professional than it had been during the last Parliament
when it was under the great stewardship and
chairmanship of my colleague the member for
Mornington. I suppose everyone was finding their feet,
but the level of interjections was extraordinary. In my
view it did not enable the hearings to flow all that well,
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and ministers were interrupted on a continual basis,
meaning they were not able to answer fully some of the
questions put to them. That is disappointing. We can
harken back to last year’s hearings, I think it was, when
one member of the committee, the then member for
Lyndhurst, now the Attorney-General, told the
committee adamantly that a series of reforms would be
made by a future Labor government in relation to how
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee public
hearings would be held. Of course none of those have
happened. Among the key things he was saying, if I
recall correctly, was that there would be no Dorothy
Dixers, that departmental officials would be able to be
directly quizzed and that there would be all these
so-called initiatives — none of which have transpired.
It will be interesting for us as a Parliament and certainly
for PAEC to see whether these improvements are made
in the future. There will be lots of budget hearings, but I
certainly will not be holding my breath. Nevertheless I
congratulate the PAEC members and commend the
report.

DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Delivering
Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015 (bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The primary purposes of the bill are to authorise and facilitate
the leasing of land and disposal of other assets of the Port of
Melbourne Corporation to a private sector entity and to
amend existing legislation to provide for an appropriate
regulatory regime for the port of Melbourne.
Specifically, the bill (clause 131) inserts a new part 5C
(Regulation of activities in the port of Melbourne) which is
comprised of sections 88X to 88ZO in the Port Management
Act 1995, which provides:
a port operator directions regime authorising the port of
Melbourne operator to issue directions that regulate or
prohibit certain activities in the leased port of Melbourne
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land for the purpose of maintaining or improving safety
and security at the port;
an information gathering regime authorising the port of
Melbourne operator to issue directions requiring
specified persons to provide relevant information for
allowable purposes.
For the purposes of this statement of compatibility, all
references to ‘port’ are references to ‘leased port of
Melbourne land’ as defined in the bill (see clause 78).
Human rights issues
Freedom of movement and right to liberty and security
Freedom of movement under section 12 of the charter
provides that every person has the right to move freely within
Victoria. The right to liberty and security under section 21 of
the charter provides that a person must not be deprived of
their liberty except on grounds and in accordance with
procedures established by law.
Section 12 (freedom of movement) and section 21 (right to
liberty and security) of the charter may be engaged by the
operation of the bill (section 88Y) which empowers the port
of Melbourne operator to issue directions regulating or
prohibiting activities such as the driving, stopping and
parking of vehicles, the movement, handling or storage of
goods and any activity that may pose a risk to safety or
security on the port.
The port of Melbourne operator may enforce compliance with
a port operator direction by removing from the port any
person who is contravening the direction.
The power to remove a person from the port does not
authorise the port of Melbourne operator to detain or hold
individuals for any length of time. In addition, compliance
with a port operator direction is not mandatory where
compliance would result in the person contravening a
requirement imposed by or under an act.
The underlying purpose of this power is to maintain or
improve safety and security at the port. Any interference with
people’s freedom of movement or liberty and security is
carefully balanced against the important purpose of
minimising safety and security risks to persons on the port.
Access by members of the public to the port is limited,
therefore the degree to which these rights may be engaged
will be minimal in any event.
To the extent that an individual person might be temporarily
deprived of his or her liberty when being removed from the
port, the bill provides that such enforcement action must be
on reasonable grounds, and in accordance with procedures
established under the bill.
For these reasons, I consider any interference with a person’s
freedom of movement and right to liberty and security to be
reasonable in the circumstances.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
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Clause 131 of bill (section 88ZD) provides the port of
Melbourne operator and its authorised officers with powers of
entry at the port at any time to ascertain whether a direction
has been complied with or contravened or to do anything that
the operator is authorised to do to enforce compliance with a
port operator direction.
Entry powers exercised properly and with authorisation, will
be crucial to the performance of the functions of the port of
Melbourne operator and its authorised officers to ensure the
safety and security of persons and activities at the port is
maintained and improved.
In practice, the exercise of the power to enter will be limited
to non-residential premises at the port, and the degree to
which the premises, and the things kept there, can be said to
raise an expectation of personal privacy or property is
minimal, especially in the regulatory context.
In addition, the bill provides an accountability and
transparency safeguard that any exercise of the entry power
by the port of Melbourne operator is a matter which is
reportable to the minister within three months after the end of
each six-month period ending on 30 June or 31 December,
beginning the year 2015 (section 88ZG). Publication of
reportable matters must not include information that identifies
a person (or is likely to lead to the identification of a person)
who has contravened a port operator direction
(section 88ZH).
Authorised officers must also carry and produce identity cards
before exercising their powers or if asked to do so by a person
(section 88ZO).
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s privacy or
property to be interfered with, which is likely to be minimal, I
consider this limitation to be reasonable in the circumstances
as it is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Lastly, clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZI) authorises the port
of Melbourne operator to issue information directions
requiring specified port users to provide relevant information
for allowable purposes which does not include or relate to
personal information. Accordingly, the right to privacy is not
engaged in this context.
Right to property
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property otherwise than in accordance with
the law.
Clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZA) engages the right to
property in section 20 of the charter because the port of
Melbourne operator is empowered to enforce compliance
with a port operator direction by removing from or moving
within the port any vehicle that is stopped or parked and any
goods stored in contravention of the direction. The power
includes the power to place the vehicle or goods in secure
storage pending return of the vehicle or goods to their owner.
The Port of Management Act 1995 also provides important
safeguards regarding people’s property, including that all
reasonable enquiries must be made to establish the identity or
location of the owner of vehicles or goods (including
advertising) and the owner must be compensated if the
vehicle or goods are disposed of.
Given access to the port by members of the public is limited,
the degree to which vehicles or goods on the port can be said

DELIVERING VICTORIAN INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION) BILL 2015
1570

ASSEMBLY

to raise an expectation of personal property is minimal,
especially in the regulatory context.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s property to
be interfered with in this context, I consider that as the bill
clearly prescribes the circumstances in which vehicles or
goods can be removed and securely stored, any deprivation of
property is not unlawful.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZK) provides that it is an
offence for a person, without reasonable excuse, to fail to
comply with an information direction given to the person
under division 3 of part 8 of the bill.
This provision enables a person who has a reasonable excuse
to escape liability for what would otherwise be unlawful
conduct and operates as a protection against the strict
operation of the obligation to comply with an information
direction. Consequently, the reasonable excuse exception
provides a safeguard against an inappropriate application of
the offence.
Where an accused wishes to rely on a reasonable excuse to
avoid liability they will need to present or point to evidence
that suggests a reasonable possibility of its existence.
However, the provision does not transfer the legal burden of
proof to the accused. Once an accused has pointed to such
evidence, the prosecution will be required to prove there was
no reasonable excuse.
An evidential onus on a defendant to raise a defence does not
usually limit the presumption of innocence. For these reasons,
I consider that the placing of an evidentiary burden on a
person is not likely to constitute a limit on the right in
section 25(1) of the charter.
Further, even if this were found to limit the right, the
limitation would likely be reasonable and justifiable under
section 7(2) of the charter, because there are no less restrictive
means available to the port of Melbourne operator to obtain
information for the allowable purposes under the bill.
Right to protection against self-incrimination and right to fair
trial
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. This is also an aspect of the right to a fair trial protected
by section 24 of the charter which provides that a person
charged with a criminal offence or a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
In my view, the right to a fair hearing is not engaged in
relation to directions given by the port of Melbourne operator
to a person under the bill. Nevertheless, this right is relevant
to clauses of the bill relating to the subsequent use of
information obtained under a direction to provide
information.
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The bill authorises the port of Melbourne operator to issue
information directions requiring specified persons to provide
relevant information that the port of Melbourne operator
reasonably requires for allowable purposes, including
monitoring compliance with port operator directions,
determining liability for wharfage and channel fees,
compiling statistics and coordinating communication at the
port (relevant information). The specified persons are a
limited number, and comprise masters of vessels berthing at
the port, shipping agents, consignors or consignees for goods
shipped to, from or within the port and operators of
stevedoring or other facilities at the port.
As previously stated, it is an offence for a person, without
reasonable excuse, to fail to comply with an information
direction given to the person under division 3 of part 8 of the
bill.
The information gathering regime is an important feature of
the bill, especially in the regulatory context, because it
provides the port of Melbourne operator with appropriate
powers to obtain relevant information it reasonably requires
for the effective operation and management of the port. The
requirement to provide relevant information is unlikely to be
onerous for specified persons as they are likely to hold such
information in conducting their commercial and/or business
activities at the port.
Division 3 of part 8 of the bill does not expressly abrogate the
common law privilege against self-incrimination therefore not
complying with an information direction on the basis that it
may incriminate a person could be considered to be a
reasonable excuse.
The extent to which compliance with an information direction
may lead to self-incrimination is likely to be minimal because
the type of information specified persons may be required to
provide to the port of Melbourne operator will be business or
commercial in nature. In this context, the bill provides that a
duty of confidentiality is not a reasonable excuse for failure to
comply with an information direction (section 88ZK(2)).
The restriction of the duty of confidentiality (which intended
to be confined to its common law meaning) is balanced by
section 88ZK(4) which provides that the provision of
information that would otherwise constitute a breach of a duty
of confidentiality does not constitute such a breach if the
information is provided in compliance with an information
direction.
The port of Melbourne operator is authorised to use and
disclose information provided to it in compliance with an
information direction for any allowable purpose for which it
is authorised to require the information (section 88ZJ).
Accordingly, the bill ensures that the use of the information is
confined to the regulatory context in which it is obtained.
As previously stated, information directions requiring
specified persons to provide relevant information for
allowable purposes does not include or relate to personal
information. Therefore the right to privacy in not engaged in
this context.
The measures outlined above limit any possible disadvantage
to a specified person who may be required to provide relevant
information to the port of Melbourne operator. The bill seeks
to balance the need for the port of Melbourne operator to use
and disclose relevant information in connection with the
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operation and management of the port and the need to protect
the rights of individuals who provide relevant information. I
consider that there is no less restrictive means available to
ensure this balance.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s right to
protection against self-incrimination and right to fair trial to
be limited in compliance with an information direction, which
is likely to be minimal, I consider that this is reasonable and
justified.
Conclusion
For the reasons set out above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the human rights set out in the charter.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

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

Introduction
In opposition, Labor made clear our commitment to a
plan to transform our public transport system, reduce
road congestion and create thousands of jobs.
Central to this plan is removing our 50 worst level
crossings, building Melbourne Metro and relieving
pressure on the West Gate Bridge.
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The leaseholder is expected to deliver efficiencies,
boost competitiveness and ensure future development
of the port is not compromised — reinforcing
Victoria’s position as the freight and logistics capital of
Australia.
It’s about making the port even better.
Speaker, the bill clearly articulates the most important
objectives of this transaction:
regulating PoM to ensure it continues to operate
competitively and efficiently to support Victoria’s
freight and logistics network;
requiring that the transaction delivers the optimal
overall long-term economic benefit to Victorians and
Victorian businesses;
treating employees fairly and equitably;
maximising the financial return to the state from the
transaction within overall policy settings, while
minimising the ongoing financial risks and liabilities
to the state;
ensuring that appropriate activities, including
marine, environmental and safety functions, remain
with the state and are managed in an efficient
manner;

These projects will create thousands of jobs and get
Victorians home safer and sooner.

completing the transaction efficiently with
appropriate probity, transparency and accountability
standards;

We said we would support removing the 50 worst level
crossings by leasing the Port of Melbourne’s
operations.

securing Victoria’s role as the freight and logistics
capital of Australia.

Now we’re getting on with it.

The Victorian Transport Fund (VTF)

The bill

Speaker, this bill guarantees a direct benefit for
Victoria’s transport system through the 50-year lease
transaction.

The Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of
Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015 delivers on
Labor’s election commitments.

Lease proceeds will go to the Victorian Transport Fund.

The bill authorises and facilitates leasing land and
disposing of other assets of the Port of Melbourne
Corporation and transferring operation and regulation
of services as a result.

This fund will be established to support projects like
removing our 50 worst level crossings, building
Melbourne Metro, the West Gate distributor and other
important transport initiatives.

The 50-year lease is for the port’s commercial
operations only.

It will also support projects that help relieve traffic
congestion and improve access to the port.

The Victorian and commonwealth governments will
retain responsibility for regulating the port’s safety,
security and environment functions.

The Victorian government will work with the
leaseholder to manage traffic around the port.
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We are already working to take 5000 trucks off the
West Gate Bridge every day, with $40 million provided
in the 2015–16 budget to widen Whitehall Street and
strengthen Shepherd Bridge.
Most importantly, the lease proceeds being paid
up-front means we can remove our 50 worst level
crossings and protect our AAA credit rating.
Removing level crossings will relieve traffic congestion
and create thousands of construction jobs.
It’s a boost for jobs, industry, our transport system, and
it protects our AAA credit rating.
At the same time, it’s a great example of asset
recycling — allowing us to unlock billions of dollars
from the port lease to plan and build vital transport
infrastructure.
Victoria will be eligible for the commonwealth
government’s asset recycling initiative, which provides
financial incentives for jurisdictions to divest assets so
the proceeds can bring forward the funding of new,
productive infrastructure.
I am pleased to say this is one thing the federal
Treasurer and I agree on.
The lease
The port of Melbourne is the biggest container and
cargo port in the country, visited by more than
3000 ships each year. Victorians are rightly proud of it.
Under the lease terms, only the port’s commercial
operations are to be leased.
The Victorian and commonwealth governments retain
responsibility for regulating the port’s safety, security
and environmental functions. Existing statutory
planning standards will continue to apply.
The state will continue to be responsible for the harbour
master, safe navigation in Port Phillip Bay, dangerous
goods oversight, waterside emergency management,
marine pollution response and towage regulation.
The lease is structured to make our port even better,
increasing efficiencies, competitiveness and
innovations.
The leaseholder will be obliged to maintain the port
during the lease term so it is returned to public hands in
good working order.
Public access to walkways and bike paths for locals’,
visitors’ and neighbours’ use will be maintained.

Wednesday, 27 May 2015

The iconic Station Pier will remain in public hands.
Victoria’s independent economic regulator, the
Essential Services Commission, will oversee a
strengthened pricing structure for port users. Annual
tariff increases will be capped at CPI for at least
15 years to protect Victorian producers, manufacturers,
other exporters and importers, and consumers.
The lease will help maintain Victoria’s position as the
freight and logistics capital of Australia — good news
for producers and manufacturers who export all over
the world, and consumers who want affordable
products.
I also welcome the Port of Melbourne Corporation’s
decision to enhance its export price competitiveness by
freezing loaded international container export charges
in 2015–16 and recommending a progressive 2.5 per
cent price reduction for these export charges for the
four years thereafter.
Government will give effect to the regulatory pricing
framework, including the CPI price cap and the Port of
Melbourne Corporation’s recommended four-year
loaded international container export charge reduction
via the pricing order.
The people
The people who work at the Port of Melbourne
Corporation are an integral part of its success.
As part of the lease process, Port of Melbourne
employees will be treated fairly and equitably.
PoMC employees covered by the enterprise agreement
who transfer to the leaseholder will do so on a
voluntary basis.
This bill protects continuity of service and entitlements
and provides an employment guarantee period of two
years from the date of transfer for permanent staff
transferring to the leaseholder.
Transferring staff will be offered no less favourable
terms of employment.
The future
The lease for the port’s operations will be welcomed by
the market and give Victorians the best financial
outcome to support removing our 50 worst level
crossings and other transport projects.
A 50-year lease will allow the leaseholder to plan for
the investment needed to maintain and improve the
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port. Importantly, these costs will be met by the
leaseholder, not Victorian taxpayers.
It also gives the Victorian government the ability to
plan for the future and consider options for a second
major port.
Conclusion
When this house concludes its deliberations on the bill,
it will pass to our colleagues in the Legislative Council.
There, it too will be enthusiastically debated.
It should be debated — and it should be passed as soon
as possible. This will allow the government to secure
real value and assure the investment community of the
preservation of the pre-election consensus on this
matter. The Andrews Labor government was elected on
a platform to lease the Port of Melbourne’s operations,
remove our 50 worst level crossings, fix our transport
system and create thousands of jobs in the process.
We made this commitment a full year before the last
election, a policy which the former government quickly
copied.
This was a position supported by the previous
government because it was a great policy then, and it’s
a great policy now.
We look forward to continued bipartisan support, and to
persuading others that we simply can’t afford to wait
another minute to start transforming Victoria’s transport
system.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Croydon).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 24 June.

JUDICIAL ENTITLEMENTS BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (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’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Judicial
Entitlements Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Judicial Entitlements Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview
The bill will modernise the processes and structures for
determining salaries, allowances and conditions of service for
judicial officers in a manner that recognises and maintains
judicial independence.
While the underlying framework for determining judicial
salaries and non-salary entitlements will be preserved, the bill
will update the framework, fill legislative gaps, remove
redundant provisions, and increase transparency.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent, and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
The bill protects and enhances judicial independence by
providing a more comprehensive and transparent process for
the determination of judicial salaries, allowances, and
conditions of service.
Adequate and secure remuneration, including entitlements, is
a key component of judicial independence.
The enhancement of judicial independence in this bill
promotes, in turn, the right to a fair hearing.
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right to not have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
This right is relevant to the provisions in the bill requiring key
documents to be tabled in Parliament, and published on a
register on the internet. In most cases, own-motion reports
and advisory reports of the panel will apply generally to a
judicial office, and will not contain personal or confidential
information.
However, in the exceptional case where the Attorney-General
determines that an own-motion report contains personal or
confidential information, which it is not appropriate to make
public, the Attorney-General will be able to table the report in
a redacted form.
Similarly, if the Attorney-General determines that an advisory
opinion report contains personal or confidential information,
which it is not appropriate to make public, the
Attorney-General can decide not to table the report at all, or
table the report in a redacted form.
In these circumstances, the decision of the Attorney-General
regarding whether to redact or table a report would need to be
exercised in accordance with the charter, having regard to the
purposes of the bill.
The electronic register will include copies of reports as tabled
in Parliament. Accordingly, if a report is tabled in redacted
form, the copy on the register will be similarly redacted.
These provisions ensure that any interference with a person’s
right to privacy is lawful, and not arbitrary.
No charter rights are therefore limited by this bill.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General
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Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Judicial Entitlements Bill supports judicial independence
by creating a modern statutory framework for determining the
salary, allowances, and conditions of service of judicial
officers.
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Given that the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal has not been
constituted since February 2011, the bill requires the panel to
make its first own-motion report to the Attorney-General as
soon as practicable, and within nine months of establishment.
Thereafter, the panel must make an own-motion report to the
Attorney-General at least once every four years.
The panel’s report of an own-motion recommendation must
be tabled in Parliament within 10 sitting days of receipt by the
Attorney-General.

Judicial independence is a fundamental element of the rule of
law. Adequate and secure remuneration, including non-salary
entitlements, is a key component of judicial independence.

The Attorney-General will be required to provide a statement
to Parliament as to whether an own-motion recommendation
of the panel will be accepted, varied or not accepted. If the
Attorney-General intends to vary or not accept an
own-motion recommendation, the statement must give
reasons.

Legislative provisions relating to judicial salaries and
entitlements are currently scattered across eight different
pieces of legislation.

The time lines in the bill will enable own-motion
recommendations to be fully considered and dealt with in a
timely and transparent manner.

Provisions are contained in the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act 1995, the Judicial Salaries Act 2004, the
Constitution Act 1975, and the court acts, namely, the
Supreme Court Act 1986, County Court Act 1958,
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, Coroners Act 2008 and the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.

The panel will not be able to make an own-motion
recommendation in relation to the salaries, pensions or
superannuation arrangements of judicial officers. This reflects
that these entitlements can be amended by legislation, but
cannot be amended by an entitlement certificate issued by the
Attorney-General. However, the Attorney-General will be
able to request an advisory opinion about any matter related
to the terms and conditions upon which judicial officers,
judicial registrars and non-judicial members of the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal are appointed.

The bill will repeal the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act
and the Judicial Salaries Act and consolidate the provisions
governing the determination of judicial salaries and
non-salary entitlements into a single piece of legislation
(except for the provisions relating to pension entitlements).
The consolidation of these provisions into a single act will
make the legislative framework for judicial entitlements more
consistent, easier to access, and more streamlined.
Under the bill, there will be no change to the current
mechanism for determining judicial salaries.

The advisory jurisdiction of the panel is intended to be broad,
and not restricted to the conditions of service about which the
panel can make own-motion recommendations.
For example, the Attorney-General could request an advisory
opinion about the length of the term of appointment of
judicial registrars, or the retirement age of judicial officers.

The salary of a judge of the trial division of Supreme Court
will continue to be linked to that of a Federal Court judge, and
the other Victorian judicial salaries will continue to be paid as
a percentage of the salary of a Supreme Court judge.

The Attorney-General will have discretion about whether to
implement panel recommendations following an advisory
opinion, and consistently with the current approach, will not
be required to provide a statement of reasons to Parliament in
response.

Salary increases will continue to take effect from the day after
the date on which a determination of the commonwealth
Remuneration Tribunal could have been disallowed by the
commonwealth Parliament, or the date such a determination
comes into effect, if that is later.

The bill also provides that the Attorney-General must
establish and maintain an electronic register containing all
documents relating to judicial entitlements, thereby providing
greater transparency and certainty in this area.

The bill will also create the Judicial Entitlements Panel, to
replace the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal.

The Attorney-General will be able to table and publish reports
of the panel in a redacted form if they contain personal or
confidential information relating to a judicial officer.

This is an important reform, as there has been no capacity to
review judicial entitlements since the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal ceased to have any members in February 2011.

The bill will also amend provisions in the Constitution Act
and court acts that relate to judicial entitlements.

The panel will have similar jurisdiction, structure, and
processes to its predecessor.

Amendments will be made to clarify that, in addition to salary
and allowances, judicial officers are also entitled to
‘conditions of service’.

It will make own-motion recommendations to the
Attorney-General in relation to conditions of service of
judicial officers, including allowances and leave entitlements.

The provisions in the Constitution Act and court acts
authorising payments from the Consolidated Fund by special
appropriation will be updated, be more consistent, and include
all judicial officers.
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The bill will also clarify the circumstances in which prior
service in certain pensionable offices, such as the Director of
Public Prosecutions, will be recognised for the purpose of
determining the sabbatical/long service leave entitlements of
those appointed to judicial office. This recognition will be
consistent with the approach to recognition of prior service in
another judicial office.
In summary, this bill will provide for the consolidation of
provisions governing judicial entitlements into a single piece
of legislation and bring much-needed clarity to this area.
The bill will also significantly improve processes for the
determination of judicial entitlements, by providing clear and
appropriate time frames and establishing an electronic register
of relevant documents.
In clarifying the position regarding the recognition of prior
service for sabbatical and long service leave, the bill will also
bring increased certainty to the determination of judicial
entitlements and, in this way, protect judicial independence
and strengthen the Victorian legal system.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 9 June.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (RECOGNISING
OBJECTORS) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) 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’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Planning and
Environment Amendment (Recognising Objectors) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Planning and Environment Amendment
(Recognising Objectors) Bill 2015, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to
require responsible authorities and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (tribunal) to, where appropriate, have
regard to the number of objectors to a permit application in
considering whether the proposed use or development may
have a significant social effect.
Human rights issues
The right to participate in the conduct of public affairs, as set
out in section 18 of the charter, is relevant.
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Section 18(1) of the charter provides that every person in
Victoria has a right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs.
Public affairs includes legislative processes such as the
planning permit process established by the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.
The bill promotes public participation and consideration of
objections in the planning permit process by expressly
requiring responsible authorities and the tribunal to, where
appropriate, have regard to the number of objectors in
assessing whether a proposed use or development may have a
significant social effect.
Hon. Richard Wynne, MP
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Victoria’s planning system encourages community
participation in decision-making. This is especially true of the
planning permit process. The community enjoys broad rights
in the permit process to consider and object to proposals and
to seek review of decisions through the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
Community participation has many benefits. It improves the
decision-making process and often leads to better planning
results. Objections can provide important insights into the
potential effects of a proposal, not just on those who live or
work nearby but also on the wider community. In the right
circumstances, the number of objectors to a proposal can also
provide such insights.
This bill amends the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to
ensure the extent of community objection to planning
proposals is considered. It does this by requiring the two key
decision-makers in the permit process — responsible
authorities and VCAT — to have regard, where appropriate,
to the number of objectors when considering whether a
proposal may have a significant social effect.
This new requirement must be considered before a decision
or determination is made, together with other matters that
must be considered under the Planning and Environment Act
1987, such as the objectives of the act, the planning scheme,
and any significant economic and environmental effects that
the proposal may have.
The bill amends two key provisions in the Planning and
Environment Act 1987: sections 60 and 84B. Section 60(1)
sets out matters a responsible authority must consider before
deciding on a permit application. Section 84B sets out an
equivalent set of matters that VCAT must consider. The bill
inserts the new requirement in both sections to promote
consistent decision-making.
Decision-makers must already consider whether a use or
development may have a significant social effect. Social
effects are not defined in the act but may include matters such
as:
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VICTORIA POLICE AMENDMENT
(VALIDATION) BILL 2015

access to social and community facilities;
choice in housing, shopping, recreational and leisure
services;
community safety and amenity;
the needs of particular groups in the community, such as
the aged.
This bill makes it clear that the number of objectors may be a
relevant fact that ought to be considered in this assessment.
Whether it is appropriate for the number of objectors to be
taken into account in a particular case is a matter for the
decision-maker. In making a decision about whether to take
into account the number of objectors, the decision-maker may
be influenced by:
what the objectors have said in their written objection
about the proposed use or development;

Statement of compatibility
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) 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’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Victoria Police
Amendment (Validation) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Victoria Police Amendment (Validation)
Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview

whether the issues raised in the objections are relevant
planning considerations and relate to the reasons why
the proposal requires a permit;

The purpose of the bill is to amend the Victoria Police Act
2013 to address defects in relation to certain authorisations of
persons to operate breath analysing instruments, to carry out
drug impairment assessments and to carry out oral fluid
sample procedures.

whether the issues raised in the objections point to a
significant social effect on the community which is
supported by evidence.

Human rights issues

It will be for the responsible authority and VCAT to
determine this based on the particular circumstances of the
case.
The number of objectors alone will not establish that there is a
significant social effect. However, the number of objectors
may be indicative of the scale of a social effect on the
community, the presence of a specific social need in the
community that may be affected, or the social significance of
a site to the community.
The new requirement is likely to be particularly relevant
where a proposal may reduce access to or enjoyment of
community facilities or services or adversely affect public
health and safety. The number of objectors, and the
consistency of views expressed by objectors, may
demonstrate that the community or a section of the
community may be significantly affected.
This bill does not seek to reduce the weight given to the views
of a single objector or a small number of objectors. It also
does not seek to promote the consideration of irrelevant
matters in decision-making. As is the case now, an objector
will need to put their concerns in writing and state how they
would be affected by the grant of a permit. The relevance of
the issues raised will continue to be an overriding
consideration in the assessment of all objections. It is the
intention of the bill that decision-makers will ensure that the
objections are a genuine reflection of an anticipated
significant social effect that is supported by evidence, rather
than simply the views of a number of objectors.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 9 June.

Retrospective validation of authorisation to conduct drug
and alcohol testing and assessments
Clause 3 of the bill inserts new section 276A(1) into the
Victoria Police Act 2013, which retrospectively validates
certain authorisations that were unlawfully made to police
officers by deputy commissioners of police to conduct drug
and alcohol testing and assessments. The authorisations were
unlawful because the required instrument of delegation by the
chief commissioner to allow the deputy commissioners to
exercise these powers had not been made. The bill deems the
purported authorisations made by the deputy commissioners
to be taken to have the same force and effect as if the
authorisation had been made by the chief commissioner. New
subsection (2) ensures that any act or thing done or omitted to
be done in reliance on evidence obtained pursuant to a test or
assessment carried out by the subject of a purported
authorisation is not invalid, unlawful, improper or erroneous
by reason only of the fact that the person who carried out the
test or assessment would not have been duly authorised to do
so. This includes court orders and judgements, administrative
decisions, enforcement actions and penalties.
Rights to privacy (s 13), liberty (s 21) and protection against
degrading treatment (s 10)
The authorisations being retrospectively validated concern the
conduct of drug and alcohol testing and assessments, which
are forensic procedures that interfere with a number of human
rights, including:
the right to privacy (s 13), by way of the conduct of tests
interfering with a person’s physical integrity;
the right to liberty and security of person (s 21), by way of
the compulsion on a person to attend a place where the
test or assessment is conducted and remain there until
permitted to leave by the relevant provision; and
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the protection against medical treatment without consent
(s 10), by way of the compulsion on a person to submit to
instruments which analyse breath or take samples of oral
fluid.
While the bill does not alter the nature or severity of the
above interferences as already provided by existing
legislation, the bill affects a statutory precondition for
conducting these interferences with rights, which is that the
tests and assessments are conducted by an authorised police
officer. This statutory precondition is relevant to the
assessment of whether the interferences caused by the tests
and assessments are justified. Accordingly, altering this
precondition retrospectively may limit human rights
depending on whether such a precondition was important in
justifying the resulting interference with human rights in the
first place.
In my opinion, clause 3 has a nominal effect on human rights.
This is because the retrospective validation does not affect the
circumstances in which the relevant tests or procedures were
conducted, the substance of the tests nor their outcome. It also
does not materially affect the class of persons who conducted
the tests affected by this retrospective amendment. This is
because the affected tests and assessments were carried out by
officers who possessed the requisite training and skills, were
acting under purported authorisation in good faith that they
were properly authorised, and had received their authorisation
from senior command, which was the underlying intention of
the various road, marine and rail safety schemes. The bill
merely addresses an administrative deficiency in that the
required authorisation was issued by a class of senior
command without the intended instrument of delegation in
place to permit this, in circumstances where that class of
senior command had possessed authority to grant such
authorisations historically.
Even if the bill was considered to limit human rights, I am of
the view that such a limit will be reasonably and
demonstrably justified under s 7(2) of the charter. The error is
of a purely administrative nature and does not affect the basis
for the enforcement action nor the reliability or cogency of the
evidence in these proceedings. Despite the technical nature of
the error, it has resulted in evidence being obtained
unlawfully or as a result of an impropriety, and therefore has
the potential to prejudice hundreds of enforcement actions
concerning serious breaches of road, marine and rail safety
laws that have put members of the community at risk. This
will have adverse resource implications for prosecutorial
bodies and the court system as affected accused seek to
mount legal challenges. I am satisfied that the limit is
reasonable given the nominal interference with rights it
constitutes balanced against the adverse consequences that
may occur if this remedial legislation is not introduced.
Directions concerning admissibility of evidence
Clause 3 inserts new subsection 276A(4) into the Victoria
Police Act 2013, which provides that for the prosecution of an
alleged offence, the fact that a person was not duly authorised
(in relation to the certain authorisations to which the bill
applies) is to be disregarded in determining whether evidence
obtained in reliance on that authorisation ought to be
admitted.
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Right to fair trial (s 24)
It is arguable that this clause deprives an accused of the ability
to argue that evidence obtained as a result of an impropriety
should not be admitted at trial, leading to a limit on the
accused’s right to a fair hearing under s 24 of the charter.
However, I am of the opinion that the clause is not
inconsistent with the right to a fair hearing. The Court of
Appeal upheld the consistency with fair hearing of a similar
retrospective validation provision concerning unsworn
affidavits in Rich v. R (2014) 312 ALR 429. In this decision,
the court found that an applicant’s inability to contest the
admissibility of subject evidence is incapable of depriving the
applicant of a fair trial unless the admission of the subject
evidence was productive of an unfair trial.
In my view, the admission of the evidence obtained in
reliance of actions conducted pursuant to invalid
authorisations is not productive of an unfair trial and will not
lead to any unfairness to an accused. The evidence of positive
drug or alcohol tests were not obtained under threat, trickery,
violence, subterfuge or any other improper methods. The
evidence is real and objective, and there is nothing said or
done by the police officers in obtaining the evidence that may
detract from its reliability or cogency. The validated
authorisation has no effect on the underlying basis for
carrying out the test, the manner in which the test was
conducted or the class of officer who carried out the test. All
officers who conducted the tests and assessments had
completed the requisite training and had the technical skills to
ensure accuracy of the test results. There is no question that
the reliability or correctness of the test results is affected.
All that can be put against the admissibility of the affected
evidence is that the police officers who conducted the tests
did not receive their authorisation to conduct the testing from
the correct class of senior command as required by
legislation, or that the required instrument of delegation had
not been made to allow that class of senior command to issue
such authorisation. While it must be said that proper
adherence by Victoria Police to the statutory role of the chief
commissioner and delegation of powers is a matter of high
public importance, the failure to comply with these
requirements in this instance did not occur out of any
deliberate or reckless impropriety but rather due to an
administrative oversight following the enactment of the
Victoria Police Act 2013, which introduced significant
legislative reforms to police administration and governance.
The error occurred because senior command continued to
follow prior management protocol that had been lawful under
the previous Police Regulation Act 1958.
Given the great public importance of bringing perpetrators to
conviction who have breached road, marine and rail safety
laws and put members of the public at risk of harm, I am of
the opinion that neither public policy nor fairness should
require that the affected evidence be excluded on the basis of
this error. Further, I note that the bill will preserve the
discretion of the court to exclude the evidence or stay criminal
proceedings (new subsection 276A(5)) and will not affect the
rights of parties in any proceeding where a court has ruled on
a matter of validity of an authorisation or court process, or
admissibility of evidence before the enactment of this bill
(new subsection 276A(6)). Accordingly, I am satisfied that
the bill is consistent with the right to fair hearing in s 24 of the
charter.
Wade Noonan, MP
Minister for Police
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Second reading
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Victoria Police Amendment (Validation) Bill 2015 will
amend the Victoria Police Act 2013 to remedy an issue
identified by Victoria Police in relation to an administrative
oversight in the chief commissioner’s instrument of
delegation. The oversight has resulted in 660 invalid
authorisations being issued to police officers under road,
marine and rail safety legislation which affects the conduct of
drug and alcohol testing between 1 July 2014 and 5 March
2015. This has resulted in a risk that legitimate prosecutions
and infringements for drink and drug driving that rely on
evidence obtained through these tests could fail on a
technicality.
Victoria Police conduct drug and alcohol testing and
assessments under a range of legislation, such as the Road
Safety Act 1986, the Marine (Drugs, Alcohol and Pollution
Control) Act 1988 and the Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act
2006. These acts require that certain forensic procedures be
conducted by officers who have been authorised to do so by
the Chief Commissioner of Police. Authorisation is granted to
an officer who has completed the required training and has
the requisite technical ability to conduct the tests. These
procedures include operating breath analysing instruments,
carrying out oral fluid sample procedures and conducting
drug impairment assessments. This does not include
preliminary roadside breath or saliva tests, which are not
required to be conducted by an authorised officer.
Tests and assessments that return positive results form the
basis of enforcement actions for road, marine and rail safety
offences, including infringement notices and criminal
prosecutions. These enforcement actions are considered vital
to reducing Victoria’s road toll and upholding community
safety. The involvement of alcohol and drugs as a factor in
Victorian road trauma is significant, with 53 per cent of
drivers killed on Victoria roads in 2013 having either alcohol
or drugs, or a combination of both, present in their system.
The testing of drivers and other vehicle operators for presence
of alcohol and drugs is a core element of effective policing in
the fight against drink and drug driving. The capability for
police to test drivers for the presence of alcohol and drugs and
bring successful enforcement actions for breaches is vital to
reducing the harm caused to the Victorian community as a
result of road trauma.
Following an internal audit, Victoria Police identified an
administrative error relating to certain authorisations of
officers to conduct specified drug and alcohol testing. As a
result of this error, in excess of 1400 drug and alcohol tests
between 1 July 2014 and 5 March 2015 were conducted by
officers operating under invalid authorisations. This
represents approximately 13 per cent of the total drug and
alcohol tests conducted during this period (excluding
preliminary tests). Victoria Police identified that in excess of
1100 of these tests had returned positive results forming the
basis of enforcement action.
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The error occurred under unique circumstances following the
enactment of the Victoria Police Act 2013, which involved
major reforms to the administration and corporate governance
of Victoria Police. Under the previous Police Regulation Act
1958, deputy commissioners exercised the same powers as
the chief commissioner, allowing them to authorise police
officers to operate drug and alcohol testing equipment and
conduct impairment assessments. It was standard operating
protocol for deputy commissioners to issue these
authorisations rather than the chief commissioner. The change
in legislation on 1 July 2014 limited the exercise of power by
deputy commissioners to only those powers that had been
delegated to them by the chief commissioner. By omission,
no instrument of delegation was made at this time to allow
deputy commissioners to continue to issue these
authorisations as they had historically done. The deputy
commissioners, unaware of this omission, continued in good
faith to grant these authorisations to police officers under the
mistaken belief that they still had the legislative power to do
so.
Once the error was identified on 5 March 2015 in respect of
the road and marine safety legislation authorisations and
12 March 2015 in respect of the rail safety authorisations,
Victoria Police took urgent action to ensure that the omitted
delegations were made and remade the authorisations that
have been invalidly made during this period. Now that the
required delegations are in place, it is unlikely that such an
error concerning the power to issue these type of
authorisations will occur again. However, urgent legislation is
required to mitigate the risk that enforcement actions
conducted in reliance on evidence obtained by an officer
operating under an invalid authorisation is adversely affected.
I am of the firm view that this retrospective bill is reasonably
justified and does not result in unfairness to accused persons
in affected criminal proceedings. The error is of an
administrative nature only and does not affect the accuracy of
the tests and assessments performed by the officers, nor the
cogency of the evidence relied on in enforcement actions. All
affected officers possessed the requisite training and technical
ability to ensure the reliability of the results, and received
their authorisation from senior command as was the
underlying purpose of the legislation. The error makes no
material difference to drivers who have been subject to the
affected tests, including the manner in which the tests were
conducted or the circumstances that gave rise to the tests
being conducted. While it is unfortunate that the new
requirement for the chief commissioner to delegate the power
to make authorisations was not picked up before the new
reforms took effect, the government considers that remedial
legislation is justified to protect against serious adverse
consequences to road, marine and rail safety enforcements,
the justice system and victims of crime as a result of this
administrative error.
The bill will apply to certain purported authorisations made
by deputy commissioners between 1 July 2014 and 5 March
2015 under the Road Safety Act 1986 and the Marine (Drugs,
Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act 1988, and between 1 July
2014 and 12 March 2015 under the Rail Safety (Local
Operations) Act 2006, which reflects the respective periods of
time between the enactment of the Victoria Police Act 2013
and the date at which the errors in the relevant instruments of
delegation were remedied. The bill will retrospectively
validate these purported authorisations by deeming them to
have the same force and effect as if the authorisations had
been made by the chief commissioner. The bill will also apply
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to retrospectively validate certificates of authorisation that
were signed by deputy commissioners in the same
circumstances.
The bill will place it beyond doubt that the Parliament intends
to cure the defects in authorisation. The bill is narrowly
tailored to address only the specific schemes of road, marine
and rail safety testing where the powers of authorisation were
invalidly exercised and the acts or things done in reliance of
this purported exercise of power.
Secondly, the bill will ensure that any act or thing done or
omitted to be done in reliance on evidence affected by the
error will not be unlawful, invalid, improper or erroneous by
reason that the person who carried out the test or assessment
was not duly authorised to do so. This means that any court or
administrative order made, warrant issued, penalty imposed,
demerit points incurred, licence suspension or cancellation,
property seized or arrest made in direct or indirect reliance on
evidence obtained pursuant to the error will continue to stand.
Finally, the bill will provide that for the purposes of the
prosecution of an alleged offence, the fact that a person was
not duly authorised is to be disregarded in determining
whether evidence affected directly or indirectly by the error
ought to be admitted. The bill clarifies that, subject to this
direction on the consideration of admissibility, the judicial
discretion to exclude evidence or to stay a criminal
proceeding in the interest of justice will not be affected.
Similarly, the bill will not affect the rights of parties in any
proceeding in which a court has made a ruling prior to the
enactment of this bill on matters of validity or admissibility of
evidence to which this bill concerns.
The government considers that retrospective legislation is a
measure of last resort and brings this bill before the house
only after close consideration of the potential consequences of
failing to support legitimate enforcement actions designed to
uphold community safety, victims of crime and the justice
system more broadly.
If this legislation is not enacted, there would be a large
potential toll upon victims of crime, community safety and
our court system associated with the disruption or
abandonment of legitimate enforcement actions because of an
administrative error in Victoria Police’s delegation of powers.
This would be a highly unjust outcome, as it could allow
drink and drug drivers who have recorded positive tests of
unlawful impairment to escape appropriate penalties because
of an administrative error that does not affect the accuracy,
reliability or cogency of the evidence. This bill will ensure
that such an unreasonable outcome will not occur.
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CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (RESTRICTIONS ON THE
MAKING OF PROTECTION ORDERS)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this statement
of compatibility with respect to the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Restrictions on the Making of
Protection Orders) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Restrictions on the Making of Protection Orders) Bill 2015,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill substitutes a new section 17 into the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and Other
Matters) Act 2014 (the amendment act). Section 17 of the
amendment act would have, once commenced, removed
some of the current restrictions on the making of child
protection orders from the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, namely that the Children’s Court:
must not make a protection order unless satisfied that the
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services has taken all reasonable steps to provide
services necessary in the best interests of the child; and
must not make a protection order that has the effect of
removing a child from his or her parent unless satisfied
that all reasonable steps have been taken by the secretary
to provide the services necessary to enable the child to
remain with his or her parent.
The substituted section 17 has the effect of retaining the
above restrictions in section 276 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act after the amendment act commences.
Human rights issues

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).

1.

Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 9 June.

The right of families to protection as the fundamental group
unit of society, and the right of children to such protection as
is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by
reason of being a child (section 17 of the charter) are relevant
to the bill.

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

The right of families to protection is enhanced as the bill will
have the effect of retaining the requirement that a protection
order that will result in removal of a child from his or her
parent must only be made where all reasonable steps have
been taken to provide necessary services to enable the child to
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remain with the parent, ensuring a continuing obligation on
the secretary to support the child within the family.

care. However, this has to be balanced by a strong emphasis
on timely service provision.

The right of children to protection is also enhanced by the
retention of the obligation of the secretary to provide all
reasonable steps to provide services necessary in their best
interests and to enable a child to remain within the family.
However, the court retains the right to make a protection
order if needed to protect the child, and the best interests of
the child remain the paramount consideration for the purposes
of the Children, Youth and Families Act.

It would not be fair to say to families that changes have to be
made within one or two years and then not ensure they are
provided with the assistance they may need to make those
changes.

Martin Foley, MP
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing

Second reading
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The bill substitutes a new section 17 of the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and Other
Matters) Act 2014 (the amendment act).
This will have the effect of retaining the existing requirements
of section 276 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
when the amendment act comes into effect on 1 March 2016.
Section 276 will continue to require the Children’s Court to
be satisfied that reasonable steps have been taken by the
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services to
provide services in the best interests of a child before the
court can make a protection order.
The new section 17 of the amendment act will make some
minor amendments to section 276 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act.

The effect of this bill is to retain the existing requirements of
section 276.
This ensures that the Children’s Court cannot make a
protection order unless it is satisfied as to the adequacy of
service provision. This ensures that families and children
continue to be given the assistance they may need.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 9 June.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) 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’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Statute Law Revision Bill 2014, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview

These amendments substitute the word ‘care’ for the word
‘custody’ where it is used in section 276 so that section 276
becomes consistent in its use of terminology with other parts
of the Children, Youth and Families Act when they are
amended on 1 March 2016 by the amendment act.
When the amendment act was debated in August 2014, I
promised that a bill to repeal section 17 would be introduced
if a Labor government was elected.

The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor omissions
and errors in acts to ensure the meaning of the acts is clear
and reflects the intention of Parliament.
The bill also repeals amending provisions of acts that are
spent and have no further operation.
Human rights issues

This is that bill and it is the fulfilment of the promise I made
at the time.

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

The amendment act introduces tighter time lines for making a
decision about future permanent care arrangements for
children in out-of-home care, either by reunifying those
children with their families or by finding an alternate
permanent care family for them.

No human rights protected by the charter are relevant to the
bill.

This is a significant change to the child protection system.

As no rights protected under the charter are relevant to the
bill, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.

It is clearly desirable to make timely decisions and avoid
harmful ‘drift’ in care arrangements where children are
subjected to lengthy periods of uncertainty about their future

The Hon. Daniel Andrews, MP
Premier

Consideration of reasonable and justified limitations under
section 7(2)
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Second reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The bill before the house, the Statute Law Revision Bill 2014,
is a regular mechanism for updating and maintaining the
accuracy of statute law in Victoria. The bill ensures that the
state’s laws remain clear, relevant and accurate.
The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor omissions
and errors found in statutes, to ensure the meaning of acts is
clear and reflects the intention of Parliament.
The bill also repeals amending provisions of acts that are
spent and have no further operation.
By correcting references and fixing errors, the bill will help to
ensure that Victorian statutes are updated and clear, and
maintained in a regular and orderly manner so that they
remain relevant and accessible to the Victorian community.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 9 June.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Noting the inquiry
established by the Premier to investigate allegations of
bullying by Adem Somyurek has terms of reference
that state:
The inquiry will also examine the operation of the office of
the minister, including management practices, capability …

I ask: why has the Premier included those matters as
specific parts of terms of reference into an allegation of
ministerial bullying?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I made clear
yesterday, and I simply repeat it for the Leader of the
Opposition, a serious complaint has been made against
the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade.
He has been appropriately stood down. As I said
yesterday, a proper complaints process is critical to
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making sure that every Victorian worker feels safe in
their workplace. That is exactly what is being followed
here: a proper complaints process not by one politician
sitting in judgement on another but instead the secretary
of my department is appropriately conducting an
inquiry, a review, into the complaint lodged. There will
be more to say about that once that process,
independent of this place, has run its course.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — As the
Premier says, he wants to establish a proper process that
is focusing on the minister. I again ask: will the inquiry
only focus on the minister’s management practices and
capabilities or will it have any reference to that of his
staff?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again for the benefit
of the Leader of the Opposition, I say a serious
complaint has been made. It is being dealt with
appropriately. I have great confidence, as all members
should have, that the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet will conduct the inquiry
appropriately. Every Victorian should also be fully
aware that in the event that a referral needs to be made
to another authority, it will be. This will be dealt with
fully, frankly and appropriately.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), relating to
answers being responsive to questions. This was a very
specific question about whether the terms of reference
would include the minister’s staff. Nothing in the
Premier’s answer addressed that question. I ask you to
rule that his answer is not being responsive and that he
should provide a written follow-up answer.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question went to issues of the inquiry. The Premier
directly addressed that in his answer; therefore the point
of order should be ruled out of order.
Mr Guy — On the point of order, Speaker, my
question was directly in relation to the minister’s staff,
and the Premier never once mentioned the words ‘the
minister’s staff’ in his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I regard the Premier’s
answer to be responsive. I do not uphold the point of
order. I remind members that the subject matter is one
that in the opinion of the Chair, and I am sure of the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition, requires
composure and absolute silence.
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Ministers statements: Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail upgrade
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am pleased to rise to
inform the house that this Labor government is getting
on with transforming Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor.
Today we called for expressions of interest for our
project to remove all nine level crossings on the
Cranbourne and Pakenham lines. All nine of those level
crossings, which are deadly, dangerous and congested,
will be removed — every single one of them — so that
between the city and Dandenong there will not be a
single level crossing on our busiest rail line. That is
what we said we would do, and that is exactly what we
are delivering.
Why is that important? As I said, those level crossings
are deadly, dangerous and congested, causing all sorts
of problems on our road network, but they are also
holding us back from running more trains more often.
This was the right policy to take to the election, and it is
right as well to not waste even one day in fully
delivering on this commitment. But it is not just a
matter of removing those level crossings, it also
involves providing new stations at Carnegie,
Murrumbeena, Clayton and Hughesdale and providing
power and signalling upgrades. It will be a
transformation of our busiest rail line in full accordance
with, and indeed beyond, the commitments we made at
the election.
There will be 37 high-capacity trains to boost capacity
on this line by up to 42 per cent, creating space for an
extra 11 000 passengers during the peak hour. This is a
transformation of our busiest rail line. It is what we said
we would do. We are wasting not one day in delivering
the removal of these level crossings and the
improvement of our public transport system. Nothing is
more important.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier, and I refer to the
Premier’s meeting with the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade on Saturday morning in
relation to the allegations of bullying by
Minister Somyurek towards his staff, and I ask: at that
meeting did the Premier discuss what the terms of
reference for the inquiry into the minister’s behaviour
would be, and, specifically, did he also discuss
investigating Minister Somyurek’s staff as part of the
inquiry?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I make it very clear to
the Leader of the Opposition that the nature of the
inquiry and the work of the Secretary of the Department
of Premier and Cabinet is not a matter for
Minister Somyurek. This is an issue that will be
handled independently of anybody involved in the
government and anybody involved in this Parliament. It
ought to be dealt with properly and appropriately —
and it will be — independently of the political process.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Melton.
Mr ANDREWS — I again simply reiterate to the
Leader of the Opposition that in many respects the most
important thing in making sure every Victorian in every
workplace can feel safe is that there is for their benefit a
proper complaints process. That is my view. Criticism
of what has occurred here, I think is unfounded. The
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
will discharge his duties as the head of the public
service and the person I have charged with dealing with
this matter, properly, appropriately and with integrity,
and he will do so in a timely manner.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask the
Premier: in that same meeting with Minister Somyurek,
did the Premier at any stage discuss Minister Somyurek
resigning?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — No.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government and
opposition members!

Ministers statements: level crossings
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
pleased to inform the house of new information that
builds on the announcement made last week that the
Andrews Labor government is getting on with our level
crossing removal program. Last week I joined the
Premier and the member for Bentleigh at McKinnon
Road, McKinnon, to announce the awarding of
contracts for the removal of the first four level
crossings: at McKinnon and Centre roads, Bentleigh; at
Burke Road, Glen Iris; and at North Road, Ormond, I
am very pleased to say what a week of action it has
been since that announcement.
Mr Watt interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Burwood.
Ms ALLAN — On Monday night the contractor,
made up of the consortium of John Holland and KBR,
and the Level Crossing Removal Authority, met with
Stonnington City Council to discuss the rollout of the
Burke Road level crossing removal and, of course, the
station rebuild that goes with it. Just last night the Level
Crossing Removal Authority and the contractor met
with the Glen Eira City Council to discuss the other
three level crossing removals and the station rebuilds.
We are not wasting one single day in removing these
level crossings.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon is warned.
Ms ALLAN — Thank you, Speaker, and I am
pleased that you have called for order, because I want
to read into the record the comments of the mayor of
Glen Eira City Council, Cr Jim Magee, who is quoted
in the local paper this week as saying that the
announcement was:
… fantastic news …
Every one of these levels crossings has taken lives …
It’s going to be difficult for the short term but overall the gain
is going to be terrific.

It most certainly will be terrific. There will be
disruption during the works, but through the level
crossing authority and the consortium we will work
hard with local communities to address some of those
issues and get on with delivering these level crossing
removals as quickly as possible. It is what is needed in
communities like Bentleigh; it is what is needed across
Melbourne; and we are getting on with it.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
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of circumstances, and in the circumstances I believe it
is important to keep, where literally the person is a
close friend of mine — and I freely said that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Gembrook and Warrandyte!
Mr SCOTT — I had discussions, as I outlined, with
the Secretary of the Department of Treasury and
Finance, and I formed the view on advice from the
secretary to separate myself from any advice that came
in my role and my office from any investigation that
may take place.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Clarinda.
Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Given that the
Minister for Finance sought departmental advice, can
the minister advise the house if he has spoken to his
friend Minister Somyurek about this matter and what
advice he has provided to him?
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, given
that the supplementary refers to this as a personal issue
between friends, I do not see that as being government
business.
Mr Morris — On the point of order, Speaker,
clearly the question was about departmental advice and
how it was applied.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Minister for Finance. Given that there is no
legitimate reason for him, as minister, to involve
himself in a WorkSafe complaint, why, as the minister
told Parliament yesterday, did he seek departmental
advice regarding the allegations surrounding his friend,
the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade?
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — While
investigations that take place within WorkSafe are
conducted independently of the minister, I do receive
reports and updates on those investigations in a number

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray and the member for Clarinda!
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I will
certainly answer truthfully. I have spoken to Minister
Somyurek. I do thank the member for his question, but
I have spoken to my friend as a friend, not as a minister.

Ministers statements: SPC Ardmona
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am delighted to
inform the house that I was in Shepparton, in the heart
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of the Goulburn Valley, last week to officially open the
first stage of the $100 million modernisation and
renewal project at SPC Ardmona. This is a new chapter
for this proud and historic Victorian brand. It is a
project that will transform and already is transforming
this century-old cannery into a modern food-processing
company at the cutting edge of food and fibre
processing, food and fibre technology, as a sector. This
is a leading example of innovation and reform — one
that I am very pleased to have been associated with and
one that all of us should take great pride in.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The former Premier, the
member for South-West Coast, asks: who funded this?
Sadly, of course, his best mate up there in Canberra did
not fund this. He did not fund it. He did not provide any
money whatsoever, because there are some in public
life in our nation who do not believe in industry policy.
They do not believe in partnership, they do not believe
in working together to help businesses put new
products into new markets.
I can inform all honourable members — and indeed
those in the federal government — that those jobs are
worth fighting for and that SPC Ardmona’s future and
the future of growers and suppliers and all who work in
partnership with that business throughout Shepparton
and the Goulburn Valley is a bright one; a strong future
and one that is underpinned by this investment in new
technology.
I want to thank the member for Shepparton for her
advocacy and her leadership. It was a great pleasure to
be with her in the heart of her community celebrating
what good policy is all about — jobs and prosperity for
the future.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier confirm that a second staff
member of Mr Somyurek, one who intervened in the
alleged bullying incident, was last week sacked and is
no longer being paid, but the minister, the person
accused of bullying, is still on full ministerial pay?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Euroa for her question. I would simply point out
that she is completely wrong. There is a process being
followed here. It is appropriately being dealt with by
the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. That is appropriate. The question is riddled
with errors.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11. The Premier was
asked a very specific question in relation to whether a
second person was sacked. He has not responded to that
question. I ask you to direct him to provide a written
answer.
Ms Allan — In responding to the point of order,
Speaker, the Premier in his opening words rejected the
allegation in the question and therefore answered the
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Supplementary question
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — Noting that the former Labor
candidate for Frankston, Helen Constas, disendorsed
for allegations of workplace bullying, is now working
at the Premier’s electorate office, I ask: is it now the
practice of this Labor government that staff who stand
up against bullying are sacked and those who conduct it
are hired?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer is no.

Ministers statements: bushfire prevention
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I rise to inform the house for the
first time of the details of the inspector-general for
emergency management’s report into performance
targets for the bushfire fuel management program on
public land. Following the tragic events of Black
Saturday 2009, the royal commission recommended
that a hectare-based 5 per cent target for planned burns
be set by government, and this is the system that has
continued and has been supported by both sides of the
chamber.
However, the bushfires royal commission
implementation monitor, Neil Comrie, in a report tabled
in this Parliament last year, asked the government to
reconsider the rolling target of 5 per cent and replace it
with a risk-based approach. That is why in February of
this year the Minister for Emergency Services and I
referred this matter to the inspector-general.
There is no question that planned burns are considered
the most efficient and effective approach to managing
fuel hazards, particularly over large areas. The question
is: what is the most effective way to do that — through
a risk-management or hectare-based model? The
inspector-general recommended that the most effective
way to save lives and property is to move to a
risk-based performance target, combining it with other
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fuel management activities, as well as a few other
activities in relation to monitoring and predicting
smoke impacts.
Planned burns elicit very strong reactions on all sides of
the debate. Our priority is to ensure that the system of
planned burns in Victoria is the most effective in terms
of saving lives and property and protecting
communities. We are just at the start of this process of
determining Victoria’s future direction. The Minister
for Emergency Services and I have spoken to the chief
fire officers and established a community consultation
process, and we plan to talk to further experts. The start
and finish of this work is making sure Victoria has the
best and most effective planned burning arrangements
in place, with the life and safety of our communities at
the heart of that decision.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Premier. I note that the Department of Premier and
Cabinet secretary, Chris Eccles, when he was the New
South Wales Department of Premier and Cabinet head
called himself Mr Wolf to government staffers. I quote
him:
When I was explaining to people some part of what the role
involved, there was a proportion of the job which was just
cleaning up stuff.

Rather than the investigation into Adem Somyurek
being a proper process, will the Premier admit that
Mr Eccles has been appointed just to clean this mess
up?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer is no. But
might I just reflect that I think it is at least unfortunate,
and perhaps worse than that, that those opposite have
chosen to reflect on the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — The Secretary of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet will conduct this
review, as with all matters he is involved in, with
integrity, consistent with his obligations as the head of
the Victorian Public Service. Any imputation or
inference from those opposite to the contrary is a
commentary on them.
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Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Obviously my
supplementary question is to the Premier. The Premier
himself said this issue might be a matter for the police,
so I ask: why is the Premier using his right-hand man,
Chris Eccles, to investigate these serious allegations of
bullying and assault instead of referring them to police?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The head of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, Mr Eccles, will
discharge his duties and responsibilities against the
highest of standards. Members should be in no doubt
about that. Any inference, imputation or allegation from
those opposite to the contrary is simply wrong. Serious
matters have been raised, and they will be dealt with
appropriately and properly, with the level of
independence that I think is important. That is why the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet has
been tasked with this. He is the head of the Victorian
Public Service, and the actions that have been taken are
entirely appropriate.

Ministers statements: education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
inform the house of the immediate progress the
Andrews government has made in rolling out our
historic capital works program. This in stark contrast to
those opposite, who abandoned our schools, cut the
capital program in half and somehow expected schools
to cope with enrolment pressures and buildings that
were falling down around them.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — In the face of chronic
underfunding by those opposite, and with a federal
government that intends to rip $1 billion out of our
schools, the Andrews Labor government has delivered
the biggest single boost to education funding in the
state’s history, including the largest school
infrastructure program at a cost of $730 million.
Since the budget was handed down, principals and
school leaders across the state have attended or will
attend bricks and mortar training days this month to
assist schools to plan their capital investment. For new
schools, work has immediately commenced in planning
and market searches for sites where required.
I will give just a snapshot of what Labor will deliver
out of the budget: the relocation of Warrnambool
Special Developmental School, which was ignored by
the former Premier; a $10 million redevelopment of the
Phoenix P-12 Community College; a $10 million
rebuild of Essendon Keilor College, labelled
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disgraceful by the former education minister, who did
nothing about it in four years; the new Sale Specialist
School; a new high school at Richmond; funding for
Sunshine College; the Morwell schools regeneration
project; a stand-alone Beaumaris school; $4 million
dollars for Monterey Secondary College; Geelong High
School; Viewbank College; Melba College — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
resume his seat. The house will now deal with
constituency questions.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (Question 256) The
constituency matter I wish to raise is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport. I do so on behalf of
students and parents of Wheelers Hill Secondary
College who live in my electorate of Rowville. I
recently met with a group of concerned students about
the school bus to and from Wheelers Hill Secondary
College and Stud Park Shopping Centre in Rowville.
I am advised that in the morning there are one and a
half buses allocated to Wheelers Hill Secondary
College and in the afternoon there are two buses to
return the students to Stud Park. However, the buses are
very overcrowded, resulting in many students not being
able to get to school or back home. The students feel
that, at a minimum, two buses are needed in the
morning and three in the afternoon.
When the issue was raised by my office directly with
the bus operator, Ventura, it acknowledged there was
an overcrowding problem but reported that the
patronage statistics do not properly reflect this, as not
all students are touching on and off with their myki
cards.
The action I therefore seek from the minister is that he
institute a Public Transport Victoria review to be
urgently undertaken of the current level of bus services
provided between Wheelers Hill Secondary College
and Rowville.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 257) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Can the minister provide an update to the house on
what actions are being taken to combat bullying in
Victorian secondary schools?
Under the Liberals funds were slashed from the
education budget, which meant many needy schools
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missed out on programs assisting with bullying. The
Labor government’s antibullying campaign, Bully
Stoppers, emphasises that everyone has a role to play in
preventing bullying and cyberbullying in schools. The
campaign shows just how important it is if anyone sees
someone being bullied in school to speak up and offer
them support or to tell an adult. The schools grants
program is still being implemented, and between 2013
and 2015, 245 Victorian schools have run projects
funded through the Bully Stoppers grants program
assisting the implementation of strategies or programs
to prevent and respond to bullying.
I look forward to the minister’s update on this
important issue for schools, schoolchildren and their
families.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 258) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and I raise it on behalf of the communities in the
Murrindindi and Mansfield shires, who share concerns
about the change of the speed limit on the Goulburn
Valley Highway between Yea and Molesworth. Can
the minister provide the evidence and data relied on for
the change of the speed limit from 100 kilometres per
hour to 80 kilometres per hour on the 12-kilometre
stretch of road on the Goulburn Valley Highway
between Molesworth and Yea and explain why it is the
best solution to address the number of fatalities in the
area?
This 12-kilometre stretch of road is in excellent
condition and is possibly the better part of the road
between Yea and Mansfield. There are overtaking lanes
in both an east and a west direction. Tragically, 8
people have been killed and 13 injured in 11 crashes
over the last five years. VicRoads reports that the
fatalities were not due to road conditions but were
instead due to factors such as fatigue, distraction, speed
and inexperience.
An enormous number of residents in and around Yea,
Alexandra and Mansfield have raised concerns with
me. Many are unhappy as they see the speed limit
change as not the best solution, particularly as it
appears the road is not the problem.

Bentleigh electorate
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — (Question 259) My
question is to the Minister for Planning. I ask the
minister if he will visit Bentleigh to explain the changes
the government is making to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). For two years Glen
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Eira City Council has been implementing Matthew
Guy’s residential zones, which have seen Californian
bungalows in quiet residential streets make way for
four-storey apartment buildings.
Councillors often oppose these individual applications
and send them off to VCAT. The Planning and
Environment Amendment (Recognising Objectors) Bill
2015 means VCAT can now recognise the social
impacts a future development may have. Previously
VCAT had no mechanism to recognise community
concerns about development proposals. This change
means the community’s voice will be given
consideration in VCAT decisions. The government will
also review the former Minister for Planning’s
residential zones later this year. I ask the minister to
visit my electorate and meet with interested local
residents about these issues.
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Sadly, the Abbott government ceased funding the
program in last year’s federal budget, despite the fact
the national partnership agreement on preventive health
was supposed to continue until June 2018. I also
understand that the previous state Minister for Health
had assured stakeholders that a deal had been struck
with the federal government for the program to
continue. Yet it seems that with a much-needed change
of government in our great state, this deal has gone up
in smoke. Since coming to government I know that our
hardworking new minister has continually sought
assurances that this deal would be honoured and
funding provided.
I ask the minister to advise Healthy Together Victoria
of what steps the Andrews government is taking to
ensure that Victorians live healthier, happier and more
active lives.

Gippsland South electorate

Melbourne electorate

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) —
(Question 260) My question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, and it relates
to the northern towns project being proposed by South
Gippsland Water to augment the supplies for towns in
my electorate, including Poowong, Loch, Nyora and
particularly Korumburra.

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — (Question 262) My
question is to the Minister for Education. Prior to the
election Carlton Primary School was promised
$10 million to be delivered in the first term of an
Andrews government. However, the budget shows only
$1 million over the life of this project. Can the minister
explain this discrepancy, confirm whether $10 million
will be delivered in the term of this government and
explain why the $10 million figure is not shown in the
budget papers, as is usual practice for capital works?

The minister will be aware that this project has become
increasingly important as industrial use, in particular by
Burra Foods in Korumburra, is increasing. There is also
population growth, and of course there are potential
impacts of climate in the future. The project was put
forward last year, and I understand that South
Gippsland Water is seeking about $21.4 million to
enable the project to go ahead to augment the supplies
from Lance Creek and Melbourne to ensure that
Poowong, Loch, Nyora and Korumburra have supply
security.
Has the minister received the business case, and when
will the minister make a decision on this project?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 263) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Flemington is home to Mount Alexander College.
Many members of the school live on the Flemington
public housing estate and live in households that exist
at or below the poverty line. Can the minister advise
what opportunities will exist for the school community
to access the Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund
announced recently in the state budget?

Narre Warren South electorate

Bass electorate

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 261) My question is to the Minister for
Health, and it concerns Healthy Together Victoria. It is
a fantastic program that 14 local governments,
520 schools, 938 early childhood services,
4400 workplaces and 1.3 million Victorians have been
involved in. I know that Cardinia Shire Council, which
is just next to my electorate, has been doing great work
as part of this initiative.

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (Question 264) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education. I
recently had the pleasure of meeting with Mr Garry
Dennis, principal of Wonthaggi Secondary College,
together with shadow Minister for Education, the
member for Ferntree Gully.
On 30 September 2014, as reported in the Great
Southern Star, Labor stated that the McBride campus
was in ‘appalling condition’. On 21 November 2014

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
1588

ASSEMBLY

Labor stated, as reported in the South Gippsland
Sentinel-Times:
Out of the $510 million, Wonthaggi will be built …

On 22 November 2014, as reported in the Bass Coast
Post, Labor stated it had:
… committed to spending $510 million on upgrading state
schools, including Wonthaggi’s …

When asked the question at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing on 12 May, the Minister
for Education stated:
Wonthaggi … was not an LFS commitment made by the
Labor Party. We are delivering on all our election
commitments in full.

My question to the minister is simple: why has the
government broken its promise and failed to include the
Wonthaggi educational precinct project in this year’s
budget, and will it be included in next year’s budget?

Footscray electorate
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — (Question 265) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety regarding the proposed bike lanes in
Footscray as part of stage 1 of the western distributor
project. It was great to see funding for an upgrade of
Shepherd Bridge included in the budget along with the
addition of bike lanes. The removal of trucks from
inner western streets will increase usability and safety
for cyclists. Constituents in my electorate have raised
with me the importance of safe and accessible bike
paths in the community. Could the minister outline the
time line for when we can expect to see these new bike
lanes, so my constituents can be informed?

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Education funding
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the honourable member for Monbulk,
the Minister for Education, proposing the following
matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the former coalition government
and the current federal government for failing Victorian
students and families, noting that:
(1) the current federal government has walked away from
years five and six of the Gonski agreement, slashing
$1 billion from education funding to Victoria for 2018
and 2019;
(2) the former coalition government failed to fund the
Gonski agreement in 2014, 2015, 2016 and 2017,
leaving a black hole of over $850 million; and
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(3) the former coalition government decreased annual
funding to TAFE by 36 per cent, or $265 million, over
the past four years.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
speak on the matter of public importance in my name.
The cuts that are outlined in the matter of public
importance before us today demonstrate both the extent
to which those opposite neglected our education system
whilst they were in office and the pain the Abbott
government will inflict on Victorian schools, families
and students in 2018 and 2019.
This government is firmly committed to delivering on
its fundamental belief that every child deserves every
chance to succeed in education, no matter what their
background is or what school they attend. It is with this
ethos that the government is making Victoria the
education state. We have invested in school capital. We
are investing in supports for families, and we have fixed
the Gonski black hole the Liberals left behind.
I would like briefly to remind the house of the damage
inflicted on Victoria’s education system by the previous
government. The coalition government halved the
capital investment in our schools, cut the education
maintenance allowance supports for vulnerable
families, cut Victorian certificate of applied learning
coordinators, cut regional supports, including literacy
and numeracy coaches, and left our principals and
teachers feeling abandoned by the system that is meant
to support them.
In stark contrast, our government came to power on one
of the most important and ambitious promises it could
possibly make: a promise to all Victorians to establish
Victoria as the education state. We have shown that we
do not just make the promises; we deliver on them with
real and tangible actions. Already our investment is
historic. We are investing nearly $4 billion across the
education system. This is the biggest ever single boost
to education funding. The Gonski agreement first and
foremost means providing support for disadvantaged
students. It is vitally important that we make sure this
funding flows to schools where it can make a real and
lasting difference to children’s lives.
As promised, we will deliver full transparency on the
Gonski agreement so that when government schools get
their indicative budgets in September this year, those
budgets will include a specific line item detailing how
much each school will receive under Gonski. This is
something the previous government could not deliver.
It is easy to think of Gonski in the abstract — that it is
just a word or an idea that has now become
meaningless — but, believe me, the idea that Gonski
represents has real meaning for our students, for our
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families and for the teachers and principals in our
schools. Since coming to office I have received
hundreds, if not thousands, of letters from parents,
teachers and principals for whom the promise of
Gonski is very real. I have heard thousands of stories of
the damage inflicted through the heartless cuts of the
previous government to our education system and its
empty promises that were never delivered on.
Let me remind the house that it was the previous
government that slashed and then permanently cut —
removed — the education maintenance allowance. As a
result of that I am sure every member of the house,
including those opposite, has received hundreds of
letters from struggling families across the state who are
desperate to find some way of giving their child the
same access as their classmates to the very basics of
education and access to opportunities. The
government’s Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund will
allow this to happen. More than 200 000 families will
now be able to give their kids the same opportunities
and experiences at school as everyone else.
As a result of the previous government chronically
underfunding school infrastructure, the pressure on our
school system has grown to such a level that the
movement of portable classrooms around the state
increased by 500 per cent. It was not building the
schools and it was not delivering the upgrades to cater
for enrolment, so there was a 500 per cent movement in
relocatables. It ripped apart the fabric of some school
communities, with key buildings being converted into
classrooms as stopgap measures to meet the needs in
our growth areas. The chronic underinvestment has
seen kids learning in classrooms desperately in need of
refurbishment and at least one circumstance where
year 12 students were being taught in the canteen
because there was no other space for them. Such lack of
foresight has led to no new schools being slated to open
in 2016. Our $568 million investment in government
school infrastructure is the first step towards repairing
all of this damage.
During that period I became aware of parents with
disabled children crying out for extra support and
understanding for the challenges their kids face. For the
first time ever in Victoria this government is providing
a dedicated $10 million fund to help schools become
more inclusive. We have a special needs plan, which is
all about ensuring that teacher education for special
needs is compulsory and that there is a review of the
Program for Students with Disabilities funding.
I have heard about kids slipping away from education
because they do not have the people around them to
encourage and inspire them. We want as many of these
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kids as possible to continue to reap the benefits of
education. That is why the government is contributing
$1.6 million to link them with mentors and help them in
school or training.
I have heard from teachers about the thousands of kids
they see coming to school distracted and lethargic for
the simple reason that they have not had breakfast. Our
$13.7 million investment in school breakfast clubs will
mean 25 000 kids will get access to the start that they
need with full bellies. There are kids who fall behind
just because the cost of eyeglasses is beyond the means
of their families, who are struggling to make ends meet.
We will address that with our Glasses for Kids
program.
I have heard some horrendous stories from parents of
kids who no longer want to go to school because they
have been made to feel like they do not belong. That is
why we are expanding the reach of the Safe Schools
Coalition to every government secondary school, so
same-sex attracted and gender diverse students
experience an environment that is inclusive for all kids.
I have heard from principals across the state that the
extra funds their schools were meant to get through the
Gonski agreement to help the state’s most
disadvantaged students just were not there. The list
goes on. This is a legacy that was left by those opposite.
The stewardship of our education system is a matter of
the utmost public importance, and this is what those
opposite did with it. Across the 2016 and 2017 school
years Victorian kids were set to miss out on over
$800 million under the Liberals. That is what those
opposite would have delivered for our schools — an
$800 million gap in Gonski funding if they had been
successful in the election last November. Our state
education budget line plugs the Gonski black hole they
left. For the first time ever in Victoria we have met our
obligations under Gonski, with full allocations for the
2015, 2016 and 2017 school years to make up the huge
shortfall in allocated funding to the Department of
Education and Training that was left by the previous
government.
The figure of $800 million over 2016 and 2017 is based
on a nationally agreed methodology for calculating
funding that counts towards the Gonski agreement. This
is the methodology that everyone adheres to: the
commonwealth government and all states and
territories. It is the only methodology that determines
Gonski funding. It is the only methodology that informs
how school funding data is reported on the MySchool
website, and it is the methodology used under the
investigation I requested be conducted by the
Department of Education and Training with the support
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of the Department of Treasury and Finance. The
investigation confirmed an $800 million shortfall over
2016 and 2017. The previous government, in typical
fashion, short-changed Victorian students by using
opaque budgets to hide the fact that it was walking
away from its obligations. This deception is a matter of
public importance.

currently allocated and used; commonwealth
contributions to government school funding in Victoria;
how the student resource package is calculated,
constructed and distributed; and how to make sure the
system is clear and transparent for principals and school
communities on school funding and the way it is
determined.

School principals knew it was not there, parents knew it
was not there, and our investigation has shown that they
were right. The Gonski funding was not there in the
budgets that schools have received over 2014 and 2015,
but the previous government was not working on its
own. This year’s federal budget confirms that
Christopher Pyne, the federal Minister for Education
and Training, has short-changed Victorian students by
around $1 billion by walking away from years five and
six of the Gonski agreement — that is, $1 billion would
have been allocated to provide for every school and
student in Victoria, both government and
non-government. The Gonski reforms were due to be
implemented over six years from 2014 to make sure
that every student in every school received the
opportunities and support they needed to achieve their
best. The Andrews government will continue to fight
the commonwealth for these crucial years of funding.
The Abbott government’s decision not to reverse its
cuts in the crucial fifth and sixth years of Gonski
reforms will have a devastating impact on
commonwealth funding to Victorian schools.

The review will be completed by the end of 2015, and
recommendations will be given to me on how to deliver
a funding system that supports schools to achieve the
best results for Victorian students. For the first time
ever, we are fully funding the Gonski reforms for
2015–17. The Bracks review, which I have talked
about, will inform our budget decisions beyond 2017.

To give that some context, the $1 billion that the
commonwealth has ripped away from some of
Victoria’s most disadvantaged students could have paid
for more than 8000 teachers, or more than 10 000 allied
health staff, who could provide critical supports to meet
the additional needs of our students. The government
knows how much this funding means to Victorian
students and families. We will not flinch when it comes
to taking the fight to the Abbott government. We will
continue to fight for years five and six of the funding.
Our next opportunity to do just that will come at the
ministerial council meeting this Friday, and I intend to
do it.
After inheriting this $800 million black hole in the
state’s education budget and having experienced a
federal government that consistently shows it is
unwilling to fund education, the Victorian government
has launched a wideranging review into school funding
to be led by a former Victorian Premier, the
Honourable Steve Bracks.
Given the uncertainty created by the previous state and
current federal Liberal governments, the Bracks review
will consider how government school funding is

If you look to New South Wales, you will see exactly
the same process. Before the New South Wales
government embarked on the educational reforms
agreed to under the Gonski national agreement, it
conducted a base review of school budgets. It did the
review first and then delivered the reforms. When those
opposite were in government, they did nothing in that
respect. There was no base review, no
acknowledgement of school budgets and no analysis of
the student resource package. They simply decided to
publicly say that they had signed up to the Gonski
national agreement and that they were funding it in full.
In reality they left a black hole of over $850 million for
the first four years of the agreement. We will not do
that. There will be a base review, which will be
conducted over the course of the next six months. It
will inform our budget decisions beyond 2017. Only
Victorian Labor is committed to the Gonski national
agreement. Schools will see the reality of that
commitment when they receive their school funding in
September. They will see that we back our commentary
with action.
As I said, unlike the opposition, the Labor government
is committed to the Gonski agreement. We are working
to address the massive black hole left by the previous
state and the current federal Liberal governments. Steve
Bracks has agreed to undertake the review on a pro
bono basis. He is keen to ensure that through the review
he will have many opportunities to speak with
Victorian school principals, parents and professional
organisations and that the views of those on the ground
will be heard and acted upon. We will not turn our
backs on Victoria’s schools and families. We are
determined to make Victoria the education state.
Our very first budget delivers the single biggest boost
to education funding in the history of Victoria. We are
fully funding the Gonski agreement, and we are going
to take up the fight with the federal government. We
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will do so on Friday. We will do so every week and
every month, and we will do so during the federal
election campaign as well.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on this
important matter of public importance. It is important
that we have the opportunity to talk about Victoria’s
involvement in the Gonski agreement. It is a vital issue
of significance to all Victorians, and I am very pleased
to see it is on the agenda today.
By way of background, the former coalition
government negotiated an agreement with the former
federal education minister, Bill Shorten. Members may
recall that at the time people wanted us to sign up to the
agreement early, but we held out on signing the Gonski
deal until we were given the best opportunity. I must
say that when Bill Shorten replaced Peter Garrett, we
managed to get a better deal for Victoria, and that is
why the former coalition government signed up to the
deal. It was a six-year deal. We signed up to the deal,
and we guaranteed that we would pay for it for six
years.
From the contribution made by the minister, it is clear
that the Labor Party is telling Victorians they should be
honoured by the fact that this government is going to
fund the agreement for only four years. It is not
interested in funding years five and six. In fact during
the hearings of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC), the Minister for Education was
asked on at least four occasions by the member for
Mornington whether he would publicly commit to
funding years five and six of the Gonski agreement, and
the minister would not guarantee that funding. As we
have just heard, the best Victorians are being offered is
a review to be conducted by former Premier Steve
Bracks. I can tell the house what Victorians want to
hear from the education minister — that is, whether he
will fund years five and six. It is a simple question: will
he or will he not? It is clear that this government is not
willing to tell Victorians it will fund years five and six.
The minister commented on the alleged $800 million
black hole, and I am aware that on 28 April there was a
front-page article in the Age which talked about this
alleged black hole. The very next day in the ‘Comment’
section, the Age published a response to its own article.
It says:
… blaming the previous government.
It’s hard not to be cynical about an unverified accusation
made just a week before the Andrews government hands
down its first budget.
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It continues:
There was no documentation backing Merlino’s black hole
claim, and … no clear commitment from the state
government that they will fund the final two years of the
needs-based Gonski school funding model.

These are the words from the Age. Members should
understand that this drop about an alleged $800 million
black hole was handed to the Age by the minister, and
the very next day the Age, in response to that drop,
came out and questioned the veracity of the claims that
were made by the minister.
Some of us may recall the minister talking about the
alleged $800 million black hole, which was the result of
an investigation conducted by the Department of
Treasury and Finance and the Department of Education
and Training. Members of the house may recall that the
minister was given the opportunity in the house to table
that report. Of course the whole issue centred around
the report and the minister was unwilling to table the
report. In addition, the so-called report which was the
whole basis of this $800 million black hole was then
raised by the member for Mornington during the PAEC
hearings. He asked the minister whether he would table
the report at PAEC, and, repeating the position he had
taken in the house in the previous week, the minister
again refused to table the report.
Victorians were told by the education minister that
there is an $800 million funding black hole which came
to light as a result of an investigation by the Department
of Treasury and Finance and the Department of
Education and Training. The Age has asked the minister
for information, but it has not been provided with any
information that proves the point the minister has made.
The minister made the point; nobody else made the
point. He made the claim, but no information was
provided to the Age to back it up.
In this house the minister claimed that his whole
position on this issue was based on a so-called report
prepared by two departments. The minister was given
the opportunity by the Leader of the Opposition to table
the report in this house, but he did not take up that
opportunity. One can only wonder what he is hiding.
He talks about transparency and makes claims in this
house, but when asked by the Age, the Victorian
Parliament and the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to table the information upon which he is
basing these claims he refuses to do so.
On Gonski funding, the minister made the claim that he
would be providing details of Gonski funding to every
school. He was then asked a very simple question:
would he provide a copy of that information to the
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee? Would he
provide the committee with a list of every school? What
was the minister’s response? He refused to do so. What
is the minister hiding? He talks about transparency, but
when he was asked to table the information by the
member for Gippsland South on the day, he refused to
do so. That exchange appears on page 16 of the
transcript, and the minister may wish to look at that
transcript.
There are a number of things I would like to go through
in the very short time I have left to deal with this very
important issue. I turn now to the issue of asbestos. A
Labor candidate, Tony Clark, who failed in his bid to
become a member of this house, repeated a claim that
was made by Labor that it would ‘make our schools
asbestos free by 2020’. And prior to the election Labor
announced that it would provide $100 million to
remove asbestos from 250 portables. We now see in
this year’s budget that there is $42 million for
200 portables. What happened to the 50 portables?
They have just dropped over the side.
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done so? As we know, Labor makes claims in
opposition but does not deliver on them.
I turn now to the capital budget. When I look at this
document, which is the government’s own document,
all I can say is, ‘Heaven help Victorians who live in
regional Victoria’. As the member for Mildura would
know — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask
honourable members to allow the member to make his
contribution without having people shouting at him.
Mr WAKELING — The people in Merbein would
have to travel 430 kilometres to get to the closest school
to have received a capital upgrade. The people in
Wodonga — and I was there with the member for
Benambra last week — would have to travel
260 kilometres to find the nearest school to receive a
capital investment under this government.

It was alleged at PAEC that the cost of removing
asbestos from all schools is upwards of $800 million, so
how can the minister possibly claim that his $42 million
funding allocation, which is part of a $100 million
funding allocation, is going to ensure that every school
in this state will be asbestos free by the year 2020? Can
I just say that there are numerous schools that I have
visited across this state that have asbestos, and I know
those schools have not been provided with one cent of
commitment by this government over the next four
years. So if the minister is re-elected, he has two years
to spend money on those schools for which not one
commitment has been made.

When you talk to people in regional Victoria it is clear
they have been left out in the cold — this from a
government that claims to govern for all in a state it
claims to be the education state. We heard the member
for Bass earlier talk about the commitments that were
made with respect to Wonthaggi. The Labor candidate
said prior to the election, ‘Out of the $510 million,
Wonthaggi will be built and so will Koo Wee Rup’.
That is pretty clear. When voters in Wonthaggi walked
into the ballot box, whether they voted for the Liberal
Party or for the Labor Party, they expected to get a new
school. Now that Labor is in government we hear, ‘We
aren’t going to deliver on that commitment’. In fact we
saw the response from a member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the other place, Harriet Shing, that ‘the
candidate had been misquoted’. How can you be
misquoted when you make a commitment? You either
make a commitment or you do not make a
commitment. You cannot be misquoted by making a
commitment. What Ms Shing confirmed is that the
candidate made a commitment on behalf of the
government, which it was committed to, but now it is in
government it is telling the people of Wonthaggi, ‘We
don’t care. We don’t want to deliver for you’. That is
the message in Wonthaggi.

We know that it is alleged that it will cost upwards of
$800 million to remove asbestos from schools. I would
be very interested to hear from the minister what advice
he has had from his own department on this. As a
former minister I would expect he has already received
advice. My question then is: if he has not sought advice
from his own department on this issue, why has he not

If members look at what is happening in Armstrong
Creek, one of the fastest growing corridors, as the
member for South Barwon would be aware, they will
see there is a vital need for new schools in that
community. On 5 November the Labor Party identified
that, in addition to the 13 school public-private
partnerships already in place, it would purchase

An honourable member interjected.
Mr WAKELING — That is very interesting,
because the minister made the claim at PAEC that ‘the
budget papers provide progress on every one of our
election commitments’. The election commitment for
250 portables should be in the budget papers, because
that is what the minister said at PAEC. In fact we now
understand that the claim is for only 200 portables,
because that is what is in the budget papers. We know
now that 50 portables have gone.
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additional land for new school sites. We accepted that.
But in this year’s budget there were no commitments
for those school sites that were announced on
5 November. I remind the house that the minister said
at PAEC that in this year the ‘budget papers provide
progress on every one of our election commitments’.
That statement appears on page 22 of the PAEC
transcript.
The people from Armstrong Creek west would expect
to find in any of the budget papers some reference to
Armstrong Creek west. On 5 November the Labor
Party announced a commitment to that community —
‘We would buy land’ — on its own website. But we
now know that that promise, like the one for
Wonthaggi — I do not hear a retort from those opposite
that what I am saying is wrong — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr WAKELING — If I am wrong, I look forward
to the minister highlighting to the house on what page
of what budget paper a reference to Armstrong Creek
west appears. I will give the minister the benefit of the
doubt if the government’s next speaker can advise me
on what page it appears. I am looking forward to
hearing it so the member for South Barwon can tell his
constituents. But we know that it is not in the budget.
Just to highlight where this government is at with
respect to Armstrong Creek west, I note that the
Geelong Advertiser did a story on this issue. The
newspaper asked the opposition for comment, and it
provided commentary. It asked the government for
comment, but did the government provide a verbal
response? No, it sent an email. The problem was the
email was headed ‘Fw: Wonthaggi Secondary College
quote’. Wonthaggi Secondary College is a fair way
from Armstrong Creek. That just demonstrates the way
in which this government is treating our community —
with disdain.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Let us
retort: what a desperate, despicable and overly excitable
attempt to put on the record a revisionist version of that
lousy former government’s history in education.
Where, ever, was its commitment to Gonski? What
those opposite have to remember is that it is a long way
from the classroom of the Haileybury debating class to
a debate in this place about what really happened in the
time when the member for Ferntree Gully was in
government. I will tell the member what happened. He
should come down to Hampton Park Primary School,
which is still waiting for the money that should already
be with that school.
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Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, with the greatest respect — and I appreciate
the member’s comment — I note that my brother is a
resident of the member’s electorate, unlike the member,
who chooses not to live in her electorate.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order. The honourable member to continue.
Ms GRALEY — He is so cheap — so cheap and
nasty. He really is. So clever! Keep smiling. Goodness
me! A private school education did that for him. Well
done.
On this side of the Parliament we give a Gonski. We
give a damn about Gonski. When those students,
teachers and parents were wearing badges in the
schools they were saying they gave a Gonski too. What
were they committing to? I quote:
The idea was to create a system where a student’s success at
school would be determined by their ability, application and
willingness to work hard rather than where they lived, what
their family background was or whether they were Indigenous
or had a disability.

Both sides of the Parliament should be signing up to
that cause, because it is a really worthy cause. It is
something every member should want to put on their
CV. Every government would want that as its legacy.
That is why in this year’s budget the Andrews Labor
government has met — this is happening for the first
time ever — this state’s obligations under Gonski.
Those obligations are fully allocated for the 2016–17
years. It is all there to see in the budget papers. There
are none of the dodgy numbers we see from others.
I remind those opposite that we not only have put the
money there but are making up for this enormous
shortfall, this enormous black hole, of over
$800 million of funding that was taken away or not
provided by this government for the children of
Victoria as well as its parents and teachers. This
short-sighted view of education has left the Victorian
education system in a state of appalling disrepair, and
this is why — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GRALEY — That is their legacy. As much as
those opposite shout, as much as they come into this
house and say other things, their legacy is one of a
terrible government and a failed minister. If we want to
talk about Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(PAEC) hearings, we should go back to the time of the
appearance before PAEC of the then Minister for
Education, the member for Nepean. Members should
have a look at the PAEC transcript from 2014 and see
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what the then minister said. He thought he was doing a
great job, mind you. He had unbelievable conceit. The
exchange in the PAEC transcript goes:
Mr DIXON — I think there is an important point that needs
to be made here that I made earlier: there are not two separate
buckets of money …

There are buckets of money running around. The
exchange continues:
Mr PAKULA — Gonski money is extra.

Mr DIXON — It is not Gonski money and it is not state
money. We see it as …
Blah, blah, blah. The exchange continues:
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educational reform. We see that in the report of the
Auditor-General on costs for families, which showed it
to us. While the government was trying to make things
up, it was here in appendix A. In figure A2 there are all
these lines, and in big letters appears ‘tba’, ‘tba’ —
representing no money. Members opposite were sitting
in their ministerial offices talking about six-year
funding agreements, but there was never any
commitment to it. It was a complete fraud. They were
never committed, as we are, to building an education
state. They never see funding as a very important
matter for schools. That is why on coming back in, this
government has had to not only lay the foundations for
building the education state but also repair the damage
the previous government did. Half the spending on
capital was removed by the previous government.

Mr SCOTT — This is nonsense. Who contributes it?
Mr DIXON — Because it is one bucket of money, like any
budget …

It went on and on. Later the exchange continues:
Mr DIXON — I will say it again: there are not two buckets of
money. The school funding that we — —
Mr PAKULA — There is no Gonski money … There is no
Gonski money …
…
Mr PAKULA — There is no extra money.
Mr DIXON — Both of those sources of funding are
combined …

He was confused, he was mixed up, he was fumbling
and he was bumbling, because the money was never
there, and he knew it, and he was pathetically trying to
cover up what was a disgraceful short-changing of
Victorian schools of their money, which they needed to
run the system properly. The system was falling apart,
and all he could say was, ‘I think I did a great job’. I
have news: nobody in the education system thought the
government was doing a great job, and that is why
people were wearing those badges. It is also why they
were coming to the then shadow Minister for Education
and telling him stories about how dilapidated their
classrooms were, asking where their money was —
they could not find the money that had been promised
to them — and telling him about how their families
were suffering because the education maintenance
allowance had been slashed. What sort of government
takes money away from the most disadvantaged
families in Victoria and thinks that is good policy? I
will tell members: it is a government that does not care.
It just does not care. Its members did not give a Gonski.
The fact is that the conservative coalition government
and its federal counterpart were never committed to

Imagine a school at Hampton Park that was ready to
start the rebuild of a classroom and then was told it
would have to keep waiting while money was spent
elsewhere. What about a school in Fountain Gate that
had improved its maths and literary skills so well that it
had been promised national partnership funding, but
somehow this was to come from one of the minister’s
magical buckets of money and they never got to see it.
That is what happened under members opposite when
they were in government. Of course there are their
federal counterparts in Canberra. There is the fixer, the
federal Minister for Education and Training,
Christopher Pyne, who thinks that $100 000 university
degrees and not providing money for students with
disabilities is the way to run an education system. I am
telling you it is not.
On this side of the house the building of an education
state is our no. 1 priority. That is why we have an
education budget that is the biggest ever. We are
making a record investment in rebuilding our schools.
For the information of the TAFE wrecker, the member
for Ferntree Gully, who spoke before me, we are
rebooting and rebuilding our TAFE system, and I will
give an example. Under the Bracks and Brumby
governments nine new schools were built in my
electorate. Not one was built during the term of the
previous government, despite Berwick being the
baby-boom capital of Victoria. Now that we are back in
government, new schools are on their way. However —
and this is a disgraceful statistic; you cannot rewrite
history to this point — not one new school will open in
2016 in the growth areas, despite people moving out
there in their droves and communities wanting their
families to be well looked after.
This government is about building the education state. I
must say that despite the loud cries coming from those
opposite, the review being undertaken by former
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Premier Bracks has received enormous and loud
applause from the education sector. When members
opposite were in government for four years, people
were wondering not only where the money was coming
from, with most of it not coming, but how it was going
to be delivered. This is going to be the most equitable
and transparent funding review that will deliver a
funding framework that will enable principals to plan
for their school’s future and families will be well
supported when they send their children to school.
The foundations of the education state are being
constructed. There will be classrooms to support
innovative learning, youth skills, technologies and
infrastructure, teacher support and training and genuine
partnerships with teachers, parents and communities.
This is about putting Victorian children first. It is about
putting Victorian families first. It is about putting the
Victorian economy first. And we will do it.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I am very pleased to rise
today to make a contribution to debate on this matter of
public importance (MPI). Improving educational
outcomes is very close to my heart and I know it is
close to the heart of many on this side of the chamber.
Labor claims that education is its no. 1 priority. We
have heard Labor members today say that they are
going to create the education state. It is a noble
sentiment and one that I support, if only it were true.
This government is putting politics ahead of people. We
have seen it time and again. It says one thing and then it
does the complete opposite, and we do not have to go
too far to find a perfect example of that. Page 3 of
today’s Age carries a headline ‘Funds-tight training hub
could soon close’. I would urge the Minister for
Education, seeing that many letters sent to him seem to
have gone into a black hole, to read today’s Age.
I visited the Hamilton District Skills Centre last week
with the member for Lowan, who has been lobbying
the government to fund the centre. She has called many
times, visited the centre and shown the Minister for
Education and myself through it. In 2009 the centre,
which was originally the Australian Technical College,
was converted and established as a collaboration of
educational institutions. Its advisory board includes all
of the schools in the district as well as South West
TAFE, Southern Grampians Adult Education and the
local learning and employment network, and has broad
community support.
The centre began with four students in 2009 and this
year has 186 students enrolled from schools right across
the district. It needs just $200 000 a year for the next
three years to continue operating. Its students have done
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all they can to make themselves self-sufficient. They
have been selling firewood, building cubbyhouses and
selling them, and catering at hospitality events. These
students are trying to raise money for their own
education. However, the minister’s department is
telling them that they need to find a self-sustaining
model.
This centre has had an incredibly powerful impact on
retention rates in educational institutions in the
Southern Grampians shire, one of the most
disadvantaged shires in Victoria. They have lifted from
35 per cent in 2009 to 68 per cent last year. The
Minister for Education, who is at the table, is saying
that we should talk to the former education minister. It
is my understanding that it was the Gillard federal
government that cut funding for this centre. The centre
was provided with funding, but this year it will be
forced to close if it does not find funding. The Minister
for Education is here now. He should simply fund this
project.
The principal of Baimbridge College, the local
secondary college there, has written to the minister on
no less than three occasions. In one of those letters he
said:
Notwithstanding the reversal of retention trends and the
successful outcomes for students and the community, the
Hamilton District Skills Centre will no longer be financially
viable in 2016. Opportunities will cease, classes will not be
offered and approximately 200 students from our district will
no longer have the vocational opportunities that have been put
in place since the end of 2009.

Earlier we heard the Minister for Education say ‘every
child deserves every chance to succeed … no matter
what their background’. I agree, which is why I would
ask him to fund this centre in regional Victoria.
However, because it is in regional Victoria, he is doing
nothing about it. As I have already said, the letter I
quoted from was the third one the principal has written
to the minister, and he has received no meaningful
response. You would think this would be a great
opportunity for Labor to demonstrate its commitment to
education, but this principal has received nothing.
We are talking about the future of the young people of
western Victoria, but when it comes to securing that
future, this government is all about spin and it is all
about the rhetoric. We on this side of the house are
happy to let the facts speak for themselves.
Mr Merlino — Like budgets.
Ms RYAN — Like budgets. Labor made all kinds of
claims about the training system before the election. In
opposition the Minister for Education and the Minister
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for Training and Skills both signed a pledge — I am
sure they, along with most members opposite,
remember it well — promising to reverse the so-called
funding cuts to TAFE. Before the election Labor
members claimed that $1.2 billion had been cut from
TAFE. The only problem with that claim is that it is not
true. Labor members are now quietly backing away
from it, because they cannot live up to their rhetoric.
This MPI has reduced that $1.2 billion to $265 million.
Labor cannot even make those numbers add up — even
those numbers are skewed.
Labor members have been selectively quoting from
years 2011–12. They are not taking their numbers from
2010, their last year in government. If you were to look
at those years, you would discover that funding for
TAFE increased from $487 million to $600 million.
The government is selectively quoting to fabricate an
argument that is dishonest and deceitful.
Mr Northe interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Morwell will have to go back
to his seat if he keeps on interjecting in that way.
Ms RYAN — The real intent of this is to distract
from the fact that Labor members are not investing one
more dollar in training in Victoria, and they are not
planning on training one additional student. Despite
their so-called TAFE Rescue Fund, they are not
planning on training one additional student. Just one
week ago the Minister for Training and Skills admitted
to this at the budget estimates hearings of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. He said:
In terms of the TAFE rescue funding, we are committed to
$1.2 billion, which the former government was and which we
are in terms of VTG —

Victorian Training Guarantee —
contestable funding out there — in terms of funding for the
training system. It is a substantial amount by any stretch.

There you have it. There is not one extra dollar for
training in this state, and there will not be one
additional student.
The TAFE Rescue Fund is a sham. It is about politics.
It does not deliver extra funding, and in fact it takes
away money that was previously used for training and
simply funnels it out to TAFEs. From my conversations
with people who work in the sector, there are very real
concerns about the guidelines for that funding. I am
hearing reports from more than one place that there has
been very little rigour around that funding. Institutions
have been told to produce a one-pager or two-pager,
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and the government will funnel the money out to them.
This is money that was being used to train people and
to deliver real government subsidised places, and it is
now being funnelled out for other purposes. This year
the government intends to enrol 443 687 students in
training courses. That is exactly the same number listed
in the 2014 Victorian training market report. When the
minister released that report just two months ago, he
said that it represented a failure of the training system in
this state. If that is a failure, why has he kept
enrolments at exactly the same number? The minister
has retreated now.
Those opposite know very well that Labor opened the
training system to contestability, and the previous
government inherited that from Labor. It was not this
side of the house that changed the operating conditions
TAFE was working in. It was those on that side of the
house. It was the member for Bendigo East as minister,
and it was the Minister for Training and Skills when he
was a parliamentary secretary. Labor exposed TAFEs
to a fully open and contestable market, and it failed to
give TAFEs the support they needed to operate in that
environment. This government wants to rewrite history.
It is trying to fabricate history. The facts speak for
themselves.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise today to speak on this matter of public
importance. It gives me great pleasure to follow the
member for Euroa. I know that many members of The
Nationals are in the house at the moment. I suggest that
they stay here and hear about the true state of education
that we inherited from the previous government.
I would like to point out to the member for Euroa the
Auditor-General’s report of April 2014 entitled Access
to Education for Rural Students. Mr Doyle’s report
found that under the previous government the
department had a limited understanding of the impact
its actions were having on rural students. He said that
everyone has the right to high-quality education to
realise their potential, and the audit showed that there is
no sign that the gap in performance between country
and city kids is likely to narrow. In some areas of
performance the gap is getting wider. The
Auditor-General slammed the previous government and
its failure to address the needs of country students.
Let me provide members with some figures to counter
what we have just heard. In 2013, just under 75 per cent
of metropolitan government students completed
secondary school compared with just over 60 per cent
in the bush. City students are also more likely to seek
tertiary qualifications. What we know and what the
Auditor-General showed us is that under the previous

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 27 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

government it was kids in our country schools who
were missing out. I can let all members know that this
government will not stand by while children in regional
schools are disadvantaged.
I remind the house that we are talking about the Gonski
reforms, and I will talk a little bit about what the
Gonski agreement was all about. What was Gonski
trying to achieve? To that end, I might use the words of
David Gonski himself. What David Gonski said was
that the Gonski funding review was about building
equity in our education system. He said:
One of the easiest decisions we made was what we believed
‘equity’ should mean in determining a suitable education
funding system for Australia. We felt strongly and
unanimously that the new funding system should ensure that
differences in educational outcomes were not the result of
differences in wealth, income, power or possessions. Flowing
from this, it was critical that the new funding system be based
on need.

What a great definition of what an education funding
system should be about. That is why Labor got right
behind it, and that is why Labor remains committed to
implementing the Gonski reforms.
Let me tell members this: for the first time ever in
Victoria, we as a government, under our fantastic
Minister for Education, the member for Monbulk, can
proudly say that we have met our obligations under
Gonski with full allocations for 2016 and 2017. We will
make up the more than $800 million shortfall in
funding allocated to the department that was left by the
previous government.
Let us make no mistake at all — the previous
government was never committed to the Gonski
reforms. It never had any intention of delivering real
reform to our school system. It never had any intention
of addressing the disadvantage in our school system or
addressing the disadvantage felt by children in rural and
regional Victoria. They totally neglected children in
rural and regional Victoria. Thank heavens we have had
a change of government so that the children of rural and
regional Victoria will be looked after.
I decided to have a read of the member for Nepean’s
contributions to debate on Gonski funding in this house,
and, I have to say, what a joke! His contributions read
like one great conspiracy theory. The member for
Nepean saw Gonski as nothing other than a power grab
from Canberra and an evil plot to take over our schools.
Meanwhile, using autonomy as a front, he cut funding
to our schools.
Every school that I have been to in my electorate said to
me that under the previous government they felt that
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cuts to their funding system meant they were not able to
deliver the quality education our children deserve,
whether it was Daylesford Secondary College, Kyneton
Secondary College, Daylesford Primary School,
Kyneton Primary School, Lancefield Primary School,
Malmsbury Primary School, Hepburn Primary School
or Woodend Primary School. Each and every one of
these schools said that they did not see additional
funding coming into their budgets. Indeed they had to
cut programs and access to specialist services for
children, including speech therapists and psychologists.
All these services were cut under the previous
government.
Let us be clear about this. The Liberal Party and the
previous education minister never had a commitment to
the Gonski principles of equity in education funding,
and this lack of commitment from members on the
opposition benches is shared by their federal
colleagues. This issue is about the Liberal Party’s lack
of concern for what goes on in our government schools
and our most disadvantaged non-government schools.
Ken Boston put it rather succinctly when he said:
Why is Pyne so against Gonski?

We could insert ‘Why are other members on the
opposition benches, including the shadow minister, so
opposed to Gonski?’:
It is because he understands that Gonski is more than a new
approach to allocating recurrent funds to schools. It is a
fundamental re-imagining of Australian education. It asks:
‘What kind of country do we want Australia to be?’.

The Liberal Party does not like the answer to that
question. Talking about the current federal Minister for
Education and Training, Ken Boston goes on to say:
Pyne is shrewd enough to understand that strategic targeting
of resources according to need —

and let us be clear, that is what Gonski wants to do:
target resources according to need —
will do much more than reduce the impact of disadvantage on
educational outcomes. He knows that it will also reduce the
impact of advantage and privilege.

The Liberals do not want to see any diminution in
advantage and privilege because it suits their purposes.
To this end, I point out to The Nationals that they do
themselves and their constituents a great disservice by
the way they kowtow to the Liberal Party. The Liberal
Party has no interest in representing people in rural and
regional communities who are not advantaged or
privileged. The constituents of The Nationals are not
people of privilege. They are people who need strong
and effective representation, but they will not get it
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from The Nationals because The Nationals will kowtow
to the Liberals every time, and the Liberal Party will
sell the interests of country people short every time.
I am pleased to be standing here as an MP on the Labor
side of the house with a minister who is totally
committed to making Victoria the education state. We
have heard a lot about the $800 million black hole that
we inherited. That figure is based on a nationally agreed
methodology for calculating the funding that counts
towards the Gonski agreement. These are the rules
under which the Gonski agreement was signed. They
are the same rules that the other states are following,
but those opposite thought they could get away with
counting anything they liked towards Gonski funding.
As we heard earlier, we saw this shameful farce on
display at last year’s Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearings. While the member for
Nepean is in the house, I will quote back to him some
of his contribution at PAEC.
It is not two buckets of money …It is all of our money put
together that tackles a range of programs and ongoing
programs and just the bread and butter of schools over the life
of the next six years, or in this budget, over the next four
years.

What does that mean? What was he trying to tell us?
One thing we know is that the money was not there. He
was bumbling and fumbling his way through PAEC,
trying to hide the fact that he was not going to put the
money in. He did not believe in Gonski; the Liberals
still do not believe in Gonski. They do not want to
deliver educational equity in our system.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is wonderful to be here
to talk about Gonski — whatever that might be —
because there are a range of definitions. The first thing I
want to do is defend the former government’s record on
education. Every single education budget in the four
years of our government increased its spending on
education. In fact, the last coalition budget signed off
by the Auditor-General had $1 billion more for
education compared to the last budget under the
previous Labor government. An extra billion dollars is
not a cut. That is extra money. Anyone who says there
was a cut in education is lying. The Australian
Education Union loves saying that because it is easy to
say, and it thinks that if it keeps saying it, people will
actually believe it. There was $1 billion more in our last
budget compared to the previous Labor government’s
last budget.
Let us get on to Gonski. David Gonski wrote his report
at the behest of the Gillard government, and it was a
far-reaching and detailed report. It boiled down to facts
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around equity and consistency in funding across the
states; that no matter what your background was, there
was an appropriate amount of funding for that
individual child based not only on their circumstances
but on the circumstances of their community. Almost as
soon as that report was released — within a day — the
Gillard government responded to it, and its response to
the Gonski report was an absolute bastardisation of
what Gonski wanted. It was an absolutely pale imitation
of what the Gonski report said. When Labor members
talk about what the Gonski report is, are they talking
about what the then Gillard federal government said
was the report or what David Gonski said was his
report? They are two completely different things, and
that is the history of it.
One of the main aims of David Gonski was that
education in Australia needed consistency — a
consistent model across all sectors, across all students
and across all states and territories. However, the then
federal Gillard government went around from state to
state, from territory to territory and from sector to sector
and started negotiating individual funding agreements,
which was hardly consistency. It turned into politics
straightaway. That is the Gonski agreement that Labor
members are defending. It was absolutely a totally
political exercise. The Gillard government was doing
deals with different states of different colours and with
different sectors within those states. All along members
of the then Labor opposition were saying to me, ‘Sign
up to Gonski. You have got to give a Gonski!’. That is
what it was; it was just an absolutely hollow slogan.
Labor members like slogans because they are shallow
and they can relate to them. The Australian Education
Union and the Labor Party like slogans. They say, ‘I
should give a Gonski’, but what is a Gonski? As I have
said from the start, the Gonski of David Gonski was
totally different from the Gonski that then Prime
Minister Julia Gillard started to negotiate with me.
Straightaway, to push those negotiations along, Peter
Garrett, as the federal Minister for School Education,
Early Childhood and Youth, put out a list of the money
that each individual school would receive if we all gave
a Gonski. It was totally discredited. The now federal
Leader of the Opposition, Bill Shorten, discredited it,
the then Department of Education, Employment and
Workplace Relations in Canberra discredited it and we
discredited it.
It was just useless, but everybody was using the list of
schools and what they received when it suited them.
Unfortunately inside that list there were 500 schools
that were going to lose funding in Victoria, mainly
government schools, and mainly poor government
schools. I was not prepared to sign up to that. Labor
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Party members in opposition, including the now
Minister for Education, said I should sign up to it
immediately. Not only was I not prepared to sign up to
500 schools in Victoria losing money, but also I was
not prepared to sign up to a program and a funding deal
that said Canberra could absolutely run education in the
states and territories of Australia. That was not what
was going to happen, and I was not prepared to sign up
to that. I was not going to give away the education of
students in the classroom to 4000 faceless bureaucrats
in Canberra who do not know how to run a school or
employ a teacher and who know nothing about
education.
Then we had a change of leadership in the federal
government. We got the Kevin Rudd mark II federal
government and Bill Shorten as the federal Minister for
Education. Bill Shorten wanted to do a deal. Remember
the deals: every individual state and territory were all
doing deals. It was nothing to do with David Gonski’s
report; in fact it was totally removed from it. Bill
Shorten, during our negotiations, actually said I was an
honourable man, and that was nice to hear. We signed
up a deal with him for $12.2 billion to be made
available over six years: $5.4 billion from the Victorian
government and $6.8 billion from the federal
government. Much of it, especially the federal
component, was backloaded and was needs-based
funding. The then Labor federal government told us
that Victoria’s needs-based funding model for
government schools was a very good model and it was
prepared to accept that. The federal government was
prepared for us to distribute its money according to our
needs-based funding model and also for the financial
assistance model which was used for non-government
schools in Victoria.
We also negotiated changes to the commonwealth
Australian Education Act 2013. Those changes would
have handed over control of our schools and our
curriculum in every single aspect of education to
Canberra, which I said I would not sign up to. The then
state opposition Labor Party said I should sign up to it.
It wanted me to hand over control of education in
Victoria to Canberra. I was not prepared to do that. I do
not care which side of politics is in power in Canberra,
a federal government should not be running our schools
in Victoria. The Australian Education Union told me to
do that, but I was not prepared to sell our schools down
the drain or the gutter to Canberra.
We then had a change of federal government when the
coalition was elected. I am on the record many times as
saying that the new federal government should have
honoured the years five and six funding, and I make no
bones about that. We did not sign that agreement with
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the Labor Party. We signed that agreement with the
federal government, and the contract that we signed
should be honoured by both parties. We were prepared
to honour the $5.4 billion over six years, and the
coalition federal government should have honoured that
six-year deal that we signed up to with the previous
federal government.
At a media conference in Sydney I stood with a Labor
minister, a Greens minister and a minister from The
Nationals, and together we called on the Abbott federal
government to honour the years five and six funding
agreement. Last year in Victoria we had the first budget
that actually started to deliver on Gonski to Victorian
schools. In fact when the schools received their budget
for this year at the end of last year they received the
first payments. Our most needy 500 schools received
their first down payment on the Gonski equity funding
for our schools. It is totally hypocritical of this
government to say that I should have signed up to
Gonski, when it now will not guarantee years five
and six funding. Government members should go to
every single school in Victoria and say, ‘We are not
signing up to years five and six’. In opposition Labor
called on me to sign it and I did. Now the government
is calling on the federal government to deliver on
years five and six, but it will not do it.
How hypocritical is that? The Labor government has no
status at all. It has no right to say that it is running an
education state when it refuses to sign up to it,
particularly as all along it said the former coalition
government should sign up to Gonski. We have heard
the government’s claims about the black hole, which
the member for Ferntree Gully talked about in his
contribution, but there is no documentation. The report
will not be tabled by the government. It will not give us
the details of the so-called black hole, because it does
not exist.
Apparently Victoria is the education state. That is good,
but we do not have an education minister. It is amazing
that the Minister for Education is not located in the
Department of Education and Training. He is never
seen around the Department of Education and Training
because he is in 1 Treasury Place. He needs to keep an
eye on the Premier and what is going on there. He loves
the trappings of power at 1 Treasury Place, but he will
not go next door to 2 Treasury Place and be a part of his
department. My sources in the department tell me that
they never see the minister. They do not know who he
is. Most of them do not even know what he looks like.
In fact he will not even refer to himself as the Minister
for Education.
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I saw a discussion paper that went out about the role of
the regions. When I opened the first page, I noted that it
did not say, ‘A message from the minister’; instead it
says, ‘A message from the Deputy Premier’. Goodness
me, he will not even own up to the fact that he is the
education minister! Is he ashamed of education in
Victoria? Is he ashamed of his role? He will not even
call himself the education minister. What is he actually
doing? He is so distracted by trying to keep his little
faction of three together that he is totally bereft of any
ideas of real educational growth and of making Victoria
the education state.
He is not there; he is not present. He is not present
intellectually, and he is not present physically in
education here in Victoria. If he really wants to be an
education minister, what he should do is move back
into the department of education, call himself the
Minister for Education and actually sign up to years
five and six of the Gonski agreement, which we did. I
signed up to it, with Bill Shorten. Those opposite called
on me to do that. Now Labor Party members refuse to
do it. They are an absolute disgrace to public education
in this state.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Nothing could be more
important than the education of our children and young
people. I absolutely support this matter of public
importance proposed by the Minister for Education and
Deputy Premier. The previous speaker, who was the
previous Minister for Education, could barely get
through his 10 minutes speaking time. The central
thesis of his argument was that the Minister for
Education is the Deputy Premier. It shows how
important the education portfolio is to this government,
how central it is to our work, our beliefs, the fibre of
our being, that the Deputy Premier, who always gets to
choose which portfolio they take up, has chosen the
education portfolio.
The Premier and the Deputy Premier have said: we will
make Victoria the education state and we are prepared
to have that slogan on every licensed vehicle going
around this state, because that is what we
fundamentally believe in. I was really pleased that that
announcement was made by the then Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in
Mernda in my electorate. Nothing could have
underscored more clearly the neglect of education by
the previous Minister for Education, that appalling
spokesperson for the opposition, who just had the
temerity to get up and speak in this debate, and who
comprehensively failed to defend his record. On his
watch there was a reduction of more than 50 per cent in
school capital spending in this state.
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The population of the fastest growing postcode in the
state and in the country, Mernda and Doreen, doubled
between 2011 and 2014. It is also one of the youngest
postcodes in the state. It beggars belief that the
government would not invest in schools in that
postcode. In 2009, when it was previously in
government, Labor had purchased land for a P–12
college in Breadalbane Avenue. It is serviced by buses,
next door a children’s centre is being constructed by the
council, and it has burgeoning primary schools all
around it. Mernda Primary School was built by our
government and those opposite were proud to put their
names on the plaque. We left them plenty of ribbons to
cut. They cut ribbons on Labor’s projects with one hand
and they cut budgets with the other.
Mernda Primary School was opened by those opposite
but it was funded and delivered by us. It has almost
1000 students. Its principal, Lynda Thompson, had
been saying to me for months, ‘Danielle, we’ve had the
bureaucracy, the support staff, around us. If we have
any issues around our student welfare, the nearest
education support person we have is in Bendigo’. If
there are children at risk of harm, at risk of family
violence or homelessness, if they have lost a parent or if
a staff member of the school passed away, we hear the
rhetoric that those on the other side love. They say,
‘Let’s have a self-managing school; let’s let the
principal manage the school; let’s have that poor,
hardworking educational leader have absolutely every
responsibility laid on them — because we have ripped
it all away’.
The person who claimed to be the Minister for
Education, the member for Nepean, who spoke just
before me, ripped out funding for youth workers,
school nurses, welfare officers, psychologists and social
workers. They are vitally important to supporting the
great work that our educational leaders do in their
schools. Schools in areas ranging from Hurstbridge to
Diamond Creek to South Morang, Whittlesea, Mernda
and Epping North had to phone Bendigo, which
serviced a region that stretched from Moreland to
Mildura. Then there was a funny little island in my
electorate. For some reason, the schools at Beveridge
and Upper Plenty had to phone Glen Waverley.
I will mention Beveridge Primary School. The now
Leader of the Opposition, who was then Minister for
Planning, moved the urban growth boundary so that
that school was inside the boundary and it lost funding
for rurality. A line drawn on the map by the now
Leader of the Opposition had moved that school.
Beveridge does not have reticulated water, it does not
have sewerage and it needs to maintain its own supply
of water for firefighting. Under the previous
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government’s watch the population of that school
increased by one-third in one year and the government
cut funding to it. There was a mobile dead spot, so
when the fires were ringing Wallan, the people in
Beveridge did not even know the fire was coming over
the hill, yet they were considered to be urban. The
previous government took away the rurality funding for
the primary school.
I mentioned the lack of construction of the Mernda
Central P–12. There was also the delay in building the
Doreen secondary college, now Hazel Glen College.
That work was three to four years late. In the 2010
budget, money was put aside for that secondary college
but the negotiations to sell that land stopped. The
developer came to see me and said, ‘Danielle, help.
We’re trying to sell this parcel of land’. The then
government had halted negotiations. Then,
miraculously, the school was funded in the then
government’s first budget. Those opposite had no
intention of building that school. They just used the
money from the budget of the year before and held up
the construction. The only reason that the school was
constructed was because Acacia College went belly up.
At the last minute, in a subsequent budget those
opposite ripped out money from Mount Ridley College
in Craigieburn, in another growth corridor, and said,
‘Here we are’. They ripped off one school community
to cover up their failure to invest in another.
When the former government got to its final year in
office, its members said, ‘Whoops, we really have gone
too far. We might lose the election’. They expected
people to believe that they then cared about education.
At the outset of his contribution to the debate, the
Minister for Education said that the underinvestment by
the previous government means that not one school will
be constructed in this state next year. That is because of
the failure of those opposite to invest. The Deputy
Leader of The Nationals said about those opposite,
‘We’re happy to let the facts speak for themselves’. The
facts are that not one school will be built in this great
state next year because of the underinvestment by those
opposite.
Suddenly last year members of the then government
announced a flurry of activity. They said they would
build the Mernda South primary school, which I
welcomed, but they also said they would build Mill
Park Lakes East primary school, which is next door,
south of the growth area and underenrolled. The then
minister refused to shift that funding to Mernda and to
other areas. Epping Views Primary School has
1400 students, but the minister refused to change the
funding. He refused to acknowledge he had made a
mistake and that he had no idea.
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Let me come back to The Nationals and also the lead
speaker for the coalition, the failed Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, who is now the shadow Minister
for Education. They bleated about caring for regional
Victoria. They could not care less. Given what
happened under their watch, The Nationals especially
are culpable. The areas with the worst outcomes of
educational attainment in this state are and have always
been in regional Victoria. Earlier this year the
Auditor-General tabled in this Parliament a report that
showed a 75 per cent retention rate in metropolitan
areas and 60 per cent in regional Victoria.
I saw that. In opposition I travelled around regional
Victoria, and I now travel as the parliamentary
secretary for regional Victoria. With all those cuts to
school support services the rates of teen pregnancy
went up and school retention rates went down. What
did the former government do? It cut funding to TAFE.
The south-west of the state contains the electorate of the
previous Premier, who is the longest serving member in
this Parliament. It is where I grew up, and I am proud to
say I grew up in Warrnambool, but it has some of the
lowest rates of educational retention in this state. What
did the previous government do? Nothing, except cut
education.
Finally, I turn to the schools in my electorate that were
bushfire affected. They had the guts ripped out of them
and no-one cared. They needed additional support to
deal with the ongoing trauma. There are more kids from
bushfire-affected families in the schools in my
electorate now than there were in 2009 and those
opposite cut funding to them. I support this matter of
public importance, and the other side should be
condemned for failing to care.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is a pleasure to
speak about one of the key issues confronting our
state — that is, delivering on the right of all Victorians
to the best education possible. I have spoken many
times in this house about education being the true
leveller and providing an opportunity for success
regardless of means or background. Our schools need
the best facilities and the best teachers and leaders. It is
ironic that we have this matter of public importance
before us from the Minister for Education talking about
Gonski and alleging that we did not support the Gonski
review, because six months into the job this minister
has already failed.
Those on this side of the house will recall our
commitment to education when we were in
government — $1 billion in funding, as the former
education minister, the member for Nepean, said in his
contribution. That was more than any other government
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prior to our time. Before that, 11 years of Labor
government had seen schools falling down around us.
We saw many examples of that. There were schools in
my electorate with pigeon poo in the ceiling and others
that needed complete rewiring. They were in an
absolutely disgraceful state because of the former
government. All it could do was introduce things like
Building the Education Revolution, which was about
putting up plaques and opening new buildings without
fixing up the existing ones. Labor absolutely could not
give a Gonski when it came to education.
Now let us look at Gonski. We have heard from the
other side that in the last six months this government
has been the saviour when it comes to education, and
we on this side have said that we are the ones who
really care when it comes to education. But do not take
my word for it, do not take the word of our shadow
minister or of anyone on this side of the house; rather
consider what others are saying. Let us look at an article
in the Sydney Morning Herald — —
Mr Nardella — The Sydney Morning Herald!
Mr SOUTHWICK — The education minister got
up to speak on this matter of public importance and said
that New South Wales is a perfect example of what we
should be doing; it has worked very hard and Victoria
should be doing the same. Meanwhile this article dated
17 March says of the New South Wales education
minister:
… he feared the worst for the needs-based Gonski funding
model after the Labor education minister in Victoria, James
Merlino, backed away from the national agreement and has
not committed his state to the final two years of funding.

The minister in this house is talking up New South
Wales and saying what a great job it is doing, while
New South Wales is saying that Victoria is a
disgrace — and under this government that is true.
When we were in government we had a well-negotiated
deal for Gonski. We made sure we got the best deal
possible, and now Labor is backing away. It is saying,
‘We won’t worry about the last two years; we’ll just
wait and see. We’ll have a review and look into it. You
know what? We’ll get Bracksy on the case; he’ll look
after it for us. Don’t worry. We don’t need to make a
decision about this. Bracksy will come in and sort it
out’.
The member for Melton said, ‘Don’t listen to the
Sydney Morning Herald. It wouldn’t know what it’s
talking about’. I will therefore go one better and look at
the Australian Education Union (AEU) website. I hope
those opposite think this is credible; I want to make
sure I am referring to the right source. An article on the
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AEU website headed ‘Victoria no “education state”
without Gonski, Premier Andrews’ states:
The AEU has put Victorian Premier Daniel Andrews on
notice that Victoria’s most disadvantaged students must
receive the funding that was intended for them.

It goes on to quote the AEU Victorian branch president,
Meredith Peace, as saying:
Victorian schools are the lowest funded in the country.
Productivity Commission figures repeatedly show Victoria is
underinvesting in public education …
Our public schools educate about 80 per cent of
disadvantaged students but have not received the funding they
need to support these students. It is inexcusable that the
Andrews government has now turned its back on needs-based
funding.

That is the AEU saying that the Andrews government
has turned its back on needs-based funding. Peace goes
on to say:
The Andrews government has undermined Victoria’s Gonski
agreement.

That is not from a member of the Liberal Party or The
Nationals but from the AEU, brothers and
sisters-in-arms of the Labor Party. The AEU is saying
that Premier Andrews, the education minister and the
Labor Party have let down the great educators in this
state.
But let us not limit ourselves to the AEU and the
Sydney Morning Herald; let us also look at the Age. In
an article dated 8 March headlined ‘Victorian Labor
faces backlash over Gonski school funding backdown’,
the Sunday Age states of the education minister:
… asked repeatedly if Victorian schools would still get the
state’s share — regardless of Canberra’s decision to only fund
the first four years — Mr Merlino told the Sunday Age the
matter was now ‘the subject of future budget considerations’
and blamed the Abbott government for changing the
goalposts.

This government has been in the job six months — —
An honourable member — Got the chequebook.
Mr SOUTHWICK — It has got the chequebook,
which it was crying out for, and it is blaming Canberra,
it is blaming us, it is blaming everybody else and doing
nothing about itself. We heard the education minister
talking about taking a leaf out of the book of New
South Wales and others. If government members were
serious about education, they would stand up and say,
‘We’re funding the total six years. We’re showing
some leadership on this. Regardless of what happens
with Tony Abbott, we are going to ensure that we fund
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the six years of Gonski’. But it is not going to do that; it
is just going to play politics with education.
But let us not listen to the Age. Let us not worry about
the AEU. Let us not read the Sydney Morning Herald.
Let us have a look at Save Our Schools. Save Our
Schools is an independent group working for the kids, a
parent body trying to stick up for schools. It said:
The Victorian government must be confronted by the public
school parent, teacher and principal organisations to address
the recurrent funding needs of public schools. It must commit
to large funding increases for disadvantaged students, the
large majority of whom are in public schools. It should follow
the NSW coalition government in guaranteeing the funding
increases planned under the National Education Reform
Agreement, especially those in the last two years of the
agreement. It should also commit to increasing funding
loadings for disadvantaged students because the current
loadings are much too low to bridge the large achievement
gaps between rich and poor in Victoria.

Everywhere you go people are talking down this
government. The only one who is talking up this
government is the Minister for Education. He loves to
blow his own trumpet; he loves to talk himself up.
Those opposite all love to talk. Let us have a look at
this good old talk, particularly the slogans. We had a
fantastic Labor election commitment, which was the
numberplate revealing Victoria to be the education
state. It is a fantastic slogan; if only it had some
substance, if only there was something beneath the
initial claim. Taxpayers will fork out $45 000 to ensure
the change of slogan for Victorian numberplates to
promote the Andrews government’s election pledge. It
is fine to spend $45 000, but what does it do?
This bizarre move comes as figures reveal that
government schools in Victoria receive about
$1000 less per student per year than those in New
South Wales, and $1500 less than their Queensland
counterparts. So we are going to be the education state,
but we are not going to fund the schools. But you do
not need funding, kids; you just need a numberplate!
We will give you a numberplate, and that will do. You
can at least think that we are a great state. What we
might be doing here is hand-delivering a numberplate
to every school. They can stick it on the wall and say,
‘We are the education state. We haven’t got any dough,
but we have a numberplate’. That is what the
government is doing, and that is what we are seeing.
There is no question about this government’s spin. It is
great at slogans; it is great at reviews. It is going to
have, as I said, another review. Former Premier Bracks
is doing a review. Bracks will fix it for them.
Those opposite could not make a decision if they tried.
They have had so many opportunities here, and all they
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are going to do is leave it to the department. The
departments will sort it out; the unions will fix it! The
AEU will not fix it, because it is calling the government
a disgrace. The government is left wanting here, six
months into the game. All it is about is spin and slogans
without any substance.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — Keep it calm:
breathe in green forests, out stormy clouds. It is okay.
The only people you are convincing are yourselves.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will address the chamber through the
Chair.
Mr EDBROOKE — Thank you, Acting Speaker,
for keeping the volume in the chamber down, It is
teetering on — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will continue.
Mr EDBROOKE — I appreciate the chance to
speak on this matter of public importance, given that I
am an ex-teacher, an ex-special school teacher, and that
I am married to a teacher and have three primary school
kids.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — Here we go. What zingers!
The absolute rubbish that has come out of the mouths
of those opposite does not even pass the pub test. I can
tell members that from visiting schools around
Frankston, especially lately, I can see that people know
it. The schools know that they are getting funded; they
know that they are supported by the Labor government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EDBROOKE — First of all, I would like to say
that I am flabbergasted by the actions of the federal
government — that the federal Minister for Education
and Training, Christopher Pyne, and Prime Minister
Tony Abbott could literally overrule David Gonski.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Burwood is out of his seat and
disorderly.
Mr EDBROOKE — The Gonski review is an
important review. To ignore David Gonski’s
recommendations is mind blowing. Gonski’s business
background is extensive — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr EDBROOKE — He is a good man. He is
estimated to sit on more than 40 boards. Current
prominent positions held by him include his role as
non-executive chairman of Coca-Cola Amatil, and his
involvement with Ingeus, Swiss Re and ASX Limited.
He is also a senior adviser to Morgan Stanley. He has
held previous roles with John Fairfax Holdings. You
have to ask yourself the question: what are Christopher
Pyne’s qualifications to question David Gonski?
Mr Richardson — He is a fixer!
Mr EDBROOKE — Apart from being a fixer, I
would say he is a florist. He makes his own
arrangements. He does what he wants, and then bang!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EDBROOKE — You also have to question the
previous state government, which ripped $1 billion out
of our education system. I have to ask: how do
members of the previous government sleep at night?
The Liberals claim to be better economic managers; I
think not. If east–west link is not a good example, we
have the fact that teachers have had the chalk ripped out
of their hands.
That was strikingly obvious in Frankston under the
former Napthine government. It was doing the opposite
of the things the Gonski review recommended. The
previous government did that to get schools’ votes. The
former Liberal candidate for Frankston was from
Carlton and worked at Crown Casino. He googled
Frankston, committed $8.5 million to a school and said
that if the coalition won the election, it was going to
give another $10 million. So he bribed the school. That
is an example of how the former government was
splashing its money around — not equitably, not fairly.
While I do not begrudge this school receiving money,
to be fair it actually asked for $2.5 million and it had
$18.5 million committed to it. I wish anyone opposite
could just tell me why, because so far no-one can.
Whether it is a mistake, I do not know, but it has
happened.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Government members should know that I am having
trouble hearing the contribution from their own
member.
Mr EDBROOKE — Unfortunately schools do not
get it, principals do not get it, communities do not get it
and I do not get it. Schools are a long way from the
casino. It is not about putting all your money on black
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and thinking it is going to come out okay, because it
does not.
The member for Ferntree Gully in his contribution said
that schools have been left out in the cold. In Frankston
they certainly have because while the now opposition
committed $18.5 million to one school, it left a couple
of other schools without adequate heating. There were
four years of cuts — in fact $1 billion worth of cuts.
Capital maintenance was cut in half. What did the
previous government do for four years? education
maintenance allowance schools in Frankston were
screaming for money, and now they know they are
being funded. In Frankston the same candidate made a
verbal commitment to a school to provide $800 000,
but then he would not follow it up with an email or a
telephone call and would not contact the school.
Mr Nardella — He was a liar.
Mr EDBROOKE — He was a liar. He lied to the
school, he lied to the community, and he is a liar. When
that bloke rocked up to one school and was asked,
‘Why did you cut the EMA?’, he could not even say
what the education maintenance allowance was, and
nor could two of his handlers.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — The education maintenance
allowance. You cut it.
That candidate ignored every other school in Frankston
up to 30 days before the election, and when he thought
he might be in big trouble he committed some money
to a school. I think he hit Google again and decided that
school funding should be used as a political football.
Let me tell the house, school funding should not be a
political football; the money should go to schools that
need it, the schools that are struggling, because every
kid deserves the chance to have a good education.
Earlier we heard people talking about the money the
former Napthine government spent. Maybe the
Napthine government could have spent the $15 million,
which the Age quoted today as the former
government’s transport advertising spend without even
laying down one inch of rail in four years, on some of
the schools in Frankston.
Getting back to the Gonski review, it was the most
comprehensive investigation in almost 40 years of the
way schools are funded. It was commissioned by the
federal government in 2010 and was chaired by
prominent businessman David Gonski, whom I think
everyone in the room can respect. The review panel
received more than 7000 submissions, visited
39 schools and consulted 71 education stakeholder
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groups. But the federal Minister for Education and
Training, Christopher Pyne, decided to ignore its
advice. The review presented its findings to the federal
government in 2011, and the government released the
report, along with its initial response, in February 2012.
Since then the commonwealth and the states have been
deliberating over what to do with the recommendations.
We heard from the member for Caulfield that David
Gonski’s recommendations were not true to form in the
way the government interpreted them. When you see
the size of the Gonski report, you will appreciate it had
to be distilled down to some recommendations that we
could actually enact politically. I think we have done a
good job with them; we just need to hit the button and
actually provide the funding. That report shows that
David Gonski found too many children were being
denied the education they needed due to lack of
resources. We still have that situation now. I think
everyone can agree that no matter what postcode you
live in, a good education should be available to you.
David Gonski also warned that the achievement gaps
between students from different backgrounds were
larger than in any other comparable nation and that the
situation would worsen without urgent action.
The review recommended in December 2011 that
school funds be allocated according to the needs of
their students and what was required to educate each
one of them to a high standard. There are schools in my
electorate of Frankston that are certainly struggling.
Having had conversations with the teachers, I know
they can now see the light at the end of the tunnel.
Although it is impossible to give funding to every
school right away, we are looking at needs-based and
evidence-based funding and making sure that that
occurs.
The idea of Gonski, which some people might call
idealistic, was to create a system where students’
success at school would be determined by their ability,
application and willingness to work hard rather than
where they lived, their family background, whether
they were Indigenous, or whether they had a disability.
Having come from a background of working in special
developmental schools with kids that have physical and
intellectual disabilities, I must say that seeing funding
being ripped out of those schools was one of the worst
things I had ever witnessed. Gonski wanted the school
funding to be spent on more individual attention in the
classroom, extra specialist teachers, greater support for
children with disabilities and special needs, and
additional training for classroom teachers. Now we are
seeing those recommendations being acted upon.
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The agreement specifying the level of funding that each
government will contribute from 2014 to lift all schools
to an appropriate level of resources has been fulfilled by
the Andrews Labor government in Victoria, and it is
appropriate that we still push the federal government to
ensure that it commits to Gonski. It is not good enough
to just turn around and say, ‘I will fix it, I am a florist. I
am not going to do it’. The Gonski review contains
many facts. I seriously wonder about Christopher
Pyne’s intellectual capability, I guess, when he can look
at the review and then turn around and say, ‘We will
not fund it’. I am proud to be part of a government that
is actually funding the Gonski reforms, which mean a
lot to the people and schools in Frankston. It is
unfortunate that the members opposite cannot stick to
the facts.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I am very pleased to speak
on this matter of public importance sand to bring to the
house’s attention the needs of the students and families
in the electorate of Ripon, because needs-based funding
is of profound importance to them. I must wonder,
though, whether this topic has come up today so that
the Minister for Education can get a go while he is still
the minister. I note that he is so uninterested in the topic
that he is off somewhere else — presumably in a phone
box somewhere having a factional meeting with the
member for Pascoe Vale and Daniel Mulino from the
other place.
The former Minister for Education, the member for
Nepean, carefully set out the time lines and actions he
took to sign Victoria up to the Gonski agreement. We
need to reflect a bit on the difference between the
Gonski report and what the then Prime Minister,
Ms Gillard, and the then federal education minister,
Mr Garrett, did with that report as soon as they received
it. They recognised that the initial Gonski report was
not going to fly, so they went around to individual
states and did a deal with each of them to get up a
needs-based funding model.
The former Victorian minister, the member for Nepean,
did that deal with Mr Shorten. The bulk of the money in
the deal was always very heavily backloaded. It was
always going to be in years five and six that the bulk of
the money would come. It is really disappointing that
the current Minister for Education has not confirmed
that the years five and six funding will be allocated
according to the model that Victoria signed up for with
the commonwealth. There has been no agreement that
this Labor government will provide the years five and
six funding, which is where the bulk of the money is
needed, for Gonski.
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Needs-based funding is very important to Ripon
electorate schools. It was very disappointing that the
minister did not mention the words ‘rural’, ‘country’ or
‘country students’ once in his contribution to the
debate. The member for Macedon mentioned the
Auditor-General’s Access to Education for Rural
Students report and was very selective in her quoting
from it. No doubt she is learning very quickly about
distorting the truth, and she will have a very bright
future. The Auditor-General’s report says:
Students in rural areas have, for a long time, not performed as
well as their metropolitan peers.

For a long time! Let us reflect on who has run
Victoria’s schools over the past 30 years. Labor has run
the schools for two-thirds of that time — Victoria has
had 20 years of Labor government in that time. The
member for Macedon and other members opposite
should be reflecting on rural disadvantage and
remembering that they have run the schools for so long.
Even the member for Yan Yean talked about poor
educational outcomes in rural areas and said that rural
students have always been disadvantaged.
The Auditor-General’s report says:
Rural Victoria has double the proportion of people
experiencing a high level of disadvantage — 24.5 per cent
compared with 12.9 per cent in metropolitan Melbourne —
and a much smaller proportion of people experiencing
minimal disadvantage — 6.1 per cent compared with 41.9 per
cent.

Ripon is more disadvantaged again. I have a
parliamentary intern whose name is Ashley
Coleman-Cock. She is a Monash University student,
and very bright she is too. What topic did I give my
intern, the first intern I have been privileged to have as
an MP? Her topic is educational outcomes in Ripon. I
am still waiting on her final report, but she has done a
large amount of data analysis for me.
There are 47 schools in Ripon. I have schools that have
as low as 74 per cent of their students in the lowest
quartile of the Index of Community Socio-Educational
Advantage, and I have 28 schools that have fewer than
10 per cent of their students in the top quartile. Both the
state and commonwealth governments fund additional
support for students in my schools, but clearly I have
huge amounts of disadvantage in Ripon. I believe the
students of Ripon deserve the same opportunities to
succeed and to go forth and have all the aspirations that
everybody else does, and yet clearly the students of
Ripon have been getting a raw deal for a long time,
over a long period.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the house to come to order.
Mr Richardson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — The
member for Mordialloc will desist when I am speaking.
Ms STALEY — Continuing on, the
Auditor-General’s report says:
Attending a rural school has little apparent impact on the
likelihood of high-performing students completing school. In
contrast, students in rural schools who perform poorly on
year 9 NAPLAN literacy tests are considerably less likely to
complete school than students from metropolitan schools who
perform poorly.

I am very concerned that the Minister for Education has
not mentioned rural schools and has not mentioned
country students in his contribution. I do not see that
there is any focus on overcoming this profound
disadvantage that has, as the Auditor-General’s report
says, existed for a long time.
One of the things the government does not want to talk
about when it talks about education is the impact of
teacher quality. Of course that would be because the
union will not let it. There are many great teachers in
Ripon. I meet them all the time as I go around to my
47 schools very frequently, but I also meet principals
who are struggling to manage their staffing mix in the
way they would like. If we are going to have a real
debate about needs-based funding and about helping
my students, we need to talk about teacher quality and
about applying needs-based funding under Gonski to
improve teacher quality in our most disadvantaged
schools.
The minister is clearly not interested in country schools.
He is not here. He has not said anything about them. As
far as he is concerned, it is all about the metropolitan
growth areas. I am not denying that there are people
moving into the metropolitan growth areas who need
schools; however, for the students of Ripon — and I
remind those opposite that this is not a seat that my
party has held for a long time; it has not been in
government for a majority of the last 30 years — there
has not been any sustained attention by Labor
governments on the educational outcomes in Ripon.
Yet we have some of the most disadvantaged families
and students in Ripon, and their numbers continue to
increase as we have changing demographics.
Ms Thomson interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Footscray is out of her seat and
disorderly.
Ms STALEY — If those opposite are really so
interested in education, I would like to see them coming
out and saying something about rural education and
disadvantage and why they will not commit to years
five and six of the Gonski funding. Years five and six
are where most of the money is that will come to the
most disadvantaged schools in my electorate.
The government really needs to get serious about
educational funding. It is all very well to bleat about it,
but if the major funding for Gonski comes in years five
and six, why will the government not commit to it?
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the member for Footscray to acknowledge that she
is out of her seat and disorderly. I call the house to
order.
Mr Watt — They are the government.
Ms STALEY — They are the government. I thank
the member for Burwood. The government has to
govern, and in this case it has had time to think about
this. It says Victoria is the education state, so the
government needs to sign up and give us years five and
six of Gonski.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on this matter of public importance, which is
all about Gonski. We on this side of the house can think
of nothing more important than education. That is why
this government is making Victoria the education state.
How great it is to have a Labor government in power
that is totally focused on education — a government
that in the recent budget has delivered the biggest
education budget in Victoria’s history.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Burwood!
Mr STAIKOS — I actually welcome interjections
from the member for Burwood.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Bentleigh will not take up
interjections. That is disorderly.
Mr STAIKOS — Absolutely, but when I speak of
the member for Burwood it is always about education,
Acting Speaker.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Bentleigh will respect the Chair.
Mr STAIKOS — Fair enough, Acting Speaker, but
I tell you what, Burwood has got a raw deal. It went
from a Premier to a diplomat to Graham Watt.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will address his comments through the
Chair.
Mr STAIKOS — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I
will address my comments through the Chair. When I
think of Gonski, I think back to February, when the
Auditor-General released his report entitled Additional
School Costs for Families. This report by the
Auditor-General absolutely says it all when it comes to
the insufficient and, frankly, inadequate funding model
that we currently have for our schools and why that
broken system desperately needs the Gonski agreement,
which was originally put forward by the Gillard federal
government.
After this report was released I did something that those
opposite do not do: I actually visited the public schools
in my electorate. I visited McKinnon Secondary
College, and we discussed why Gonski is absolutely
needed. If you want to know why Gonski is
needed — —
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — The parrot that is the member for
Burwood continues to interject — I tell you, Ken Bruce
has gone mad, Acting Speaker.
If one wants any further evidence as to why the current
model is broken, one just has to think of the education
maintenance allowance. The education maintenance
allowance was cut by the former government. What a
cruel and callous cut it was by those opposite. It was an
absolute stab in the back for the vulnerable families of
this state by those opposite, who do not give a stuff
about public education. They are private school people
who do not give a stuff about public school education.
The education maintenance allowance was relied on by
vulnerable families in this state for materials,
schoolbooks, uniforms — everything that is needed for
a quality education to ensure that children of vulnerable
families fit in. There is nothing worse than a child
going to school in the wrong uniform or not being able
to go to school camp and feeling as though they do not
fit in with the rest of their classmates. They do not care
about this on the other side — and why do they not?
Because they do not believe in public education. Indeed
they do not believe in Gonski. They never believed in
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Gonski. That is why their sad excuse of an education
minister, the member from Nepean, described Gonski
as a sham.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the member for Burwood to desist. I do not wish to
have to call in the Speaker.
Mr STAIKOS — He said Gonski was a sham. He
said Gonski was a farce. Then last year, when he was
before the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee,
he said:
In Victoria there is no such thing as Gonski money.

No wonder there was an $800 million hole when it
came to Gonski under the former government.
What do we hear from those opposite when it comes to
the Abbott federal government withholding funding for
years five and six, when the majority of federal funding
is supposed to follow through? We hear absolutely
nothing. Why? Because they did not fully fund Gonski.
There was an $800 million hole. Let me tell you,
Acting Speaker, this government takes a different
approach. This government has delivered the biggest
education budget in this state’s history, and that
includes $2.9 billion to fully acquit our obligations
under the Gonski agreement for the first four years.
But we have not stopped there. There is a lot of damage
this government is repairing — damage caused during
the one and only term in office of those oncers
opposite. Thank God it was only one term. We have
provided over $700 million for capital. Under the
former government, capital funding for schools halved
year on year.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — Absolutely shocking, member for
Macedon, absolutely shocking. We have repaired that
damage. We have delivered more than $700 million to
build, rebuild and modernise schools in this state. In my
electorate we are still celebrating the $18.6 million that
has been delivered by this government to continue what
the former Labor government started in rebuilding
McKinnon Secondary College and Bentleigh
Secondary College — great schools. The last time they
received any love from a Liberal government, Henry
Bolte was the Premier of Victoria. Those opposite are a
disgrace.
I heard the dulcet tones of the member for Euroa from
my office in the chook house earlier, claiming that
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opposition members are the guardians of a good
education here in Victoria. What rubbish. They are the
vandals when it comes to education in this state. Just
think of what they did to our TAFE system. Our TAFE
system is still recovering from the biggest cuts we saw
to the TAFE sector in history — $1.2 billion cut to the
sector.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — And whoever is at the table
interjecting, you know what I say to him?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Bentleigh will not take up
interjections; that is disorderly. The member will also
refer to members by their appropriate titles.
Mr STAIKOS — Thank you, Acting Speaker, and I
would appreciate some protection from the howls of the
other side while you are at it.
We have introduced a $325 million TAFE rescue
package. That includes a capital works component
through which the TAFE in my electorate, the
Moorabbin campus of Holmesglen TAFE, will directly
benefit by way of a new student hub. There is an
$8 million partnership with Holmesglen TAFE to build
a new student hub so that that TAFE can recover from
the damage done to it by the previous government. Let
us go through that damage at Holmesglen: 100 staff lost
their jobs courtesy of those opposite; course fees
doubled and in some cases tripled; and the community
service obligations were cut — and Holmesglen is a
TAFE that is renowned for supporting students with
disabilities. But do we really believe that those opposite
care about students with special needs and care about
vulnerable families? They could not give a stuff, Acting
Speaker. They could not give a stuff.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the member to use more appropriate language.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
my personal circumstances lead me to be deeply
offended by that comment. I would ask the member to
withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Will the member withdraw?
Mr STAIKOS — I seek clarification as to — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
There will be no clarification. The member for
Burwood takes personal offence, so the member for
Bentleigh will withdraw.
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Mr STAIKOS — I withdraw.
In closing, it is only this government that is interested in
looking after the needs of vulnerable families in this
state and indeed in the education of the children of the
state.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise to
conclude my contribution in relation to the
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. As I
was saying yesterday before the adjournment debate
started, one of the Parliament’s key achievements in
2014–15 and obviously one of the key functions of the
Parliament was to manage the state election in
November last year. There was an enormous amount of
work not only leading up to the election but following it
in relation to the coming and going of various members
and electorate officers.
As has been identified by both the Speaker and the
President in recent times, Parliament managed the
separation of 94 electorate officers and 40 members of
Parliament and the payment of entitlements at a
substantial total cost of $1.846 million. It undertook
85 electorate office audits and related administrative
and IT actions, including 44 outgoing MP audits —
with 24 MPs retiring and 12 MPs defeated — and
8 other transitions, as well as 41 incoming MP audits,
with 36 new MPs and 5 other transitions. That was an
enormous amount of work that was undertaken by the
Parliament. In relation to that there was also the
induction and orientation of 109 new electorate officers
and 40 new members of Parliament. There was a
significant amount of work involved in the opening of
the 58th Parliament as well, which entailed a huge
effort by all the key staff.
In relation to the achievements of the Parliament,
33 new interns were assigned to members this year.
Importantly last year the YMCA Youth Parliament took
place for the 28th time. I had the pleasure of
participating as an Acting Speaker. The 2015
Parliament House open day was attended by over
4000 people. Over 2300 people were provided with
guided tours of the building as part of Open House
Melbourne last year. Very significant community
events have taken place here.
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In conclusion one of the other matters I want to touch
on is the fact that Parliament has entered into a
partnership agreement with the Parliament of Fiji as
part of the Victorian Parliament’s strategy to support
Pacific jurisdictions. I was delighted to host a
delegation from the Fijian Parliament. They were
visiting the eastern suburbs and popped into my
electorate office. As I said, it was a pleasure to have
them visit and to share experiences from the Australian
and Victorian perspective, as well as meeting with them
later in the day in relation to that delegation. It is a
worthwhile and beneficial program that helps other
jurisdictions, which is what we all want to be doing.
In relation to the parliamentary precinct program, all
members see the continuing works on a daily basis. It is
a long-term plan to fix up and maintain this building.
Any building of this nature that is over 160 years old
needs regular maintenance, repair and lots of tender
loving care to keep it in the condition it needs to be kept
in as one of Victoria’s pre-eminent buildings.
Sadly for all of us there had to be a significant security
upgrade at Parliament House. That is very important as
Parliament undertakes to protect not only us as
members but also anybody who comes to and goes
from this building. I commend all those involved in
those significant works. Some of them are obvious to
the eye as we come in, particularly through the rear
doorway. Other work taking place throughout the
building is perhaps not so obvious but is nevertheless
very important. The work involved in rekeying the
Parliament House was another massive undertaking,
given the number of offices and other facilities in the
building.
There has been a lot going on behind the scenes. I again
commend everybody who is part of this place — the
staff who do a great job, particularly in supporting,
protecting, looking after and serving members in every
way so that we can in turn get on with supporting and
serving our local communities. I place on the record my
thanks to all those involved, including the staff here in
Parliament House and the staff at 55 St Andrews Place,
who provide IT support and other services. They
provide absolutely invaluable support for members, and
I thank them for their hard work.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — I am
pleased to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015. The bill concerns all of us
because it deals with the workplace we are in today —
ourselves as members and all the support staff and
co-workers who work with or alongside us in
Parliament House. It is an important bill for the
Parliament. The Speaker and the President watch the
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passage of this legislation through the house carefully,
as should each and every one of us. It gives all of us an
opportunity to reflect upon the people who support us
in the work we undertake here in the Parliament and to
acknowledge and thank them for the work they do.
Over the years I have relied heavily on the library staff,
particularly the researchers. They do a fantastic job.
The quality of the tours conducted by the tour guides is
much better than anything I have been able to do on the
hoof when I have brought constituents through
Parliament House. The attendant staff have been
absolutely fantastic over the years. I think other
members have reflected upon Hansard’s ability to make
us sound far more intelligent than perhaps would be
indicated by listening to debates in the house.
I thank the Hansard staff for the work they do. I thank
the clerks. They do not get the opportunity to escape
from the chamber, as we do at times, but have to sit
through every debate. Perhaps they are nodding a little
at what I am saying. I appreciate that they have to
endure a great many debates, and lengthy debates, and I
appreciate that they do that in a very professional
manner.
There are also the workers who look after our grounds,
the workers who support our parliamentary committees,
the dining room staff, those who are in the papers
office, the cleaners and the security staff. I must
acknowledge that on Monday morning this week
people from ABC radio 774 came and set up and ran a
program out of Parliament House. A very dedicated
soul came and let them in in the wee hours of the
morning to allow them to set up their recording and
broadcasting facilities.
I do not want to forget our most important and heavily
relied upon staff: our electorate officers. What they do
goes well beyond the requirements of the job. Often
they are an undervalued resource, but from my
perspective I have to say I very much appreciate all the
work that my current electorate officers do on my
behalf. We are all very well supported by the facilities
in this building and by our co-workers.
The bill also provides funding for ongoing capital
works and maintenance. It is a very old building. I think
it is the best building not just in Victoria but in
Australia, but as an old building it requires significant
funds for upgrades and ongoing maintenance. In years
past blocks were flying off the outside walls of
Parliament. Now we see significant construction works
being undertaken on the outside of the building to make
sure it is preserved for generations to come. I also put
on the record my support for the beloved chook house,
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which has been my home for a number of years now. I
know that certain health consequences might arise from
perhaps banging a nail in a chook house wall; however,
it is home to a great many of us, out there in the
grounds of Parliament House, and we appreciate the
resource it provides us in the work we do in Parliament.
The only small complaint I would make about the
chamber and the Parliament itself is that often it is
freezing cold in here. If we could get some attention
paid to the thermometer, that would really make life in
here far more bearable.
Mr Northe interjected.
Ms RICHARDSON — No, you don’t agree?
Mr Northe — You can wear a scarf.
Ms RICHARDSON — I do, and thermals at times.
The bill also funds and provides important resources for
officers of the Parliament, including the Ombudsman
and the Auditor-General — very important positions
and roles.
In conclusion I again thank the officers and co-workers
who keep this place ticking along on our behalf and do
so much to support us in the work we do. Their work is
very much appreciated. Therefore I hope the bill has a
speedy passage through the house.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. It is
with great pleasure that I make a contribution on this
bill in a show of appreciation for the excellent work
done by the staff of this Parliament. To add to the
contribution of the member for Northcote, when we
look at the vast responsibility involved in running a
Parliament, their work cannot be underestimated.
I will start by referring to the committee support we
receive. As chair of the Family and Community
Development Committee in the last Parliament I saw
closely how hard the secretariats and executive officers
of the committees work. We have a number of
committees and, at times, a number of inquiries.
Inquiries such as the child abuse inquiry are quite
extensive and some could say quite a difficult inquiry. I
acknowledge the work of the committee secretariats
and the jobs they do in supporting the committees and
enabling their reports to come to fruition and be tabled
in accordance with time frames, and I thank them for
the work they do.
In addition to that, our parliamentary attendants do
significant work in making sure that our house is run
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according to plan and that Hansard receives relevant
notes and information, and they are also involved in
tours and ensuring that the public is made aware of the
functions and history of the Parliament. Our attendants
and other parliamentary staff do a fabulous job.
In referring to maintenance I will touch on the
contribution of the member for Forest Hill, who is in
the chair at the moment. In terms of general
maintenance, I was in the building last night when the
lift got stuck. Immediately our maintenance staff are
onto those things. When such activities need to be
undertaken posthaste, they are certainly on the job.
Whenever there have been issues in relation to
maintenance in the building, from my perspective they
have been attended to promptly. The maintenance staff
certainly do a very good job.
I also refer to catering. Obviously there are times when
there is a big demand on catering, probably more in the
last Parliament than in this one. We are served very
well by our catering department and the staff who make
their contribution through serving us in the dining
room, Strangers Corridor and the second floor cafe.
I look at the array of support services that happen
behind the scenes over at 55 St Andrews Place. The IT
department makes sure we have access, where possible,
at all times to the servers, from both our mobile devices
as well as our computers, and it makes sure that the
relevant upgrades are done, that our emails are
protected and that there is appropriate security around
those systems as well as our phone services.
Organisation development makes sure we are able to
manage our offices and employ the staff of the
Parliament through our electorate offices appropriately
and that everybody receives their pay on time. Our
electorate office staff appreciate that their needs are met
by organisation development.
The finance department obviously has a huge amount
of work to do, including making sure that suppliers are
paid on time and that things are managed appropriately.
Anybody who has had or worked in an accounts
department, or who has been an accountant, would
know and well understand the sheer volume of work
involved for our budgets and risks and accounting
departments. I commend those staff.
As the member for Northcote mentioned, Hansard does
a fantastic job in trying to decipher, I am sure, what we
say at times and ensuring the readability of our
contributions.
Mr Katos interjected.
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Ms RYALL — They make us sound good,
absolutely, I say to the member for South Barwon.
They do a fabulous job. Often they are here until quite
late at night, and it can be a tough gig. I certainly
appreciate it. Often there are noisy interjections in the
house, and still they are able to get those on the record
and make sure Hansard accurately reflects the
contributions made in the Parliament. It is excellent
work, and I appreciate that.
Certainly our library staff are also important from a
research perspective, and their ability in serving
members of Parliament and in providing information
that might be relevant to particular bills in a timely
manner is important and appreciated. I appreciate the
mail and print office, as well as the news and media
service. We are able to access the relevant news and
information we need from our computers through the
news and media service, and that is certainly
appreciated.
The member for Forest Hill touched on the issues
around security.
Mr Battin — Good member.
Ms RYALL — He is a good member. Security has
certainly been beefed up around the Parliament. We are
all aware of that and have seen the work and
contribution that has gone into doing that. Certainly I
appreciate the property and security team that supports
us, making sure that we are secure in our electorate
offices. From a property perspective the team members
make sure that we have all our requirements met in
terms of office facilities, and from a security
perspective they make sure that those of us who are in
here are safe. Security is very important.
The clerks do a fantastic job. As the Minister for
Women said, they endure long stints in the chamber
and make sure that good, professional advice is given
where sought. Obviously the knowledge of the Clerk
and his team in running the Parliament is much needed
and much appreciated in advising us on the traditions
and precedents of the Parliament.
It pleases me to be able to make this contribution on the
appropriation bill for the Parliament, which provides for
the relevant funds needed in order to undertake all the
activities and services that support the running of the
Parliament for the 2015–16 year. Those services make
sure that we, the elected members of the Parliament, are
able to serve in the way we need to in this Parliament
and in our offices. That is much appreciated, and once
again I thank all involved.
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Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution to this bill, which provides for
parliamentary authority for payments to run the
Parliament, with specific appropriations for the
Legislative Assembly, the Legislative Council, the
Parliament’s investigatory committees, the Department
of Parliamentary Services and the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. In form the bill is similar to
previous years, and there are no significant changes in
this year’s financial figures. It is therefore
non-controversial, but it is important.
I want to refer specifically to the jewel of the
Parliament, in my view, and one of its best services: the
library. Recently I hosted former Irish Prime Minister,
John Bruton, who is also the former European Union
ambassador to the United States. The former Irish
Taoiseach was on an international mission to increase
trade and cultural exchange with Ireland. He greatly
appreciated the Speaker’s warm and generous welcome
to this house and the acknowledgement he had from
this chamber. Upon returning to Ireland he sent me a
message, saying that Melbourne was the highlight of
his international trip and that the library was the
highlight of his tour of Parliament. I want to bring my
point down to how important the library is. We should
never take it for granted, not just for its architectural
beauty and heritage but also for the knowledge and
insights it provides to MPs.
On an issue that is particularly close to my heart and
those of my constituents, I reference The Price of
Inequality by Nobel prize winner for economics Joseph
E. Stiglitz. He sums up critical issues confronting not
just the United States but also Australia, and
specifically my electorate of Broadmeadows, a
flashpoint for globalisation and the demise of local
manufacturing and jobs. Stiglitz rightly notes that:
In a world of globalisation, creating market value had become
entirely separate from creating employment. There was no
reason to believe that giving more money to America’s
wealthy would lead to more investment in the United States:
money goes to where returns are highest … even when there
is investment … it’s not necessarily investment related to job
creation: much of the investment is in machines designed to
replace labour, to destroy jobs.

Globalisation offers benefits and opportunities, but this
is a critical evolution that needs a national, coordinated
response. The social impacts of inequality are
understood — higher crime, health problems and
mental illness, lower educational achievements and
lower life expectancy. These are results we know and
understand. That is why we need a coordinated strategy
for jobs and growth that involves small, medium and
big businesses, innovation for new industries and a
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strategic response coordinated by the three tiers of
government: business, unions and civil society. That is
why I am hosting another economic, cultural and
development summit in Broadmeadows — to make it a
case study for the future so that that can become a
template for other communities.
Yet successive Abbott budgets have hit families in my
electorate the hardest, according to independent
research. These are the poorest families in the
community, with the highest unemployment rate in
Victoria — an unemployment rate higher than Spain
and equal to Greece. It is further punishment to
Victorian families, which is becoming a hallmark of the
Abbott government. Unfortunately the Australian
Treasurer has refused my invitation to attend the
economic, cultural and development summit. Instead he
has passed my invitation to the Prime Minister. I hope
this is not simply buck-passing. My plea in Parliament
during the last sitting week was to try to get an answer
on this, but still all we have heard is the sound of
silence. I call on the federal government not to again
abandon communities like Broadmeadows —
particularly Broadmeadows, where there are twice as
many Muslim families living side by side with
Christian refugees from Iraq and Syria than any other
state electorate and where youth unemployment is
perilously high. It would likely be more than 40 per
cent.
This is why we need to have a coordinated strategy. We
need to have national leadership, and the only key
institution that has not signed up for this is the
Australian federal government. Instead of giving
national leadership and the Prime Minister being a
uniting figure, he has again this week indulged in
divisive class war rhetoric, describing federal Labor as
representing the welfare class rather than the working
class.
The Australian Labor Party represents all Australians.
We have always been the builders, and we are going to
build the jobs for Victoria. We are going to build the
rail infrastructure that is needed and then rebuild TAFE
to deliver a better chance for people, which is critical to
Victoria evolving into the education state and to
increasing jobs, growth and productivity.
The Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015 is
part of the Andrews government’s first budget, and it
has been applauded throughout the community because,
as the Treasurer declared, it ‘has fairness at its heart and
families in its reach’. The Treasurer has committed to
the economic and cultural development summit in
Broadmeadows. Meanwhile, the Australian Treasurer
should end his 50s class war rhetoric of the so-called
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‘lifters and leaners’ and adopt his own policy and
strategy. He should Re: think. He should come to
Broadmeadows to meet the heavy lifters who have
underwritten Victoria’s prosperity for generations. If he
will not come, the Prime Minister should come. He
should come to Broadmeadows because he needs to
end his divide-and-conquer strategy, which is based on
the chain reaction of race, welfare and taxes. He should
come and meet the people who have had the
imagination to dream of a better future for their families
and the courage to cross the world to pursue it. These
are the families who have helped make Australia a great
country. They are the families who for generations have
had a go.
I commend this bill, particularly the investment in
knowledge and enlightenment that the library
represents. I look forward to the Treasurer making a
further investment in this area so that we can have
informed debate and enlightened discussion within the
Parliament, and so that we can analyse these issues
from a global, national, state and local perspective.
In summing up, I also acknowledge the work of the
committees and all of their staff. The Family and
Community Development Committee has been
referenced previously. It is important to acknowledge
all of its staff, who listened to harrowing evidence with
great sensitivity. That is important to acknowledge this
week of all weeks, because the evidence taken at the
committee still resonates to this day, particularly that
taken in Ballarat. On the day I tabled the Betrayal of
Trust report in this chamber, I called for further
investigations into what had happened in Ballarat, into
whether the paedophile clusters were a coincidence or a
conspiracy, because we as a Parliament were being
asked to believe that it was just coincidence. That issue
is now playing out before the Royal Commission into
Institutional Child Sexual Abuse. We will find out what
further information comes out of that. In the public
interest, it is important that this issue be resolved.
I would like to use this contribution to acknowledge all
of those involved in the committee — the Hansard
reporters, all of the staffers, everybody in both houses,
the counsellors and the clerks — who made a
contribution. It is widely recognised that as a
Parliament we got a bipartisan result. This was noted in
the broader community and has particularly been noted
by those most affected. We asked people who when
they were children were innocent and did not have a
voice to come to the Parliament as adults and talk about
the most harrowing thing that has happened in their
lives. This was the Parliament working in a bipartisan
way to hear evidence. People were incredibly
courageous, and they showed great fortitude in the way

1613

they came to the Parliament. This still resonates now,
across two Parliaments. Not all of the legislation was
passed during the 57th Parliament, but the Andrews
government has committed to introducing the
remainder of the recommendations from the Betrayal of
Trust report in the 58th Parliament. That is now coming
through and is being addressed.
Ms Knight interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — I am reminded that one of the
other attributes of the committee’s report is the support
that is now available in communities to help people
who are still living through this whole process. This
Parliament has plenty of adversarial arguments, but
there are times when it comes together and deals with
issues, particularly social issues, that are of great
importance to many people. Institutions need to stand
up to other institutions, particularly on behalf of
individuals who do not have a voice. If we can make
cultural, generational and systemic change, that would
be something that as two Parliaments, across all sides of
the chamber, we could look back and say that was
meaningful and it has made a difference in many
people’s lives. With that I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a brief
contribution on the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015. The purpose of the bill is the
provision and appropriation of sums of money from the
Consolidated Fund for the Parliament in respect of the
2015–16 financial year. This is a very straightforward
bill, and it is very brief. What it outlines for all to see is
the cost of democracy. We need to be transparent about
the cost of this great democracy that we live in and also
the machinery of that democracy — the services that
are provided to Parliament in various forms, be it the
upper house, the lower house, Parliamentary Services
or in other areas. This is a place for the people, and the
people deserve to know what it costs to run this
Parliament. With all the costs involved, we get many
services in return. Some of those services are provided
to MPs and some to the community. After all, this is the
place of the people, and many people visit here to see
their democracy in action. We also do a great deal
within the Parliament to encourage people to
understand their democracy.
I want to talk about the outreach that Parliament
provides in taking democracy out to rural areas, running
forums and facilitating debates, thereby explaining
itself to children in rural schools. Some of these
children may get an opportunity to visit Melbourne and
our Parliament, but many will not.
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Those services are vital to our democracy. As a parting
note before I wrap up, I will not mourn the end of Lotus
Notes as a service from the Department of
Parliamentary Services, and although it has been a
number of years I think I can still remember how to run
Outlook. As I said, this bill is about the cost of a great
democracy, and I commend it to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015. This bill is about the cost of
democracy. Around $23 million is allocated to run this
Parliament and, when you compare our democracy to
other systems of government around the world, I think
$23 million is a very small amount to pay.
Each day when we come into this beautiful place we
are reminded of the history of the building, which was
constructed during Victoria’s great and historic gold
rush, and we look at this beautiful metal in this chamber
and all around the Parliament. However, it does cost a
lot to maintain a historic building and it is very
important for the heritage of Victoria that we, as
custodians of this place, do not allow it to fall into rack
and ruin.
I once had an office in the basement of this building, in
what were formerly known as the horse stables. For the
information of people in the public gallery, what
happens to members when they are in opposition is that
they get put into offices which were once horse stables.
Indeed all the offices along the corridor beneath the
front steps had to be completely refurbished and
renovated during our last term. That is both a great
reminder of the age of our democracy and how
important it is to maintain the building.
The staff of the Parliament are a very important
component of servicing democracy in our state. I am
looking over at one of my favourite Hansard reporters,
and I will try not to make him laugh. I just made him
laugh — apologies to Patrick! Hansard staff work very
long hours and are often tested not only in terms of
what we say but also when they get our notes
afterwards. The nuns never got my left-handed scrawl
out of me, despite tying one hand behind my back. My
electorate staff often say, ‘Danielle, you could’ve been
a doctor with that handwriting’, and I have no doubt
that parliamentary Hansard staff say that as well.
I also acknowledge the fantastic chamber attendants,
the clerks, the parliamentary library and research staff,
particularly people like Bella Lesman, who has been
here a very long time. I remember Bella in the early
1990s when I was vice-president of the Community and
Public Sector Union, the public service union that has
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coverage for almost all of the staff who work in this
place, including our electorate staff. Bella was a staff
member here then. Given that we have just had a
redistribution of electoral boundaries, I am very grateful
for the research work done by people like Bella,
because they look at census information, apportion it
around and cut the data by electorate, which is really
important in understanding the changes that are
happening in our electorates between censuses. When
there is a significant change of the boundaries,
parliamentary library staff assist members to become
acquainted with the new areas we pick up and the
communities that we seek to serve, so I acknowledge
the assistance of library staff.
During the forthcoming Parliament, in the next couple
of years, it is my understanding that the enterprise
bargaining agreement that covers our electorate staff
will be renegotiated. I beseech the people in
personal — sorry, in my day it was personnel and then
it was human resources. Is it people and culture now?
Why do they keep changing it? What are they?
Mr Brooks — Organisation development.
Ms GREEN — On behalf of the Presiding Officers,
organisation development will be negotiating the
agreement with our electorate staff. I beseech the
people in organisation development to have a very good
look at the value of the work done by our electorate
staff, particularly in such a changed environment.
If I look back at the time I have been in the Parliament,
I can see that when I was first elected only a handful of
newspapers served my electorate, at one time blowing
out to about 8 or 10. Now communication has changed
due to the use of social media and digital media. When
newspapers were the main way of communicating, I
had to ensure that my staff were skilled in writing press
releases and the sorts of things that they are still
required to do. However, in addition to writing press
releases, my staff serve my constituents in other ways.
Often electorate office staff are like welfare officers or
social workers for anybody who comes through our
doors with myriad issues. Our staff provide that service
really well, but they are also now required to respond
not only through the additional ways that members
communicate with their electorates but also in the way
that people in our electorates, particularly young
people, communicate with MPs. Our electorate office
staff are now required to have a breadth of knowledge
and skills to use Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and
every other new platform that comes along, so I think it
is incumbent upon organisation development staff to be
fair in recognising the workloads of electorate office
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staff and its complexity when negotiating the enterprise
bargaining agreement with our staff.

a slab of light for that — maybe Foster’s Light for the
member for Warrandyte.

The Parliament of Victoria’s electorate office staff are
paid significantly less than their federal counterparts, so
it requires a great deal of dedication and loyalty for
those staff to stay working with state members because
they could earn an awful lot more working for federal
MPs who have more staff to spread the load, and that
really needs to be recognised in the forthcoming
negotiation of the enterprise bargaining agreement. I
put on the record my gratitude to electorate office staff
and particularly my staff, who have served me over
many years, including my current staff, Virginia
Wellard, Brian O’Connor, Matt Sheen and Josh
Raymond, and numerous volunteers, too many to
mention. I acknowledge the work of everyone in the
Parliament and I wish the appropriation bill a speedy
passage.

But anyhow, I digress. In the year ahead, in this budget,
we are looking at funding of $469 000 for security
upgrades, $291 000 for Council committees and an
increase of $254 000 for the MPs electorate offices and
communications budget. Security upgrades are a fact of
life. It is a sad fact of life that we have to spend this
money, but there is one small upside. I remember
working in this building in the 1990s. The building was
really falling down. It was in a very bad state of
disrepair. I think what we have seen since then is that
by undertaking security upgrades there has been an
opportunity to improve the overall amenity of the
building, which is important.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It is great to see you
in the chair, Acting Speaker. I am delighted to join the
debate on the Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016)
Bill 2015. As you know, Acting Speaker, recently we
had the great pleasure of having the Presiding Officers
appear at a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearing in relation to this year’s appropriation. One of
the slides in their presentation indicated that the annual
appropriation for this year will be $101.6 million and
that there will be a special appropriation of
$38.7 million for a total appropriation of
$140.4 million. Obviously that excludes the funding of
the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office, but if we look
at the funding of $140.4 million, for a population of
5.8 million that equates to $24.08 per person in
Victoria. That is the price of democracy.
I suggest that that is less than the price of a slab of
Victoria Bitter stubbies. For a price less than the price
of a slab of VB, the people of Victoria get this
wonderful institution, so it is very good value for
money; that would be my argument.
Mr Pesutto — Much better than a slab of Crown.
Mr PEARSON — I take up the interjection of the
member for Hawthorn. It is significantly less than the
price of a slab of Crown or Hoegaarden, as the case
may be. The bottom line is, though, that the people of
Victoria get very good value for money. In relation to
the year ahead — —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The member for Warrandyte
talked about choice. The member for Warrandyte might
want a slab of light, and I think you could certainly get

If you think about this building, it was our nation’s first
Parliament House from 1901 to 1927. I was walking
through here the other day and Dave Robertson, one of
the attendants, pointed to where the Minister for
Planning is now sitting and said, ‘Where the minister is
now sitting is where World War I was declared’. I think
that it is important that we continue to invest in the
infrastructure of this building. You would not want to
see a situation where this building is viewed a bit like
the way the Italians regarded some of the Roman
structures a few hundred years after the fall of Rome,
saying, ‘What is this building? What did it mean?’.
They did not understand the significance of the building
because all that knowledge had failed to be passed on.
This investment is important.
The investment in council committees is also a
recognition of that. The reality is that we are looking at
a very different dynamic in the Legislative Council than
what we had in the previous four years when the
government had the numbers but did not particularly do
much with them. The reality is that there is now a wide
and disparate group of members of the Legislative
Council. They need some support and they will want us
to look into a whole range of factors, so we need to
make sure that those committees are appropriately
resourced to address the issues that come up.
The electorate office and communications budget has
increased to take into account the fact that we have had
significant population growth here in Victoria over the
last 15 to 20 years. That is a very good thing.
Population growth has driven a lot of the economic
growth that we have seen, and we have derived a lot of
benefit from it. As members would know, we had an
electoral redistribution last year to take into account the
fact that there has been significant population
movement. That redistribution happens every 10 years.
Again, it is important that electorates are adjusted to
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take that fact into account. When that happens, there is
a need to relocate offices.
In the next 12 months we are looking at relocating
10 electorate offices, which is going to cost
$1.335 million; there will be the decommissioning of
6 offices from existing leases, which will cost
$0.21 million; and we will be looking at the transition
of 9 offices at a cost of $0.09 million. This is just the
reality of the situation. For a vibrant democracy you
need to make sure you have one vote, one value. You
need to make sure that with a significant population
growth in a dynamic state we reflect those changes.
I also note that when the Speaker and the President
came before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee they talked about the parliamentary precinct
program being a 20-year capital plan to address issues
like heritage restoration, waterproofing, occupational
health and safety, disability access and improvements
to the building’s function. One of the key focuses over
the next 12 months will be to look at improving the
occupational health and safety standards in relation to
accommodation. I think that is important. There is
always a great debate when you are a backbencher in
terms of where you want to reside — whether it is the
chook house or whether you want to reside in the
dungeon.
It is invariably the case that if you are a Labor member
of Parliament and a backbencher you will find yourself
out in the chook house. I quite like that, I have to say. I
like natural light. I like to have that sense of light. I
remember being here in the 1990s and Monica Gould,
who was a member of the other house, was downstairs
in the dungeon. In those days Monica was sustained by
two things: cigarettes and Coca-Cola. I remember going
down into the dungeon, opening up Monica’s door and
seeing the wafts of smoke come out. You would sit
down and have a chat with Monica, and she would have
a Coke in one hand and a cigarette in the other, and off
she would go. Thankfully Monica has given up
smoking, which is a wonderful thing. I encourage any
member who is currently smoking to give it up — but
that is a different point. I think it is important that we
look at having that upgrade.
There is also a focus in the year ahead in terms of
further professional development for members and
staff. We have to recognise that we are in a dynamic
economy and we need to make sure that as
parliamentarians we keep up with modern trends and
changes and that staff also have the ability to do the
same.
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Another focus of the year ahead will be to update
procedural resources to capture the precedents set in the
house in 2014 as well as make sure that we adapt to the
sessional orders that were recently introduced. That is
about broadening the skill base of this place and
recognising that as we go on our journey this house
develops its own forms, its own sessional orders and its
own rulings from the Chair. We are increasingly
diverging from Erskine May, which has been the
traditional basic operational guide of this place. We are
moving forward and we are changing and evolving, so
it is important that we address that resourcing as well.
The member for Mildura talked about community
engagement in rural and regional Victoria. There will
be further focus on community engagement to improve
the accessibility of Parliament to those communities,
which again is important. There is also going to be a
focus on an outreach program to some of the
parliaments of the Pacific islands, such as Fiji, Tuvalu
and Nauru. This is a really good opportunity for the
Victoria Parliament to play a leadership role in trying to
impart its knowledge of established practices to newer
democracies.
I was at a breakfast this morning here with a number of
members, including the member for Mornington, the
member for Melton, the member for Pascoe Vale and a
couple of others. We had a discussion with Amnesty
International, and the topic of Malaysia came up.
Members of the Malaysian Parliament had spoken with
Amnesty and had said, ‘We just don’t know how we
should conduct ourselves in the house. We’re not sure
of the roles and responsibilities of the Chair. How do
we conduct ourselves fairly, given the fact that we have
broadly had a one-party state in existence in Malaysia
since 1958?’.
So there is a role for us in the Asian century to look at
using what we are good at and imparting that
knowledge and skill base to the region, both in the
Pacific Islands but also in areas like Malaysia. There is
a role for us to look at broadening their members’
capacity as parliamentarians and to impart our
knowledge on democracy and on the role they can play
to make a meaningful contribution. By becoming
embedded in the democracies of Asia, we are going to
strengthen and forge stronger relations with those
countries, which will improve the quality of life for
people who live in those countries but also improve our
ability to understand Asia in the Asian century. From
that, greater benefits will flow.
As I mentioned earlier, in the year ahead there will be
further money expended on security. There will be
initial improvements to ICT, including the abolition of
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Lotus Notes. I am looking forward to the day next year
when we can say that Lotus Notes is dead, buried and
cremated. It will be a wonderful day.
In the debate on this bill it is important to talk about the
role played by the people who work in this building
every day. We have just gone through two weeks of
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings.
The executive staff of that committee work extremely
hard. Hansard reporters have to put themselves through
the ordeal of those hearings on a regular basis. They do
so unflinchingly, and they make a fantastic
contribution. Security staff work at the front and back
doors of this building making sure we are safe.
Protective services officers patrol the parliamentary
grounds, and one of them was seriously injured a
couple of years ago while discharging his duties. The
roles played by all of these people are important.
The parliamentary catering staff work tirelessly. The
attendants service our needs when the house is in
session and double up to also service the needs of
people who come into Parliament House for tours. The
clerks have been mentioned. Where would we be
without the clerks to keep us all on the straight and
narrow? The beautiful parliamentary gardens are tended
to by grounds staff and are amazing. I also
acknowledge the parliamentary library staff. I
remember spending a lot of time in the library in the
mid-1990s. Jon Breukel was there, and it was fantastic.
I am getting the wind-up. As I have often said, my
relationship with the Government Whip is very similar
to my relationship with my wife: in both cases I do as I
am told. On that note I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. It might be said that
the public would not want to spend a dime on members
of Parliament, not even in the other place, which is at
the heart of our democracy. However, as we have heard
from many speakers, Parliament is opening up to the
community more each year. It is opening up to our
schools and to international visitors, as we saw the
Speaker acknowledge prior to question time earlier this
week. It is incumbent on every government, and
particularly the presiding officers, to make sure that
there is continual investment in the people’s house and
also in the Parliament more generally.
While the age of the building at times makes it difficult
and challenging for those who work here to legislate as
we do, each government seeks to advance on what its
predecessors have done to invest in the Parliament, not
only in terms of the buildings and facilities but also in
terms of the people who work here. Many of us mark
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down the sitting days and spend our time focused
particularly on those days, but we also need to reflect
on the parliamentary staff, including attendants,
Hansard reporters, clerks and others, who spend all of
their time working in this building. We need to ensure
that they have a safe and effective working
environment.
We have seen some changes in this house, particularly
relating to sitting hours and the regimes that determine
the way in which the house operates. They were
changed following the change of government and have
led to some adverse outcomes for parliamentary staff.
The absence of a lunch break and the more constrained
sitting hours have affected the income of parliamentary
staff. Those changes have also affected the operation of
the Parliament in terms of what has gone before and the
expectations of those who make their livelihood
servicing the Victorian people and the Parliament.
Given that there was no consultation with parliamentary
staff or others about such matters, it is important that
we are cognisant of how the changes we make to
ensure that Parliament operates optimally for legislators
have an effect on the appropriations and on the staff of
the Parliament. That is something we should always
reflect on very carefully. Perhaps there will be an
opportunity through the Standing Orders Committee
and other mechanisms to reflect on whether we are
continuing to provide a safe and effective workplace for
legislators and those who work in the building.
Between the hours of 9:30 a.m. and potentially
8:30 p.m. there is currently not an opportunity for
legislators or parliamentary staff to leave the
parliamentary precinct. That is a matter that needs to be
reflected upon when we are striving to modernise
Parliament, to make sure that there are opportunities for
people to do their work effectively and to provide for
people to take time out from the demands of their work.
Modern day workplace practices need to be reflected
not only in times of toil but also in times of rest. That
and the unintended consequences recent changes have
had for parliamentary staff must be reflected on by all
legislators.
Moving on from those matters, which I am sure will
continue to play out in Parliament, I want to put on the
record the gratitude of the people in the Ivanhoe
electorate for the work of the Parliament in hosting
many schools and their staffs and ensuring that they
learn something more about the democracy that they
will hopefully get to participate in in future as adults
and potentially legislators. I want particularly to
acknowledge the parliamentary staff who provide
services in the parliamentary grounds and gardens that
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many members utilise to host community organisations
from our electorates.
Along with many of my Labor colleagues and the
Independent member for Shepparton I have my office
out in the chook house. I acknowledge the ongoing
efforts of the many maintenance staff, who are always
very attentive and determined to provide great service
not only to MPs but also to parliamentary staff. They
always do so cheerfully. You earn the respect of people
by giving respect. There is a very good working
relationship between the legislators and staff of the
Parliament. That has been my experience. I am thankful
for people’s commitment in sometimes trying
circumstances in a workplace that was built more than a
century ago. Our expectations in a modern Parliament
and of a modern workplace have changed dramatically
in that time.
I also note the references in the bill, particularly on
page 2 under the definition of ‘salaries and related
costs’ in clause 3, to parliamentary superannuation
schemes and other matters. It is important to note that
people in the Parliament work under different
remuneration arrangements, schemes and employment
practices, and there is often not enough consideration
given to public debate about these matters. In any other
workplace I have been in people who do the same work
are judged in the same way with regard to how they are
remunerated and the guidelines for their employment,
but that does not apply in the Parliament. What we
expect in a modern workplace is that the same laws
apply equally to each person with regard to the work
they do, and that is not what happens here.
This is a matter that needs constant reflection, debate
and discussion if we are to be a mature Parliament in
which the work of everyone in this place is valued —
and valued in exactly the same way. If people are not
prepared to consider, debate and discuss those matters
freely, we are all the poorer for it. We on this side of the
house have a view that if it is a fair day’s work for a fair
day’s pay, then it is the same pay for the same work
that should apply to everybody. We need to deal with
these matters in the right way and consider the reasons
some of these arrangements, which preceded my time
in this place, applied in the first place. We need a
mature discussion in a modern democracy about how
those matters are dealt with, and it should be in a
bipartisan way. If we had not previously worked in a
bipartisan way to debate, discuss and resolve matters of
this nature, we would probably be sitting in a building
that had fallen down around us some time ago.
We always have a focus on others in the community —
those who have put us here to represent them, advocate
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for them and defend their interests both in the home and
in the workplace — and if we are going to make sure
the legislators who follow us can continue to do so
without fear or favour and always in the interests of
those they represent, then addressing the way in which
the Victorian community ensures that members of
Parliament are remunerated and dealt with in an equal,
fair and transparent way is a matter that needs constant
review, discussion and outcomes. It is when these
matters become political and are about short-term
point-scoring that the Parliament is diminished and its
ability for representation is diminished. I am sure we
will return to these matters in this chamber throughout
this term of government.
I am pleased to see ongoing funding commitments to
parliamentary committees. We should also reflect the
arrangements for the way in which office budgets
operate for members of Parliament. Electorate office
budgets were significantly slashed — by 20 per cent —
by the previous government. Once a 20 per cent cut is
applied to remuneration, there is a reduction in the
services available to the local community, whether it be
for photocopying, printing or other services for local
community organisations, as many MPs provide. It is
disappointing that there has not yet been an opportunity
to restore some of those cuts of the previous
government, which were essentially cuts to the
community and to the services that members of
Parliament can offer local groups. Our priority is to
restore many of the other cuts of the Baillieu and
Napthine governments to health, education and jobs,
but we will return to these matters in the future to
ensure that members of Parliament are fully resourced
to meet the needs and expectations of those who have
put us here.
We are respectful of and thankful for the opportunities
we have to serve our communities and the resources
that are made available to us, which are ultimately the
resources of the taxpayers of this state, and it is
important that we make sure those resources are always
spent wisely. There is much we can do when we have
the support of the community and of the Parliament to
work in a bipartisan way to serve our communities and
those we represent in this place.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016)
Bill 2015. I will touch on a range of the functions of the
Parliament, as previous speakers have done, in
considering the allocation of over $117 million that this
bill makes from the Consolidated Fund to the different
aspects of the operations of the Parliament. It is
important to cover the broad range of functions of the
Parliament and, through this forum, explain the value of
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those functions to the people of Victoria, aside from
that core function of democracy, which have been
spoken about, the cost of our democracy and our ability
as members of Parliament to represent our electorates
effectively, debate issues in this chamber and provide
the governance that Victorian people expect.
I will start by talking about this wonderful building. On
Monday I was here to welcome into the building some
students from St Damian’s Primary School in my
electorate. I was a couple of minutes late, and I caught
up with the tour group — I think it was a class of
years 5 and 6 students — outside the doors of this
chamber. One of the wonderful attendants and tour
guides, Mark, was talking to the students just outside
the doors. The doors were closed, and the students were
in that aisle where there are portraits of previous
Speakers. Mark was describing the opening of the
Parliament, when the Serjeant-at-Arms knocks on the
door with the mace and comes into the chamber. Out in
the corridor with the doors closed he explained what the
chamber is about, and then he pushed the doors open. It
was fantastic to see the reaction of the students — hear
the oohs and aahs and see the wonderment on their
faces — as they filed into the chamber between the
galleries. They had their smart phones out capturing
images of the place.
It was great to then talk to them about how the place
functions and explain some of the history, not just the
history of the building but also the history of our system
of parliamentary democracy, which goes back many
centuries. The students asked many interesting
questions about how things happen and why they work
the way they do. It struck me that those of us who have
been here a while often take for granted the beauty of
this wonderful building, which is maintained by
wonderful, dedicated maintenance staff. In the previous
few years budget allocations have been made for
maintaining the building and ensuring its integrity —
the front steps water damage project, replacing the
sandstone and a range of other projects — so that it can
be retained for future generations of Victorians to
enjoy. A responsibility we have is to ensure that the
building is maintained and left to future generations in
as good if not better condition than we found it in.
The other thing I will mention is the upgrades to
security. An unfortunate part of the society we live in at
the moment is the changing circumstances around the
world and the heightened level of concern around
security, and I commend the way in which
parliamentary management handled the security
upgrades.
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Those upgrades have taken place in a way that still
allows people to have access to the building and to
members of Parliament while at the same time
providing a high level of security for members. I think
it has been done in a way that is sensible and that has
not been an overreaction. It is important, as I think most
members would agree, that we do not have a situation
in which members of Parliament are effectively
cordoned off from the community behind a wall of
security — we always want to remain part of the
community that we serve. I think that the security
upgrade that has taken place and continues to evolve
has been done in a fantastic away.
In terms of security it is also important to mention the
fantastic work done by our electorate officers. I
commend my own electorate office staff. I also place
on the record my appreciation for the work they do
across a whole range of different areas when they deal
with constituents. Their security is also important, and
the Parliament takes their security seriously. It is
important for us as members to remember that our
staffers are often working in pairs or as individuals, so
they need to be supported with appropriate security
arrangements in our electorate offices.
At this point in the debate I thank the many members of
staff of the Parliament, who provide great assistance to
members and make this place function well. The clerks,
who have been mentioned, are always able to provide
very sage advice to members about the operation of the
place and the running of the building; likewise the
Serjeant-at-Arms. I have mentioned the attendants, who
are the public face of the people in this building. They
do a great job of providing tours and services to people.
I thank the Hansard reporters, who as I have said in the
past always manage to make what we say sound better
written down than it does when we actually say it. I
thank the caterers, the cleaners and the library staff,
who provide excellent service. I also thank the IT staff,
who provide great assistance to members of Parliament.
On the issue of IT, it is worth mentioning that in the
previous Parliament the Standing Orders Committee
inquired into the use of social media in the house. It
was an interesting issue, and I think it was one on
which further work could be done.
Mr Pesutto — The member for Hastings is tweeting
this.
Mr BROOKS — It is not covered by privilege if
you tweet it; that is what the committee deliberated on.
Given the way in which people are communicating and
the changing nature of communication, I think it is
probably something the Parliament could turn its mind
to again to ensure that our communication with
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constituents as a Parliament is as relevant as it can be. I
think all political parties and political operatives are
moving down that path quite rapidly, but there is also
room for the Parliament itself to be in that space. That
is an area in which the Parliament could perhaps
consider having further work done over the next few
years, and I think the Standing Orders Committee is an
appropriate body to consider it further.
I have mentioned a number of sections of the
Parliament, and I will add to them the finance people
and the organisation development people. I have
mentioned the people who work in security. I note that
a previous speaker mentioned the tragic incident that
occurred outside the front of the Parliament in which a
security officer was attacked. All members were
shocked by that incident because we greatly value the
support we get from those people who keep us safe in
this place.
The members of the committee staff fill some of the
most important and valuable roles of the Parliament, yet
committee work is perhaps that least understood by the
community, particularly the way that work can bring
members from different political perspectives to a very
central point on a particular policy issue. Often — not
always, but often — committees end up having
members from different political backgrounds landing
on a set of recommendations and agreeing on a
resolution to a particular policy problem. Committee
work can be very powerful, and the staff who support
that work do a fantastic job. Committee staffers do all
of the grunt work — all the research and the support —
and they are often the backbone of a committee, so I
commend them. All the people I have worked with in
committees over my time here have been consummate
professionals and have certainly assisted the work of
the Parliament.
This bill also provides appropriation for the Victorian
Auditor-General. It is important to acknowledge that
appropriation — which has increased slightly on the
previous year, as you would expect — to properly
resource that independent office of the Parliament. As I
understand it, there are about 185 members of staff in
the Auditor-General’s office, so it is a significant
operation. Members are well aware of the good work
the Auditor-General does through the reports tabled in
this place. We understand the crucial role the
Auditor-General’s office plays in ensuring that we have
an appropriate examination of public sector
management and resources.
There are a range of things that are funded by this bill
that I hope I have covered in my contribution. They are
all important in retaining the great heritage and history
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of this building and in the functioning of democracy. I
commend this bill to the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015. I do so as a newcomer to this
house, having been elected only last year. As a person
who has been kicking around the Labor Party, around
government and around this house as a ministerial
adviser, I can still say that nothing prepared me for the
whirlwind that is life as a member of the Legislative
Assembly of the Victorian Parliament. What a
magnificent privilege it is.
I recall standing at the front of an office at 9 Goode
Street, Gisborne, waiting to be let in by staff of the
Department of Parliamentary Services. When I look
back it seems like a long time ago, though it was only
six short months ago. I would like to use this
opportunity to record my thanks to everyone who
works for Parliamentary Services and indeed works
here in the Parliament for the way they assisted me as a
new MP to establish myself in my electorate office.
There I was, sunburnt and exhausted after many days of
pre-polling — though not quite as sunburnt as the
Minister for Planning was, I might add — and the staff
were absolutely superb in assisting me set up an office,
getting the IT working, getting the budget systems
working, getting telecommunications working and
fixing the printer, fixing the printer, fixing the printer.
They also assisted me in engaging staff and making
sure that all proper and due processes were followed in
doing that.
Right from those very early days I was impressed with
the assistance provided to me to make sure that I could
commence my job representing the people of Macedon
to the best of my ability and make full use of the
resources that were available to me.
At this point I would like to acknowledge my staff. I
have been delighted with the support that I have been
provided with by my electorate staff, Chris Gingell,
Lisa Ohlmus and Richard Ryan. They have done a
terrific job in ensuring that the people of Macedon are
getting the best quality representation they can by
supporting me in taking up their issues as quickly as
possible with the ministers — including tracking those
ministers down, I might say, for a timely response —
and thus enabling me to use my time in this house to
the best effect for the people of Macedon.
After being elected, you then have the first sitting of the
Parliament and with much trepidation the preparation
and delivery of your inaugural speech. This was a very
nerve-wracking experience, one for which I would
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again like to pay tribute to the staff of the Parliament, in
particular the library staff, who provided me with
fabulous support. I would also like to pay tribute to the
work of the attendants who, while we were all making
our inaugural speeches, seamlessly, graciously and with
real care made sure that members’ families were moved
in and out of the gallery. They did that so that the
people who had come to see us could enjoy that
experience. Every step of the way on this short journey
I have felt very well supported by the staff of the
Parliament and I pay tribute to them.
The catering department, as we know, is sometimes
maligned, but when you are part of an institution who
does not sometimes feel that you want to complain a
little about the food? I am not going to complain about
the food. I think the food is fabulous. The service is
absolutely impeccable. I acknowledge the incredible
cheerfulness of the staff. I would not count myself or
those in this chamber amongst the easiest customers at
any given time. The staff are relentlessly cheerful and I
thank them for that.
I have talked about the attendants before, but let me just
say that only last week I had a school group come to
visit. Because I am new I had forgotten to advise the
school that what it needed to do was to book a tour
beforehand. The group arrived and was expecting me to
take them on a tour. I attempted to do that before
realising that my own knowledge was hopelessly
inadequate for the task. While I was able to talk at
length about the great achievements of the Labor
premiers whose portraits hang in Queen’s Hall, I
thought it was probably best that some bipartisanship
was shown, and so Martin stepped into the breach. He
was fantastic. He took those children on a tour of the
Legislative Council and talked them through the
processes. It was fantastic. He did that with no notice,
and I thank him for doing that and all the attendants for
their work.
I also thank the staff who run the wonderful education
program delivered by the Parliament. It is vital that we
continue to engage our young people in the workings of
this house and of our democracy and that rather than
feed cynicism about politics, we use our privileged
roles — and also support the staff because I know they
do it — to encourage young people to be participants,
to get active and involved and to play a part in this great
democracy of ours.
I will also use this opportunity to pay tribute to the
President of the Legislative Council and the Speaker of
this house and their deputies for the work they do in
managing their respective chambers and the Parliament
itself. I also pay tribute to the clerks. No question is
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ever too ridiculous or foolish. Questions are always
answered in a way that is very helpful and without
making members like me feel foolish, even though we
may well be.
That brings me to Hansard. It is always with some
trepidation that I open up my electronic greens and
think, ‘What will I read here?’. Many members have
noted — and I join them in doing that — what a
wonderful job Hansard does in taking some of our
speeches and turning them into something that is
readable and makes some sense. I am delighted by that.
I thank the Hansard staff. I do not envy them their task
one iota. They do a fabulous job. They make what
happens in this house readable, they make it make
sense, and they ensure that we have a fantastic record
for future generations of all that occurs in this house,
and that is vitally important.
Finally, I want to talk a little bit about the building. This
is a magnificent building. It is full of history and
gravitas, if a building can have such a thing. Every day
it forces us to think about the enormous responsibility
of our positions and compels us to strive to do our best.
It is a fantastic building. I reside out in the chook house,
with many of my Labor colleagues. One has to say it is
a rather humble office, but that is important. I think our
accommodation here in the Parliament is one way of
keeping us grounded and making sure that we never get
too far ahead of ourselves. We on this side of the house
will never do that. We need to stay true to our values
and to the constituencies we represent — that is, the
people who have workplaces that are much less
glamorous and salubrious than our own in the
Parliament.
One final observation I would like to make about the
building is that there is nothing like the pride and deep
love that parliamentary staff have for this building.
which I have witnessed as they take visitors on tours. It
warms me to see the pride that our attendants feel for
this beautiful building, which holds so much important
history. On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise this
afternoon to contribute to debate on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. It is a pleasure to
rise in this amazing chamber that we have the pleasure
of calling our workplace to speak about how we fund
and support the operations of the Parliament. I am
always amazed when people visit the Parliament as my
guests or on school tours at how often they say they
have come to this longstanding institution for the very
first time. They are amazed by just how beautiful and
august this building is, what a deep and rich history it

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2015–2016) BILL 2015
1622

ASSEMBLY

has and how it is, in every aspect, very much the home
of Victorian democracy.
When we see the substantial amounts of money being
allocated in this bill to support the Parliament and its
workings, all of us on both sides of the house consider
it to be a very important investment in not only the
preservation of the buildings and the ongoing workings
of the Parliament but also in the democratic traditions in
which Victoria is so proudly a world leader.
I will make only a brief contribution, but in doing so I
acknowledge and thank a number of people. I start with
the staff, many of whom are in the Assembly with us
today. I commend the work of the clerks. I often look at
the clerks and wonder how they keep straight faces
when they hear some of the things being said and some
of the behaviour being exhibited — the zingers, the
clangers and the sometimes unruly behaviour. They
must think, ‘Goodness me — my children behave better
than that’. Yet they manage to keep lovely, blank,
serious faces and get on with their work of making sure
the wheels of the chamber continue to turn. I thank the
clerks.
I also thank the parliamentary attendants. They assist us
all a great deal with both little things and big things. If
we have left something behind, they may be able to
bring it in for us. They also make sure that we get our
Hansard proofs so we can see exactly what we have
said. It is a very good service, and they all do it with
smiling faces. They are all very cheery. I like to think
that even though we come from different backgrounds
and different political parties, when we are here in the
Parliament we all try to get along, and their very
personal service is very appreciated, even to the extent
that there is now a Western Bulldogs supporter as one
of the attendants. We can share information with Pablo
as we go in and out of the chamber. Until recently that
has made for some good banter. Go Dogs! I hope we
can deal with the Giants on the weekend. That will
bring smiles to the faces of both Pablo and me, as well
as the Minister for Police, who is sitting at the table.
The Hansard reporters, as many other MPs have
commented, make us sound really terrific a lot of the
time. Often after having spoken you think, ‘I meant to
say this. Did I say that? I was going to say that. Did that
come out correctly? Did I get those figures in? Did I get
those stats in?’. Sometimes when you are speaking it all
becomes a bit of a blur, so when you read your speech,
having been given the proof, you are always very
pleasantly surprised, not by exactly what you may have
said but by how it looks in Hansard, and that becomes
the historical document that other people will read in
time to come.

Wednesday, 27 May 2015

I also want to record my appreciation of the work of the
parliamentary committee staff. I am not currently a
member of a parliamentary committee, but in a former
Parliament I served on the Outer Suburban/Interface
Services and Development Committee and the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC). I visited
PAEC the other day when the Minister for Education
was in attendance, and I noticed that Valerie and her
team were busy around the room, beavering away to
make sure that PAEC was running smoothly, that
everybody was in the right place and that, despite the
rough games that are often played, the proceedings
were going smoothly. Already in the house this
morning we have had a report from PAEC on the
budget. There is no doubt that this very busy committee
requires a great deal of commitment from MPs, but it
also requires a great deal of skill and commitment from
the staff who support it to get these very important
reports to the Parliament so we can all be sure that the
financial management of the state is available for us to
investigate to ensure that it is on the straight and
narrow.
One of the most important things that happens in this
Parliament is the education program. Many schools in
my electorate visit the Parliament, and I encourage
them to do so. I have a lot of schools in my electorate,
including big schools. I have primary schools with
somewhere between 900 and 1000 students. They make
a lot of requests to come to the Parliament with a lot of
students. In my first term in Parliament I spent quite a
bit of time taking tours, so I am very pleased to see that
the education program has been expanded and schools
know when and how to book. That lets me off the
hook; I can just come in and do a 3-minute introduction
to their local MP and what I do on their behalf, and then
the attendants are more than willing and very much
more than able to take them on a tour. As I said at the
start of my contribution, the attendants are all very
pleased to be here. I take this opportunity to remind
them that while this is my workplace and our
workplace, the buildings belong to the people of
Victoria, who are pretty chuffed to think that in the state
in which they live there is such a beautiful building and
that they can come into as members of the public to see
democracy at work.
I want to finish by mentioning my electorate office
staff. The bill provides resources to make sure that our
electorate offices operate efficiently and serve the
people we are elected to represent. In my case, David
Iles, Nichole Hayes and Naureen Choudhry do an
amazing job of making sure that every person who
walks through the door of my office is welcomed with
open arms and is given the time to be listened to. We
try our very hardest to make sure that we can assist
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them in some way. People often come to your
electorate office as a last resort. They have tried other
means to get some assistance and a friend may have
said to them, ‘Look, I ran into Judith at an event’, or
they find in their letterbox a flyer that we have put out
with all our details on it. They come to our electorate
office or give us a phone call or send us an email, and it
is my commitment to the people in my electorate that
they get a response. I cannot guarantee that I can do it
personally all the time, but I know my staff will go
beyond the call of duty to make sure that my good
name is preserved when they deal with every
constituent as if they are the most important person in
the world. I thank Naureen, David and Nichole.
Parliament House is a very important building and the
Victorian Parliament is a very important institution that
we look after. People have commented on the lack of
grandeur that some of our fellow MPs experience in
their working environment in the chook house.
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$60 million in the budget over four years to create what
it calls a Start-Up Victoria fund — a one-stop shop that
will match our biggest entrepreneurs with the best
ideas.
The $60 million body will develop business cases,
provide intellectual property and patents advice, and
manage finances and investments. It will establish an
expert panel. It is a really big idea that the Labor Party
has put together. The unfortunate thing is that we are
six months in the game and at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) we heard from the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade. The
Premier is now acting on his behalf because of
unforeseen circumstances and is now responsible for
defining what start-up actually is, because when the
minister was asked at PAEC where he was with this
particular important flagship project around innovation
and start-up the minister replied, ‘We are yet to define
what a start-up is. Before we get the panel in place,
before we do anything, we need to define start-up’.

Ms Thomas interjected.
Ms GRALEY — As the member for Macedon says,
it keeps us grounded. But while it may keep us
grounded, it should not make us sick. I look forward to
the findings and recommendations that come from the
investigation into the cancer cluster that has been
suggested may exist in these buildings. I do not know
where the investigation is at, but I call on the Speaker
and the President to get us the information sooner rather
than later so we can take steps. We may all have
thoughts about what is happening here, but rather than
second-guessing it, we would all like to know what is
happening in this building or what is not happening in
this building. I implore them to bring the findings and
the recommendations from the investigation as swiftly
as they possibly can to the Parliament. Without further
ado, I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Minister for Police).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I will conclude
my contribution to this debate on the budget by talking
briefly about innovation, which is really the cornerstone
of ensuring that Victoria is able to create jobs and
opportunities. This government has provided

If that is how important this government thinks
innovation is, the next three years are going to be very
long when it comes to business, innovation and
start-ups that are looking forward to some action, not a
definition and action that is lacking and absolutely
unseen from this current government.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise in support of the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 and the Andrews
government budget. I place on the public record my
congratulations to the Treasurer and his team for
handing down a responsible budget that will put this
wonderful state back on track towards creating jobs,
growing the economy and building a better Victoria.
This budget builds on our stated values of security by
standing up for all Victorians and by setting very high
standards in government. This budget paves the way for
efficient and effective services for all Victorians, a
strong economy and a sustainable Victoria — the latter
not just in financial terms but also in relation to
managing our environment for future generations.
This budget will build the projects Melbourne’s western
suburbs need the most. The previous government did
not have a plan. Cutting to the bone was its blueprint;
cutting services, cutting assistance and blaming
ordinary Victorians for the government’s inadequacies
was the mantra of those opposite. Now I am pleased to
be part of a government that believes in Victoria, that
believes in Victorians and that has ideas to fast-forward
our economy. People and jobs are the heart of this
budget. The creation of jobs paves the way not only for
individuals to regain momentum in pursuing their own
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dreams but for the state of Victoria to reclaim its mantle
as the nation’s engine room for job creation.
The Labor government not only understands the
importance of a strong local economy but also knows
how to get there. This government will stand up for
jobs and it will stand up for workers. This budget
commits $22 billion in infrastructure compared to
$2.7 billion in the previous government’s first year.
With a $6.1 million upgrade to a roundabout at Taylors
Road and Kings Road in Delahey in my electorate, with
benefits also shared by the electorates of the member
for St Albans and the member for Sydenham, the
2015–16 state budget is good news for people in my
electorate and, as I said, for people in the west. This
upgrade to the roundabout will convert one of
Melbourne’s most congested intersections into an
intersection with traffic lights and a pedestrian-operated
crossing.
The delivery of major infrastructure is vital for jobs
growth now and into the future. We will not be building
projects like those built by those who left a sordid mess
for Labor to clean up — for example, the east–west
link. Instead we plan to build projects like Melbourne
Metro rail. This project will give us a world-class rail
system, and this budget provides the $1.5 billion
required to cover the costs of all the preparatory work
ahead of the commencement of major construction in
2018. The delivery of the Melbourne Metro rail project
will deliver substantial benefits to the metropolitan rail
system and enable a greater capacity of services on the
network. This is good news for people in my electorate
of Kororoit and for other municipalities experiencing
major growth. Increased capacity is the first step to
being able to both increase the frequency of services
and allow for extensions to existing lines.
A budget commitment of $6 billion will remove 50 of
Victoria’s most dangerous and congested level
crossings in the western suburbs, including the Main
Road and Furlong Road level crossings, which my
colleague the member for St Albans will make sure are
implemented on time. It is also about creating jobs and
saving motorists time. The removal of these level
crossings will ensure that people in the western suburbs
can get home safely.
The $273 million widening of the Tullamarine Freeway
and CityLink from the Burnley Tunnel to Melbourne
Airport will save businesses and motorists many hours
per month in travel time. This is another big-ticket item
that will provide up to 1400 direct and indirect jobs.
This government is prepared to fund vital infrastructure
projects that will ease congestion and provide clear net
benefits to the Victorian taxpayer. We are not interested
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in using taxpayer funds to prop up projects that do not
pass the most basic of tests — that is, value for the
taxpayer dollar. We are committed to funding
infrastructure that will withstand the toughest scrutiny
and deliver projects that Victorians both need and want.
The Andrews Labor government understands that the
Western Ring Road is congested and coming to a
standstill at morning and evening peak times. The
budget commits $150 million to undertake the next
stage of the M80 upgrade, to widen the road and
improve traffic management from Sunshine Avenue to
the E. J. Whitten Bridge. Cutting travel times will
enable many of my constituents to spend more time at
home with their families rather than being stuck in
traffic. With $40 million committed as part of the
$150 million upgrade, the work will commence in this
financial year.
This is a strong budget for families, investing in our
schools, hospitals and services. It provides $10 million
for Taylors Hill Senior School and $10 million for an
Inclusive School Fund to ensure that no child goes
without basic school needs. This budget delivers on
health, with $200 million to the Western Women’s and
Children’s Hospital — a very exciting project. We will
provide 237 beds and 39 special care nursery cots — —
Mr Noonan — A great announcement.
Ms KAIROUZ — Yes, it is a great announcement.
Those beds and special care nurseries will ensure that
people can access services closer to home and it will
reduce pressure on Sunshine Hospital, which is
expecting about 7000 births a year by 2026. Similarly
the development of six new operating theatres and an
extra 64 beds, including 8 critical care beds, for the
Werribee Mercy Hospital will expand the capacity of
the health system to cope with increased demand in the
west.
This budget also recognises the critical role played by
local bus services in our communities. Our public
transport infrastructure is very important. The budget
provides $100 million to improve bus services,
involving the introduction and expansion of bus routes
in growth areas. It also supports local communities by
providing a funding boost for interface councils.
Residents in the city of Melton, in my electorate, will
be the beneficiaries of a new $50 million Interface
Councils Infrastructure Fund to support councils and
communities on the edge of Melbourne.
Not only does Labor put its money where its mouth is
by growing the economy and investing in jobs, but also
it cares about the health and safety of Victorian
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workers. With funds set aside to identify ways the
WorkHealth program can be improved and expanded,
we will see a renewed emphasis on disease prevention
and management of chronic illness so that people can
remain in work or return to work after an injury when it
is safe to do so.
No government can completely remove the risks
associated with fires, floods and any other natural
events. Nonetheless we will improve the safety of
Victorians across the state with the delivery of 70 new
Country Fire Authority trucks, including 20 tankers.
This is another example of the Andrews Labor
government delivering infrastructure and services to
communities where they are needed.
There are many other exciting initiatives in this year’s
budget. From public transport to roads, from viticulture
to vocational education, and from social services to the
state library, this budget delivers for the people of
Victoria. Labor cares about what people in the
community care about. This government is in touch
with the wants and needs of Victorian families. In
recent years communities have rightly been angered at
stories of the mistreatment of animals. This budget
takes a major step in the fight against such
mistreatment, with the Andrews Labor government
providing the RSPCA with an additional $5 million
over the next four years to clamp down on and
prosecute illegal puppy farms.
It is often said that a society is judged by how it treats
its most vulnerable. I welcome the inclusion in this
budget of $150 million over four years to support
830 extra individual support packages, which will
enable people with disabilities to remain in their own
homes or move to independent accommodation and
provide respite for carers and their families. This is
really good news for those living with disabilities and
their families in my electorate and across the state.
The deaths of young people on our roads are tragic
events that impact individuals, families and
communities. The Andrews Labor government has
made protecting young lives on our roads a priority
with a $146 million plan to provide young Victorians
with best practice education and training to help them
become safer raid users.
We also plan to lease the port of Melbourne. This is an
important component of Labor’s budget package.
Given that this was coalition policy under the previous
government, we would be looking for support for this
lease to proceed. We would also expect that members
of the previous government would want the very best
for Victoria and that, with that in mind, they would be
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encouraging their federal colleagues to apply a
merit-based approach to the assessment of Victorian
government infrastructure funding requests.
We are delivering this budget — a budget for jobs and
security — while maintaining our AAA credit rating, a
budget surplus and, more importantly, a robust
economy. While those opposite missed their chance to
grow Victoria’s future, they now have an opportunity to
support a vibrant Victoria and a robust economy by
backing our measures to get the state moving. I
commend the Treasurer, as I said before, the Premier
and cabinet on a budget on which Victoria can rebuild
its prosperity while delivering vital infrastructure and
services to families and communities. This is a good
budget. This is a just budget. This is a Labor budget.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I begin my
remarks on the Labor government’s very Labor budget.
Let us not miss the elephant in the room here. So many
members opposite — and there are only two in here at
the moment — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — There is only one now — and then
there was one!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — They have a caucus meeting. They
must be going in there to talk about what has happened
over the last week or so, and probably to ask the
obvious question, which is: why is the Deputy Premier
smiling so much this week? There is one elephant in the
room — that is, this is clearly not the Bracks
government, and this Labor government has not started
like the Brumby government. Many of those opposite,
particularly in the Labor right, who thought they would
get an economically conservative social values kind of
Labor government, have found themselves linked to a
Trotskyite in trendy glasses who has handed down a
budget that has already rolled us back into deficit after
just six months. This Premier has more in common
with the Greek Prime Minister from the far left than
any sensible leader we have seen in recent times. What
we have seen is a government that has been high on
rhetoric and very limited on actuality.
In my reply today I want to run through some
comments and what this government said about the
kind of budget it would bring down, what it has actually
brought down and where this state should actually be.
Never forget that we are growing at 100 000 people
plus a year and this state needs leadership more than
ever before. It does not need empty rhetoric. It does not
need a government for the short term. It needs a
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government that has a long-term vision for our state, for
our children and for our grandchildren. However, what
we see with this budget is that it clearly delivers not for
the future of the state but rather for sections of the
union movement and maybe a 24-hour media cycle,
and that is no way to govern our state.
I turn to deal with what Labor Party members said
before they were elected. The Premier said on
25 November 2014, ‘There will be no compensation
paid’ — no ifs, no buts. He said there would be no
compensation paid should this Labor government break
contracts for the east–west link. He said:
There will be no compensation paid because these
arrangements are not valid.

That is quite astounding! Labor was prepared to pay
$640 million as a minimum in relation to contracts that
were not valid. The now Premier, when he was Leader
of the Opposition, also said Labor believed that the
former government had no authority, no mandate, to
sign up to a project that no-one knew anything about.
I refer the Premier to the western distributor project.
Maybe that is what he was talking about. Maybe he was
talking about Transurban extending tolls to the people
of Melbourne’s east and south-eastern suburbs. But no,
he was talking about a project that is in fact the most
needed piece of road infrastructure not just in the city
but in the state. As I said before, what we see with this
budget is that it will return this state to a budgetary
position that is worse than anything we have seen in the
last 20 years.
Can members believe that it has taken this government
just six months to rip up years of economic hard work
that was done to leave this state in the best financial
position of any state in Australia, which is what the
coalition government did? It was not the second best,
not the third best, but the best financial position of any
state in Australia. The Labor Party has trashed that in
just six months. In fact, the coalition government left a
$2.3 billion surplus. Labor, as you would expect,
booked an extra $1 billion on top of that, and in fact
spent an extra $2.1 billion in its budget, which differs
from the pre-election budget update. That takes the
government to an apparent surplus of $1.2 billion in the
budget it has handed down.
Mr Angus — We’ll believe it when we see it.
Mr GUY — The member for Forest Hill is right: we
will believe it when we see it. In fact, if you take away
the money from the east–west link and take out money
that has been paid to this state in order to build
infrastructure, you see that this state has been driven
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into deficit after just a few months of this government
being in office. At least we have to say this government
has done what it is good at, it has done what is
inherently in its DNA, which is to bring into deficit
states that had been left in strong financial positions.
We had the strongest finances of any state in Australia.
Before the election Labor promised — not possibly
committed to or said it might look at; it promised
faithfully — that it would maintain the coalition’s
surpluses. The current Treasurer, the member for
Werribee, said that the pre-election budget update of
surpluses of $1.1 billion in 2014–15, $2.3 billion in
2015–16, rising to $2.7 billion and $3 billion would be
kept by an incoming Labor government.
If we want to talk about not judging politicians on what
they say but on what they do, that is an absolutely
perfect example. Two days before the election Labor
waved its financial statements around this city claiming
that all of its new spending would be offset by
savings — every bit of new spending would be offset
by savings. I have yet to see the word ‘savings’ feature
in this budget. We have seen much spending over a
range of areas but little in the way of sensible savings.
I look at where spending should have been in this
budget and where priorities have not been made — in
infrastructure. I again say to this chamber that one of
the best ways we can enhance jobs and the way we live
as a state is to invest in infrastructure. The last budget
delivered by the coalition government delivered record
infrastructure spending. It delivered $27 billion for
roads, rail, schools and hospitals. There was a vision for
our state’s future — not sporadic, unbudgeted, in the
never-never proposals but projects that were there to
build our state’s future for our children and for our
grandchildren.
This government has spent nearly $1 billion to cancel
the biggest road project in Australia. It has cancelled
the east–west link; it has cancelled the airport rail link.
As to the only significant road project it took to the
election — the half-billion dollar western distributor —
no-one knows if it is going ahead. For goodness sake,
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety does not even
know what municipalities its spans. No planning work
has been done and no Aboriginal cultural heritage
studies have been done. There is an expression of
interest for a set of traffic lights in Footscray Road, and
that is it. And that is a major project! That is the extent
of the Labor government’s programs around
infrastructure for this city.
What has been forgotten in this budget by the Labor
government is very clear. Firstly, Victorians have been
forgotten and our children and grandchildren have been
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forgotten. The first thing the government should have
done with this budget is recommit to the east–west link.
It should have recommitted to the country roads and
bridges program.
There is no excuse for halving the amount of money
being spent on country roads and bridges. There is no
excuse for spending tens of millions of dollars to
rebuild the ballroom at Flinders Street station but then
cutting funding from country roads and bridges. There
is no excuse for spending tens of millions of dollars on
the ballroom at Flinders Street station and not putting
money into the Bright hospital. There is no excuse for
spending tens of millions of dollars to put a ballroom at
Flinders Street station and not buy land for Armstrong
Creek West Primary School, as was committed; for
Point Cook senior school, as was committed; and dare I
say, the Wonthaggi Secondary College. Apparently it
was committed to, maybe it was not, maybe it is not. A
new upper house Labor member by the name of Harriet
Shing said, ‘That’s been retracted, that promise’.
Maybe all the commitments around financial credibility
have also been retracted, given what we see in this
budget.
This week there were promises made in education by
the very happy and well-smiling Deputy Premier,
which should have been kept. A sum of $14 million
was promised for the Montmorency Secondary
College — a great school; my school — and
$1.4 million has been committed. You cannot built a
$14 million promise with $1.4 million. You cannot
build a tenth of a school upgrade. You cannot put the
superstructure up and not the walls and not the
windows and not the doors and not the tiles and not the
furniture and not the carpet. That is a Labor way of
doing infrastructure, and it is mad.
For Cranbourne Secondary College, $10 million was
promised and $1 million allocated; for Cheltenham
Secondary College, $7 million was promised and
$700 000 allocated; for Greensborough College, a
rebuild, $10 million was promised and $1 million
allocated. Are we getting a theme here? It is not just
one or two or three or four schools. For South
Melbourne Park Primary School, $11.5 million was
promised and $1 million allocated. There is Melba
College in Ringwood; the Footscray learning precinct;
Glen Eira College, where I was with the member for
Caulfield; and Keysborough College. This is a running
theme from this government: to rip off schools, to rip
off kids and to promise and underdeliver, and it is
absolutely and utterly disgraceful.
As I said before, you cannot make these promises to
communities and then blatantly rip them off in the way
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this government has done. In less than six months this
government has destroyed our state’s economic
credibility. International financiers in France, Japan,
Spain and right across the globe have witnessed our
reputation being trashed. It is astounding that it has
taken this government such a little amount of time to
realise that it has the ability to destroy such hard work
that has been built up by so many over such a long time
since Labor last left our state in absolute ruin, in the late
1980s and early 1990s and before the 2007 federal
election.
Remember, it was Kevin Rudd who said that nowadays
the Labor Party is financially and fiscally conservative.
It is the same kind of promise from the same generation
of Labor which promised everything before the election
about being strong with finances, running surpluses and
not trashing our state, and then the first message we
sent to the world was, ‘We don’t want your business in
Victoria’. That is absolutely and utterly catastrophic for
industry in the state.
If it is not bad enough that our communities and
schools have missed out, one of the things — one of the
key budgetary initiatives — that should have featured
very clearly in this budget was a commitment to the
Peter MacCallum private hospital. What
government — apart from a crazy left-wing ideological
government — goes on a complete crusade against
those who want to invest in the best of health care for
all of our futures? Why is the Premier so nasty that he
wants to deny people the right to build a private cancer
centre where you would expect — in a public cancer
centre — to get the best of both worlds and to attract
people from overseas back to Melbourne who want to
do business and want to invest in cancer research and
cancer cures? Only an ideological left-wing
government would do something as mad as that.
Labor budgets always end in tears. There was Cain and
Kirner, Rudd and Gillard, Beattie and Bligh, Hawke
and Keating — can I add Whitlam? — Brian Burke and
John Bannon. They go on, and they all had the same
start, promising everything to everyone, putting in
small amounts of money to claim that works have been
done in certain areas that were promised before the
election. That is never a sustainable way to run a
government. That is not a long-term way to run your
state. Pretty soon there will be one more name to add to
that list of Labor economic vandalism infamy, and it
will be the Premier’s.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — How can I
possibly follow the Leader of the Opposition? My
contribution will absolutely be the opposite of that.
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I am very pleased to rise to speak and contribute on the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015. The state budget
handed down by our Treasurer is a budget that delivers
to all, and I am incredibly proud and pleased to be part
of government that will deliver key projects to my
electorate of St Albans. This is a budget that not only
delivers on Labor’s election promises to invest more in
our roads and major infrastructure, but also delivers
vital services for the people of Victoria, in particular
those in the west.
World-class health care in the west has always been
championed by Labor, and it was a Labor government
that developed the Sunshine Hospital in 1990. It has
been successive Labor governments that have
continued to invest in our hospitals, including the
Bracks government in 2006 and the Brumby
government in 2009, when the first sod was turned on
the redevelopment of the Sunshine Hospital by the then
Minister for Health and now Premier, the member for
Mulgrave, to provide that health care for the people of
the west. How crucial it was at the time! That hospital
continues to grow and provide service in a positive
manner.
The budget delivers on Labor’s promise to invest, I am
extremely happy to say, $200 million for the people of
the west, with a new women and children’s hospital
with 237 beds, 39 special-care nursery cots and four
theatres for the families of the west. By 2026 the
number of births at Sunshine Hospital is expected to
exceed 7000 per year. This is the fastest growing area
not only in Victoria but in Australia, and what we have
seen in this budget is investment for families and for
parents in the west. We saw nothing from the previous
government when it came to investment in the west and
investment in Sunshine Hospital. The people of the
west and families of the west deserve world-class
health care in their local area.
I am pleased to be part of a Labor government that is
getting on with delivering the projects our state needs to
ensure that people using public transport get home safer
and sooner. I am proud that, as part of the state budget,
we will combine the work on the Main Road and
Furlong Road level crossings to drive down the cost,
reduce disruption to rail and road users and accelerate
the delivery of these level crossing removal projects.
Removing these level crossings will reduce congestion,
increase the number of trains running and help reduce
the road toll, ensuring that the St Albans community
gets home safely and, most importantly, pedestrians and
commuters are safe. I know how important the removal
of these level crossings is. We all know what Main
Road and Furlong Road are like, and we all know about
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the lives that have been lost on those two horrendous
level crossings.
I would like to thank the community groups, traders
and residents who have campaigned over many years to
remove these level crossings. As a St Albans resident I
recall attending a community rally in relation to the
Main Road level crossing at the age of 10. Back then it
was held at the St Albans town hall on East Esplanade.
I remember Mum and Dad getting me to sign a petition.
This will reveal my age, but 30 years later the level
crossing will finally be removed. We made a
commitment at the last election that we would not only
remove the Main Road level crossing but we would
also remove the Furlong Road crossing and make sure
that no further deaths occur at these horrendous, horrific
level crossings, which have taken too many lives.
My colleagues the member for Kororoit and the
member for Sydenham and I have advocated on behalf
of residents to remove the state’s most dangerous
roundabout, at Kings Road and Taylors Road in
Delahey, and the budget allocates $6.1 million for this
work. This roundabout will be removed and traffic
lights installed. Pedestrian-operated crossings will also
be installed. The removal of this roundabout will ensure
that the safety of motorists and pedestrians is the no. 1
priority.
I have been surprised by the reaction since I posted on
this issue on my Facebook page. Over 123 000 people
have taken notice of the post, which is outstanding. In
addition, there have been over 1800 responses and
comments on this issue alone. This has highlighted the
level of excitement amongst residents that this issue
will be fixed once and for all. We saw nothing from the
other side for the last four years when it came to
removing one of the worst and most dangerous
roundabouts. There was not a plan or even
consideration of making this roundabout safer. I am
pleased that this vital infrastructure work is included in
the budget.
I believe the western suburbs are the great winners in
this budget. The Western Ring Road will be
widened — a commitment of $150 million. The
widening of the Western Ring Road is not just about
widening the road; it is about making it safer, in
particular on the E. J. Whitten Bridge at St Albans.
People will probably be aware what it means to have
safety barriers along this bridge. Without going into too
much detail, we have lost too many lives on this bridge.
I would like to see this work occur sooner rather than
later, making this stretch of the road safer. The urgency
is great for all.
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I attended TAFE, so I am extremely proud that through
the budget we are returning investment to TAFEs and
reopening TAFEs that unfortunately were closed during
the term of the previous government. In this budget
$350 million has been invested to reopen closed TAFEs
and provide an opportunity for local students to gain
skills and pathways to jobs. That is important to the
people of the west, especially its youth. Not everybody
goes to university, and we need to provide other options
for our youth so they have the opportunity to find jobs.
I welcome the commitment of $350 million for our
local TAFEs.
This budget will invest almost $2.9 billion in Victoria’s
school system. For the first time the budget will meet
Gonski funding levels, and it will do so for the years
2015, 2016 and 2017. I know how crucial this is for
schools and families in my electorate so students can
get the best possible start. I recently visited University
Park Primary School in St Albans, and let me say the
positive response from the principal and teachers to our
education budget was overwhelming. When I walked
into the school and was able to report that Gonski
funding for 2015, 2016 and 2017 was part of the
budget, the principal was so relieved that he was close
to tears. Schools in St Albans depend upon this sort of
funding to deliver programs in subjects such as music,
cooking, computers and, most importantly, reading.
It is just amazing how much spirit these schools have.
Some students at schools in my electorate come from
disadvantaged communities, and people look forward
to receiving funding from government. Government
funding is the only way those schools are able to deliver
their programs. I know that when I explained to the
school community that this government is also
committing more than $148 million to the Camps,
Sports and Excursions Fund to help those
disadvantaged families — —
Mr Noonan — A very good program.
Ms SULEYMAN — Absolutely. These are the
programs that we need to continue to increase each
year, because there are families out there who cannot
afford their children to attend excursions and camps
and who are doing it tough; therefore I am really
pleased to see that students and families will have
access to this money in July. Why should these children
not have access to excursions and camps and not get
assistance through State Schools Relief so that they can
have free uniforms?
I was told stories of how parents of students at these
schools were relying on donations for school
uniforms — this is reality — so I am absolutely pleased
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and very proud that this budget addresses those sorts of
concerns.
A further $50 million is allocated to kindergartens
across the state and $9 million is allocated to assist
young children with a disability. I know that Jackson
School in my electorate will welcome this news.
Sunshine College will also see an investment of
$10 million. I know that the member for Footscray has
done a lot of work around this, and together we are
looking forward to announcing this news to the
community.
Truly this is a budget for families. We all know that we
need to feel safe and secure in our homes — it is
fundamental to a strong society — and that family
violence is a national emergency, so I am very proud
the Labor government has taken action and is leading
the nation when it comes to tackling this issue. That is
why this government has invested over $81 million
over five years to support the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. I know firsthand about the stabbing
death last year of Fiona Warzywoda. Unfortunately we
will have to do much more work when it comes to this
issue to make sure that every person feels safe in their
home. Let me say that although we have a Liberal
federal government which continues to cut funding in
this area, it is great to see that this state government is
providing more money.
Let me conclude by saying that as someone who was
raised in and has lived in the west I am extremely
happy. This is the first time we have seen this level of
investment in the west, and I congratulate my Labor
colleagues in the west who have worked very hard to
make sure that the issues have been highlighted over
many years. Now, finally, we have a Labor budget
which addresses the concerns of and invests in the
people of the west. I commend this budget, and I thank
the Treasurer.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise to speak on the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill
2015. There have been many and varied responses with
respect to this budget —
Mr Noonan — Something positive, Russell;
something positive.
Mr NORTHE — I will take up the interjection from
the member for Williamstown at this early stage. Yes, I
think I am fair and reasonable, and I will be talking
about some positive aspects of the government, but it
may take some time to get there to be able to do that.
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I take up the opening remarks of the shadow Treasurer
in his response to this budget. He said:
Victorians deserve better. They deserve better than this
budget because this was not the budget they voted for.

We all remember the promises, the commitments and
the statements made prior to the 2014 election, and in a
general sense I want to talk firstly about some of those
particular matters: no increased taxes, no new taxes, a
boost to jobs, new shovel-ready infrastructure projects
and the retention of surpluses. Prior to the 2014 election
the now Premier and now Treasurer referred to five key
areas in particular, and all we really have in this budget
in response to those five key areas is a litany of broken
and false promises.
If I take up the first point of there being no increase to
taxes, the fact is that existing fees will rise by 2.75 per
cent when in reality CPI actuals to March this year
were 1 per cent, so it is a substantial rise to fees above
the actual CPI, and in the first instance that is a broken
promise.
For a further example one only has to look from a
regional perspective at the increase to the fire services
levy. This budget increases the fire services levy by
7.2 per cent. Members of the coalition had long
advocated for a fairer fire services levy system, and
Labor members, now in government, had to be dragged
kicking and screaming to ensure that that occurred, but
at the first opportunity to ensure that we do have a fair
fire services levy, what have they done? They have
increased the fire services levy by 7.2 per cent.
The second point was about there being no new taxes,
but already this week we have the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015, which introduces brand-new
taxes — yet again another broken promise and another
broken commitment.
We have an extra land tax and an extra transfer duty tax
all surrounded by some dodgy regulations. Nobody
seems to know how it will operate in practice, and it
will give the Treasurer unfettered powers across those
particular regulations — so yet again another broken
promise.
On the third point, the government said prior to the
election that there would be a significant boost in jobs,
but if we look at the budget papers and at the
unemployment rate, what we see in the government’s
own figures is that unemployment will rise not only to
higher rates but for longer periods.
If we look at the 2014 pre-election budget update, we
can see that the unemployment rate in 2017–18 is
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predicted to be 5.5 per cent, yet this Labor
government’s budget is predicting it will be 6 per cent.
We are seeing a 0.5 per cent rise in the unemployment
rate under Labor, yet Labor says that it is going to boost
new jobs.
Much has been said about shovel-ready infrastructure
projects, but what we are seeing in infrastructure
projects is that spending is down by $6.4 billion over
four years. No matter what the term ‘shovel-ready’
means, there are no shovel-ready projects ready to go in
this state at the moment.
In his contribution the Leader of the Opposition
referred to the fact that the West Gate distributor is now
the western distributor and totally neglects the east.
Effectively under the proposal put forward by the Labor
government the people in my constituency in eastern
Victoria would have to subsidise those who use this
new project in the west of the state, which is simply not
fair and reasonable.
Given the time constraints I will not go into detail, but
suffice it to say that residents and constituents in the
Morwell electorate are absolutely disappointed that
prior to the election they were told that the east–west
link contract was not worth the paper it was written on
and that we were not going to pay compensation, but
$640 million-plus later here we are today.
The last point I will make is that the government has
said it will retain surpluses. If we have a look at the
2014 pre-election budget update, we see it says that in
the forward years there will be a surplus of $9.1 billion
in totality, yet now the government’s own budget
papers show it as $4.9 billion. Where has $4.2 billion
gone from those surpluses? It has simply gone.
I will quickly refer to matters pertaining to my shadow
portfolio of consumer affairs and liquor and gaming
regulation. The fact is that whilst the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation may
wish to contest that the government has not cut funding
to the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation, the
government has. The fact is that the coalition
committed $150 million over four years towards the
foundation and Labor has committed over the next four
years $148 million. In fact $148 million is less than
$150 million, but the minister still says the government
has not cut funding to it. In my eyes the government
has; it is in the budget papers itself, so members can
have a look at that.
Members of this government have also abolished
important programs such as Step Back. Think, which is
a really important initiative around alcohol abuse, and
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they have not taken up the coalition’s initiative of
extending the Salvation Army’s Youth Street Teams
into other municipalities, including into some areas of
regional Victoria as well.
As you would know as a regional member of
Parliament, Acting Speaker, we are very concerned
with the budget in terms of some of the programs and
measures that have been cut from regional areas. The
agriculture output budget has been cut by 12 per cent.
You can refer to the budget papers; it is all there. The
regional development output budget has been cut by
24 per cent. The very successful regional expo has been
cut. We have spoken about roads in the country roads
and bridges program. The program is gone, much to the
consternation of many of our regional councils. The
wild dog bounty is gone. The fox bounty is only being
funded for one year. The Energy for the Regions
program has gone; it is not there anymore.
From a local perspective I will talk about some of my
local programs, including the $15 million Latrobe
Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund. That is not
being funded, and that is a real shame. I will refer to a
more local perspective now in the Morwell electorate,
and I will give credit where it is due. The government
has funded some important projects within the Morwell
electorate, and I congratulate it on doing so. We are
very pleased that the government has seen fit to provide
$7.8 million towards the Kurnai College campus in
Morwell. That is long overdue, and we certainly
welcome that funding. There is funding to establish a
Country Fire Authority (CFA) district 27 in the city of
Latrobe. This was again an initiative of the coalition,
and we had already put in place measures to ensure that
it occurred. That was a response to the Hazelwood mine
fire as part of the board of inquiry. It is pleasing to see
that there is funding to continue that work the coalition
initiated.
There is also funding in the budget for the Morwell
CFA station. The previous minister just walked in the
door, which is good timing. We were pleased as a
government to be able to contribute $5 million to that
project. Morwell CFA has its centenary this year, so it
is a really important project. We congratulate the
current government for ensuring that that will continue.
The government has provided some funding for an
emergency services hub in Morwell itself. Again, that is
something we support. The Latrobe Community Health
Service dental prosthetic facility is also an initiative that
the coalition had provided funding for. The current
government has seen fit to provide some additional
funding towards that project, which is something we
support. Well done!
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I want to raise the issue of the Morwell primary schools
regeneration project. This has long been called for, and
I was proud that in government we were able to make
an election commitment of $13 million that would see
the amalgamation of Morwell Primary School, Tobruk
Street Primary School and Commercial Road Primary
School in Morwell on the one site. It also included a
redevelopment of Morwell Park Primary School, which
would have meant that four primary schools in Morwell
would have received a substantial makeover. We
committed $13 million to that project. Prior to the
election Labor committed $12 million to the project.
We were concerned at the time about the mixed
messages that were being provided by the now Premier
and the then Labor candidate. The Premier said that
Morwell Park Primary School was not included. The
candidate said that Morwell Park was included. If you
have a look at the budget papers, whilst I am pleased to
say that there has been $10.45 million contributed to
this project in this budget, which is not the $12 million
that Labor committed to, and indeed Morwell Park
Primary School is out of this project again. That is an
extremely disappointing outcome for our primary
school and the community.
In the budget papers there is also reference to the
Gippsland logistics precinct. I am little bit bemused by
what this is or how a figure has been arrived at, but
nonetheless if it can be a successful proposition then I
support it. It has been long touted in the Gippsland
region and Morwell that it should be established, but
my concern is that there is no line item in the budget
papers referring to it. I am not sure how the $10 million
will be allocated or where the business case is for that
$10 million. My understanding is that there is no
private operator genuinely interested in this particular
project, so there are still a lot of unanswered questions
with respect to that.
Overall, I will give the government credit for some of
those projects that have been delivered. What I must
say though is that this budget is a massive
disappointment for the people of Traralgon. The
member for Frankston has just walked out. I know his
parents live in Morwell. If you live in Morwell and you
looked at the budget objectively you might say that it is
a reasonably good budget for Morwell. But for
Traralgon, a township of 28 000 people, not to have one
pre-election commitment and not to be mentioned in
the budget is an absolute disgrace. The people of
Traralgon have every right to be very disappointed in
Labor for what it has or has not done with respect to
this budget. I say genuinely that prior to the election I
was proud that the coalition had committed to projects
such as a Gippsland regional aquatics facility and the
redevelopment of the Traralgon courthouse. These were
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much-needed projects that were supported by the
community and by council that the coalition wanted
delivered. Unfortunately they are completely missing
from any Labor pre-election commitments and from
this budget. That is a terrible shame.
One of the programs that has been really well received
by the community and the business community in my
electorate is the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund. We dedicated $15 million towards
that particular fund, which supported in excess of
40 businesses through successful applications over the
past four years. There was $15 million allocated, and it
has leveraged close to $100 million investment in our
local community and created 1200 jobs. That is no
longer in existence. That is a terrible shame for a
community that does it tough. We have reasonably high
unemployment rates within our region. That particular
fund was one way of not only addressing
unemployment but also diversifying our local economy.
It is very important that it be continued. It is an extreme
disappointment for the business community that a
similar type of program has not been announced by this
government.
In conclusion I want to refer to some of the other
projects that we would like to see the government take
up in the future. Prior to the election both the coalition
and Labor made a number of commitments. The people
of Morwell could look at this budget objectively and
say, ‘Yes, we are reasonably satisfied’, but there is
simply nothing in this budget for all the other
communities and towns in the Morwell electorate.
We want to see improvements to rail services. The
coalition had a package prior to the election that would
have addressed some of the service, capacity and
punctuality issues. In this budget nothing is mentioned
about some level crossing removals, which of course
are always welcome, but much more needs to be done
for the Gippsland line to be successful in the future.
The coalition made a number of announcements across
all communities and will continue to hold the
government to account for delivering for the township
of Morwell. The coalition will also make sure the
government completely and implicitly understands that
the people of Traralgon deserve better. They deserve
something in the budget. They deserve major
infrastructure. Many of the smaller communities in the
Morwell electorate deserve upgrades and improvements
to their services and assets.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Appropriation (2015–2016)
Bill 2015. I begin my contribution by quoting the
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Sunnyboys, that great Australian band from the 1980s,
who sang:
We can lock away the bad memories together,
Close the doors to the past forever.

In delivering 96 per cent of Labor’s election promises,
that is exactly what this budget does. This budget brings
home the bacon for Essendon. I refer specifically to the
$5.7 million rebuild of Strathmore Primary School,
which is a fantastic outcome for our community. I have
previously acknowledged in the house the great role
that people like Heidi Fitzpatrick, Monique Breuer and
principal Debbie Starpins have played in advocating for
the rebuilding of this school. They have been fantastic.
Another key election commitments made last year was
the removal of the Buckley Street level crossing. Work
is underway on that, and we are significantly closer to
having that crossing removed. I refer members to
page 41 of budget paper 3, which states:
Planning is underway and funding will be progressively
released as level crossing removals are ready for market.

This is really important. In August 2012 Public
Transport Victoria released a publication titled
Metropolitan Public Transport Demand Forecast
Report, which talked about the future of the
Craigieburn railway line. It showed an estimated
increase in weekday rail boardings of 5.1 per cent
between 2011 and 2021, and 4.8 per cent between 2021
and 2031. Removing level crossings is really important.
Also important is getting on with the job of delivering
the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. In this budget there is
$1.5 billion over the forward estimates committed to
planning, design and commencement of construction in
2018.
This budget looks at improving pedestrian safety on
Boundary Road, North Melbourne, which is just
outside my electorate, with a $600 000 pedestrian
crossing. This is important because many of the people
who live in the Flemington public housing estate cross
Boundary Road to access the local mosque. This has
been an important issue for many people in the Somali
community in Flemington. I am delighted to see that
the crossing has been funded.
I turn now to the budget papers and a broader
discussion of the budget. Having chaired Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings for the
last two weeks, I want to talk about my budget papers.
These are my budget papers. There are many like them,
but these are mine. My budget papers are my best
friend. They are my life. I must master them as they
master my life. My budget papers without me are
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useless, and without my budget papers I am useless. I
felt it was important to say that because I have grown
very fond of this collection of budget papers over the
course of the last two weeks.
I refer specifically to page 19 of budget paper 2, which
talks about the broader macro-economic forecast for
Victoria over the coming years. It outlines the growth in
gross state product. For the 2013–2014 year the result
was 1.7 per cent. It trends up to 2.75 per cent in
2016–2017 and will continue at that rate. The
unemployment rate is predicted to be at 6.5 per cent for
2014–2015, but it is trending downward. Importantly
inflation is well and truly under control. The consumer
price index looks to be no greater than 2.75 per cent in
those years.
From the point of view of government it is important
that we look at table 4.2 on page 49 of budget paper 2,
headed ‘Summary operating statement for the general
government sector’. That table charts the change in
revenue and the change in expenses across the forward
estimates. Revenue is predicted to grow from 2.2 per
cent to 3.7 per cent, 2.5 per cent, 3.8 per cent and
3.6 per cent. Expenses are predicted to grow from
4.5 per cent to 3.1 per cent, 2.2 per cent, 3.9 per cent
and 2.9 per cent. Broadly we are looking at making sure
that our expenses do not outpace our revenue. That is
important because we can then ensure we maintain a
sustainable budget position and continue to produce
significant budget surpluses, which have been a
hallmark of Victorian Labor governments for many
years.
In looking at the budget in a broader sense,
$26.4 million is to be invested over four years in the
independent arts sector grants programs. Supporting
that creativity and looking at the arts in terms of being
an economic driver and broadening the diversity of
Victoria is very important, as is providing that support
to those small organisations. Having been a director of
the Melbourne Fringe Festival, I am thoroughly pleased
that that is occurring.
It is also important that the budget is going to establish
a Victorian government business office in Singapore as
well as expanding our reach and looking at investing
$12 million in inbound trade missions for people to
come to Victoria to see what is available here and to
showcase Victoria’s best. I am reminded of a meeting I
had a few years ago when a gentleman said to me that it
is important that when you move through India to
Japan, an extra billion people will join the Asian
middle-class by 2030. That person was Andrew Robb,
now federal Minister for Trade and Investment, who
was then a shadow minister. He felt it was important
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that we develop policies that would improve our
engagement with Asia.
I am also pleased by the fact that we are looking at
investing $60 million in the Start Up initiative, which is
matching our best and brightest entrepreneurs with
business mentors to get their ideas off the ground. I am
reminded of a book I read which I was introduced to by
Senator Scott Ryan. Scott and I went to university
together. He said, ‘You really should read this book,
Why Nations Fail — The Origins of Power, Prosperity
and Poverty by Daron Acemoğlu and James Robinson.
Their central thesis is that no matter if you look at any
form of government over the last 2000 years, a nation
will sustain itself if you have inclusive economic
institutions and inclusive political institutions.
That builds on and relates to the work of Thomas
Piketty in relation to capital in the 21st century.
Piketty’s central thesis is that the rate of return on
capital will be greater than the rate of economic growth
over the long term, with the result being a concentration
and inequitable distribution of wealth, which will cause
social and economic instability. This is important and
relates to the Start Up initiative. If you are solely a
wage earner, the rate of growth of your private wealth
will mirror that of the nation’s economic growth, but if
you become a sole proprietor or a significant
shareholder in your company, you have a greater
opportunity to participate in capital markets — for
example, to own multiple properties or possess a
significant share portfolio — which will in turn provide
a rate of return that more closely reflects the rate of
return of capital rather than economic growth. That is
important because working people have the best chance
to significantly increase their wealth in a generation,
which demonstrates the importance of inclusive
economic institutions.
I founded a start-up a couple of years ago. I had to
convince my wife about the idea of taking out a second
mortgage, and I pitched the idea to my employer, who
gave me some money and gave me a go, so off I went.
It was good fun, and I learnt a lot. However, I was
fortunate. I had been in business for a long period of
time, I was older and I was mature, and it was easy for
me. The reality is that start-ups are founded
overwhelmingly by men aged 53. It is usually men who
have been made redundant and decide they want to
have a go, which is great. However, we need to make
sure we provide people with the opportunity to put their
best foot forward, maximise their chances of running a
successful small business and maximise their
opportunities of ensuring that their rate of return is
closer to the rate of capital return rather than the rate of
economic growth. This is supplemented by the decision
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in the budget to reduce the costs of running a small
business by removing stamp duty on special mobile
plant and equipment. That is similarly important to
tradies having their registration halved, which is
another important initiative. Many people who have
done well financially are tradies who set up their own
businesses, become successful small business operators
and away they go.
I am pleased this budget invests $50 million for early
years facilities, including investment in integrated
children’s centres, because we know families are best
served when they can access maternal and child health
services with a wraparound approach. June
McLoughlin, whom I served with on the board of the
Early Learning Association Australia, works out at
Doveton and has found that if you have an early
learning environment in a school, people are more
likely to identify a range of other problems because
they feel they are less likely to be judged in that
environment. These sorts of investments in early
childhood education are important. Similarly it shows
we can focus on making sure people have the best
opportunities to start their life well.
Page 69 of budget paper 3, under the heading ‘Good
money’, outlines the community finance hubs that will
continue to operate, but there will be greater levels of
support around them. This is a three-way partnership
between Good Shepherd Microfinance, the state
government and the NAB. We know the people who
access these hubs are often women who are fleeing
domestic violence, so having access to capital to restart
their lives and not be gouged in the process is
important. There is money for homelessness innovation
action projects that look at early intervention. It is about
ensuring that people are helped and assisted. In this
budget we are also significantly upgrading the number
of public housing dwellings, and that is important. It is
about making sure people live in a safe environment,
feel safe and secure and have dignity in their lives. It is
also about making sure a safety net is in place that gives
people the opportunity to progress.
I am proud that this is the first government to put
LGBTI equality firmly on the agenda. It is important.
The Minister for Equality has received $10 million and
is establishing the first dedicated equality portfolio in
the Department of Premier and Cabinet. That is
important because at that high level we can make sure
good policy emanates from the top and ripples across
government and the public sector. It is also important
that we are establishing the first gender and sexuality
commissioner and an LGBTI task force to look at a
program of reform to remove discrimination from our
laws and services. Having a commissioner whose sole
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task is to promote the rights of LGBTI people in the
community and champion inclusive practices across
government is vitally important. From that perspective,
the budget delivers significant gains across the sector.
Coming back to early childhood, the budget includes
$48.1 million for the Child FIRST and family services
initiative, which is the single biggest increase in a
decade for this program. It is important to support
vulnerable families when they need help. In a practical
sense this means there will be 70 additional workers
employed by the community sector to assist around
2100 vulnerable families each year. Timely early
intervention and support make a significant difference
in people’s lives. It is far better, particularly in an early
years environment, to support a child in the early stages
when they need it, making sure they have the support
they need and are able to progress. If you constantly
push people through and do not support and protect
them, then ultimately they will fall through the gaps,
which is a great shame.
I remember talking to June McLoughlin at Doveton,
which is an interesting community. There is a large
asylum seeker population there who are keen and
ambitious for their children. The parents are often not
literate or numerate in their own language, let alone in
English, but they have great aspirations and hopes for
their children. There is also a large population of people
who are intergenerationally welfare dependent. The
grandfather may have lost his job when Holden left in
the 1980s, his children may have never worked and
now their kids are teenagers and may have no concept
of work and what that means. Providing these sorts of
wraparound services in the early years environment to
encourage and support people is important.
Coming back to having inclusive economic institutions,
it is important to make sure people have access to
capital and the opportunity to progress. If people are
prepared to work and work hard, they are rewarded for
that and can make their way up the ladder, but it is also
about making sure there is a safety net in place.
I opened with the Sunnyboys, and I close with Don
Henley. I say in relation to the previous government:
A little voice inside my head said, ‘Don’t look back. You can
never look back’.

This budget ensures that ‘those days are gone forever’
and that the people of Victoria can ‘just let them go’. I
commend the first budget of the Andrews Labor
government to the house.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — I rise to join the budget
reply. The Andrews government’s first budget is one
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about rewarding mates. If you live in a Labor seat, are a
member of a union or are a friend of the ALP, then this
is a good budget for you. However, if you are looking
for a budget for the benefit of the entire state or the
entire population, or you are looking at economic
growth or financial management, then you see that the
Victorian population misses out in this budget.

policies is to trial 24-hour public transport on Friday
and Saturday nights, so the obvious question now is: if
the government is going to increase the length of time
trains and trams operate, where will the PSOs come
from if it is not going to add any additional PSOs? The
numbers regarding PSOs do not add up, so we will be
looking for an explanation as to how that will work.

I notice that the wages bill for the public sector will
increase by 7.1 per cent. People will argue that if you
are putting on more public servants, more police, more
nurses, more ambulance officers and more paramedics,
you would expect the public sector bill to increase, but
if you do not have a clear wages policy that everyone
understands, it is very concerning. The previous
government had a wages policy of 2.5 per cent plus
productivity offsets. Ambulance officers and
firefighters were not happy with that, which created
issues for the previous government, but at least
everyone in the state knew where we stood on wages.

The other thing in the budget papers that concerns me is
on page 11 of the Treasurer’s speech, where it says:

We believe our wages policy was fair for one and all. It
was 2.5 per cent, but if you wanted to increase that
amount, the government was happy to do so providing
it was based on a genuine productivity offset. The
Department of Treasury and Finance would calculate
what was being traded and come back with an amount,
and we would say that 0.3 per cent or 0.4 per cent could
be added on top of the 2.5 per cent. We thought that
that was a fair way of doing it because you then could
not have one union accusing another union of having a
better deal and attempting to negotiate a higher wage
next time around. It was clear and everybody knew
about it. It will be interesting to see how the current
government’s wages policy will play out when it sits
down to negotiate with police, firefighters, nurses and
teachers, and also paramedics next time around. It is
going to be very interesting to see if others use what
was paid to paramedics as a benchmark.
I was also interested to note that there are no additional
police officers in this budget. The Andrews government
has committed to 400 custody officers, which we
support and which was an idea we also put forward. We
want to free up the police officers who were looking
after prisoners in police cells so that they can get back
to working on the street. We thought that was a very
good point and we were strongly pushing for it.
However, we also promised 700 police officers on top
of our 2010 election commitments for 1800 police —
though we delivered 1900 police by the end of our
term — and 940 protective services officers (PSOs),
which were great initiatives. We actually delivered
1046 PSOs, making sure that every metropolitan
railway station had two PSOs patrolling them after 6.00
p.m. One of the Andrews government’s public transport

15 more police in Geelong and the Bellarine Peninsula.

We do not have an issue with more police, but it does
not tally with the Victoria Police Act 2013, which the
Napthine government introduced to update the Police
Regulation Act 1958. A lot of the changes were made
in regard to the relationship between the government,
the police minister and the Chief Commissioner of
Police. The act is all about making sure that the chief
commissioner could act independently of the police
minister and independently of the government. I refer in
particular to ‘Division 2 — Relationship with
government’ in part 2 of the Victoria Police Act 2013.
It states:
10

Ministerial directions
(1) The Minister may from time to time, after
consulting the Chief Commissioner, give written
directions to the Chief Commissioner in relation to
the policy and priorities to be pursued in the
performance of the functions of Victoria Police.
(2) Subject to subsection (3), a direction under
subsection (1) cannot be given in relation to any of
the following matters …

I emphasise ‘cannot be given’. One of those matters is:
(f)

the allocation or deployment of police officers
or protective services officers to or at
particular locations;

If the government cannot direct the Chief
Commissioner of Police as to where to put the police
officers, how can the Treasurer put in his budget speech
that there will be 15 more police in Geelong and on the
Bellarine Peninsula? It is highly contradictory, and it
flies in the face of the act. The act was written like this
to protect the chief commissioner from political
influence when stationing police; otherwise you could
have a situation in which a Labor government could
flood Labor seats with police officers while drying up
police numbers in Liberal-held seats, or vice versa. The
question is: if it is against the Victoria Police Act 2013
for the government to direct the chief commissioner on
the deployment of police to a particular location, how is
it that the government said through the Treasurer’s
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speech that it is directing 15 more police to be stationed
in Geelong and on the Bellarine Peninsula? It does not
make sense, and we need an explanation as to why that
has been allowed to happen. To me that smacks of
direct government interference with the chief
commissioner’s powers. If the Treasurer’s speech had
read, ‘After consultation with the chief commissioner,
the chief commissioner is directing 15 more police to
Geelong and the Bellarine Peninsula’, we would not
have an issue with it because that would be a direction
of the current Acting Chief Commissioner of Police,
Tim Cartwright, but the way it is written is contrary to
what has actually happened.
It is also interesting to note — and the member for
Morwell made the same point — that for many years
there were issues regarding funding for the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade. The coalition government introduced a new
property-based levy for fire services, which I think
worked very well. It is interesting that the Andrews
government has now been able to increase that by
around $100 million to pay for 450 firefighters. As we
said at the time, we see increasing full-time firefighters
as a proper step forward, but if you increase the number
of full-time firefighters in those CFA stations and start
pushing out volunteers, the volunteers will not come
back.
What happens is that when we want that surge
capacity — like we did during the fire season a couple
of years ago or on Black Saturday — when we need all
the volunteer firefighters to step forward, they will not
be there. They will have been pushed out by the
unionised, full-time firefighters in CFA areas. You can
already hear the chatter at those CFA stations on the
fringes of Melbourne because volunteers feel they are
being pushed out.
The other interesting thing about the budget is
infrastructure. We have to look hard to find what
money for genuine infrastructure has been tagged in the
budget. In the past we have seen what Labor
governments do in regard to infrastructure. We have
spoken about the regional rail project, and my
understanding is that it will open soon. In itself it is a
very good project. It will mean that there is more
capacity on the train lines from Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong, and it will free up a lot more capacity to move
people more quickly. When we came to government we
had to deal with an infrastructure mess that had been
left by the previous government, and that was
frustrating. If you do not have signals and you do not
have trains, then you have to deal with the funding
black hole to ensure that the project can continue.
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Lots of members in the chamber have talked about
myki and the issue that Labor could not sort out myki.
The Labor government promised that it would never
take water north of the Great Dividing Range. It built
the north–south pipeline, which may never be used but
which is costing hundreds of millions of dollars. I am
not sure whether the business case and the cost-benefit
analysis were done. The desalination plant is also an
issue.
One of the matters that the Labor government is trying
to take credit for is the widening of the Tullamarine
Freeway. The government has argued that the widening
of the freeway is an Andrews infrastructure initiative,
which does not make any sense, because it had already
been announced a couple of times by the previous
government. Press releases state that the Napthine
government had made the commitment to widen the
Tullamarine Freeway. It is a good project and we
strongly support it, but to claim it as your own when it
was announced on 28 April last year and signed with
the Prime Minister agreeing to funding on 6 October
last year is disingenuous and grossly unfair.
Part of the deal for the western distributor is that the
contract for collecting tolls will be extended. When you
set up a contract with a tolling company the idea is that
it is for a fixed number of years, and on CityLink it is
32 or 33 years. At the end of that time the road reverts
back to the government and then hypothetically it is
able to run the road toll free because it has been fully
paid for. To extend the contract for another 15 years,
which is longer than it should be, means that people in
the eastern suburbs will be paying the toll for 15 years
longer than they should for a road that they will
probably never use, and that is not fair. It is also a bit
rich for the government to say, ‘We want this project to
go ahead, but by the way, people in the east should pay
the tolls on the Monash Freeway, and we are also
expecting the federal government to pick up the tab’.
Once again, that is absolutely unfair.
Interestingly in my local area there have been no
commitments from the Labor government, so we will
continue to campaign strongly for Rowville rail. We
were hoping that the Napthine government’s plan to
upgrade the Pakenham-Cranbourne line with
high-performance signals would occur, because once
that line was upgraded there would be a greater chance
of connecting the Rowville rail into it.
The Napthine government made commitments to two
secondary schools and three primary schools in my
area, and it is disappointing to note that the five schools
have missed out completely. But we will continue to
campaign very strongly for them. We committed
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money for the Scoresby Football Club and the
Lysterfield Junior Football Club, but once again they
missed out, and there is no money for them. The
Scoresby Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade has
been tolerant. We made a commitment that we would
rebuild the Scoresby CFA and build traffic lights so
trucks could get out onto Ferntree Gully Road. This
busy CFA station is fully manned by volunteers. It has
about 500 call-outs a year; it is one of the busiest in the
state. Unfortunately it has missed out on funding.
All in all, if you are a mate of Labor, this budget will
probably have something for you. Road congestion
continues to be one of the big issues for us in the outer
east, but it is not just a concern in the outer east, it is
also a concern in Gippsland, Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong for people wanting to come into the city. All
great major cities around the world have a ring-road.
We do not have a ring-road, and that is why we are so
committed to pushing very strongly for the east–west
link to be built. Everyone needs it.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I am pleased to rise to
contribute to debate on the Appropriation (2015–2016)
Bill 2015. As the member for Geelong I am proud that
the Andrews Labor government is providing real
opportunities for the people of Victoria and of course
Geelong. This is a budget that the largest regional city
in Victoria needs and deserves. It is a budget that
delivers for all Victorians and of course for Geelong. It
gets back to the basics — that is, jobs, education, health
and transport. It delivers a $1.2 billion surplus, and it
preserves our AAA credit rating. Our economy is
growing and the unemployment rate is falling.
The Andrews Labor government is delivering on its
commitments to education. This is the biggest
education budget in Victoria’s history. Geelong’s
schools were in a desperate situation. Principals and
teachers approached me during the election campaign
saying, ‘Labor must win this election because our
schools are falling down and we have no hope’.
Whittington Primary School deserves a lot of attention.
It is a school that was and still is falling down. It is in a
severely disadvantaged area, and the students require a
lot of support. Over the four years of the previous
government the school worked hard to ensure that its
disadvantaged students got what they needed. It used
community services to put on breakfast and lunch every
day for its students. It organised funding for a social
worker, and it organised volunteers to run a music
program and used donations of musical instruments to
do it. Our commitment will now see these programs
being fully funded, with a rebuild and renovation of
Whittington Primary School.
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We are focusing on the schools that need the most
support. Whittington Primary School is located in one
of the most disadvantaged areas in our region. Between
2010 and 2014 the unemployment rate in Whittington
grew. It has the highest rate of unskilled labour, it has
the lowest rate of people over 15 years who have
completed year 12 and it has the highest rate of people
without post-school qualifications. We know that the
struggling families need support and that the entrenched
disadvantage requires intervention at many levels, and
of course one of those is in education. The Andrews
Labor government will give our children the education
they need and deserve now and into the future. I called
on the Minister for Education to visit the school, and he
did.
Geelong High School will also be rebuilt. This school
has a great and proud history, but the building is
crumbling. Every time there is rain the school floods,
and following the rain the principal has to sweep the
water from the school. I care about the future of our
kids and their comfort, safety and security at school.
Geelong High School has waited a long time for this
commitment, and I am proud that the Andrews Labor
government will deliver on it.
Gordon TAFE will now have access to the $50 million
TAFE Back to Work Fund and to $32 million for a jobs
and skills centre. We will give our kids the skills they
need. That is why Geelong will get one of the 10 tech
schools that were promised at the election.
Mr Katos interjected.
Ms COUZENS — The member for South Barwon
over there can go on about other schools in the region,
but I think a lot of the schools would question his
comments. The previous government went running
around during the election promising the world to
various schools, but it did not deliver in the four years it
was in government. The schools it made promises to
were often schools that did not need the upgrades while
the most disadvantaged schools were still not getting a
commitment. A great opportunity for students to get the
skills they need — —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, upsetting them — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I ask the member to speak through the Chair.
Ms COUZENS — As we heard earlier today in this
place, the Andrews Labor government will meet its
obligations under the Gonski agreement with the full
allocation for the 2016–17 school years. This will make
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up the $805 million shortfall in allocated funding to the
department that was left by the previous government.
There is a $50 million upgrade to kindergartens. There
is a $10 million upgrade to schools for students with
disabilities. We are investing $178 million to give
students the things they need, like camps, sports and
excursions. Many children miss out, and at Whittington
Primary School it was not just a couple of kids who
would miss out but virtually the whole school.
Whittington Primary School in particular is very happy
to receive funding from the Camps, Sports and
Excursions Fund. There are also free eye tests and
glasses, breakfast clubs and more free uniforms, shoes
and music classes.
The Andrews Labor government’s commitment to jobs
for Geelong is being delivered in this budget. We know
that the workers of Geelong are happy about that,
which is why we now have a Labor government. We
have a $30 million commitment to redevelop the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre (GPAC), a
much-loved facility in central Geelong which needs
new life to attract more events. The redevelopment will
include more dance studios, a new facade and a
conversion of the incorporated church into a 150-seat
cabaret and music venue. Many people in our
community go to the shows and really enjoy the GPAC
facility in Geelong. Our local schools use it for their
annual program, and it is very well used by our youth
organisations and various theatre groups around
Geelong.
The Andrews Labor government wants to help our
creative industries to grow, create more jobs, sustain
more careers and bring more visitors, events and
exhibitions into our state — and of course into
Geelong. GPAC offers a variety of performing arts
opportunities to all age groups. This upgrade will
enable an even greater variety of shows and events to
meet the needs of our large regional city, and I am sure
that Jill and her team at GPAC are very excited about
this opportunity.
The Regional Jobs Fund will enable government
investment in rural and regional infrastructure,
economic development and communities. As part of the
Regional Jobs Fund, $7.5 million has been committed
to Geelong. The Geelong Region Innovation and
Investment Fund focuses on encouraging new
investment and sustainable jobs growth. There is a
$200 million program to establish the Future Industries
Fund, offering grants to companies working in six
industries poised for extraordinary growth and primed
for Victorian expertise. They are medical technology
and pharmaceutical; new energy technology; food and
fibre processing; transport, defence and construction
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technology; international education; and professional
services.
There is $3 million to support a manufacturing hub in
Geelong in partnership with Deakin University. There
is $25 million for the establishment of A New Future in
Regional Victoria Fund. To support partnerships
between industry and tertiary institutions the fund will
support place-based job growth through skills and
industry alignment.
There is $70 million to upgrade Simonds Stadium
Geelong. This is not just about Simonds Stadium but
about job creation, local procurement and having a
facility that can be used by not just the Geelong
Football Club but also many others. It also focuses on
installing a state-of-the-art rehabilitation centre that will
be used by the Transport Accident Commission (TAC)
and WorkCover in Geelong. This is a great job creation
initiative.
There is a new location in Waurn Ponds for building
the new V/Locity trains. The Defence Procurement
Office is now based at Deakin University. We have
more police. We will also be creating jobs by having
WorkSafe relocated to Geelong, which will build on the
insurance precinct that the TAC and WorkCover are
actively working on. Geelong has also strongly
welcomed the 10-year agreement negotiated with
Jetstar and the Andrews Labor government. This
agreement has saved many jobs at Avalon Airport,
along with keeping services for the Geelong
community. It was an absolute delight to go out to
Avalon a few weeks back to make that announcement
with Avalon and Jetstar. The workers’ reaction was
extraordinary. They had all been looking at losing their
jobs within weeks if an agreement had not been
reached.
The community workers of Geelong were happy to get
their equal pay commitment from the Andrews
government. We have many community workers in
Geelong providing services to the most disadvantaged
in our community — homeless people, the aged, people
who need a bit of a leg-up every now and then — and
why should they not have equal pay? The work they are
doing is extraordinary.
We have also committed $60 000 to undertake a study
to evaluate the market potential for liquefied petroleum
gas vehicles and assess the technology and the
economics of establishing a large-scale plant in
Geelong, again with the potential for many new jobs.
The Andrews Labor government is supporting business,
not only through local procurement, which I have
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already mentioned, but also through a $60 million
initiative for start-ups, which will take our most
promising concepts from mine to market. A $12 million
program of inbound trade missions will bring in
overseas investors. I had the pleasure of attending a
number of local wineries over the weekend as part of
the Meet the Winemaker program, where I met
members of the international delegation. They were
very impressed with the wines we produce in the
Geelong region. This was the first large-scale inbound
trade event specific to the Victorian wine industry, and
it was a pleasure to be there.
The government is supporting small businesses with
stamp duty relief if they invest in new equipment, and
they can also have payroll tax relief if they hire
retrenched workers, unemployed young people or the
long-term jobless.
There is a greater confidence in Geelong. I have met
with many business owners who are feeling confident
after this budget. I had the pleasure of having the
Treasurer visit Geelong last week and talk to many
business and community leaders about the budget and
how it will impact on them. Their confidence was
amazing. They feel we are now on the way to a much
more successful Geelong.
The Andrews Labor government has made a strong
commitment in the budget to support multicultural
communities and social cohesion. I am sure that
Diversitat, a Geelong multicultural organisation, will be
applying for much of the funding that has been put up.
All multicultural affairs portfolio funding that was due
to sunset in 2014–15 has been maintained. In addition,
new funding of $25 million over four years will be
provided to develop a whole-of-community approach.
Overall the multicultural affairs portfolio and social
inclusion initiatives combined will be around
$74 million and the total budget will be in excess of
$121 million.
The Andrews Labor government is providing
$81.3 million to support Australia’s first Royal
Commission into Family Violence and to relieve the
overwhelming pressure on services for women and
children affected by family violence. I am very much
aware of the issue of family violence and the impact it
has on women and children. Family violence is a
growing problem in Geelong. I have met with many
women who have experienced family violence, and I
have listened to their stories. One of the key issues for
many is finding long-term accommodation — that is, a
safe and secure environment for them, their children
and in some cases even other family members. Geelong
police and local services have worked together to
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develop a response to family violence, for which they
should be commended. The three-day, three-week and
three-month follow-up approach is a local initiative that
has great merit.
I have been spending much time talking to Geelong
services that provide assistance to people fleeing
domestic violence. I have also made a submission to the
royal commission, and I will be holding a forum in
Geelong next week with the minister — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) — The
member’s time has expired.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015. For a while I have tried to find
the right words to describe the bill. I thought about
‘underwhelming’; maybe that is right. ‘Reckless’? That
is probably right. It is very much a combination of the
two. The bill shows a blatant disregard for this growing
state — it is growing at the rate of 100 000 people per
year — as is evidenced by the cancellations of some
major projects which are very much needed statewide.
The east–west link comes to mind, and the port of
Hastings comes to mind as well. Looking beyond the
city and into country areas, businesses in country areas
require freight and transport routes, which are quite
key.
If we look at the bigger picture of what has been put
forward, we can see that the state finances have really
been abused. As I mentioned, by cancelling some of the
largest projects not only have we trashed the brand of
Victoria and put the message out internationally,
domestically and interstate that Victoria is closed for
business, we have also trashed Victoria’s finances. In
question time I was alarmed to hear the Treasurer say
that all the things that seem to be a little bit tricky —
whether it be schools or rail — are in contingencies. If
you have a look at budget paper 5, you can see quite an
enormous sum in the contingencies — ‘Decisions made
but not yet allocated’ — and across the forward
estimates they are growing quite substantially to
billions of dollars.
What we do know is that we definitely have a Labor
government in town, and it is evidenced by the spend,
spend, spend philosophy. There is no understanding of
the need to put away money for larger infrastructure
projects to pay for them. I think of the 50 level crossing
removals: I can imagine the day that Labor members
said, ‘Yay! Let’s sell the port of Melbourne. We’re
going to get X amount of dollars for it’. They would
have packed up for the day, gone home and thought,
‘Yeah, we’ve solved all the problems’, but in fact they
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have probably opened Pandora’s box and a can of
worms as they have increased rental rates and scared
off a lot of international business through the way they
have gone about trashing Victoria’s brand.

commitments there and it did not seem relevant. There
are very slim pickings. There is nothing for the
Murrindindi or Mansfield shires. By land, they
constitute a large proportion of my electorate.

The Labor government has embraced higher debt. The
coalition government reduced debt as a percentage of
gross state product. Labor wants to maintain net debt,
not reduce it. With the operating surplus, the coalition
had a minimum target of $100 million; Labor has no
targets. Our minimum target was very conservative, but
Labor has no targets.

If we look in the Putting People First Budget
Information Paper at the map on page 12, which
outlines education, health and emergency services
commitments, we can see clearly that rural Victoria has
been absolutely neglected. As I have said, most of my
electorate is in rural Victoria, but the towns within the
Yarra Ranges and Nillumbik shires fall on the
peri-urban fringe, and they have been fairly neglected
as well.

We know it is a Labor government because
unemployment is forecast to be higher and economic
growth is projected to be slower. It is much happier to
send the state into deficit. At the moment the surpluses
are propped up by the $1.5 billion the federal
government contributed for the east–west link project,
which is in the revenues in the budget papers.
We have an infrastructure spending cut as well, which
is fairly significant, of $6.4 billion over the forward
estimates. But the real giveaway letting us know we
have a Labor government in the state is the anticipated
growth in government expenses, particularly employee
expenses. We know there are no new police or
protective services officers, so we can only imagine that
the big increases in government employee expenses are
for paying off the union mates for the work they did
during the election campaign. We know there is also a
raid on government entities. I think I am fairly safe to
say that probably all but WorkSafe are being raided.
I alert the house to the Rural and Regional Budget
Information Paper. The opening lines on page 4 state:
Victoria’s rural communities and regional cities are essential
to the state’s prosperity and liveability —

yes:
They are home to about one-quarter of Victoria’s population.

Yes, true. It seems the government recognises that rural
and regional Victoria generate about one-quarter of the
state’s economic output. That is fantastic and sounds
great. But we have to remember that a Melbourne
Labor government is all talk. It will say one thing and
do the other, and we know it is what you do that counts.
Regional Victoria is much more than the regional cities
of Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong.
A quick look at the map on pages 2 and 3 of the
information paper shows there is an enormous gaping
hole in rural Victoria in about one-third of the state. The
member for Gippsland East said in his contribution that
the index covers his electorate, because there are no

The scariest thing we need to look at is the level of
investment in some key rural activities such as
agriculture. If we look at the output summary in
table 2.2 on page 123 of budget paper 3 in relation to
service delivery, we see that across the estimates there
is a net decrease in agriculture of almost $12 million.
Victoria has world-recognised agricultural output. We
lead in so many areas. Our food has an outstanding
reputation for being clean and green and very safe. I
find the lack of investment in agriculture quite sad.
Equally sad is the drop by almost $62 million in trade.
Victoria’s trade has been really bumped by the strength
of the agricultural sector over the last couple of years,
and I find that extremely disappointing. However, I
suppose it is expected because we have a very
Melbourne-centric Labor government.
Of particular disappointment is the commitment to the
fox and wild dog bounties. For the fox bounty there is
money in the budget for one year. Under the coalition
government the $4 million it put in place eradicated
332 000 foxes and, in the wild dog program, over
1500 wild dogs. The wild dog bounty funding is all but
scrapped, which is particularly disappointing. There is
no funding for the wild dog bounty or for aerial baiting.
Wild dogs are a huge problem in northern and eastern
Victoria. They are a problem for farmers and for the
environment, so this is a double whammy. The
government had an opportunity to show that it
understood regional Victoria and the environment.
Wild dogs attack sheep in huge numbers as well as
native fauna. There was a big opportunity here and I am
very disappointed with that, as are the people in my
electorate.
The Rural Financial Counselling Service, which has
been operating for some 25 to 30 years has one year’s
funding in the budget. Life in the bush is tough. People
are subjected to nature — the weather, drought, floods,
fires and things like that — which can force a lot of
people to take loans and force them off the land. When
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we have such great opportunities for agriculture, we
need to do everything we can to help people stay on the
land and continue to farm.
What is also particularly disappointing is the neglect for
roads in the bush. This budget is very much about cuts,
cuts, cuts. The Premier is happy to spend $800 million,
almost $1 billion, to avoid building a road in
Melbourne but at the same time he is unable to find
$160 million to continue the country roads and bridges
program. This has been extraordinarily successful and
well received by the small shires in country Victoria.
Each of them received $1 million each year for four
years over the term of the coalition government to help
councils catch up with and get on top of the real issues
they have faced with maintaining country roads and
bridges. However, instead of assisting councils this
government has imposed a rate cap on them, which
they are absolutely struggling with.
The scrapping of the country roads and bridges
program is only part of it. The government’s own
policy to spend $1 billion on non-metropolitan roads
over the next eight years is actually a cut. It sounds
good — $1 billion on non-metropolitan roads — but
that is $125 million a year, well short of the half a
billion dollars a year that the coalition government
spent. Peter Tuohey, the president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation, summed it up well when he said
the budget is:
… overwhelmingly disappointing for farmers and regional
Victorians.

I look at local commitments. The electorate of Eildon
barely rated a mention with the government. It made
one solitary commitment to Yarra Junction Primary
School, and even then it looks like it has dudded the
school. Labor went to the election, as did the coalition,
offering $2 million to address the issues with the
school — with the portables and with the number of
issues the coalition government worked with the school
on over the last year or so — but in the budget it has
popped in only $416 000 of the $2 million. The school
finds that a little confusing. It has a guaranteed
$416 000, which is not enough to do what needs to be
done and is too much to do just the planning. It is
hoping the next sum will come in the next budget, and
so am I.
The education state? Tell that to Mansfield Secondary
College or Upper Yarra Secondary College or Woori
Yallock Primary School, which all have major building
issues. The coalition had made commitments in this
area, but because it is country Victoria this government
has absolutely neglected it. There are emergency
services projects that need doing. In Mansfield the
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ambulance and State Emergency Service stations need
to be upgraded, possibly co-located. At Healesville the
Country Fire Authority is right smack downtown. It is
landlocked, just behind the main street, and it needs to
be relocated. It has not even had the attention of the
government.
Also disappointing for a government that claims
Victoria to be the education state is its failure to
recognise the roles of kindergartens in the education of
children. It is really important that kindergartens have
the capacity and resources to deliver it. The Labor
government has cut spending in this area considerably,
ripping out $85 million from the children’s facilities
capital program, which is what it used to be called. I am
very disappointed in this because over the last four
years the former state coalition government ramped up
spending on kindergartens, spending in excess of
$135 million. I have no doubt that pulling so much out
of kindergartens will have a detrimental impact.
I will finish where I began by saying that this
government has produced an underwhelming and
reckless budget. It has increased taxes, such as the fire
services levy; we can look at the projections of the
increases there. It has raided our state entities. It has
introduced two public holidays, which mean an
increase in expenses because the public servants, such
as ambulance workers and whomever else is needed to
work at those times, have to be paid. We can say this is
a pretty underwhelming budget, once again showing
that Labor is Melbourne centric and mate centric and
certainly does not understand rural Victoria.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I have good news for the people of Victoria
and even better news for the people of the electorate of
Albert Park: the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015
is delivering in full on Labor’s commitments not only
in my portfolio responsibility areas but also in my local
community. After four dark, long, miserable, failed
years of coalition government the people of Victoria,
and particularly the people of Albert Park, can rest
assured that a government that places their interests
first, that places the interests of working people,
families, jobs, education, health and wellbeing at the
heart of what government and community do, is back in
this state after the miserable, failed policies of the
coalition.
I will spend some time dealing with the portfolio
responsibilities I am privileged to have. We know this
budget is delivering on 96 per cent of the election
commitments Labor took to the election, and the other
4 per cent of the commitments is scheduled over
subsequent years, which was our commitment anyway.
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That means that, unlike those opposite — who were
gifted the great responsibility of occupying the
government benches by the people of Victoria and then
spent three years messing around, not knowing what to
do, and then in a mad rush in the election year put all
sorts of half-baked proposals out there — the Andrews
Labor government has a plan. It is apparently very
unusual in the context in which politics now operates in
this nation, but we are committed to delivering on our
programs.
In regard to the portfolio responsibilities I have, it is a
great honour to be part of a team that is delivering on its
commitments in the areas of health and human services.
In that regard I am very pleased that the major
commitment the government has made around the
family violence royal commission is not only being
delivered but the preparatory work to meet the, sadly,
growing demand for family violence services,
particularly for women and children fleeing family
violence, is being supported. That is why I was very
pleased to meet with Domestic Violence Victoria early
this year to confirm with it that the $1.4 million we
committed to in support of its important work is
delivered in full. Over and above that, we have worked
with Safe Steps and a range of other frontline service
providers in the domestic and family violence area to
ensure that their important work, which, sadly, grows in
demand, is fully supported.
Equally the $2.5 million package that provides for crisis
support and transport for women and children over the
next 12 months, announced as part of the funded
arrangements in the budget — just for the information
of members — is equivalent to some 15 000 nights
accommodation support for women and children
fleeing family violence. On top of that we were very
pleased that through that package of reforms, delivered
in consultation with my colleagues Ms Mikakos, the
Minister for Families and Children, and the Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence there is funding for a
further 15 family violence access workers.
As well as that, in the broader areas of housing and
community and social housing, despite the fact that the
federal government had to be dragged kicking and
screaming to, at least in part — and far from fully —
honour its commitments under the National Partnership
Agreement on Homelessness, I was pleased to see that
the Andrews Labor government made a commitment of
$40 million for innovation action projects for support
for programs right across the state and right across the
most vulnerable communities, be they Koori
communities, rough sleepers, young people or women
ageing in the community, who are particularly at risk of
homelessness, along with a range of other high-risk
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homeless groups, which are being supported by the
innovation action programs.
There are a range of commitments around funding
capital and program support for people in rooming
houses. I was very pleased to see that the wraparound
services, led by the Brotherhood of St Laurence,
partnered with other organisations, and the five work
and learning centres spread across the state targeting
public housing communities most at risk from
intergenerational deprivation through a lack of access to
training and jobs, were delivered. Equally there is
$180 million in new capital, whether it be for
renovations or new social community housing projects.
Overall, there is a 5.5 per cent increase in the housing
budget — not according to the Andrews Labor
government but according to the Productivity
Commission figures released earlier this year. The
preceding four years saw some $430 million ripped out
of the social community housing system in this state.
There is still, sadly, a long way to go to make good the
damage of the former government in this area.
With regard to the disability aspect of my portfolio, it is
particularly important to note that as we prepare for the
transition to the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) to commence its statewide rollout on a phased
basis from the middle of 2016, the Andrews Labor
government is funding a further 830 additional
individual support packages, which is an important step
in that process.
The NDIS promises to be a generational opportunity to
reframe how we as a nation, let alone as a state and a
series of communities, deal with people who we have
effectively cut off from the wider community, together
with their carers and families. The opportunity to not
just do the right thing by people with disabilities but to
get this generational transformative project right is not
without its many challenges. I look forward to the
federal government and indeed the other states
continuing the good faith discussions that have been
entered into, which will allow the Council of Australian
Governments, at its next scheduled meeting in August,
to sign off on the national bilateral agreement — in this
case, between Victoria and the commonwealth — about
how that will roll out.
Even allowing for that, there will still be substantial
challenges for the national disability insurance scheme.
It would be my hope that the commonwealth
government will ensure that the design of the market
that disability services will operate in will be one that is
properly funded and has a sensible floor rather than the
unrealistic floor for funding that the commonwealth
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has, that the commonwealth government will release
capital as promised for housing and that the market will
have a suitable regulatory and industrial human
resource component to it so as to ensure that the
promise of the NDIS is achieved.
In that regard, it is particularly important that home and
community care be delivered as part of the uniquely
Victorian aspects of this system. For instance, I
welcome the recent decision of the Greater Bendigo
City Council to continue to support the arrangements in
place with the Labor government to honour the 2013
agreement. I think that sends the right message, a
positive message, to other areas of local government,
particularly in the regions, which might be considering
their role in the rollout of the NDIS.
With regard to the mental health portfolio, Labor was
particularly pleased to deliver in full on its
commitments to repair some of the damage done by the
botched rollout of the mental health and drug and
alcohol programs of the former government. Never let
it be said that the former member for Doncaster was on
top of her game here, which is clearly why the member
for Kew is in his place now. That is because the mental
health recommissioning and the drug and alcohol
recommissioning in the community sector were
appallingly mishandled processes. It is now up to this
government to seek to stabilise those sectors as we go
about our business whilst delivering on our
commitments to St Mary’s House of Welcome, Jesuit
Social Services and the Prahran Mission in particular to
fill some gaps for some of the most vulnerable
communities.
Whether it is the delivery of the Ice Action Plan and the
$45 million worth of programs and capital, whether it
be the $17 million to expand drug treatment services,
whether it be the important work in needle and syringe
programs, whether it be the support for families and
communities dealing with the scourge of ice, or
whether it be the training and protection for workers in
the area who are on the front line and at risk, there are a
whole range of programs associated with the drug and
alcohol portfolio that this government is proud to be
delivering on, as it said it would.
With regard to the equality portfolio, I am particularly
pleased to be the first Minister for Equality with a focus
on the LGBTI communities in the state. This is a
consequence of my identifying whilst in opposition that
the missing plank of the Victorian equality framework
was bringing LGBTI Victorians into the mainstream of
institutional support and having governments — I will
concede of years gone by and more recent times —
instead of being hostile to such communities, being
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active partners in building equality for them. Whether it
be the establishment of the portfolio itself, whether it be
$8 million for the Safe Schools Coalition, whether it be
the $6 million in the mental health and wellbeing
portfolio to develop a whole range of programs, or
whether indeed it be the $4.4 million to continue the
work with young people with eating disorders, there is
a combination of health and wellbeing support
programs that this government is very pleased to be
delivering on.
With regard to the creative industries portfolio, this is a
record program in which the Victorian Labor
government is bringing together a new vision of how
creative industries will work. Rather than relying on,
for want of a better phrase, the patronage model of how
arts and cultural sectors have worked, and while the
culture industries and cultural participation are
important to defining ourselves as a people and as a
state, we need to look at the value they bring to all
corners of Victoria. That is why we have introduced
arrangements such as the $20 million regional arts
package, which institutionalises over the next four years
a range of supports for not just programs but sites —
whether it be regional galleries or regional arts
centres — to make sure that all Victoria shares in our
vision of the role culture plays not just in who we are
but also in what our economic futures might be.
The government has provided $18 million towards
Museum Victoria exhibitions. It has also made a
$55.4 million contribution to an $83 million program at
the State Library of Victoria, which is one of our oldest
cultural institutions. The library should not function just
as an important building, but it is important in the
digital era that it has the ability to outreach across all
Victoria and link into all of our important libraries.
There is also the $26.5 million that the government has
contributed to our important independent arts sector,
which is an ecology system that will bring forward our
next serious proponents in this area.
In that regard I was very disappointed to see in the
federal budget that the federal Minister for the Arts
decided to take away $104.9 million from the arts
sector and indeed essentially from 31 Victorian cultural
organisations right across our state, which was money
that they were relying on, let alone individual artists
and communities who had already submitted their June
2015 applications only to be told that that funding
round would be ended. I take this opportunity to call
upon the federal government and the federal minister to
reinstate that money, to take away from his own desire
to have some sort of commissar role on excellence and
to return this funding to the community, where it is
needed.
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I was also pleased to see that Labor fully delivered on
its $12.2 million funding commitment for the program
side of the Music Works package around contemporary
programs, again right across the state. As soon as the
planning work is done, there is further funding of
$10 million of capital scheduled for a music hub and
the Australian Rock and Roll Hall of Fame. In regard to
design and screen activities, which are very much at the
heart of our future cultural sector, there is funding of
$6.4 million over the next 12 months. To deliver on that
promise was particularly important.
In a happy coming together of both my portfolio
responsibilities and my activity as the local member for
Albert Park, I was particularly pleased to see a
commitment of $13.4 million to save the iconic Palais
Theatre in St Kilda from falling into the sea after being
ignored by the former government. That funding was
delivered in full and in partnership with the City of Port
Phillip and the soon to be finalised, we are assured,
manager of the project, who is a long-term operator of
the facility. Labor will ensure that the $27 million
redevelopment of this iconic part of not just our cultural
landscape but our community landscape is restored in
full and that we will deliver in full on all of our
programs to make Victoria a better, fairer and more
creative state.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise and make a contribution to the debate on the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015. I will probably
put a slightly different twist on the budget to the one
provided by the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing.
Let me start by saying that, on the whole, country
people are a resilient bunch, but unfortunately regional
communities right across the state are lamenting what
has been a quite horrific budget for the regions in
Victoria. To start with, we have seen just 2.9 per cent of
the new government’s infrastructure spend being spent
in the regions, and this figure includes Geelong and the
Waurn Ponds development, which I hardly consider to
be rural, but in anyone’s language 2.9 per cent is a very
small spend.
The state’s agricultural output budget has been cut by
12 per cent, the regional development output budget has
been cut by 24 per cent and the road asset management
budget has been cut by 10 per cent. Those cuts are there
in black and white for all to read in the budget papers,
and they are cuts to areas that are critically important to
rural and regional Victoria. As I said, the budget papers
show that there are massive reductions in each of those
three areas.
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Councils in rural areas right across the length and
breadth of the state are lamenting the abolition of the
country roads and bridges program. That program
improved many roads and bridges in all shires in the
state but particularly in Wellington and East Gippsland
shires in my electorate, which were very reliant on that
funding. That program provided $1 million a year every
year to those councils for projects out and around
remote communities like Glenmaggie and Benambra,
where the money enabled work to be done, and
councils may not have been able to achieve these works
without that support. The former coalition government
also had the Local Government Infrastructure Fund,
which provided money directly to councils for a host of
projects; that fund is also gone.
These cuts in relation to council funding support come
at a time when the new government intends to cap rates.
My take on this — and I certainly heard it when I was
Minister for Local Government, is that rate capping
should not even be considered unless we are funding
councils to compensate for the rate capping. We should
not be enforcing funding cuts on councils through the
country roads and bridges program and the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund and then be capping
rates; that is simply not fair. In my travels around the
state, even subsequent to the election with my new
shadow portfolio responsibilities, I have heard a
number of councils express grave concerns about this
move, even at one forum in the Parliament this week.
Of critical importance to my electorate, and to my
colleagues in the electorates of Ovens Valley and
Benambra, is the scrapping of the wild dog bounty and
cuts to aerial baiting. Wild dogs cause massive
problems in our rural communities. I do not blame
metropolitan MPs of any persuasion for perhaps not
really understanding this issue and what it does to
people who live on the land, but I have had farmers in
my electorate office in tears because that morning they
had sheep walking around in their paddocks with their
intestines dragging along the ground. It is just horrific
and a great cause of depression amongst people in our
rural communities, and it is a problem that is getting
worse. The removal of the wild dog bounty, which
proved very effective, with over 1500 dogs being shot
as a result, and the cuts to aerial baiting have left a lot
of farmers in our rural and regional areas very unhappy.
To cap things off, funding for the Regional Victoria
Living Expo, which showcased our regions in
Melbourne, is not being provided in the budget. I
understand that the government has said that it is
reviewing this rural and regional expo. However, that
does not give a lot of heart to those rural communities
knowing that the funding is not even in the budget
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papers, even if a review is being done. The expo’s
abolition will hurt tourism and economic development
in rural and regional Victoria.
The coalition also committed $178 million for V/Line
upgrades. A large amount of this was committed to the
Gippsland line for things like additional services on
weekends into my electorate at Bairnsdale for line
duplications and general upgrades. Now there is no
funding committed to upgrading the Gippsland line. I
have heard the Minister for Public Transport speaking
about various matters in relation to improvements
around other areas of the state, but I have not heard
mention of the Gippsland line cross her lips. The
budget papers also reveal funding for 21 new carriages.
That funding has been trumpeted as being spent on the
Geelong line, which is again not good news for
Gippsland.
The budget has an $8.8 million cut to funding for
Landcare facilitators, and there are no new police for
rural areas. All rural home owners, businesses and
farmers are facing large increases to their fire services
levy (FSL) as a direct result of the budget. There is a
huge 7.2 per cent increase in the FSL, which I find very
difficult to justify given that CPI over the last
12 months has been 1.8 per cent. This has come from a
government which, as we know, promised before the
election that there would be no increases in taxes and
charges. Now we have a 7.2 per cent increase when
inflation is at 1.8 per cent. One must wonder if this is
perhaps to satisfy those union members who were
handing out how-to-vote cards on polling day.
Is it any wonder that there has been a massive backlash
from rural and regional Victoria right across the state?
This is a government that has given no love to the
regions in its first budget. Perhaps that is hardly
surprising given that in many seats candidates were
endorsed at the death knock by Labor and rarely visited
the electorates in which they were standing. In fact in
Gippsland South, the neighbouring electorate to mine,
the Labor candidate never visited that electorate once in
the lead-up to the election.
In my electorate of Gippsland East the candidate turned
up in the last week of the campaign for a couple of
hours, so is it any wonder we had community groups
wanting to meet with the candidates from the Labor
Party to discuss their wants, their needs and their local
issues? We had a candidate who did not turn up at all,
and one who turned up for a couple of hours, giving no
opportunity for local community groups to advocate for
their causes.
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There was a bit of good news in the budget, and I pay
credit to the government for that. I refer to the
$2.5 million from the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water for the Gippsland Lakes
Environmental Fund for 12 months of operation. The
coalition’s commitment was for four years of funding,
but we will take the 12 months funding and be thankful
for that extension. However, it does create a lot of
uncertainty with such a short time frame. I certainly
hope we get news of the extension well before next
year’s budget.
Unfortunately the budget provides no funds for the
Bairnsdale Secondary College, which remains half
built. The coalition committed $12.5 million to
complete the school after funding the first $10 million
in its term. The government has said that funding
promised by the coalition will not be provided, which
unfortunately translates to a lot of schools in rural and
regional Victoria not being funded. The funds to
continue the Macalister irrigation district upgrade were
not in the budget, and we cannot even get the minister
to come and visit the electorate. There was no money
for the Maffra hospital master plan, the Swifts Creek
netball courts, the East Gippsland Australian Adventure
Festival, the synthetic hockey pitch for East Gippsland
or the Apex Park upgrade in Lakes Entrance. All of
these projects were committed to by the coalition, but
we could not even get access to a Labor candidate to
seek bipartisan support.
To put things into perspective we should compare this
situation to the rural funding streams and projects that
flowed into the region in the previous term of
government. These funding streams delivered over
$1 million for the Bairnsdale all-abilities playground,
over $3 million for the Bairnsdale Library upgrade,
funding for the Bairnsdale Mall upgrade and over
$20 million to deliver natural gas to Orbost and Lakes
Entrance. These grant streams are no longer there. The
grant streams that delivered upgrades to the Maffra,
Heyfield, Bairnsdale, Omeo, Lucknow, Lindenow and
Orbost football and netball clubs are not in the budget.
We heard from the sports minister today that there will
be $2 million for the country football and netball fund,
even though it is not in the budget. Even if that is true,
it is one-quarter of what was on the table beforehand.
Our government had two new schools built in
Bairnsdale — stage 1 of Bairnsdale Secondary College
and a new school at Toorloo Arm. We had the
Macalister irrigation district that attracted $16 million
in funding for upgrades, with a further $10 million
promised to follow. There were more funds going into
controlling wild dogs; that funding is now gone. We
had many millions spent on the Gippsland rail line and
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commitments for more, but now we have nothing. It is
a stark comparison, I can assure the house.
There was also a large amount of roadworks completed
and underway, but now with a funding cut in that area it
is tragic that there remains so much more to be done to
our rural and regional roads.
Forget the big projects; even the grant streams that
delivered a host of small projects are gone. These
include projects like the Boisdale stables upgrade of
$42 000, which was something the community was
crying out for for a long time; $150 000 for Heyfield
Apex Park; the Coongulla Recreation Reserve upgrade
of $80 000; $75 000 for the Heyfield tennis courts
upgrade; the Lakes Entrance Croquet Club upgrade of
$100 000; and the Orbost pool solar heating project
funding of $100 000. All of these little projects are so
important to small rural and regional communities. The
funding streams for them are gone. We hope that they
will be rebadged or that there will be alternatives
announced. We are six months in and we have nothing
yet. We have doughnuts in relation to what we can
apply for to get these projects off the ground.
The grants that delivered many millions for
kindergarten upgrades in Paynesville, Orbost, Stratford,
Maffra, Swan Reach, Swifts Creek and Bairnsdale —
and also a whole host of other kindergartens right
across rural and regional Victoria — are not in the
budget. We have not finished that work yet. I heard
some commentary earlier in the week from the member
for Broadmeadows saying that the budget has been
extremely well received. I suggest that he and others
who are of this view may like to get the lights of
Melbourne in their rear-view mirrors as they are
heading out of town, and they will find a very different
opinion of this state budget when they hit rural and
regional Victoria.
Before I conclude I want to touch on some issues in my
shadow portfolios. I appreciate that I am following the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, who quite
rightly pointed out that there are some good news
stories in these portfolios. But there are also a couple of
areas of concern. There is a reduction in the number of
social housing dwellings and a budgeted reduction in
respite care for our aged and disabled, which is very
concerning for the families who have the additional
challenges of having people with special needs and
those who require additional care in their lives. We
have got councils facing funding cuts and having rate
capping forced upon them while having to try to
maintain home and community care services. Councils
are saying that with these financial pressures they may
not be able to maintain their home and community care
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services. That is obviously of grave concern to those
people who are recipients of those services right across
the state, but particularly in rural and regional areas.
There are also cuts to the community ice funding for
rural and regional Victorians. I noticed commentary in
the Geelong Advertiser today, which was very critical.
Committee groups and organisations could previously
apply for grants of up to $100 000 to undertake
extensive community programs, whether they be in the
area of prevention, education or treatment, or a broad
host of the whole three, which might have been
applicable in some areas. The $100 000 that was
available to those community groups has now been
capped at $10 000 — one-tenth of what it originally
was.
For all the reasons previously outlined, this has not
been a good budget at all for rural and regional
Victoria. It is not a good budget at all. We did not see a
Labor candidate in the lead-up to the election in a lot of
these places, and we have got nothing. In fact in one of
the budget papers the index over country initiatives sits
over my entire electorate of 27 000 square kilometres. I
have copped the index because there is simply nothing
there to point to my electorate.
As I said at the start of my speech, the people of rural
and regional Victorian are a resilient bunch, and every
MP in this place would know that when the regions are
doing well all of Victoria is doing well, so I plead with
this government to reconsider some of its decisions and
show some interest in and some love to the rural and
regional Victorians.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a great pleasure
to rise and join the debate on the budget. This is a great
Labor budget. It is a budget that delivers for Victorian
families in health, education, jobs and TAFE funding.
All of the things that the Victorian Labor Party took to
the last election and all of the things that the Victorian
people voted for get underway and are delivered in this
budget. This is a great budget. I listened carefully to
those opposite and their whingeing during the debate
this week and during the debate last sitting week. I can
only wonder that if things are so bad, why they did not
act on those things over the past four years. As previous
speakers have said, these guys opposite had four long
years to act on these issues, but we saw them take no
action. What we saw were cuts, cuts and more cuts to
the services and facilities that Victorians deserve. This
is also a budget that provides a contrast. It provides a
contrast between those on this side the house who seek
to manage the state’s economy in a strong and
responsible fashion and those on the other side — the
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Liberals and The Nationals — who we know cannot
manage money.
This budget delivers a surplus of $1.2 billion, rising to
$1.8 billion by 2018–19. The economy is forecast to
grow by 2.5 per cent over the budget period of
2015–16. Victoria’s AAA credit rating is maintained.
Those opposite like to talk about state net debt. They
have an aversion to debt, whereas we on this side of the
house have said that there needs to be a mature debate
around debt financing of intergenerational
infrastructure. It is important to note that this budget,
the Labor budget, reduces the debt left by the Liberals
and The Nationals from 5.8 per cent of gross state
product in June 2015 to just 4.4 per cent in June
2019–20.
We have a set of financial parameters that clearly
demonstrate that the Labor Party can manage the
economy much better than those opposite. We
understand that a strong economy into the future
involves long-term investment in jobs, education and
things like the Back to Work scheme, which provides
$100 million to get long-term unemployed people,
young unemployed people and retrenched workers back
to work. It is a scheme that Victorians support. The
$508 million Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel has
been set up specifically to target areas based on the
advice of business leaders and experts in the field. It
will direct government investment to areas where we
can maximise job growth for Victorian workers.
The Future Industries Fund provides $200 million to
support industries that have been identified as potential
growth industries. These are areas in which we want
Victorians to be working. They are high-skill,
high-wage, new-economy areas. Medical technology
and pharmaceuticals, new energy technology, food and
fibre, transport, defence, construction technology,
international education and professional services are
key areas for Victoria’s future. Only the Labor
government and only this Labor budget deliver in these
critical areas.
As I said, we also understand the importance of
investing in education. We know that in Victoria we
need to invest in our young people. We need to invest
in our future. Unlike those opposite, who made cuts to
the education budget year after year and left our schools
reeling, this budget delivers significant improvements
in funding for our schools. I want to pick up on a point
made in debate earlier today around the Better Schools
reform, otherwise known as Gonski funding. The
former Minister for Education was in here talking about
the Gonski agreement that he signed and the funding
that he said was being delivered under that agreement
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by the Victorian government. That is a Liberal lie.
There was no Gonski deal signed by the previous
government. It signed a heads of agreement but never
completed the agreement. If members look at the
Senate report on this matter, they will see a very clear
indication that the federal government sees Victoria as a
non-participating state in the Better Schools reform
area. Victoria missed the boat on Gonski funding.
Victorian kids are paying the price now, and they will
pay the price into the future.
Thankfully we now have a Labor government that has
identified the funding shortfall over the next couple of
years: $805 million was set to be ripped out of schools
compared to the funding that should have been
allocated under Gonski in 2016 and 2017. As we heard
earlier today, a Labor government is going to ensure
that that funding is delivered to Victorian schools. We
on this side of the house are immensely proud of that.
We understand how badly schools need that funding.
Funding is particularly needed for kids who require
extra support, including those from disadvantaged
families.
Along with other members opposite, the member for
Ripon, who is here at the moment, today talked about
disadvantage in her electorate. She is right; there are
disadvantaged communities in her electorate. I visited
them in the last Parliament. There are families in her
electorate that really need support. The previous
government took away the education maintenance
allowance (EMA) — the very funding that was targeted
at those disadvantaged, at-risk families. I must admit
that the member for Ripon was not a member of
Parliament at that time, but those on her side of politics
cut that funding from schools. It was unbelievable. It
was almost as if they were targeting the most
vulnerable and those who were least able to absorb that
cut. It was a shameful cut and one that will remain a
stain on the Liberals and The Nationals for a long time
to come.
By contrast the Labor government, through the Minister
for Education, has invested $148.3 million into
initiatives like the Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund,
breakfast programs and eyewear programs for kids. We
are putting that money back into education so that
disadvantaged kids — kids whose parents cannot afford
some of the basics at school — get support. Through
that funding we are able to guarantee that schools will
get the Gonski funding over the next two years. This is
in the face of significant cuts from the federal
government. At a time when the federal government is
cutting nearly $20 billion from Victoria’s health and
education budget the Victorian government has been
able to provide a guarantee around the Gonski funding
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in the years going forward. That is a great outcome, and
it shows that when it comes to education it is the Labor
Party that does the heavy lifting, not just in programs
but in education capital.
A $730 million package in education capital is now
underway. This is in stark contrast to what was
provided by those opposite. Over the last four years
they reduced capital spending in education to half of
what it was under the Bracks and Brumby
governments. They ripped money out of school
buildings. The result was a blowing out — a
ballooning — of maintenance backlogs and schools
falling down. Victorians know that only Labor will
invest in school capital. We will rebuild schools,
refurbish schools and build new schools in the
communities that need them.
Greensborough College is in my electorate, and it is
literally falling down. It was mentioned in the
Treasurer’s budget speech. We have allocated planning
money to this school this year, and I am confident that
in coming years, when the planning work is done, we
will deliver that project.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr BROOKS — I inform the member for Hastings
that at the next election people can judge us on our
performance in delivering the $10 million we have
committed to that school. I know people judged the
Liberal Party on the funding it delivered in its four-year
term, which was zero. The Liberal Party ignored
Greensborough College, whose school community
know it is only Labor that will deliver for them.
If there is an area of greater shame for those opposite
than the EMA cuts, it has to be TAFE, which became
an absolute basket case under the Liberals.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROOKS — Those opposite ask how we are
going with TAFE at the moment, almost as if they revel
in the fact we are now working hard to undo the
damage they did, the wreckers and spoilers that they
are. Let us look at the Victorian Training Market
Report 2014. You only have to go to the executive
summary — there is plenty of information — to see a
horror story for TAFE students and young people. The
first point is:
Fewer students were in government-subsidised training in
2014 compared to 2013.

In 2014 the number of students was 8 per cent lower
than in 2013. It continues:
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Completion rates have been steadily declining.
…
There are declining numbers of young people in
government-subsidised training.
…
Declines in training participation have occurred across the
state.

I will come to that point. This issue has hit kids in rural
areas just as hard as it has those in metropolitan areas.
There have been drops across the Barwon south-west,
Grampians, Loddon Mallee, Hume, Gippsland, eastern
metro, western metro, southern metro and northern
metro regions. These are all areas where TAFE was
bleeding students because the Liberals and Nationals in
government put a knife to TAFE and cut funding at an
unsustainable rate. If those opposite from rural and
regional areas want to lecture us about understanding
their communities, then they should in the very first
instance apologise for the savage cuts to TAFE they
inflicted on their own communities.
As well as understanding the importance of education,
the Andrews Labor government understands the
importance of looking after the most vulnerable, of
looking after sick people and of investing in our health
system. Unlike those opposite, we remember the
ambulance crisis of last year. It seems like a long time
ago, but it was not. People had no confidence in the
ambulance system. They were not sure that an
ambulance would turn up in time if they rang for one.
This government is treating ambulance paramedics
with respect and is working with them to fix the system
and get ambulance response times down. I pay tribute
to the work of the Minister for Health and the
Parliamentary Secretary for Health, the member for
Macedon, who are doing fine work with the sector to
bring response times down. They are being helped with
$99 million in the budget to address the ambulance
crisis.
This budget invests $200 million to bolster hospital
capacity, reflecting the suggestion of the work of
Dr Doug Travis, a former president of the Australian
Medical Association. There is $25 million in the budget
for a health alliance to enhance the diagnosis and
treatment of genetic diseases. There are also a range of
capital works around the state to improve the capacity
of the hospital system. This is in stark contrast to the
cuts to health from those opposite.
However, the investment we are making in health is in
danger of being swamped by the cuts made by the
Abbott federal government. The cuts to Victoria’s
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public health system made by the federal government
total $17.7 billion over the 10 years from 2015–16 to
2025–26; a massive $17.7 billion is being ripped out of
Victoria’s public hospital system. If those opposite
think we will quietly let the federal government rip that
funding out of the public health system, they should
think again.
Those cuts are on top of the $181 million that has been
cut by the federal government from dental programs in
Victoria over the next three years, on top of cuts to
Indigenous teenage sexual health services and on top of
the indefinite freeze on the indexation of the Medicare
benefits schedule, which is effectively a GP
co-payment by stealth. There have been broken
promises on medical research and cuts to healthy kids
checks, which again are cuts targeting vulnerable,
at-risk kids. This is an ideology shared at the state and
federal levels that disregards disadvantage and involves
not caring about the most vulnerable Victorians. This is
also a side of politics that does not care about its own
communities.
Take Eastern Health, for example, which runs Box Hill,
Maroondah and Angliss hospitals, which are in areas
represented by Liberal members of Parliament. Over
the 10-year period I have mentioned the Abbott
government intends to cut $1.327 billion from Eastern
Health. That equates to 216 390 elective surgeries.
People in the eastern suburbs of Melbourne may well
ask why they would support a federal government that
would do that to their local community, and that is a
question I am sure we will be asking the people of the
eastern suburbs over the coming months.
By contrast, this budget delivers funding for nursing
homes, which I am proud to see. The Merv Irvine
Nursing Home in my electorate, which was being sold
off by those opposite when they were in government, is
now secure under a Labor government for those
families who rely on it. This is a great budget for
Victoria, investing in jobs, health and education, and I
commend it to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — It is with disappointment
that I rise to speak on this truly awful budget for the
Ripon electorate. Given that Ripon is the one seat won
by the Liberal Party off Labor and is currently on a
smallish margin, which I work every day to improve,
you would have thought the government would have
paid particular attention to the seat and the people of
Ripon. Instead what do we see? In the Rural and
Regional Budget Information Paper — the one with the
map that forgets Shepparton and puts the index over
Gippsland East — there are a few projects for Ripon,
but many more are cut. All the funding is welcome, but
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where are the missing millions? I will talk about three
funded projects: the continuation of Go Goldfields in
Maryborough, the start of the upgrade of Beaufort
Secondary College and the state contribution to the
joint federal-state Stawell underground physics
laboratory.
I have talked about Go Goldfields in this place before,
and I am sure members will hear me talk about it again.
It is an innovative program that was started by the
Liberal-Nationals government, and we now see a
continuation of the funding, which we committed to in
government. It is welcome that Labor has funded this
program. Go Goldfields works with the most
disadvantaged and marginalised members of the
Maryborough community and the Central Goldfields
shire to improve outcomes, particularly for very young
children. We are seeing great outcomes already. Prior
to the program starting over two-thirds of prep students
needed speech therapy; as a result of the program those
numbers are now normalised with the rest of the state.
It is a great outcome. This is a fabulous program, and I
am pleased there is funding for it.
The Liberal-Nationals government committed
$6 million to Beaufort Secondary College, and I am
pleased that Labor is fulfilling its commitment of
$5 million. I would have liked the $6 million, but I
understand we cannot all get what we want. This
project is ready to go, but there is only $810 000 in the
budget, with the remaining $4.19 million in
contingencies. It is on the never-never. The people of
Beaufort have quite rightly set about a plan to upgrade
their school, of which this is the first segment. The total
project is a $15 million upgrade, which I will continue
to advocate and push for. The $5 million is a welcome
start, but I remain concerned that most of it is in the out
years.
The final project I will talk about is the Stawell physics
lab. This involves matched federal funding. It is an
exciting project I have been involved with and
supported for well over 12 months. It has the potential
to bring a world-class facility to Stawell, to bring new
people to Stawell and to create science tourism, as
people will be able to see what the scientists are doing
in the underground particle physics lab. I welcome that
funding as well.
There is a another project mentioned in the media
release but not in the budget papers: the reopening of
the Ararat outdoor pool. This project is very close to
my heart. When I started advocating for this project in
April last year I was told that state governments do not
fund pools and that I had no hope of getting it up, but I
knew the community wanted this pool. Ararat has
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continued to fundraise and push for this pool, and it is
right behind me in demanding this pool. I ran petitions,
I doorknocked, I letterboxed and I got the commitment
for the pool. Former Premier Napthine came to Ararat
to announce the commitment. Sometime later the then
opposition leader came to Ararat to campaign on other
issues. The head of the pool committee — an ambo, by
the way — buttonholed him, looking for a matching
promise, but no commitment was given then. The
picture was run in the paper and the community knew
who was helping them and who was dragging the
chain, so I know the community is thrilled to know that
I have delivered what I said I would: I promised that the
pool would reopen. I promised my commitment would
cause others to follow, and just last week the first
images of the in-kind and other works have been
published. Now I just need to get my swimsuit ready
for summer.
There are still things missing from the Ripon electorate.
Where is the recognition of the needs of country
people? The list of cut programs and funds of great
importance to my community is much longer than the
list of new funding commitments to deliver the projects
for which I have advocated and continue to advocate. I
will start with the country roads and bridges program
and the $28 million cut to local roads and bridges in
Ripon. The seven local governments in Ripon that
receive this funding are continually raising this issue
with me. They have no way of completing their projects
without this funding. When you look at the budget
papers, you see there is nothing there. The $28 million
they need to upgrade their local roads and bridges has
been cut out of Ripon. It is clearly known by my
communities that this is a Labor cut in Ripon.
Looking at other transport projects, I note that the
Murray rail standardisation project has $30 million
allocated in the budget for the continuation of the work
we had already started, but the remaining $174 million
is on the never-never in the contingencies fund. This
money comes from the sale of the Rural Finance
Corporation; there is no reason to put it so far into the
forward estimates. We should be getting on with this
project now. Acting Speaker, I know that you hold this
project close to your heart as the member for Mildura.
This is a project we need action on. Standardising
freight rail is vital to the economies of our
communities. The sooner Labor gets on with it, the
better.
Still in the transport portfolio, I note there is no move to
increase passenger train services from Ararat and
Maryborough into Ballarat and through to Melbourne.
These are valued services. Patronage is growing on the
Ararat line, and there is no question that we need
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additional services. That is why the coalition
government committed to putting them there. Labor has
not taken up that idea. Labor is prepared to let country
people have inferior rail services. We need to continue
to upgrade these rail services, and I will continue to
advocate for them. In fact this week I am in the
Maryborough Advertiser with the Rail Revival Alliance
talking about this very topic.
Moving to health, and I note that the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health is in the chamber. I think she got a
bit of a surprise when she visited Wedderburn — I did
warn her that she had better turn up with a cheque, but
she did not. Perhaps she did not get the response she
thought she would get. I understand that there were
over 100 people there to hear what the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health had to say and to hear whether she
would deliver on the much wanted, much agitated for
and much needed ambulance service for Wedderburn.
Labor has talked about this a lot over a long period of
time but has never made a commitment to it — and it
still has not made a commitment. The people of
Wedderburn are waiting.
Also in the health portfolio is the cut to the Rural
Capital Support Fund. This is a fund of particular
interest to electorates like mine in which we have a
number of small rural health services relying on that
money. The fund has $56 million in the budget year,
and then nothing. It has all zeroes; it is a cut. The Rural
Capital Support Fund provides for small upgrades and
minor rebuilds or the purchasing of new equipment that
the health services are unable to fund themselves. I
have three health services in my electorate — in
Stawell, Ararat and Maryborough — that are all funded
on the weighted inlier equivalent separation, which is
great, but there is just not enough funding for them to
pay for those extra things that they need to deliver
high-quality health services for country people. The
Rural Capital Support Fund bought those things.
Similarly I note that there is no funding in the budget
for the Ararat community health centre, for which I
advocated and secured a commitment. The Ararat
community has in a number of ways been at the
forefront of tackling its health problems. When The
Biggest Loser came to town the community took a view
that it was going to embrace the process. It said that it
was not going to be that community anymore and that it
was going to work on preventive health. The town has
done that.
Getting the Ararat community health centre up is
hugely supported by the community. Last week the
shadow Minister for Health and the shadow
parliamentary secretary for health were in Ararat, and
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we visited East Grampians Health Service. The mayor
of Ararat, the board chair of the health service and its
chief executive were all very comfortable telling me
how much they want the project funded, but there is no
money in the budget for it.
There are many more projects on my list, but I will
mention only two. Parts of Ripon remain extremely dry.
Around the north-east of my electorate it has not rained
properly for some time, and the farmers of Wedderburn
are carting water to their stock; they have been carting
water for over 12 months. We need a pipeline into
Wedderburn. We need some funding — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms STALEY — I think we just need to get moving
on helping the communities in Ripon that are really
struggling from the effects of low rainfall. These
communities are resilient. The farmers there are
working extremely hard to stay viable and profitable.
Just on that I note that the government has cut the Rural
Financial Counselling Service, which has been going
for 30 years. People in my community need this
service, and the government has cut it.
There are far more things being taken away from the
people of Ripon than are being given to them. The
people of Ripon understand that this is not a budget for
them or for country Victorians; they know it is not for
them. Other country members have highlighted a very
long list of programs that have been cut and that are
affecting all of our communities. Because the list is so
long I have chosen just a few of the things that have
been taken away from country communities. Not
everybody lives in Melbourne, and not everybody is in
a Labor seat or a targeted Labor seat in Melbourne.
This budget fails country Victoria. It fails the fairness
test in relation to Ripon and country Victoria, and
fairness is important. We in the country deserve to be
treated fairly. Country Victorians deserve their fair
share, and yet this Labor budget completely ignores that
concept. But I am disappointed — —
Ms Kealy interjected.
Ms STALEY — I thank the member for Lowan. It
has abandoned us.
In conclusion, I am disappointed but not surprised at
how bad this budget is for my constituents.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — We have heard about failing the fairness
test, so what actually failed the fairness test? Four years
of conservative rule in Victoria is what failed the
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fairness test. We had four years of inaction, four years
of failure to invest in health, education and the services
that Victorians rely on no matter where they live. We
had four years of failure and four years of turning a
blind eye to people in need. We had four years of
letting down our emergency services and four years of
bad policy decision after bad policy decision. So on this
side of the house we will not be lectured about fairness,
failures and the like. We occupy the seats on this side
because we understand the importance of fairness. We
live and breathe the importance of fairness, and that is
why this fine budget delivered by the Treasurer, with
the Premier, is a budget with fairness at its core.
It is with great pleasure therefore that I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015. It is first and foremost a proud
Labor budget. It is a result of the values that we hold
dear. It is a commitment to more spending where we
need it most: on the schools, hospitals, services and
transport solutions that Victorians not only need but
have been craving for over the last four years. Those
four years of inaction have caused real damage right
across Victoria, be it in Melbourne, be it in our regional
centres or be it in rural Victoria. People have been
crying out for some fairness right across the state. ‘Give
us some fairness’ they said, and that is why this budget
delivers on a huge percentage of our election
commitments and also secures Victoria’s economic
credentials.
One of the great aspects of debates on these bills is that
we hear individual stories from MPs, including stories
from their electorates and their communities.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms GARRETT — I say to the member for
Essendon that people in here are passionate. I enjoyed
hearing the member for Essendon’s many stories about
his different work life, his love for Essendon and his
7 million children! We enjoyed those. He brought a real
sense of not only his professional life but also his
personal and family life. That is woven through this
budget and through his electorate.
I can see that in my electorate of Brunswick. In
opposition one of the core commitments we made, as
we did in many electorates in Victoria, was in
education. We made a commitment to the fine school
that is Brunswick Secondary College — —
Mr Pearson — A great school.
Ms GARRETT — It is a great school. It is a school
with a hugely diverse student population, with
international students and a range of different
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multicultural groups represented. It is a school that has
a commitment to the arts, to science and to making sure
that each child develops their own potential leadership
opportunities, as well as innovative thinking. We were
delighted to make the commitment of $10 million for
the upgrade, expansion and modernisation of this
amazing school. We made that commitment prior to the
election in 2010 because the school needed it. It was
run-down and it needed the facilities and the modern
equipment to reflect the growing nature of its
population. Did we see a cracker? Did we see a brass
razoo out of that mob for four years? Brunswick
Secondary College was not mentioned in the budget
once in four years. Actually I withdraw that, because
there was a waste disposal issue just briefly.
In terms of education for Brunswick there was not a
brass razoo. What a great thing it is as the local member
to stand here and talk about — —
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how well the member for Mornington did with the
library! We have these six great sporting grounds
across the electorate of Brunswick, in the
Brunswick-Coburg area. These upgrades will make a
huge difference. Thousands of people in Brunswick
enjoy their sporting activities with their kids and the
local Friday nights.
Across our electorates we all recognise the number of
hours people spend looking after their clubs, growing
their clubs, getting their kids involved, meeting their
friends, going to their functions, and they deserve the
best possible facilities. In the inner city it is really hard
because people’s backyards tend to be very small, so
their access to quality sporting grounds, good
community organisations and healthy physical activities
is absolutely critical. I am delighted with this budget for
Brunswick, I am delighted with this budget for Victoria
and I am delighted with this budget in my key portfolio
areas.

Mr Morris interjected.
Ms GARRETT — I stand corrected. Yes, there was
an upgrade to the library and the town hall. I withdraw.
That was a terrific contribution from the member for
Mornington, and I thank him for it. We spent a lovely
day in the town hall. We had music. We had jazz hands,
and we had people singing. Moving on — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — That was with money
committed under the previous government. There was
no $10 million commitment to Brunswick Secondary
College.
The $10 million will deliver food technology, science
and arts learning spaces. It will convert an old gym, and
provide all the things that this school has been crying
out for. This school has been crying out for fairness. I
absolutely pay tribute to the school community and its
principal, Vivienne Tellefson, who has campaigned
tirelessly. She has been at the school for many years,
and she has taken it from strength to strength. As the
member for Brunswick I am delighted to say that the
budget delivers for the school. It will transform the
lives of students in Brunswick.
In recognition of the importance of community sports
for families, for volunteers, for engagement with the
community, we are delivering $100 million for sport —
not all in Brunswick, members will be stunned to know,
but we are working towards it. I am proud that Labor
will deliver on these much-needed upgrades to Gillon
Oval, Raeburn Reserve, Campbell Reserve, Morris
Reserve, Dunstan Reserve and Balfe Park. You have to
love those names, do you not? That is a reflection of

I think it is time now to turn our attention to those key
portfolio areas. Consumer Affairs Victoria plays an
extraordinary role in dealing with problems that
confront vulnerable, disadvantaged Victorians and
everyday Victorians who are getting ripped off or who
do not know their rights. This very week I was talking
about our new attacks on underquoting. Last week we
were giving people information and advice about
entering retirement villages and the potential pitfalls.
These are life decisions for people. They have a huge
impact on their quality of life and their futures, and this
is the great work of consumer affairs in action.
This budget reflects that we are turning our focus away
from the behind the desk activities which characterised
so much of the previous government. We have boots on
the ground. We are turning our attention to inspections
and enforcement right across the community to make
sure that people’s rights are respected and their interests
are protected.
Of course one of the major commitments of this
government, and something the then opposition leader
and now Premier announced last year, is the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. Consumer affairs
has its role to play in this nation-leading analysis and
discussion of family violence. There are significant
millions there: $7.5 million for financial counselling
and $3.3 million for agencies to assist with tenancy and
consumer information. We know how important this is
if there is violence in the home and women and
children need to leave. They need help with their
finances and assistance with finding adequate
accommodation. This is about providing advice on
loans, removing names from bills and accounts — all of
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these things which may seem minor to those of us who
are not in extremis, but if you are fleeing from violence
and you are distressed, they can be not only critical to
restarting a life but of themselves life saving.
There is also $22 million in grants from the Victorian
Property Fund to provide a range of property-related
community purposes, including housing assistance for
low-income or disadvantaged Victorians — again, vital.
I was delighted to announce three new grants. One was
for $2.7 million to Common Equity Housing for
acquisition of affordable housing at Harmony Village
Dandenong — very important, and I thank the local
member for her extraordinary work on behalf of the
community. There was also $1.6 million to the
Victorian Women’s Housing Association for affordable
housing for low-income women in Coburg. This has a
hugely important role to play in dealing with the
devastating impacts of family violence.
Now I come to gaming and liquor regulation, having
had the opportunity to hear the shadow minister for
liquor and gaming regulation, the member for Morwell,
talk about gambling and liquor regulation. We are very
proud of our $150 million commitment to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation. Of course
$2 million of that had to be allocated because the
conservative government failed to do so. That
$2 million is to make sure that there is information,
awareness and access for what I am sure will be the
thousands of Victorians who take up the opportunity of
voluntary precommitment.
This is a huge program and it is the first in Australia. It
will cover every machine across the state. Whether you
are using a machine at a local RSL or you are at Crown,
you can track your spend, you can give yourself really
powerful alerts and you can stop play, which is very
significant. This will be an important tool in dealing
with problem gambling, and members on both sides of
the house want to make sure that we are doing all we
can with that. It will be a useful tool also for all the
people who choose to use gaming machines in this state
to ensure they are tracking their behaviour and taking
responsibility for their actions.
In regard to emergency services, when you think about
what happened under the previous government, with its
attacks on the working conditions of our firefighters
and our ambulance paramedics, it was really a litany of
disaster and heartache under the coalition government
for four years. It was very distressing for the workers
involved. The Labor government was determined to do
things differently and to appropriately resource those
people who put themselves on the line day in, day out
for our community.
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There will be $33.5 million for the 70 new Country Fire
Authority (CFA) trucks, all of which will be
manufactured in Victoria, $11 million for CFA
stations — and the list goes on. We are rolling out
emergency medical response (EMR), which includes
huge amounts of training and defibrillators. We know
that the previous government sat on the report — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — Absolutely it did. In fact I think
the previous minister said he did not know where it was
or what had happened. The report showed clearly in
black and white just how significant the survival rates
were for people suffering that top level of emergency if
both an ambulance and a fire truck were despatched at
the same time. It has been happening in the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade area for a long time. Rolling
out EMR is absolutely critical for the health and safety
of Victorians in our outer suburbs, our regions and our
rural communities. We are kickstarting the response
with 450 new firefighters, comprising 350 CFA and
100 Metropolitan Fire Brigade officers. It is hugely
significant and the funding is absolutely all there. We
are in the highest bushfire-prone area — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — Members opposite should read
the budget papers. Absolutely it is there. We have
$78 million in new money for our fire services. Those
who understand the critical nature of having — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — I understand why those opposite
are upset that they wasted four years. They had four
years to deliver fairness; they had four years to deliver
the protections that Victorians needed. They chose not
to do that; instead they sat on their hands and fought
amongst themselves. They chose not to focus on
Victorians. The Labor government is focusing on
Victorians. We are delivering a Victorian budget that is
about fairness, is about families and is about protecting,
looking after and enhancing the lives of Victorians, be
they in the inner city, in our regions or in our rural
communities. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — It is a pleasure to
follow the member for Brunswick because in previous
times the member for Brunswick has followed me. I
have to say that the people of Ringwood can probably
thank the member for Brunswick and the Andrews
government for pandering to the green vote and costing
Victorians $640 million in tearing up the east–west link
contract.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — It cost a lot of money, and
pandering to that green vote meant that that project
would not go ahead. Make no mistake: it was all about
politics and nothing about the best interests of Victoria.
We can thank the member for Brunswick, the member
for Richmond and the member for Northcote for
Victorians being worse off because that $640 million
cannot be used on the things that are important to the
people of Victoria, including the people of Ringwood.
It has taken Labor six months to trash the state’s
economy with this budget, and I would call it a
‘fudget’, not a ‘budget’. Labor is trying to create the
illusion of a surplus, propped up by the goodwill funds
provided by the federal government for the east–west
link, but the state is in structural deficit and it is only
because of the goodwill money for that specific project
that the illusion of a surplus exists. Those opposite
cannot manage money, and they fail to live within their
means.
I turn to the issue of parking facilities at Maroondah
Hospital.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms RYALL — I thank the member for Melton; I
enjoy his encouragement. The parking situation at
Maroondah Hospital is now in crisis. People who are in
desperate need of a parking space because they either
have a loved one in emergency or elsewhere in the
hospital or they themselves need to be in hospital are
unable to find a parking space.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — On a serious note, I say to the
member for Melton and the member for Mordialloc:
when members of the coalition government were
visiting the hospital to announce the $1.2 million
commitment for 100 additional car parks, a lady
stopped in the mental health area of the hospital. She
was unable to find a car park, and she told us frankly of
a previous time when she had her son, who was s
suicidal, in the car with her but could not get a park.
She had to park illegally and copped a fine. You can
imagine the distress of having a son who is suicidal in
the car with you and being unable to get a car park.
We are now down the track, and we have a growing
and ageing population, so the demand on our hospital
services is greater than it has ever been. It is appalling
that the government has failed to commit to a single
additional car parking space for the hospital. As a result
of the Labor government now being in office,
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$640 million for the east–west link has gone down the
drain, and we do not have one extra car park for the
community at Maroondah Hospital.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — Those opposite can make a lot of
noise, and quite frankly that is all it is — it is like static
on an untuned radio — but the pointy end is that
Maroondah Hospital services a large catchment and has
an important mental health facility as well as providing
other health services, so we need to address this
problem. It is appalling that the government has failed
to budget for any additional car parking spaces at
Maroondah Hospital. In terms of the $640 million
down the drain for a road — the east–west link — that
the people of my electorate voted for — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms RYALL — Not only that, they have been
calling for it for a long time, I inform the member for
Essendon.
The interesting thing is that those opposite never
opposed the east–west link planning funding in the
2012–13 budget or the further funding in the 2013–14
and the 2014–15 budgets. They gave implicit approval
of those funds in the sense that they never opposed that
funding. As I said, their opposition is really about
saving their inner city seats. Those opposite have
referred to sunk costs, but they made no objection to the
expenditure of those costs. In that entire time they never
brought anything up regarding the expenditure on the
east–west link — not a peep.
The point here is that funding for infrastructure at
schools in the Ringwood electorate has been cut by the
Labor government, including funding for a science,
technology, engineering and maths (STEM) centre for
Norwood Secondary College. It is a very important
issue. In fact there is research and evidence that shows
that a huge proportion of the jobs of the future are going
to be in STEM occupations. Norwood Secondary
College is just like my old high school. In fact it is a
replica; I step back in time when I go there. For it not to
have the funding it needs to provide the STEM centre is
a disgrace. Indeed it is a disgrace for the government to
say that it can have a hall and a stadium, which are
much needed, but not provide the STEM funding.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms RYALL — The member for Essendon can
make as much noise as he likes; it is just static.
Ringwood Secondary College — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member for Ringwood, without assistance.
Ms RYALL — Ringwood Secondary College has
suffered a $5 million cut from those opposite and
Norwood Secondary College has had a $3 million cut.
Ringwood Secondary College had $2.2 million
delivered last financial year under the coalition to make
its major infrastructure upgrade shovel ready. There are
just under 1500 students at that school, and what have
they been given in this budget? They have received
$1.4 million between four schools. I sat here and
listened to the member for Brunswick talk about all the
money she has got for her schools, reserves and this,
that and the other, and we have got a $3 million cut to
Norwood and a $5 million cut to Ringwood.
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I want to know what changed. Labor spent 11 years in
government, and in an attempt to be re-elected in 2010
it promised this $100 million. There was a need for
$100 million back then but it seems there is no need for
that money now. I know my community in the
Ringwood electorate cannot work this out. Why were
we worth $100 million to Labor a few years ago and
not now? That is the question they are asking
themselves.
The coalition government provided full funding for the
rebuild of Eastwood Primary School. We kicked off the
funding of Ringwood Secondary College with
$2.2 million. We commenced the rebuild, which is
almost complete, of Blackburn Primary School, which
quite a number of students in my electorate attend. In
addition — —
Mr Donnellan interjected.

In terms of the Maroondah area, I want to remind those
opposite — —
Mr Donnellan — I’ve just done a great road down
there. A great road, Oban Road — a great initiative.
Ms RYALL — I am glad the member for Croydon
lobbied very hard to get that road and has delivered on
that outcome. I thank the member for Croydon.
Let me remind those opposite of a $100 million
commitment made to Maroondah schools by Labor in
2010. A $100 million commitment — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms RYALL — The member for Essendon should
take a breath. There was a commitment of $100 million
for Maroondah schools. I will let members know that
the Maroondah local government area is of a significant
size. When the commitment was made at the recent
election, the Premier, in a glossy brochure headed Back
to School, stated:
From the basics of classrooms, tuckshops and toilet blocks, to
state-of-the-art science and engineering precincts, schools
need modern facilities and enough funding to plan for the
future.

Unfortunately that does not seem to apply to Ringwood
electorate schools. In addition to that, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region in another place, Shaun
Leane, talked about Labor’s objective in committing
the $100 million. He said:
This project objective is to develop world-class facilities to
give all the students who go to school in Maroondah the
opportunity to excel.

Ms RYALL — It services my electorate, member
for Fitzroy!
Mount Pleasant Road Primary School was fully funded
for a rebuild as well. So there was very significant
investment in schools undertaken by the former
government in four years.
Students in the Ringwood electorate are as important as
the students in Labor electorates, and it is about time
that those opposite understood this. This government
has cut funding to schools in my electorate — there is a
$1 million cut to Rangeview Primary School and a
$800 000 cut to Mullauna College — but prior to the
election it was all about slogans. We heard ‘every child
deserves’ before the election, but suddenly Labor and
the Premier are abandoning the east. They have
abandoned the east–west link, they have abandoned and
made cuts to schools and there is no funding for the car
park at Maroondah Hospital. This is just neglect.
I remember the Premier saying:
Kids can’t get a first-rate education in a second-rate
classroom.

I ask the Premier: does that apply to the people of
Ringwood? I call on the Premier and the Labor
government to fund the schools in the Ringwood
electorate — to provide the additional $5 million for
Ringwood Secondary College, to provide the additional
$3 million for the science, technology, engineering and
maths centre for Norwood Secondary College, to
provide the additional $800 000 for Mullauna College
and to provide the $1 million to fix the drainage and
erosion issues that have resulted from the Rangeview
Primary School residing on the side of a hill.
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Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms RYALL — I will explain to the member for
Melton what was done in four years. There were
rebuilds of three primary schools; okay? I also alert the
house to this: there was a $6 billion writedown in
revenue in the first two years of the former government,
and not once has any member opposite said what they
would have done, what they would have cut and how
they would have handled that had they stayed in
government. Not one peep.
In addition to that there is the absence of funding for
level crossing removals. Adjacent to my electorate, in
the electorate of Bayswater, there are two level
crossings — at Scoresby Road and Mountain
Highway — but there is no funding for their removal.
The government says it wants to remove the
Heatherdale Road level crossing. There is no funding.
There is no funding for these level crossing removals.
One thing I have to say is that this is a fudget, not a
budget. There is a lack of respect for the community in
the Ringwood electorate, and the needs of students and
of people whose lives are affected. Those who are in
need of health care at the Maroondah Hospital have
been ignored. They have been neglected by this Labor
government, and I will continue to fight for my
community to make sure that those important things are
delivered.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It gives me
great pleasure and immense pride to rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015. I congratulate
the Treasurer and Premier on delivering for Victorians
a budget that has at its heart Labor values and a fairness
that has not been seen in this state for over four years. I
would like to add that the budget has been received
with outstanding applause in my electorate of Bendigo
West. In particular the focus of the budget on returning
funding to our education sector, after years of
devastating cuts by the Liberal-Nationals government,
has been very welcomed.
If ever there was a stark contrast to be made between
the coalition and Labor, it is right there for all to see in
the massive investment this Labor government is
making in education, after the Liberals and Nationals
set about dismantling our TAFE system and sucking
much-needed funding from our schools and from
families who need government support to ensure that
their kids can get a decent education.
This is a budget that puts people and families first and
restores faith and trust in government — in a Labor
government that is steadfast and resolute in delivering

Wednesday, 27 May 2015

and not reneging on promises made to Victorians
before the election. This government is unlike the
federal government, which under Tony Abbott has
become renowned for breaking promises and
backflipping on policy after policy to the point where it
has become a laughing stock across Australia and
internationally.
Like the previous state coalition government, the
federal government seems intent on punishing the most
vulnerable and disadvantaged in our communities and
on making it harder for families to meet the everyday
cost of living and to educate their children. It is more
expensive to access the health services families need.
The federal government also demonises workers who
contribute every day to our economy, particularly
workers who can least afford a tax on their wages and
conditions.
Suffice it to say that the full impact on families of the
federal budget has been exposed by the recent National
Centre for Social and Economic Modelling analysis,
which clearly shows that families with children on the
lowest incomes will bear the brunt of the federal
Liberal budget cuts. In addition, the Australian Council
of Social Service shows in its report that by keeping
most of the 2014 cuts in its budget and making new
cuts in 2015 the federal budget will over four years strip
an estimated $15 billion from basic services and
supports, with total projected cuts of $80 billion from
health and schools funding to the states over the next
decade. This is targeting — as Liberal governments
always do — the most vulnerable and disadvantaged in
our communities.
Bendigo is a very proud regional city, and it has faced
some serious challenges over the last four years. The
former state government turned its back on my part of
the world, and now we are faced with repairing the
damage that it inflicted. But we have not flinched in our
determination to implement our plan to get Bendigo
back on track, and this starts with a budget that delivers
for Bendigo and the region. We have allocated
$7.8 million to build an agricultural hub at Bendigo
TAFE that will encourage the next generation of
innovators to build their careers on the land. While the
Liberals and The Nationals cut TAFE and made the
jobs crisis even worse in regional Victoria, Labor’s
$320 million TAFE Rescue Fund will save the TAFE
system and give our kids skills they need.
It was an absolute pleasure to have the Treasurer visit
Castlemaine Secondary College last week so he could
see the plans for the new $8 million high-tech science
and engineering precinct, stage 2 of the school’s master
plan for a new school. I am sure the Treasurer was
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impressed with the school. The students and staff, the
school council and the principal are all working
towards implementing that plan for the new school with
passion and determination. I am very pleased to say that
after the budget was delivered the front page of the
Castlemaine Mail had as its headline ‘You beauty!’,
and that is a clear indication that the community of
Castlemaine was extremely pleased with the additional
funding for Castlemaine Secondary College. There is a
reason for that: Castlemaine Secondary College is the
only secondary school in the Castlemaine region and
has 14 primary schools all feeding into it. I am very
proud to have worked collaboratively with the school
community and the broader community to make sure
the school received the $8 million needed for the next
stage of the new school.
There is also $6 million allocated in this budget for
Bendigo Senior Secondary College to replace old
classrooms and portables and to provide an upgrade to
Bendigo Senior that will complement its new surrounds
and its latest asset, the Ulumbarra Theatre. As I have
mentioned in previous speeches in this house, there is
$1 million for Kalianna School Bendigo, so it can plan
for the future of its specialist facilities. Kalianna is a
great school, with passionate parents, carers, teachers
and principal. There is nothing more important than
ensuring that the kids with special needs are not left
behind or have to be educated in third-rate facilities.
That is why planning for a new school at Kalianna is
very important to me, and I know it is very important to
the Kalianna community.
All up in this first budget Labor is investing
$730 million to rebuild, upgrade and maintain school
buildings across the state. The budget is also about
helping families who are struggling to afford the extra
cost of education, providing $180 million for a program
that will give prep to grade 3 students in
250 disadvantaged schools free eye tests and glasses.
We are funding breakfast clubs in disadvantaged
schools, which will help to feed 25 000 students the
most important meal of the day, and $148.3 million
from the Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund will go
towards helping over 200 000 disadvantaged families
afford these expensive but essential parts of their
child’s education.
There is an expansion of the free uniform, shoes and
books program run by the State Schools Relief fund.
There is $2 million to establish quality music programs,
and there is an expansion of Safe Schools Coalition
Victoria to help all Victorian government secondary
schools combat homophobia and support
same-sex-attracted and gender-diverse students — a
great initiative.
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As we know, education starts before prep, and quality
education demands quality facilities. That is why this
budget provides $50 million for building and upgrading
kinders, seven of those in Bendigo. In other exciting
news from the budget, a new tech school in Bendigo
will be built for students in years 7 to 10. Of great
importance and of particular relevance, especially to the
kids at Kalianna School and those who may attend
Kalianna in the future, are the early childhood
intervention services across the state. Young children
with a disability or developmental delay will receive
specialist, tailored support in the early years before
school, because early childhood intervention services
are proven to make a very real difference to children
with a disability or developmental delay.
Bendigo has a strong and growing sporting community,
and nowhere is this more obvious than in basketball and
netball. The Bendigo Stadium is a stand-out community
facility that hosts thousands of people every week. It is
host to the Women’s National Basketball League
champions, in fact — the Bendigo Spirit — and of
course the Bendigo Braves and the Bendigo Lady
Braves, well-known basketball teams. It also
accommodates volleyball, netball, futsal and the local
basketball competitions and training. It is used by
500 000 people every year. However, it is at capacity,
and that is why Labor has allocated $5 million towards
the expansion and upgrade of the cramped Bendigo
Stadium. This investment will see 3000 permanent
seats for major sporting events, 3 new indoor courts for
basketball, volleyball and netball and 12 new outdoor
netball courts, with changing rooms. These
state-of-the-art facilities will open the door for major
sporting events and boost Bendigo’s economy, and we
will make sure that local companies have priority to
work on this project.
Contrary to the rampant post-budget scaremongering
exhibited by a Nationals member for Northern Victoria
Region in the other place, Damian Drum, there remains
$15 million of state funding towards the Kangaroo Flat
aquatics centre. This will be a major infrastructure asset
for Kangaroo Flat and the broader community. I
continue to urge the City of Greater Bendigo to not
short-change the Kangaroo Flat community by building
a 25-metre pool at the facility instead of the promised
50-metre pool. Sadly the federal Liberal government
never committed funding to this project, saying it did
not fit the criteria for its funding stream. However, I
note that the federal Treasurer was in Darwin just last
week making an extraordinary announcement that the
federal government would pay half of the $8.8 million
needed to extend Darwin’s Parap pool to 50 metres. It
is currently 49.5 metres. The Treasurer said he was
‘very pleased to be here … to make a 50-metre pool
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50 metres’. It seems that the Parap pool met the funding
criteria but Kangaroo Flat’s did not. This is an
important infrastructure development for Bendigo, and
it is very disappointing that the federal government has
not come on board.

coverage while ambulances were diverted to Bendigo
or other regional communities. This put many people’s
lives at risk. Sadly the former Victorian government
chose to ignore the ambulance crisis and in fact failed
to even acknowledge that there was a crisis.

We want to ensure that regional families are supported
to live healthy, safe and comfortable lives. That is why
we are funding these projects across communities and
businesses which need them to create jobs and drive
growth. In the jobs crisis that gripped regional
communities under the former government, businesses
were closed, and many people faced uncertain futures.
Young people left our regions and towns to search for
work. That is why this government has delivered on its
key election promise to establish the $500 million
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund: to create jobs
and drive economic growth in regional Victoria.

I am pleased to say this budget allocates $100 million
towards fixing the ambulance crisis. We have set about
making sure that the ambulance officers, the
paramedics themselves, are part of the solution that
needs to be found. That is why we have been holding
forums across Victoria. This $100 million will add to
Victoria’s ambulance resources. It will ensure that
communities are no longer left behind when an
ambulance is needed. It will ensure that individuals and
families will not have to wait long periods of time for
an ambulance. Under the previous government the
waiting time for an ambulance was becoming
outrageous.

I am very pleased that the Regional Development
Victoria Amendment (Jobs and Infrastructure) Bill
2015 passed through the Legislative Council last night.
The Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund will help
regional communities recover and get stronger by
investing in projects that attract new people to live in
the regions.
It is an absolute disgrace that while this state Labor
government is investing in jobs and infrastructure in the
regions the federal Liberal government has directed
almost half of its National Stronger Regions Fund to
suburban electorates. More than $37 million of the
Victorian funding from the fund went towards projects
in inner city Melbourne and community facilities in the
suburbs. Acting Speaker, you would appreciate this,
because even The Nationals have claimed that as unfair,
with a certain Nationals MP saying, ‘It has left a pretty
bad taste in our mouths’. Just 51 projects worth
$212 million were funded in the federal budget, out of
more than 350 applications with $1 billion knocked
back.
The Nationals and the Liberals in Victoria have
attacked Victorian Labor’s Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund. However, I suggest that they start
refocusing the anger at their mates in Canberra, who are
short-changing all Victorians. This is a great budget for
regional communities, and I look forward to seeing the
many projects and programs being rolled out across the
communities in my electorate of Bendigo West.
During the last four years Victorians have faced what
could only be called an ambulance crisis, particularly in
regional Victoria, where ambulances were being left in
long queues at emergency departments, known as
ramping, and whole communities were left without

I am really proud of this budget. I am proud to be part
of a Labor government that has delivered it. I am proud
to be able to represent a community that is appreciative
of a Labor government which has set about delivering a
budget that is absolutely about people and families. It is
a budget about making sure that kids can get a decent
education, that people do not have to wait long periods
for an ambulance, and in particular that families and
kids who are doing it tough in my electorate will be
looked after by this government.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
brief contribution on the budget. It was the darkest day
for country Victoria in a long, long time when this
Melbourne city-centric Labor government delivered its
budget. Government members beat their chests and tell
us how great the budget is, but at the end of the day
country and regional Victoria waits again, and we will
have four dark years of this.
To make matters worse, the Premier has even started to
break his promises in metropolitan Melbourne, as has
the Treasurer. All these unfunded promises just fall into
contingencies, apparently. The Treasurer has put the
con into contingencies. He will go down in history as
someone who has duped country Victoria. Labor thinks
regional Victoria comprises Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong. There is more to regional Victoria than just
those regional cities. It is important to understand that
regional Victoria represents one-quarter of Victoria’s
population. Certainly we feel let down and disappointed
by this budget.
The contributions from members on this side of the
house have all been in that same vein, whereas those on
the government side continue to beat their chests and
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say how great this budget is. Of course it is for some. If
you are a union hack, if you live in a metropolitan seat
or if you live in a Labor-held swinging seat, of course
you will say this is a great budget for you. But if you
live in country Victoria — regional Victoria — like
members on this side of the chamber do, you will feel
very disappointed and let down.
The Premier has let us all down, which is a shame
because he is a bloke who grew up in regional Victoria.
He grew up in Wangaratta, he knows the pressures on
regional Victoria, and he has chosen to turn his
back — —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Bairnsdale hockey pitch
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport. The action I
seek is that the minister come to Bairnsdale to meet
with the East Gippsland Hockey Association in relation
to the construction of a new synthetic hockey pitch in
the region. For the benefit of the members of the house,
the East Gippsland Hockey Association has been
advocating for this facility for quite some time, and the
push increased in the period leading up to the election.
It is one of only two regional Victorian hockey
associations without a synthetic hockey pitch. It has
close to 500 members, it has seven clubs, and it is a
growing organisation. Its members worked actively
over the course of the election campaign to secure a
commitment. This led to the coalition committing
$1.2 million for what would be a state-of-the-art
facility. It has also worked very closely with the East
Gippsland Shire Council on identifying an appropriate
site for this facility, which happens to be an area known
as the World Centre in Bairnsdale.
Of interest is that Hockey Victoria has just released its
strategic facilities master plan, which identifies
Bairnsdale as the preferred site for a synthetic pitch. I
understand that Hockey Victoria has already briefed the
minister, and I am also of the belief that Sport and
Recreation Victoria has had some discussions with the
minister on this plan.
With Hockey Victoria having identified Bairnsdale as
the site for a new synthetic facility and the East
Gippsland shire being extremely supportive and having
worked with the local hockey association to identify an
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appropriate site, now is the opportune time, with all of
these planets aligning, for the minister to come on
board and come down and meet with the local
association to advance this project to the funding stage.
The hockey association and Hockey Victoria are also
preparing a pitch usage and management plan for this
facility, and given the rapid advancement in all of these
areas, I request that the minister come down and meet
on site with the local association. I am sure the minister
at the table, the Attorney-General, will pass on to the
Minister for Sport that I am happy to join with him for
that meeting to discuss the proposal.

Greensborough College
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
The specific action that I seek from him is that he come
out and visit the school community at Greensborough
College. Greensborough College is a great local school.
It does some fantastic work. It has a great vocational
program in hospitality. It has a fantastic bunch of
committed teachers and a great principal, John
Conway, who is retiring. We wish him well in his
retirement. The local community has certainly benefited
from his school leadership over a long period of time.
The school attracts kids not just from the
Greensborough area but also from further afield in
growth areas, because it is seen as a great place to send
a child for a secondary education. It provides a range of
kids with different educational options, and the school
really does welcome children of all abilities, including
kids with special needs and kids who are gifted. It will
take any child on and help them through their
secondary years. I am very proud to be a local member
representing such a school.
The school has grown in terms of its enrolments over
the last 10 to 15 years from about 200 students to about
1000. That has put pressure on the facilities, but the
facilities are also very old and dilapidated. A school
that once may have been seen as one that did not have a
future is now one that has a very bright future. At the
last election the Andrews Labor government made a
$10 million commitment to start the rebuilding of the
school. We have already seen the first down payment
on that, with $1 million allocated in the recent budget
towards the planning work for that project. The school
community is really excited about the planning work.
Unfortunately we have misinformation being spread by
those opposite that that is the only allocation that will
be made to that school, which is just a lie. That is just
wrong. The school community has not fallen for that. It
knows that it is only Labor that has ever had an interest
in that school, and it knows it is only the Andrews
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Labor government that will deliver the rebuild of that
great school.
The Premier has been out there a couple of times to
meet with the school leadership and discuss the rebuild,
and it would be great if the Minister for Education
could come out, talk to the school community, see what
sorts of programs they run and, most importantly,
discuss with the school the exciting planning that is
underway to rebuild that great school. I am sure that if
the minister comes out to Greensborough — I know
that with $730 million worth of capital projects in
education it will be difficult to schedule this, but I am
happy to work with his busy diary — it will be great to
see him, and we will certainly welcome the Labor
Minister for Education.

Renewable energy
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Energy and Resources. The minister
should be well aware that last week the Grattan Institute
released a report entitled Sundown, Sunrise — How
Australia Can Finally Get Solar Power Right. In this
report the authors, Tony Wood and David Blowers,
evaluate the subsidies made by Victoria and other
Australian jurisdictions to solar power. The specific
action I seek is that, when formulating the
government’s renewable energy action plan, the
minister provide a written explanation as to how the
conclusions of this Grattan Institute report have been
taken into consideration.
The conclusion reached by the authors is:
By the time the subsidies finally run out, households and
businesses that have not installed solar PV will have spent
more than $14 billion subsidising households that have …
Governments have created a policy mess that should never be
repeated.

Even with the subsidies most rural people on low
incomes cannot afford to install solar power in their
properties. The programs also mean that renters and
public housing tenants subsidise richer households.
This report found benefits of $9.1 billion, which
includes benefits to do with reducing carbon emissions,
but costs of $18.7 billion. The subsidies represent a
$14 billion wealth transfer.
Additionally, the way that solar works has meant that
many of the households that have installed solar still
use peak energy at the same time. Particularly in
Melbourne and Victoria, peak energy occurs around
7 o’clock, when people get home, and that is when
solar systems effectively stop working. It means that
the installed energy needed to run Victoria has not been
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decreased. This means there has been little impact on
lowering peak demand, so there has been little impact
on lowering network bill costs.
The solar economics and battery life are changing, and
there are really innovative projects in my electorate,
such as in Newbridge, and commercial solar has a
bright future. But we must make sure that future policy
in this area does not repeat the errors of the past. It is
crucial that when we make further investments and
develop ideas about solar energy we take into account
that so far this policy has delivered a $14 billion wealth
transfer from poor to rich households.

Yarrabah School
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is for the minister to visit Yarrabah School in
Aspendale to understand its future needs and discuss
how the school community can progress to a master
plan process in the near future.
We all believe in the fundamental principle of every
child having the opportunity to access a quality
education regardless of their circumstances. Yarrabah
School is an exceptional example of giving all students
with special needs the best possible outcomes.
Yarrabah caters for the needs of children with
intellectual, physical and multiple disabilities from the
ages of 2 years through to 18 years. Yarrabah has
experienced unprecedented growth in student numbers
in the region. In 1990 Yarrabah had a total of
19 children, and it has expanded year on year to over
150 children today. Enrolments are expected to edge
closer to 200 children in the next few years.
Yarrabah also provides early childhood education to
over 60 children, with more than 90 staff supporting the
considerable and personalised needs of the students
who attend the school. These services include
curriculum needs together with a range of therapies,
including speech pathology, physiotherapy,
occupational therapy and hydrotherapy. The needs of
Yarrabah students simply cannot be met in mainstream
settings. The principal, leadership team and staff are
determined, committed and passionate in ensuring they
deliver the best educational outcomes. I take this
opportunity to acknowledge the work of Yarrabah’s
principal, Matthew Harris, and assistant principals
Sophia Adamis and Lauri Davis, who tirelessly
advocate for and represent the needs of Yarrabah.
The motto of Yarrabah School is ‘The small school
with a big heart’, and the school is renowned in our
community, with many local organisations contributing
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to and supporting it. Next month the Edithvale
Aspendale Sporting Club will hold a fundraiser, which
I will happily attend. Only last year a generous man in
his 90s donated over $38 000 for the construction of
play and outdoor learning equipment. There is no doubt
that this school community has a big heart; however, it
really is not a small school within the meaning of its
motto, because it has had over 700 per cent growth in
student numbers in the past two decades.
We know that portable classrooms are part of the public
education system and assist in managing the growth in
student numbers. However, at Yarrabah the growth in
student numbers over the past two decades has been
addressed by simply adding portable after portable, to
the point where there are now 24 classes of which 20
are held in portable classrooms at the school. This is a
significant challenge when managing the mobility
issues of these students. I believe we need to assess the
long-term requirements and needs at Yarrabah and
determine whether current arrangements are
appropriate.
It is clear from my recent visits to the school that there
is a wonderful opportunity to partner with the school
community and undertake a detailed strategic
assessment of the school community’s future demands
and how we can get the best outcomes for the students
and their families on site.
In conclusion, the action 1 seek is for the Minister for
Education to visit Yarrabah School to understand the
future long-term needs of the school community.

Sandringham electorate schools
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In 1988 the
then Labor government heralded as a landmark reform
the merging of four schools — Hampton High, Highett
High, Sandringham Tech and Beaumaris High — into
one school, Sandringham College, with a years 7–10
campus in Bluff Road, a years 7–10 campus in
Beaumaris and a senior school in Holloway Road in
Sandringham. One object of the reform was to provide
breadth of curriculum for local students and an offering
of over 50 subjects. The action I seek is a visit by the
Minister for Education to the Sandringham electorate to
discuss with the school council and the school
community the ongoing funding for the senior school
campus.
At or following the last state election the Labor Party
committed a total of $8.5 million to public education in
the Sandringham electorate, consisting of $6.5 million
to fully fund the Beaumaris campus of Sandringham
College as a stand-alone school. This is made up of

1661

$1.5 million towards capital works in the 2015–16
budget and a further $5 million in the 2016–17 budget.
A sum of $2 million is for Sandringham College itself.
By way of contrast, the coalition had committed over
$17 million towards public education in the
Sandringham electorate, including $6 million to the
Sandringham College Holloway Road and Bluff Road
campuses, $7 million towards the Beaumaris campus of
Sandringham College, plus an additional
multimillion-dollar investment by the Melbourne
Cricket Club (MCC). The proposed partnering
arrangement with the MCC was to bring additional
funding to redevelop the sporting fields and buildings
into world-class facilities, which would be available to
the school community, MCC sporting teams and local
sporting clubs. Also some $4 350 000 was committed
to Sandringham East Primary School by the coalition.
The more than $17 million committed by the coalition
was in addition to the $6 million currently being
expended at Sandringham College, having been
allocated two years ago in the 2013–14 budget in
fulfilment of the coalition’s 2010 election promise.
The Labor Party claims the deconstruction of its
watershed reform of 1988 and its commitment at the
last election to spend only half the money committed by
the coalition to public education in the electorate as an
achievement. The Labor government needs to ensure
that the money allocated to Beaumaris will be sufficient
to establish the viability of a years 7–12 stand-alone
secondary school offering an appropriate breadth of
curriculum choice whilst ensuring that the continuing
structure of Sandringham College, the once watershed
reform of the Labor government, is not adversely
affected. An amount of $6.5 million would not build a
new stand-alone high school in Beaumaris.
I invite the minister to come to Sandringham to
converse with the school council to ensure that the
viability of Sandringham College senior campus will
continue into the future, noting that the resourcing by
the Labor government of Sandringham College is
significantly less than that committed by the coalition at
the last election.

Sunbury Asylum Alliance
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — The matter I raise for the
adjournment tonight is for the Minister for Training and
Skills, and the action I seek is for the minister to visit
my electorate and tour the former Victoria University
site at Jacksons Hill, Sunbury, and also to meet with
representatives of the Sunbury Asylum Alliance, who
are advocating strongly for protection of the site.
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The Sunbury Asylum Alliance was established last year
with the aim of reclaiming the site for community and
cultural use, and I am keen to discuss the alliance’s
proposal with the minister. Many members of the house
will know that the former Victoria University site at
Jacksons Hill was originally opened as the Sunbury
Industrial School in 1864 to educate and house destitute
children. Due to appalling conditions and high rates of
death and diseases the school was closed in 1879 and
used thereafter as an asylum for those with mental
health problems, and it was operated in this capacity for
many decades.
From 1968 until 1992 it was the site of the Caloola
Training Centre for the intellectually disabled, and in
1999 the site was purchased by Victoria University.
Disappointingly, Victoria University closed the site in
late 2009, and its fate has been in limbo ever since.
The site has a dark history, but there is no denying the
historical beauty of its buildings as it stands on
Jacksons Hill overlooking Sunbury. You would be hard
pressed to find a person in Sunbury who does not know
of the site’s existence. Over many years it has fulfilled
many functions for the community. It is currently used
by a number of community groups, including local
radio station 3NRG and the Boilerhouse Theatre
Company. Sunbury Primary School and the Sunbury
and Macedon Ranges Specialist School are also located
on Jacksons Hill.
On numerous occasions the former member for
Macedon raised this issue in the house and in writing.
The former government stated that it had met with
Victoria University’s vice-chancellor in relation to the
proposed sale of the Sunbury campus and that ‘it was
keen to resolve the matter as soon as possible’. Despite
this, nothing was done, and the site still sits idle.
During the election campaign and over the past five
months I have met with numerous school principals and
community groups, who all highlight the significant
lack of higher education opportunities available to
students in Sunbury. I ask the minister to look into this
matter, and the action I seek is that he visit the site to
see its potential firsthand and discuss its future with
representatives of Sunbury Asylum Alliance.
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Surrey Road and Wicklow Lane, South Yarra, that
currently does not have one.
These units were built recently through funding from
the former federal government as part of the economic
stimulus package. However, these new units do not
have security doors, which are standard on older
dwellings in public housing estates. Local residents
report that they feel unsafe, with the main entry doors to
the building often broken, allowing entry to
non-residents. There are also concerns about some
residents within the towers themselves.
Currently residents must reach a high threshold to have
a security door installed by demonstrating a
documented direct threat to their safety or a
psychological condition which would justify the need
for a security door. This is both impractical and
unnecessary. I urge the minister to install security doors
on all dwellings to allow residents to feel safe and
secure in their own homes.

St Helena Secondary College and Glen
Katherine Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — The matter I raise is for the
Minister for Education, and the action I seek is for the
minister to visit the fantastic St Helena Secondary
College in my electorate to see the wonderful things the
school does. He can also meet with the sporting
precinct working group, which has contributed so much
to the St Helena sporting precinct project, which will
receive funding of $2.5 million from this year’s budget.
Thanks to the excellent guidance of John Fecundo, who
has chaired the working group for nearly two years, we
have been able to develop an exceptional project that
will provide facilities not only for St Helena Secondary
College and Glen Katherine Primary School — another
great school — but will also advantage Eltham Netball
Club, Eltham Redbacks Soccer Club and many other
local sporting interests and clubs.
Eltham Netball Club and the Eltham Redbacks are both
passionate and growing clubs that need these new
facilities. The minister will greatly enjoy his visit to
St Helena Secondary College and Glen Katherine
Primary School. They are leaders in education and are
achieving many great things.

Public housing
The Cathedral Indigenous name
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing,
and the action I seek is for the minister to have security
doors installed on every unit in the public housing
towers in the block surrounded by Malvern Road,

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a request
of the Minister for Planning. The action I seek is for the
minister to have The Cathedral mountain formally
recognised by its Taungurung name, Naah Naah
Dhong, as well as by its English name. I am particularly
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pleased to raise this matter in Parliament during
National Reconciliation Week. The Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water has informed
me that this is a planning matter. The Cathedral
mountain, or rock, is iconic, being the primary feature
of the spectacular Cathedral Range located between
Taggerty and Buxton. It is clearly visible from the
Maroondah Highway. The Cathedral Range State Park
is a great natural attraction. It has some wonderful
facilities and is popular with locals, school groups and
campers. It features a wide variety of walking tracks,
rock climbing and camping areas. I had the opportunity
in the last Parliament to open one of the walking tracks
with Dr Sally Cockburn of Healthy Parks Healthy
People.
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11 May, I had the opportunity of visiting the
Broadmeadows SES unit, which consists of a group of
steadfast and dependable volunteers who provide relief
24/7 in emergency situations in the Moreland area and
beyond. During my visit I was provided with a
comprehensive tour of the facility by unit controller,
Shane Lapworth, his partner, Connie Lapworth, who is
also instrumental in the management of the
Broadmeadows team, and their daughter, who has also
recently joined the Broadmeadows team. It is most
definitely a family affair. I had the opportunity to both
tour the facility, which was very comprehensive, as
well as witness the training regime the team was
undertaking.

This request today comes to me from local Taungurung
elder Uncle Roy Patterson. Uncle Roy is quite well
known to me. He is a bit of a character. He is always
good for a story and he is a great source of historical
information. To him The Cathedral mountain is Naah
Naah Dhong. Uncle Roy now lives in downtown
Taggerty, but the Pattersons have lived in the area for a
very long time and they have a very strong attachment
to the Cathedral Range. Uncle Roy has pursued this
request over a number of years without success, and he
recently spoke to me about whether I could help
support him. I am more than happy to do so.

As the Broadmeadows SES unit also serves the
minister’s electorate of Brunswick, I know that she
understands and indeed has witnessed the great
contribution the Broadmeadows SES team makes in
our local Moreland community. The Broadmeadows
SES unit is often the first to arrive at crime scenes,
floods, fires and storms, providing vital front-line
assistance to the Country Fire Authority, the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade and Victoria Police. I am
sure the minister also recognises that due to the limited
resources at its disposal, the Broadmeadows SES team
has developed a great degree of resourcefulness in its
operations, sourcing and servicing a lot of its own
equipment, materials and supplies.

The Taungurung are the traditional custodians of this
large area of land, which is essentially north of the
Great Dividing Range. They, like many other clans,
were forced off the land and moved towards
Coranderrk on the outskirts of Healesville. Taungurung
numbers in the area have never recovered and are
certainly not as strong as the Wurundjeri south of the
Great Divide. I think that making the change to the
name to have the dual recognition is a great way to
recognise and honour the cultural history of the area. I
know Uncle Roy, as one of the elders, feels very
passionately about this. Interestingly, the name Naah
Naah Dhong sounds very similar to Narbethong, which
is just up the road. I am not sure if there is a connection
there or not, but nevertheless I believe this is a great
opportunity to celebrate the culture of the Taungurung,
which sometimes gets a little bit left behind in the area.

In recent years our society has witnessed a steady
decline in volunteers due to the pressures and time
constraints of modern life. But it is groups of dedicated
local volunteers like these who our communities
inevitably depend on in times of emergency to defend
and protect us from danger and threats. So it is
heartening to see. and it is reassuring to know, that our
community possesses a group of dedicated and skilled
volunteers who are available around the clock to assist
us in the event of an emergency. I understand that the
Minister for Emergency Services has indicated that she
is committed to visiting the Broadmeadows SES team
in the near future. I ask that she makes this a priority.
The member for Broadmeadows and I will join her on
that visit.

Responses
Broadmeadows State Emergency Service unit
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate
the opportunity to raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Emergency Services. The action I seek is
that the minister join me and the member for
Broadmeadows on a visit to the Broadmeadows State
Emergency Service (SES) unit, which services both the
Moreland and Hume communities. On Monday,

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — At the
outset I say to the four members who requested it that I
will be very happy to visit their respective electorates. I
want to thank the member for Mordialloc for being a
committed advocate for his community, particularly in
the area of education. I was recently with him at
Parkdale Primary School to confirm funding in the state
budget, as we promised to deliver improvements at the
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school. He is a great advocate for education and schools
in his electorate, and I thank him for raising the issue of
Yarrabah School in Aspendale.
I am really proud of Labor’s special needs plan,
covering both capital and teacher education.
Compulsory education around special needs is part of
our special needs plan, as is the review of the program
for students with a disability, which is a specific capital
program for schools to be more inclusive, and on top of
that there is the biggest infrastructure program in the
state’s history. I thank the member for raising the needs
of Yarrabah with me. I am very happy to organise a
visit with him to get out to the school community as
quickly as possible. The needs he outlined tonight are
quite clear, and I look forward to talking with the
school community about its long-term needs.
The member for Bundoora requested a visit to
Greensborough Secondary College. I will be delighted
to join the member for Bundoora on that visit. Again he
is a strong and passionate advocate for education as the
local member, and as shadow parliamentary secretary
for education in the lead-up to the last election
campaign he was working specifically on the special
needs plan that I just mentioned. He is a great advocate
for schools in his community. We made a $10 million
commitment to Greensborough Secondary College for
a major and desperately needed upgrade to that terrific
school. We delivered $1 million in this budget to do the
planning works, and we will get on and rebuild this
school as quickly as we can. I look forward to visiting
the school with the member for Bundoora.
The member for Eltham requested a visit to St Helena
Secondary College, and I will be delighted to visit the
school with the member. She is one of a terrific group
of new members who are passionate about their
schools. I have seen that firsthand not only in terms of
her advocacy for schools such as St Helena and
Montmorency Secondary College but also in dealing
with tragedy in her community. I acknowledge the
work of the member for Eltham. As a former Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs I am really
excited about the delivery of the $2.5 million
commitment we made for the sporting precinct that will
benefit not only St Helena but also other local schools
and local sporting clubs. I look forward to visiting the
school with the member for Eltham.
Finally, the member for Sandringham raised the matter
of a visit to and a discussion with the school council at
Sandringham College. I would be delighted to visit the
school and have a great conversation with the school
council. I acknowledge that there was a commitment,
but right at the very end, in regard to Sandringham. I
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need to point out publicly that what the Beaumaris
community was campaigning for was a stand-alone,
self-governed years 7–12 secondary school. That is
what the community wanted, and that is what we will
deliver. During the election we committed $4 million
for the Beaumaris campus. In the budget we delivered
$6.5 million, and that is for stage 1. There will be works
required in future budgets to keep investing in that
school, and an Andrews Labor government will deliver
a stand-alone, self-governed school for the Beaumaris
community. I know that the community is absolutely
delighted with that outcome.
We have been working collaboratively with the
Sandringham College principal and school community.
We delivered $2 million for Sandringham College in
the budget. Curriculum choice, which the member
talked about, is going to be a central component of this.
There is great collaboration with the local schools. I
want to see a stand-alone Sandringham College, a
stand-alone Beaumaris campus and a stand-alone
Mentone Girls Secondary College working
collaboratively so that there are options available for
students at each of the schools in terms of curriculum
and extracurricular opportunities. I want to see that
continue. It is not about establishing schools that are
islands unto themselves; it will be a community that
continues to work together.
Lastly, regarding the Melbourne Cricket Club (MCC),
what I said last year in the lead-up to the election — I
said this to the principal of Sandringham College — is
that I am supportive of the proposal for a collaboration
between the MCC and local schools and the delivery of
elite and community sporting facilities, which will be
very welcome in that community. I will be positive
about it as long as it fits in with the delivery of our
commitment, which was a stand-alone 7–12 secondary
school. I think we can do that. I think we can have
delivery of our election commitment of a stand-alone
7–12 school at Beaumaris and also delivery of the
exciting MCC proposal. The government will be
working with the MCC; my department is already
working closely with it to deliver that outcome. I will
be happy to talk in more detail with the school council
at Sandringham College, and I thank the member for
raising the issue tonight.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Six other
matters were raised in the adjournment debate. The
member for Gippsland East raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport seeking that the minister visit
Bairnsdale to meet with the East Gippsland Hockey
Association. I will convey that to the minister.
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The member for Ripon raised a matter for the Minister
for Energy and Resources seeking that when
formulating the renewable energy action plan the
minister indicate how a Grattan Institute report will be
taken into account. I will convey that.
The member for Sunbury asked the Minister for
Training and Skills to tour Jacksons Hill and meet with
the Sunbury Asylum Alliance. I will convey that to the
minister.
The member for Prahran raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing seeking
that security doors be installed at all units in the public
housing estate in the block bounded by Malvern and
Surrey roads and Wicklow Lane in South Yarra that do
not have them. I will convey that.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Minister for Emergency Services seeking that the
minister join her and the member for Broadmeadows
on a visit to the Broadmeadows State Emergency
Service facility.
The member for Eildon raised a matter for the Minister
for Planning seeking that he formally recognise The
Cathedral by its Taungurung name, Naah Naah Dhong.
I will convey that to the minister.
I think this is an appropriate opportunity to mention the
fact that, as I am sure the member knows and would
approve of, on 2 May this year the government
formally commenced negotiations with the Taungurung
under the Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010. It is
the first time negotiations have commenced under that
act without there previously having been a federal
claim lodged under the Native Title Act 1993. That is a
great development. The government is absolutely
committed to reaching an agreement under state
legislation with the Taungurung about their claims.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.34 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE
Community visitors report 2013–14
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing), by leave, presented government response.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS

Birth registration
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of we, the undersigned citizens of Victoria,
draws the attention of the house, requesting assistance in our
efforts to see that babies born under 20 weeks gestation are
not recognised as a baby or a stillborn, but that they are
recognised as a miscarriage. Mothers who have endured
hours of labour and given birth prior to 20 weeks gestation,
and in many cases have held their babies, find it very
disturbing that the Victorian government does not
acknowledge these babies. The Queensland, New South
Wales and South Australian governments provide a free
service, through births, deaths and marriages, whereby
bereaved families can receive a certificate of life/loss in
honour of their babies. This certificate is not a legal document
but formally acknowledges the baby and gives these families
comfort in knowing that their loss is recognised. The
Victorian government does not provide this service to
families suffering the loss of their baby.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria immediately take the necessary steps to
have the government formally acknowledge babies born less
than 20 weeks gestation by providing the bereaved families
with the opportunity to receive a certificate of life/loss
through the Office of Births, Deaths and Marriages.

By Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (397 signatures).

Jetty Road, Rosebud
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean points
out to the house the extremely dangerous traffic conditions at
the intersection of Jetty Road, Rosebud, and the terminus of
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria in accordance with VicRoads Point
Nepean Road Study, urgently approve funding for the Jetty
Road overpass in order to relieve the congestion on local
roads at the current terminus of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (140 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Technical and Further Education Institutes: 2014 Audit
Snapshot — Ordered to be published
Victoria’s Consumer Protection Framework for Building
Construction — Ordered to be published
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Primary Return May 2015 and Summary of
Variations Notified between 18 February 2015 and 22 May
2015 — Ordered to be published.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 9 June
2015.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Save A Dog Scheme
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — This Saturday, the
Save A Dog Scheme (SADS) celebrates its 30th
anniversary — 30 years of leadership in animal welfare
and caring for animals; 30 years of a pioneering ‘no
kill’ policy that has saved countless thousands of lives.
This organisation’s mission is as simple as it is
profound: to work steadfastly for change from a culture
of killing companion animals to a culture of saving
them.
Since 1985 SADS has demonstrated that with care and
compassion and the hard work of many dedicated
volunteers, the lives of thousands of lost and abandoned
dogs and cats can be saved. In giving these gentle souls
a second chance at life, the people who bring these
animals into their homes and into their hearts have their
own lives enhanced.
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The Save A Dog Scheme was founded by the
remarkable Pam Weaver. In 2005 Pam was awarded a
Medal of the Order of Australia for her service to the
community in the field of animal welfare, particularly
through the provision of dog shelter facilities in the city
of Stonnington. Pam, supported by her husband Hugh,
and each and every volunteer who has turned the Save
A Dog Scheme into what it is today, deserves our
recognition and our thanks. I am proud to stand in the
Parliament of Victoria today and place on the record
my thanks to the Save A Dog Scheme for its wonderful
work over 30 years, especially in my electorate of
Malvern.
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neighbourhood house can meet the needs of the
community into the future. This has been long in the
making. In 2010 the funding of the new children’s
centre provided the chance to move the neighbourhood
house into the former children’s centre. I acknowledge
the former Leader of The Nationals, who put up with
my pestering and provided the funding to make this
possible. I congratulate Jan Farrell, Nikki Dunn and
board chairs Donna and Fay for their work.

Euroa StreetLife program

Geelong Gallery

Ms RYAN (Euroa) — Given the Premier has
assumed the responsibilities of the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, I would like to draw
his attention to the question mark hanging over the
StreetLife program. StreetLife was an initiative of the
previous coalition government. It provided grants to
councils and business and trader associations to support
small business and develop targeted projects to improve
the competitiveness and economic outcomes of local
shopping precincts.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — On Friday night, 15 May, I had
the pleasure of opening four new exhibitions at the
Geelong Gallery: 1915 Revisited; Framework, by
Victorian artist Lisa Young; From the River to the Sea,
by Geelong artist Lisa Wang; and the Iron Duke —
Soldier and Statesman, an exhibition on the Battle of
Waterloo.

Business Enterprise Euroa applied for a grant just prior
to the last election. More than six months later it is still
waiting to hear whether the government will grant its
request for funding. Business Enterprise Euroa is
proactively encouraging new businesses to operate in
Euroa, and among other things it is encouraging local
businesses to sell more locally produced goods and
services.

Importantly, the night also celebrated the 100th year of
the Geelong Gallery being located in its current
building, perhaps one of Geelong’s most beautiful
buildings. The gallery actually predates this building,
having been established in 1896. It was originally
housed in Geelong city hall.

Many of the local retailers in Euroa have been there for
successive generations, which is testament to the
strength and resilience of their businesses. I would ask
that the government give its speedy and favourable
consideration to the community’s application for
funding.

I take this opportunity to congratulate Terry Wills
Cooke, president of the board, and his team for the
work they do in partnership with long-serving director
Geoffrey Edwards and his dedicated staff. Geoffrey has
announced his intention to retire from his position in
April next year. There will be many chances to
celebrate his contribution, but I want to acknowledge
what a fantastic role he has played in building up that
gallery over the years he has been there.

Kyabram District Football Netball League

In conclusion, I refer to the words of Charles Darwin:
The love of all living creatures is the most noble attribute of
man.

So measured, the Save A Dog Scheme is a most noble
organisation indeed. I wish it well for its next 30 years.

Ocean Grove Community Hub
Ms NEVILLE — On Sunday, 24 May, I had the
honour of opening the Ocean Grove Community Hub,
the new home of the neighbourhood house. The
expanded and refurbished hub will give locals a
centralised facility and ensure that the Ocean Grove

Ms RYAN — My congratulations go to the
Kyabram District Football Netball League interleague
football team, which defeated Mininera district by
95 points on the weekend at Deakin Reserve in
Shepparton. The Kyabram District Football Netball
League has been on the bottom of the football
interleague ladder for some time, but this side was
considered the strongest the league has ever put
together.
The team had strong representation from the Euroa
electorate, including Merrigum coach Christian Barnett
and players from Avenel, Girgarre, Merrigum,
Murchison, Nagambie, Stanhope and Violet Town. It is
my sincere hope that Longwood will get there one day.
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Oakleigh Amateur Football Club
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I was very
honoured to be invited to take part in a fathers night at
Oakleigh Amateur Football Club — the Krushers —
which was run in conjunction with the Oakleigh
Dragons Junior Football Club. The fathers night was
organised following a recent personal tragedy suffered
by the club, something that is unfortunately all too
common in our community. All funds raised from the
evening went to beyondblue.
The night included a range of panellists, including
Carlton champion David Rhys-Jones, Monash mayor
Cr Paul Klisaris, Victorian Amateur Football
Association president Michael Hazell, Jake McCauley
from the South Metro Junior Football League and Tony
Wynd from beyondblue. The evening allowed a varied
discussion about many of the issues relating to mental
health — a topic that for men is not always easy to talk
about.
I would like to personally commend Pat Heverin and
the committee and members of both clubs for
organising the night, which I believe may become an
annual event.
It is something that I would love to see replicated at
many other footy clubs and sporting groups. Local
sporting groups are known for being a big family for
members and supporters. There is a great camaraderie,
but sometimes it can be hard to speak up or indeed
know the right thing to say or do when personal issues
get raised, including depression and suicide. Events like
this help to open the conversation.
I would like to pay tribute to the footy clubs for
showing the leadership on this very important issue. I
am very keen to bring a range of interest groups
together to further this idea in my community across a
range of other football and sporting clubs, and I
commend it to other sporting groups around Victoria.

Port capacity
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to raise my concern at the path on which this
government has embarked for the future of our ports.
Clearly under the rule of anticipation I cannot address
the bill before the house, but I do believe it is worth
looking at the history of Labor policy in this critical
area of infrastructure.
Let us cast our minds back to 1999, when the Victorian
ports strategic study was delivered to the Kennett
government on the eve of the election. This report was
critical, because the size of the vessels using our ports
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had been continuing to grow — they were growing
beyond the capacity of Port Phillip Heads. Urgent
action was essential.
We know what happened at the election, but what
happened after it? Then Premier Bracks sat on that
report for two years. When it was finally released,
another two years were wasted. What was the upshot?
The alternative to Port Phillip, Hastings, could not be
developed in time to meet the demands of international
shipping. Because of Labor’s procrastination the only
action left, if we were not to risk our maritime trade or
lose our state’s pre-eminent role in trade, was to deepen
the Port Phillip Heads.
Here we are again, only a decade on, and we have a
new Labor government confidently expecting that the
Heads will be able to sustain our trade for 50 years. The
container trade through Melbourne barely existed
50 years ago. The whole concept of container trade is
not even 60 years old. There can only be two outcomes
from this policy decision: either Melbourne will
surrender its role in trade to the rest of Australia or Port
Phillip Heads will be deepened again and again. Any
way you look at it, it is a bad decision.

Yellow Dance Spot
Ms WARD (Eltham) — As the mother of two girls,
I want to speak about the sexualisation of girls and how
as a community we can change the increasing trend to
objectify girls’ bodies. In my electorate exists a
gorgeous dance school, the Yellow Dance Spot, run by
Eltham resident Inbar Niv. Like me, Inbar is concerned
at the early age at which girls are exposed to messages
which promote the sexualisation of young bodies. This
is an everyday experience for women and girls — in
newspapers, on television, in magazines and on the
internet. It is very difficult to shield our children from
this view of women’s bodies as a commodity. As a
parent, it is an ongoing battle to explain the negative
and potentially damaging messages girls receive about
their bodies and their value.
At the Yellow Dance Spot the focus is on creativity, not
what children look like or what they wear, which is just
fantastic. Children are encouraged to be creative in the
way they dance, coming up with their own moves,
which supports and promotes the unique character of
each child. As this government makes inroads in
promoting gender equality, which we know is the root
cause of family violence, members of our
community — like Inbar — are taking a lead in
promoting confidence and self-esteem in local children,
and also ensuring that they learn to dance in an
environment which is positive and age appropriate. I
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look forward to visiting Inbar and the Yellow Dance
Spot in the next few weeks, and I congratulate her on
her work.

Public holidays
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On 12 May I was
pleased to visit the electorate of the member for Eildon
to meet with small business operators. The small
business operators I met with said that the Premier’s
decision to introduce two more public holidays — on
Easter Sunday and AFL Grand Final eve — will cost
them and other regional small businesses dearly. One
business owner said the cost impact of the Easter
Sunday public holiday on one of the busiest weekends
of the year in Mansfield would leave him no better off
than a normal weekend due to extra labour costs. He
saw no likely extra trade for the grand final eve holiday,
but is now facing a larger wages bill on the day.
Other Mansfield businesses voiced concerns that an
additional $50 000 would have to be found for these
two extra holidays. The feeling was that the grand final
eve holiday would not bring any additional business to
town, as people were more likely to stay where they
were to watch the grand final. There was also
uncertainty surrounding what businesses would or
would not be open on the day, creating confusion for
customers and potential visitors. Many businesses
expressed their thanks that in the complete absence of
any consultation from the Labor government the
member for Eildon had listened and brought their plight
to attention.

Peninsula North Men’s Shed
Mr BURGESS — On 15 May I was pleased to join
members of the Baxter community at the official
opening of the new Peninsula North Men’s Shed by the
mayor of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, Bev
Columb.

Luke Batty Foundation
Mr BURGESS — On 19 May I was invited by the
Hastings Football Netball Club to attend an evening
with Rosie Batty to discuss the issue of family violence
on behalf of the Luke Batty Foundation. Rosie formed
the Luke Batty Foundation, named after her son, in
February 2014 after his life was ended by his father.
The foundation was set up with the goal of raising
funds to support women and children affected by the
trauma of family violence.
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Castlemaine State Festival
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I have spoken
in this house on many occasions about the very
successful Castlemaine State Festival. I have also
spoken about how the festival is a community event
that brings together many people from different arts and
entertainment areas across regional Victoria, interstate
and internationally, as well as school students,
volunteers and community members. It is a festival that
Castlemaine is very proud of and one that stands out
among regional festivals across Australia. Sadly, last
week arts organisations around the country received a
late email from Tony Grybowski, CEO of the Australia
Council, advising that the six-year funding program
will not proceed past the expressions of interest stage
and that their June funding round will not proceed at all.
The federal Liberal budget and Senator George Brandis
have effectively cut the Australia Council off at the
knees.
The impact of this news is extremely concerning for the
Castlemaine State Festival, which last year received
notification of six years of funding for three festivals.
Now it is faced with the prospect that this funding may
be withdrawn. The loss of federal funding to the
Castlemaine State Festival will have a significant
impact on and negative implications for the
organisation and associated artists and communities.
While communities across regional Victoria, like
Castlemaine, will benefit from the $20 million state
Labor government regional arts and creativity fund,
they now face great uncertainty about funding from the
federal Liberal government, which is determined to see
the arts and creative industries in Victoria crumble. This
is outrageous, and I condemn the federal government
and Senator George Brandis for this attack on regional
festivals, regional artists and regional communities.

Melbourne livability
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — The year 2014
marked the fourth year in a row Melbourne has been
named the world’s most livable city, but what are the
ingredients of livability? I think it describes a city built
with people in mind, one with robust public transport
and bike paths, open green space, public art, places for
commerce and entertainment, and which protects our
heritage.
The danger we face in Melbourne is that we will have a
city built by and for property developers, where
apartments are as small and towers as tall as
engineering allows and where the basic infrastructure
for community needs is ignored and public space is
sacrificed for developer profits every time. I am calling
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on the government to take several actions with
immediate effect to preserve the livability of
Melbourne. The first is to immediately bring in
minimum apartment standards. Without immediate
standards the Fishermans Bend development and many
others currently being fast-tracked by the government
will go ahead using the old system, resulting in the
building of yet more poorly designed apartments.
Next the government must reinstate notice and appeal
rights for residents living in the CBD, remove the right
of the Minister for Planning to approve developments
over 25 000 square metres and remove the Melbourne
City Council gerrymander, where businesses are given
two votes while residents are given only one.
Importantly, the government must also ban political
donations from property developers. Victoria has some
of the weakest rules about political donations in the
Western world, and this must change. As the member
for Melbourne, I am fighting to preserve what makes
this city great. This government must make sure
planning laws and regulations build a city for people,
not for property developers.

Wick Studios
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — On 17 May I had the pleasure of joining
musicians, songwriters and the live music community
in the relaunch of Wick Studios in Brunswick. With
Brunswick recently taking the mantle as home to the
most songwriters in Australia, it is certainly apt that we
have had the reopening of this state-of-the-art music
space. We love our live music in Brunswick; we love
the creativity, we love the diversity, we love the
entertainment and we love being home to such an
artistic community. Wick Studios really is outstanding.
It has 15 rooms, with two recording studios across
three buildings. It has undergone a $2.5 million
refurbishment after being damaged by flood and will
provide artists with the skills and networking
opportunities necessary for them to take their music to
the world and to be able to rent recording spaces and
rehearsal spaces at record low cost. My congratulations
in the warmest possible way go to Glenn Scott, Dan
Corless and the team at Wick Studios on their
significant commitment to the Brunswick music scene,
and indeed to Melbourne’s live music scene, as we
know that Melbourne is the capital of live music in
Australia.

Brunswick Secondary College
Ms GARRETT — The other great news for the
local community in Brunswick is that there will be a
special relationship between students from Brunswick
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Secondary College and Wick Studios to help students
gain the skills they need when the school gets the
$10 million refurbishment committed to by the Labor
government budget.

Gippsland rail services
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The Andrews
government’s total disregard for Gippsland V/Line
commuters was exposed once again last week during
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings by
the Minister for Public Transport. When questioned
about the duplication of the line between Longwarry
and Bunyip, the minister made it very clear that Labor
still does not have a plan to improve the V/Line service
between Melbourne and Gippsland. The commuters on
this line will not be fooled by attempts to blame the
coalition government for the ongoing problems they
experience daily.
Labor had 11 years between 1999 and 2010 to fix the
infrastructure and provide the extra rolling stock to
ensure that the Gippsland line would cope with the
steadily increasing population growth occurring even
back then along the Dandenong-Cranbourne corridor
and now happening in West Gippsland. In 2006 the
Bracks government dropped Gippsland off the regional
rail link project that would have given V/Line its own
dedicated line into the city, just like Geelong, Ballarat
and Bendigo now have. The Labor government of that
time treated Gippsland commuters like second-class
citizens, and that continues under the Andrews
government.
In stark contrast, the coalition government in just four
short years developed a comprehensive plan and
committed to fund and deliver that plan. The
duplication of the line between Bunyip and Longwarry,
an extra flagship service in the morning and afternoon
peaks, and extra rolling stock were promised with the
$178 million upgrade of the Gippsland line as well as
the $2.5 billion plan to upgrade the
Dandenong-Cranbourne corridor. Once again we have
a Labor government that persists in trying to spin its
way out of inaction as it continues to take the good
people of Gippsland for granted.

State parks and reserves management plan
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to report
that on a trip to Portland on Monday I was able to meet
with many people when the innovative state plan that
takes a fresh approach to managing more than
140 parks, reserves and Indigenous-owned properties in
the far south-west was launched at the Mount Clay
State Forest. I pay particular tribute to Damein Bell,
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CEO, Gunditjmara Traditional Owners Corporation, for
the leadership he has shown and the hard work of the
Indigenous community in Portland for the way in
which its members have been able to bring this
statewide first plan to fruition. At the launch on
Monday, Mr Bell said one tangible benefit of the plan is
that professional tour operators are being invited to
submit plans for a wide range of tours in Mount Eccles
National Park, a Budj Bim cultural site, with operations
up and running, hopefully by the end of the year.
Mr Bell said, ‘We want to see how tours can happen, as
well as looking at other activities. We will also examine
how we can respond to climate change on traditional
lands’.
Parks Victoria CEO, Dr Bill Jackson, also said that we
have strong Indigenous involvement in land
management in Gippsland, the Goldfields and along the
Murray but that this plan is a special example of getting
through challenges because of the goodwill of all
parties involved. This fresh approach looks at country
and natural ecosystems in developing strategies for
management which take a practical approach that
recognises both the purpose of the parks and reserves
and the role of the Gunditjmara traditional owners in
managing these special areas. I again commend them
all on their work and their leadership, and I hope this
spurs on further great work across Victoria’s state
parks.

Bay West port proposal
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — The legislation
introduced into the house yesterday to facilitate the sale
of the port of Melbourne exposed one of the greatest
hoaxes perpetrated by the Labor Party on the people of
the Geelong region during the 2014 election
campaign — that is, Bay West. In what can be
described only as a mirage in the desert, Labor Party
members told the people of Geelong that they would
build Bay West instead of the port of Hastings as
Victoria’s second container port. The people have been
conned. Now, having won the election, the Andrews
Labor government is seeking to lock Victoria into
having only one container port, being the port of
Melbourne, for the next 50 years.
The members for Lara, Bellarine and Geelong all
continually trumpeted Bay West as a jobs saviour for
Geelong. This was done in order to deceive people into
voting for them. They tugged at the heartstrings of
workers who have been or will be retrenched from
Alcoa, Ford and Blue Circle as well as other workers in
Geelong. On 11 December 2012 the member for Lara
said this in the house:
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The Bay West port proposal is a policy of the Labor
opposition … The Bay West port proposal by Victorian
Labor will give surety and confidence for the future to
Geelong residents. By locating the new port in the Bay West
area, major infrastructure investments will be assured. Not
only will there be many jobs created at the port itself, there
will also be many jobs created during the building …

While the member for Lara has deceived and conned
the people of Geelong, its business community and its
council, Bay West has now been exposed as nothing
but another Labor lie.

Family violence
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — On 20 May I was pleased
to co-host, with the member for Broadmeadows and the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence, a
forum on family violence. I thank the member for
Broadmeadows and his electorate officers for
organising the forum. It was a terrific event. Family
violence has a devastating impact on communities right
across the state. I was alarmed to learn that women who
are disabled, pregnant or speak a language other than
English are more likely to be exposed to instances of
family violence. This should not be acceptable to any of
us.
There is no community that is shielded from the impact
of family violence, but I note the horrific statistics for
the Hume City Council local government area, in which
my electorate is located, with more than 6 out of every
10 instances of assault-related offences in 2014 being
related to family violence. This is a community
problem. David Morrison, the former Chief of Army,
said, ‘The standard you walk past is the standard you
accept’. We cannot walk past this problem knowing the
devastating impact it has. I mention David Morrison
because of the perception by many at the forum that
family violence is seen as a private problem. This
alarming attitude of course only serves the abuser and
hurts the victim. The end result is that family violence
thrives. I thank all involved for participating in the
forum. I have put in my submission on behalf of the
community and I hope others do the same.

Crossway LifeCare
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — Recently I had the
pleasure of attending the Crossway LifeCare Bright &
Glorious Ball. It was a fantastic night, providing an
opportunity not only to celebrate the great work being
undertaken by the LifeCare team but also to raise some
much-needed funds for ongoing programs. I
congratulate Pastor Toby Baxter and his team of staff
and volunteers on the outstanding work they are doing
to assist people in our community who are experiencing
challenging times. I also thank Pastor Dale Stephenson
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and the members of Crossway Baptist Church who
support this very valuable and highly regarded local
community service in my electorate.

East Burwood Tennis Club
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure to recently attend
the East Burwood Tennis Club to celebrate the
completion of the resurfacing of three of its synthetic
tennis courts. The club is a vibrant and growing local
tennis club, with great demand for its courts. The court
resurfacing was funded in part by a $50 000 grant by
the former coalition state government, and I was
delighted to be able to try out one of the new courts on
my recent visit. I congratulate and thank those involved
in organising this project, in particular club president
Colin Jeffery and other committee and club members.

Benwerrin Kindergarten
Mr ANGUS — I was very pleased to attend the
Benwerrin Kindergarten recently to celebrate the
opening of the preschool’s newest playground addition,
a Balinese hut. This hut is a great new addition to the
preschool’s playground facilities and was partially
funded by a $10 000 grant from the former coalition
state government. I congratulate and thank those
involved in organising this project, in particular
preschool director Toni Lepore, committee members
and other volunteers who worked hard to see this
project completed.

BlueCross Livingstone Gardens
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the open day at BlueCross Livingstone
Gardens, a new aged-care residence located in Vermont
South in my electorate of Forest Hill. This new facility
will eventually provide accommodation and care for
150 residents and employment for more than
100 people. The completion of this major local project
will provide additional residential options for eastern
suburbs residents for many years to come. I
congratulate the management of BlueCross and all
involved in this project on the completion of this great
new building and wish all new residents well as they
settle into the local area.

Ambulance services
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On Wednesday,
29 April, I joined the Minister for Health and Minister
for Ambulance Services; the member for Macedon,
who is the Parliamentary Secretary for Health; and the
member for Yuroke at a local forum discussing
ambulance services in our region. The forum was held
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in the Blue Room of the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure
Centre and was extremely well attended. People came
from Craigieburn, Roxburgh Park, Gisborne, Macedon,
Woodend and of course Sunbury, to name just a few.
There were a number of paramedics and local
healthcare professionals in the room, as well as
members of the community, all of whom are very
concerned about the ambulance crisis that has
developed over the past four years.
One thing that shone through at this forum was that the
previous government left ambulance services in
disarray. They are stretched to the limit. Paramedics are
under severe stress, and the Victorian community is at a
loss as to what to do. While paramedics lost faith in the
former government, people lost faith in their ambulance
services. At the forum the minister reported that the war
on paramedics is over and that this government will
stand side by side with our ambulance services to help
them do the very difficult job we the community rely
on day in and day out. I thank the minister for attending
the forum, and I thank all of those local community
members and healthcare professionals who came out on
a cold night to show just how much they care about this
extremely important issue.

McDonald’s Mount Waverley
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to
congratulate McDonald’s Mount Waverley on the
recently completed upgrade of the restaurant. The
upgrade included significant plant and equipment
upgrades, and the refurbishment will allow for more
service offerings. The upgrade generated direct and
indirect job opportunities throughout the project, and it
will provide ongoing jobs for local residents. Well done
to owner-operator Bob May and manager Cameron
Barnett on their continued efforts to generate better
economic and leisure opportunities for Mount
Waverley residents. I recognise the tremendous efforts
of all those investing in our district and providing jobs
for residents.

Early childhood literacy
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I highlight
my concerns regarding a proposal to restrict bedtime
stories being read by parents to children. The ABC has
questioned whether parents should read to their children
before bedtime, claiming it could give some kids an
unfair advantage over less fortunate children. I reject
this bizarre left-wing nonsense from the
taxpayer-funded national broadcaster, which also seems
to be on the increase in Victoria, and encourage all
residents to read to their children and support childhood
reading wherever possible.
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Child discipline
Mr GIDLEY — I rise to defend the right of parents
to discipline their children with a smack every now and
then if they feel it is appropriate as a means of
controlling behaviour. A proposal to have governments
ban the smacking of children was recently outlined at
the annual meeting of the Royal Australasian College
of Physicians in Cairns. Not only is there nothing
wrong with a parent giving their children the occasional
smack, but any suggestion of the state outlawing such a
practice shows a lack of understanding of and respect
for this unique and crucial relationship.

Taradale Primary School
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Last Friday I popped
into the Market Building in Castlemaine to see the
handiwork of the Taradale Primary School children,
who had created a big red beanie for the Castlemaine
Country Women’s Association of Victoria Beanie
Affair exhibit and market. The children’s skill in
knitting, weaving, sewing, felting, crocheting and
embroidery was on display in their fantastical creation.
Taradale Primary School is enjoying a resurgence
under the leadership of principal Chris Burgess,
supported by the hard work of the member for Bendigo
West and the Minister for Education, who under the
previous government joined with the local community
and fought to keep the school alive.
Taradale is everything you would expect from a small
primary school and more. It is much loved by its local
community. Whole-of-school activities like
participating in Beanie Affair and Stephanie
Alexander’s kitchen garden program, maintaining an
orchard and preparing a cooked lunch every Thursday
are integral to the school education program.
Before-school and after-school care and family day care
on site mean commuting families and others know
children will get the care they need at Taradale. I
congratulate the teaching staff — principal Chris,
Michelle Law and Lee-Anne Callaway — and office
manager Jill Henderson, as well as the parent
community. I also thank them for the lovely invitation
to join them for lunch. I look forward to attending soon.

All Aboard Shepparton
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — This morning, along
with the mayor of the shire of Mitchell, Rodney Parker,
I met with the member for Shepparton; the mayor of
Shepparton, Dennis Patterson; Cr Wendy Buck from
Moira Shire Council; and around 100 travellers from
Greater Shepparton and Moira shires, who had all risen
well before dawn to catch the slow train to Melbourne
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as part of the All Aboard Shepparton campaign. Many,
including Mayor Patterson, were still in their pyjamas.
I was pleased to serve breakfast, including a range of
muffins, Anzac biscuits, choc-chip cookies, tea and
coffee, to the determined All Aboard Shepparton
campaigners. Community leaders, including the
Committee for Greater Shepparton, school and
university students, tourism operators and retirees were
all aboard.
Shepparton rail services have lagged well behind those
of other regional cities, and it is reassuring indeed that
the city now has a fabulous MP who is dedicated and
determined to take this message to the state
government. I am glad that the Minister for Public
Transport will be meeting with the group later today
here in the Parliament.
Rail improvements to the Shepparton line would also
greatly benefit the Yan Yean electorate, especially the
communities of Wallan and Donnybrook. I thank
Mayor Parker for backing me up by supplying milk this
morning. Improvements to this line will be great not
only for members of my community who wish to travel
into town but also for tourism and jobs. They will also
assist with education by providing access to La Trobe
University and TAFEs. Students in Wallan would
greatly benefit from this reverse travel to Shepparton.

Berwick Lodge Primary School
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak about the fact that just this
week I visited Berwick Lodge Primary School, which is
located in what was formerly the electorate of Narre
Warren South. It is a wonderful school, and during my
visit I went on the school’s radio program.
We have the pleasure of having students from the
school in the gallery today. They are a wonderful group
of students, and obviously they have fantastic teachers.
On the day of my visit I was interviewed by Alma,
Georgie, Dimitri, Josh and Zac. I will say that being
interviewed by those young people was harder than
being on with Jon Faine or Neil Mitchell! They asked
some pretty challenging questions about what it is like
to be in Parliament, and they showed great interest in
our democracy. They understand exactly how our
democracy works.
On the day we had the pleasure — and the maybe
Minister for Education can take this on board — of
proposing legislation that there will be no more
homework in Victoria. That is a fantastic policy to take
forward on behalf of the school! It was quite
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interesting. We spoke about party politics, not just
about what happens inside the chamber but also about
the decisions that are made inside party rooms, about
how the democratic process starts. Of course we did not
talk about what happens inside the party room. We
focused on how democracy starts and the fact we have
discussions inside party rooms. It was a pleasure to see
that these young people understand how our democracy
works and how important it is. Can I say, and I know
the Deputy Speaker would join me in this, that I
welcome them here today to our chamber — a place
where all Victorians are welcome. I know the students
will take away even more than they have learnt so far.

Marriage equality
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Early Sunday
morning I received a text from a constituent of mine
named Bill. Bill is in his 70s, and earlier this year Bill
lost his soulmate and life partner, Bob. They shared
41 years together. Bill texted me to say what a fantastic
day it was because he woke up to the news that the
people of Ireland had voted in favour of marriage
equality. He said it was too late for him and Bob, but
that did not diminish the overwhelming feeling of joy
he felt that a country like Ireland had voted decisively
in favour of marriage equality, with nearly 2 to 1 voting
yes in the public referendum.
Bill told me that he and Bob could have been married in
the United Kingdom, but they chose not to. They
wanted to be legally married in their adopted country of
Australia. He asked me:
When will Australia’s Parliament reflect the views of the
majority of Australians? When will Australia’s Parliament
show the kind of leadership that is needed to right a wrong, a
wrong which sees discrimination against so many of our own
citizens by refusing them the right to marry the person they
love?
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access to hospitals, they know they are dealing with a
federal government that is, by stealth, attempting to
attack universal health care.
In the federal budget handed down two weeks ago the
Abbott government locked in a $17.7 billion cut from
Victoria’s hospitals over the next 10 years. Those cuts
will have a devastating effect on hospitals, on the
community, on primary healthcare providers and on the
very hardworking professionals who work throughout
our health services to save lives every day. But it is
more than that. Those cuts will have a devastating
impact on Victorians who are sick and who need health
care and treatment, because you simply cannot rip
$17.7 billion out of our healthcare system and expect
there not to be any consequences.
That is not all the federal government did. In speaking
to this motion I not only want to discuss the impact of
the $17.7 billion cuts to health services right across the
state, I also want to talk about the federal government’s
deep cuts to other important parts of the healthcare
system, such as cuts to our dental services, to
preventive health and to health programs that support
some of our most disadvantaged members of the
community. I have had many great privileges over
recent months, but one of the greatest privileges was
travelling around the state visiting health services and
meeting with patients and their families. I have met
families celebrating the most joyful moments of their
lives — the birth of a new child, for example, or those
who are deeply grateful to be recovering from an
illness.

That this house condemns the Prime Minister and the federal
health minister for their $17.7 billion in savage cuts to
Victoria’s hospitals over the next decade, and for other
measures that will disadvantage Victorians, including dental,
preventive health, Indigenous and medical research programs
and investments.

I have also met patients experiencing their most painful
moments, when they are diagnosed with a very difficult
disease and are in deep pain. I have met those who are
experiencing great new trauma and their families who
are attempting to assist them in recovering from it. In
short, our health system sees us at our best and at our
worst, and the healthcare system and the people who
comprise it — the wonderful doctors, nurses, allied
health workers, paramedics, those who feed us and deal
with the washing and everything in the health
service — play an incredibly vital role in our lives.
They deliver our children, they support us through
illness, they relieve our pain and deal with our grief.
Few other public institutions play such a critical role,
and it is a matter of great honour to be the Minister for
Health in this state.

Australians value their healthcare system. They value a
universal healthcare system, and they value investment
in and protection of their healthcare system. When they
see a federal government attempting to wind back
investment in things like their access to GPs and their

Therefore I feel a tremendous sense of responsibility in
this role and a sense of stewardship. We want to leave
our health system in a better position than the one we
found it in, so we will not let it be ruthlessly attacked by
the federal government. We will stand up for both

Well said, Bill.
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quality and affordable health care. This matter is
fundamental to the values of the Labor Party. It is
fundamental to my values, and it is a fundamental value
that motivates and drives the Andrews Labor
government. A strong public health system is a critical
element of a fair society. If we are serious about
building a fair society, one that puts people first, then
we must have the best quality health system and one
that is accessible to all, irrespective of how much
money you earn and irrespective of any position of
privilege you hold. That does not just mean treating a
person when they are sick; it is about investing to keep
people well and about investing in prevention.
That is not just a matter of fairness and equality; it is a
matter of good economic sense. We need to get in on
the ground floor when it comes to early intervention
and investment in prevention, and by investing in
prevention we save enormous amounts of money that
would otherwise be spent at a later stage on
intervention at the acute level. Investing in prevention is
one of the best investments governments can make, yet
the most recent budget handed down by the Abbott
federal government not only betrayed the values of
equity and fairness, but it made bad economic sense.
The federal government’s cuts to hospital funding and
to programs for some of our most disadvantaged
communities are reflective not just of a mean-spirited
government, but of one that is irresponsible.
Over the past few months I have spoken about the
$13.6 billion cuts to our hospitals over the next
10 years. That $13.6 billion was revealed when the
midyear economic and fiscal outlook was handed down
towards the end of last year. We thought that was bad
enough, and in response to that projected cut health
services, health workers and patients all exhibited their
deep concern about the impact that those cuts would
have. It will result in dramatic cuts to our health
services.
Health workers and patients were telling me and they
were telling the Abbott government very clearly that
they were worried about how they would be able to
continue to access health services. They were telling me
that if we made those cuts, they would have to cut
services and cutting services would compromise care.
Then we saw some great hope put out there by
Mr Abbott. He started to say that the forthcoming
federal budget would be a kinder, gentler budget. He
started saying that he might start to address some of
these issues, and perhaps we were naive to take him at
his word.
What happened? On the night that Mr Abbott handed
down his budget he revealed that he had not reversed
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any of those cuts but had in fact deepened them. He had
deepened the cuts to take an extra $47 million away
from Victorian hospitals compared to last year’s
midyear economic and fiscal outlook. That means the
cuts in previous budgets and the budget update are
going deeper into the future. If Tony Abbott remains
Prime Minister — and that would be a great threat to
the health and wellbeing of Victorians — $17.7 billion
will be cut from Victoria’s public hospitals over the
next decade.
I know that $17.7 billion is a huge number. It is often
difficult to comprehend what that would mean, so let us
put it into perspective. It would mean the equivalent of
2.9 million fewer elective surgeries. It would mean the
equivalent of 32 million dialysis sessions. This will
impact upon the ability of Victorians to access health
care, and what would it mean for the services based on
their current funding model? What would it mean for
our hospitals?
We have done some modelling. Mr Abbott’s
$17.7 billion cuts will mean that Monash Health will
lose $2.2 billion over the next 10 years. It will mean
that Alfred Health will lose $1.39 billion over the next
10 years. It will mean that Eastern Health will lose
$1.33 billion over the next 10 years. It will mean that
Melbourne Health will lose $1.32 billion over the next
10 years. It will mean that Austin Health will lose
$1.11 billion over the next decade. And our hospitals in
regional Victoria are not immune; they will also be hard
hit.
It will mean that Barwon Health will lose $840 million
over the next decade. It will mean that Bendigo Health
will lose $476 million. It will mean Ballarat Health
Services will lose $455 million. It will mean Seymour
Health, which is a fantastic health service that I had the
opportunity to visit last week, will lose nearly
$26 million over the next 10 years.
Then we have our small rural hospitals. They will be
devastated by these cuts. These are health services with
the least capacity to deal with such savage cuts. It will
mean that rural health services like Beaufort & Skipton
Health Service will lose $10.5 million. It will mean that
Boort District Health will lose $5.4 million. It will
mean Alpine Health will lose $26.8 million.
These cuts are not just outrageous in their magnitude,
they are breathtakingly duplicitous, because we
remember before the last federal election the coalition
issued its health policy, and its health policy says:
A coalition government will support the transition to the
commonwealth providing 50 per cent growth funding of the
efficient price of hospital services as proposed.
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Mr Abbott has broken that promise. Mr Abbott
promised to increase funding to public hospitals, but
instead he has cut funding to public hospitals. These
cuts will permeate every health service in Victoria, and
they will have a devastating impact on the ability of
patients to access care.
The Abbott government has also remained steadfast on
its decision to walk away from key components of the
national partnership agreement on improving public
hospitals. Under those cuts Victoria has lost millions to
support improving access to emergency care, elective
surgery and subacute beds, and all of those cuts come
on top of the $1 billion that was cut by the coalition
state government. They will have an incredibly
detrimental impact on our hospitals. They will see
Victorians wait even longer in emergency departments,
they will see Victorians wait even longer for their
elective surgery and they will see services reduced.
In stark contrast to the Liberal approach, this
government’s approach has been to make a very
passionate investment in health. In this year’s budget
we have invested a further $2.1 billion over the next
four years, including $970 million extra for hospitals to
meet increased patient demand. We are investing more
than three times the amount that those opposite invested
in health capital in their last budget. There is
$560 million for new and upgraded hospitals. We are
building the Western Women’s and Children’s Hospital
in Sunshine, we are expanding the Werribee Mercy
Hospital and we are providing $106 million to expand
Casey Hospital.
In Ferntree Gully we are investing $20 million to
provide an intensive care unit and a short-stay unit at
Angliss Hospital. We will expand Moorabbin Hospital
with $16.2 million for additional magnetic resonance
imaging and computed tomography machines and
11 new outpatient specialist consulting suites. These
investments will make a difference.
We have provided $10 million to expand the
cardiovascular service at Ballarat Health Services to
build, develop and equip a new cardiac catheterisation
laboratory. We have also invested $20 million for
ambulance capital works, including the rebuilding of
nine existing branches, and we will build a new branch
at Wendouree. These are just some of the investments
we are making — and this is our first budget. We are a
Labor government, and investing in health is in our
DNA. We will have more to come.
It shows Victorians that we care about their health and
that we think all Victorians should have access to
health, irrespective of what is in their bank account or
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whether they live in the suburbs, the inner city, the
regions or rural Victoria. We are motivated by the
values of fairness and equity. We believe everyone
should have the right to access affordable quality health
care close to their homes. There is no doubt it will be
incredibly challenging to deliver health services in light
of the Liberal Party’s vicious cuts. I know Victorian
health services are very worried about the future
funding shortfalls that may result from these cuts. We
will do everything we can, but we simply cannot plug a
$17.7 billion hole produced at the hands of Tony
Abbott and the federal Liberal government. We will
fight these cuts all the way.
But what have we heard from those opposite? What
have we heard in terms of standing up for Victorians
and their ability to access health care? The opposition
has said only one thing about the federal government’s
savage cuts. I quote from the Sunraysia Daily of 2 May,
in which the shadow health minister is quoted as
saying:
… the federal government had given notice a year ago of its
intention to scale back funding …

What a roar in terms of standing up for our health
system from those opposite! It is simply not acceptable
for them to roll over and say okay to these health cuts. I
can tell you, Deputy Speaker, that we will not. We will
stand up and fight as Victorians expect us to. We will
not let the Abbott government get away with a
cost-shift to consumers that will have a negative impact
on their ability to access healthcare services.
The Abbott government’s determination to walk away
from its obligation to invest in health is also evident in
the cuts it has made to the national partnership
agreement on preventive health. It has resulted in the
loss of funding to a terrific program called Healthy
Together Victoria. This program is a partnership of
state and local governments, hospitals, non-government
organisations, businesses and the community. It brings
together a range of important programs with the aim of
improving people’s health where they live, where they
learn, where they work and where they play, in our
schools and in our local communities.
One of these programs, the Healthy Together
Achievement program, helps organisations to create
healthy environments by providing advice and
resources about better health. That may include things
like sun protection, mental health, physical activity and
wellbeing. More than one in four Victorian children
currently participate in this important program, and
more than 300 000 Victorian workers currently
participate in this program at over 780 workplaces.
These are incredibly important programs, and the
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commonwealth has simply walked away from them.
Last year in the federal budget the coalition government
indicated that it was cutting that program.
It is not often that I doff my hat to my predecessor, the
former Minister for Health, David Davis, but in this
circumstance I will say that he at least got on the phone
to the federal government and begged it not to cut this
program. I have been advised that the then federal
Minister for Health, Peter Dutton, said he would see
what he could do to keep that funding going, and
stakeholders were advised that everything was going to
be okay.
In the dying days of the last state government a
document called a request for tender was put to the
Victorian government for $30 million to help support
the ongoing investment in Healthy Together Victoria.
Then the government in Victoria changed, and in
January this year I wrote to my federal counterpart
seeking an update around this funding. I sought a
meeting with the federal Minister for Health, Sussan
Ley, and raised the issue with her, but we received no
commitment. The only advice we were given is that
they would consider it in the context of the forthcoming
federal budget. But, disappointingly, on budget night
there was no funding for Healthy Together Victoria, as
many were led to expect. I can only assume this was a
decision about politics and not about prevention. Sadly
it will be the communities of Bendigo, Cardinia,
Dandenong, Geelong, Hume, Knox, Latrobe, Mildura,
Whittlesea, Wodonga, Wyndham and Central
Goldfields that will suffer, because investing in
prevention reduces the long-term toll of disease on our
communities.
The Andrews Labor government has made, does make
and will continue to make significant investments in
prevention. We see that in our 2015–16 budget, and we
will look at what more we can do to save parts of the
programs under Healthy Together Victoria, but I cannot
mislead those communities or the house. The Abbott
government’s abandonment of the national partnership
agreement on preventive health has ripped vital funding
away from this project, which will have a detrimental
effect on the health and wellbeing of Victorians.
The Abbott government’s attack on our health system
does not stop there. The dental health program that
delivers publicly funded dental services to those who
have the most limited access to dental care, including
children, pregnant women, Indigenous people,
refugees, people facing homelessness and people
registered as clients of mental health services and
disability services, has been ruthlessly cut by the
Abbott government. Under the partnership agreement
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Victoria was supposed to receive $220 million over
three years. But what did we see in this year’s budget?
Initially the federal government said it was going to
defer it, but what we saw was $181 billion cut from our
public dental services. That means 214 000 Victorians
will have to wait even longer to access public dental
services, if they access those services at all. We know
that poor oral health, once ignored, leads to people who
are in unbearable pain ending up in our emergency
departments. The federal government has cut
$181 million from our public dental services, yet we
hear absolutely nothing from those opposite.
If that is not enough for them, the Abbott government
then took its axe to the funding of child dental benefits
as well. The child dental benefits scheme is a
means-tested scheme that support’s children aged
between 2 and 17 years. It covers basic dental treatment
and preventive health treatment. It provides
$1000 worth of basic dental care per child every two
years, and since that program started it has helped
hundreds and thousands of children across the country.
But the commonwealth government is refusing to
confirm whether or not it will continue to fund that
program. Cutting public dental funding, particularly for
the most vulnerable of people, is not just bad social
policy and bad health policy; it is bad economic policy.
But the cuts do not end there. This year’s federal budget
has also seen the cruel axing of the Healthy Kids
Check. Since 2008 children between the ages of three
and five have been able to go to a GP for basic health
checks. These checks determine whether they have a
hearing impediment, a speech impediment, language or
behavioural issues or health concerns that may impede
their progress as they develop. These checks mean their
families can identify potential developmental problems
before the children start school and look at options for
early intervention.
What did the Abbott government — the supposed
champion of family values — do in this most recent
federal budget? It told families right across the country,
including those in this state, that they are on their own,
because the Healthy Kids Check will no longer be
covered by a Medicare rebate. This is just another
senseless cut with absolutely no policy justification.
This week is National Reconciliation Week, and at the
start of the week we heard members from all sides of
this chamber talk about the importance of supporting
our Indigenous populations. Here in Victoria we have
an Aboriginal population of about 47 000 people, about
0.09 per cent of our population. Our Aboriginal
population is young and growing, with more than
45 per cent aged 20 years or younger. We all know —
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and no-one in this house requires persuasion — that the
challenges involved in closing the gap, particularly
when it comes to Aboriginal people, are very
significant. Aboriginal people are more likely than any
other people in this country to experience incredibly
poor outcomes. We know that Aboriginal children are
twice as likely to die in their first years as are
non-Aboriginal children. The sudden infant death
syndrome rate among Aboriginal infants is higher.
Aboriginal maternal death rates are higher. All of the
health outcomes of Aboriginal people are worse. That is
why programs such as the Koori maternity services
program are so important.
The Koori maternity services program, the national
partnership agreement on Indigenous teenage sexual
and reproductive health and the young parent support
program are programs that have made a difference. All
the evidence says those programs have fundamentally
improved health outcomes for young Indigenous
Victorians, including sexual and reproductive health,
and have improved maternity and birthing services —
and they have done it for reasonably small amounts of
money. What happened in this year’s federal budget? I
am appalled to advise the house that the federal
government decided to axe such an important program
as the Koori maternity services program. This will have
an untold impact on those who rely on the program,
which has been incredibly important in efforts to close
the gap in relation to Aboriginal health. Despite that,
the Abbott government has cut the funding for it.
The Abbott government has also walked away from the
funding for Indigenous teenage sexual and reproductive
health. That will see funding cuts to Wulumperi, the
Aboriginal sexual health unit at the Melbourne Sexual
Health Centre. That unit is doing terrific things, but
now its funding has been cut. It was the only dedicated
program for best practice sexual health interventions for
young Aboriginal people. It has been making a
difference, yet the federal government has decided, in
all of its wisdom, to cut it.
Since coming to government we have been lobbying
the federal government about these important
programs. We know the cut in this funding will mean a
significant reduction in access to culturally appropriate
services. There are more and more examples of these
savage cuts and of how they will make it difficult for
families to get the treatment they need.
Another one — and sometimes it is the small things
that really count in people’s lives — is the inborn error
of metabolism food grant. This grant supports people
with rare metabolic diseases. They are provided a small
amount to help them buy necessary medications and
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supplements. The grant is received by only about
1000 people. It is a blip on the federal Treasury books,
but it is an essential source of funds for people who
have that condition. Mr Abbott decided he would cut
that as well. What makes it worse is that those
1000 people were not even told about this and found
out only by reading the budget papers. I am continually
astounded by the ability of the members of the Abbott
government to so nonchalantly shrug their shoulders at
the Australian people, including Victorians, and
effectively say, ‘We simply don’t care about these
cuts’.
After last year’s disastrous federal budget, when
Mr Abbott forecast he would deliver us a kinder,
gentler budget, we can understand why people were so
concerned about the federal health budget. We saw the
ongoing backflips and somersaults around the Medicare
GP co-payment. That was quite an astounding policy
development process to watch. We thought the federal
government had received the message that Australians,
including Victorians, consider universal access to
healthcare services a mainstream value, one they do not
want governments to remove or make the subject of
brutal cuts. That is because we do not want to live in a
community, in a state or indeed in a country that
reflects some of our international comparators. We do
not want to live in a country where how much money
you earn determines what access to health care you get.
Australians very forcefully told the Abbott government
that when it tried to mess with our Medicare system.
We thought the government might have learnt the
lesson. It seems not, however. It seems we are going to
have to continue to tell it that.
The Andrews Labor government will continue to invest
in health, but it is not going to cop a $17.7 billion cut to
the health system and roll over and say it is okay. We
are going to take the fight up on behalf of our
community. We are going to tell Mr Abbott we will not
allow our state to become one where people do not get
access to health care, where we do not invest in
prevention, where children are forced to go without
primary dental care and where children’s learning and
speech impediments and development delays are not
diagnosed at an early age, thereby denying them the
opportunity to have early access to relevant sorts of
programs. We are not going to enable our health system
to be the subject of brutal, stealth-ridden cuts.
Before the last election, Tony Abbott stood before all
Australians and promised he would not cut the health
budget. He has broken that promise, and he has broken
it in every single health budget since that point in time.
We need partnership, however, in taking up this fight.
We need people to stand up for Victoria. We need
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people to be Victorians first and politicians last — and
the deafening silence from those on the other side of
this chamber is an absolute shame.
The challenge for those who sit on the opposite side of
the chamber is whether or not they too are going to
stand up for the Victorian health system. Do they think
it is acceptable for $17.7 billion to be cut from the
Victorian health system? Do they think it is acceptable
for Healthy Together Victoria to be cut and for people
to lose those programs? Do they think it is acceptable
for the most vulnerable Victorian people to be denied
access to public dental health care? Do they think it is
acceptable for Indigenous Victorians to be denied
access to maternity programs and to sexual health
programs?
Do opposition members think it is acceptable for
mental health funding to be cut by the feds? Do they
think it is acceptable for rural, regional and
metropolitan health services to cut their cloth? Do they
think that Victorians should wait longer in our
emergency departments? Do they think it is acceptable
for Victorians to wait longer for their elective surgery?
Do they think it is acceptable when a society and a
community starts to have two classes when it comes to
health care — those with the financial means to buy it
and those without it? Do they think there is a
compelling economic argument to not invest in
prevention? Do they want to take us backwards, after
Australia has enjoyed access to universal health care for
decades? I think all Australians and indeed all
Victorians now regard that as a mainstream value, and
they will punish politicians who do not support it.
We will not have our health system ripped apart by
stealth. We will not allow those who sit on the other
side of this chamber to remain silent and try to look
busy while responsibility and partnership is required to
stand up to the federal government. We will hold them
to account for their behaviour, because we are a Labor
government that fundamentally believes it has not only
a political obligation but a moral obligation to make our
health system better, and that is exactly what we intend
to do.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — My oh my. It
has come to this. Here we are with the opportunity to
debate the budget this government presented this month
and we have had the Leader of the House stand here
just before to indicate that she did not wish to debate
the first item on the notice paper, which is a debate
about this government’s own budget. We are now
standing here having to discuss the federal government.
My oh my.

Thursday, 28 May 2015

We know that it has been a bad week for this
government. We know that this is a government in
disarray. We know that because — and I quote — ‘I
can’t believe we’ve reached this point after six months’.
Who said that? It was said by a backbencher in the
Labor Party about their own government. Was it the
member for Mordialloc? Was it the member for
Carrum? Maybe it was the member for Essendon. Have
we really come to the point where in this house the
Minister for Health is having to put a motion on the
notice paper that can be debated quickly to take
attention away from the parlous state of this
government? It is absolutely bizarre.
The motion before the house talks about the federal
government. I appreciate the fact that some members of
the house are new, and I accept that, but those who
were here in the last Parliament will know that the
coalition government was willing to stand up for
Victoria. Whether it was Kevin Rudd as the Prime
Minister, whether it was Julia Gillard as the Prime
Minister, whether it was Tony Abbott as the Prime
Minister, whether it was Gonski, whether it was the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) or whether
it was health we were talking about, we always said,
‘We are Victorians first’. We were more than happy to
stand up for Victoria.
I remind those opposite that in December 2012 there
was a debate about cuts to federal health funding by the
then Labor government. I know that because I
participated in the debate. Why was Labor at that point
in time not picking up the phone on behalf of
Victorians? Let me remind those opposite what was
happening at that point. The then federal Labor
government said that Victoria’s population had dropped
by 11 000. As a consequence, the then federal Labor
government took money, not out of the forward
estimates but out of that year’s budget, away from
Victoria — $107 million was taken off Victorians.
Where were state Labor members at the time? Why
were they not standing up for Victorians when their
colleagues in Canberra were taking the money away?
There was a deathly silence from those opposite, and
they know that. It was only the coalition government
that stood up for Victorians on that issue. In fact we
shamed the then federal Labor health minister into
reversing that decision and returning the money to
Victoria. So, with the greatest of respect, I am not going
to stand here and be lectured to by those on that side of
the house, given their actions when they were in
opposition.
Let me say unashamedly that I believe this state should
receive its fair share of money from the federal
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government, whether it is a Liberal-National
government or a Labor government. Whether we are
talking about health, education or the NDIS, we believe
we should receive our fair share. However, as we know,
one of those members sitting on the back bench told a
journalist, ‘I can’t believe we’ve reached this point after
just six months’. That is exactly why we are standing
here today having to debate this baseless motion.
What I would like to talk about is what this government
has actually done with respect to health. You could not
get a more shameless act than the cutting of cancer beds
at the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
(VCCC). For 30 minutes I listened to the Minister for
Health, waiting to hear an explanation to justify why
she cut cancer beds at the new Peter MacCallum centre.
Why would you cut health beds in the new VCCC?
Why would you do that? It was not going to cost
Victorians one cent. In fact it was money that was
donated to help deliver this new facility.
It was only done because of ideology. It was only done
because of politics. It had nothing to do with health
outcomes. People throughout Victoria shook their
heads and said, ‘What does this government have
against people being able to obtain health services in a
private health facility?’. The minister can tell me I am
wrong, but she needs to explain why she took the
decision she did. I ask the minister one question: did
she support the motion or was she rolled? Was it
actually a decision of the now Premier? That is what
Victorians need to know. Was it the minister’s call or
was it a captain’s pick made by the Premier? Clearly
this is a government that is more interested in ideology
than it is in health outcomes. Nobody in Victoria
supported the decision of this government.
If you look at the budget, you see there was nothing for
the Maroondah breast cancer centre and nothing for the
Aikenhead Centre for Medical Discovery. The
government only provided 10 per cent of the funding
for the Victorian Heart Hospital, and it has only
provided 2.5 per cent of funding for the Casey Hospital.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — Members opposite are shaking
their heads at me. That 2.5 per cent does not deliver an
expansion. It will not even build you a door. It will not
deliver the outcomes the government has promised.
I was very interested to listen to the discussion about
preventive health. Knox is one of the councils in my
electorate, and it is doing fantastic work. However,
what Victorians now need to hear from this Minister for
Health is that she is going to fix it and that she is going
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to continue the program. She cannot sheet the blame
home to others. She is the Minister for Health. This was
a program that was administered — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — In the former government, I
was Parliamentary Secretary for Health. Working with
the Department of Health, the former government
administered this program. I was involved in its
administration. Can I say, with the greatest of respect,
that it now behoves the Victorian Minister for Health to
explain to the 14 councils what her position will be. Is
she going to continue to run this program?
Ms Graley interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am more than happy to show
respect to the minister, and I apologise for that.
However, can I say that the minister has an obligation
to ensure that this program continues. At a time when
we should have the opportunity to investigate and grill
this government on its own budget, we are sitting here
this morning having to listen to a debate about
Canberra.
We on this side of the house believe that this
government should stop worrying about its own
internal factional problems. As one of its caucus
members was recently quoted as saying, ‘I can’t believe
we have reached this point after six months’. You need
no greater explanation of that than the fact that we are
standing here today debating a motion regarding the
federal government rather than debating and
investigating the activities of this government, which
does not want to be scrutinised. This government is
running from scrutiny, and it does not want to debate its
own budget.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I am very pleased to
stand to speak on this motion that the house condemn
the Prime Minister and the federal Minister for Health
for their $17.7 billion in savage cuts to Victoria’s
hospitals over the next decade and for other measures
that will disadvantage Victorians, including in dental,
preventive and Indigenous health, and medical research
programs and investments.
What is the role of government if not to provide health
services for its community?
An honourable member — It’s called governing.
Ms THOMAS — It is called governing. It is about
delivering for those in our community who are most
disadvantaged, who need strong government, effective
representation and strong ministers. The worst of it is
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that the current Prime Minister, the one who is
overseeing these horrendous cuts that will impact
Victorians, was formerly Minister for Health. That is a
great shame. What good fortune we have here in
Victoria that we have a Minister for Health who
understands what her role is, who understands that the
role of the Minister for Health is to stand up and ensure
that high-quality health services are delivered across the
state, especially to those who are most in need. We are
very fortunate that we have a Minister for Health who
will stand up for the interests of all Victorians,
particularly those who struggle to have a voice and
those who look to this side of the house to represent
them in this Parliament — that is, those in our
community who are disadvantaged and experience
worse health outcomes than others.
Prior to the 2013 federal election, the current Prime
Minister, Tony Abbott, promised he would make no
cuts to health, and yet at every opportunity since the
election his government has broken that promise. It has
cut health deeper and deeper each time. What the
federal budget shows is that the Abbott government
does not care about health, which is a fundamental
responsibility of government.
The Abbott government’s decision to walk away from
the funding arrangements under the national health
reform agreement in last year’s horror federal budget,
the impact of the 2014–15 mid-year economic and
fiscal outlook and the 2015 budget will see around
$17.7 billion cut from Victoria’s public hospitals over
the next decade. This is on top of $181 million in cuts
to dental services over the next three years. The federal
government is cutting Indigenous teenage sexual health
programs. It is indefinitely freezing indexation on the
Medicare benefits schedule fee, and it has broken
promises by making cuts in funding for medical
research. There are shameful cuts to the Healthy Kids
Checks, which give at-risk kids the opportunity to put
themselves on the right track before they start school,
and there are cuts to preventive health programs.
You cannot cut $17.7 billion from Victoria’s public
hospitals and expect elective surgery waiting lists and
emergency department waiting times to get better.
These savage cuts will mean longer waiting lists, longer
waiting times at emergency departments and cuts to
dental services. It will see some of our most vulnerable
wait even longer for basic dental care. Indeed the
$17.7 billion in cuts to Victorian hospitals is the
equivalent of 2.9 million elective surgeries or nearly
32 million dialysis sessions.
I look up and see that those on the other side of the
chamber are not standing up for their communities.
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They do not care. They are not going to fight for them.
In particular I draw attention to members of The
Nationals. They tell us they represent the interests of
country people, that they are the only ones who will
speak up for the country. Where are they right now?
They have an opportunity, but they are absent. When I
look at what the impacts of these federal cuts will be in
country Victoria, it tells a shameful story. I noticed
before that the member for Benambra was in the house,
but he has left the chamber. I have a particular interest
in the way he represents his electorate because it is
where my family live and where I grew up. I note that
the Tallangatta Health Service will lose almost
$10 million over 10 years. I would like to be there
when the member for Benambra delivers that news. I
would like to see the want-to-be candidate for Indi,
Sophie Mirabella, get out there and defend that cut to
the Tallangatta hospital.
In my own electorate, the Hepburn Health Service, a
very fine health service delivering for the needs of
everyone in the Hepburn shire and particularly the
communities of Daylesford and Hepburn, will have just
over $24 million cut over 10 years. The Kyneton
District Health Service is a fabulous health service; it is
really well led and meets the needs of the community.
This wonderful health service was built by the previous
state Labor government and had some new ambulatory
care funded by the previous federal Labor government,
but it will have $16.9 million cut over 10 years.
It is a disgrace that members of The Nationals are not
here in the chamber. They say they stand up for country
people, but they have no interest in the needs of country
people and they will not stand up to the Liberals. The
Liberals will cut and cut and cut, because its members
do not believe in government services. They do not
believe in meeting the needs of those who are
disadvantaged in our communities; they have no
interest in that. Yet members of The Nationals will
stand side by side with them. They will not speak up
and they will not defend communities in regional
Victoria. The only party that can represent the interests
of country Victoria is the Labor Party. We have
demonstrated that time and again.
I would also like to speak briefly on the cuts to the
national partnership agreement on preventive health. In
2008 the then federal Labor government, under Prime
Minister Rudd, and the Victorian Labor government,
under Premier Brumby, signed up to a national
partnership agreement on preventive health. We know
that making investments in supporting people to live
healthy lifestyles pays huge dividends in the future, not
only for the health and wellbeing of those people but
also for the budget bottom line. This was a
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groundbreaking agreement, and it was intended to
address lifestyle-related chronic disease.
In Victoria this national partnership agreement led to
the development and delivery of Healthy Together
Victoria, which aimed to prevent chronic lifestyle
diseases like diabetes, cardiovascular disease and some
cancers. Healthy Together Victoria was tackling the
issues in some of our most disadvantaged communities,
and it will be of no surprise to anyone on this side of the
house to know that some of our most disadvantaged
communities are in regional Victoria: in Bendigo,
Wodonga and the central goldfields. While I was
visiting my family over the Christmas break it was my
great pleasure to also visit Jamie’s Pop-Up Kitchen in
Wodonga. What a fantastic program! Along with the
Wodonga City Council, that community was right
behind Healthy Together Victoria, and it was
addressing some key lifestyle issues such as the
consumption of unhealthy food and obesity and all their
health impacts.
As we know, the initiatives under Healthy Together
Victoria run through local councils, and this national
partnership agreement was due to roll out until June
2018. But in the May 2014 horror budget the Abbott
government axed the national partnership agreement on
preventive health as of the end of this financial year. In
total the cuts to Victoria amounted to $90 million. This
is an absolute disgrace. Prior to last year’s state
election, and as the minister noted, the former Victorian
health minister claimed that he had struck a deal with
the former commonwealth health minister, Peter
Dutton. They are now both former health ministers, and
for good reason, I would say. The deal was to provide
some additional funding for Healthy Together Victoria
to ensure that it could continue and be evaluated. The
previous state health minister made this claim to a
group of CEOs, but the commonwealth has walked
away from the deal. The only response from the
commonwealth minister was that the matter was being
considered. We know what happened in the 2015
budget: the funding was cut.
This is an important motion. It is absolutely vital that
members of this house take the fight right up to the
federal government. We cannot stand here and see our
health system decimated. We cannot stand here and see
people in Victoria — those who are most
disadvantaged and least able to afford it — bear the
brunt of the cruel and evil cuts of the federal Liberal
government. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the motion moved by the
Minister for Health. In the Ivanhoe electorate we

1683

understand this issue because we bear scars after
fighting off the Kennett government’s desire to
privatise and sell off the Austin Hospital, our public
health service. We know the form of those on the other
side of the house and their federal mates in Canberra
when it comes to $17.7 billion worth of cuts to health
care in Victoria.
We also remember the attempted merger of the Austin
and Northern hospitals by the previous Liberal
government in Victoria. The only reason that was
scuppered, of course, was that the current Leader of the
Opposition leaked the cabinet papers of the former
Minister for Health who sought that merger. The Labor
Party caught sight of the issue and exposed it; that is
what we did. We ensure that the Liberal Party, whether
it is in Victoria or in Canberra, is held to account for its
constant cuts, its attacks on health workers and the
health system, and its desire to run down public health
services in Victoria and across the country. That is why
at every opportunity Liberals put Victorians last and
Tony Abbott first.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will
continue his contribution when the debate is next before
the house.
Business interrupted under to sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I am pleased to
acknowledge in the gallery today the presence of
Anthony Di Pietro, chairman of Melbourne Victory
Football Club; Ian Robson, chief executive; Stella
Smith, general manager, community engagement; and
Jim Christo, general manager, commercial. On behalf
of the Premier, and I am sure on behalf of the Leader of
the Opposition and members, welcome to the
Parliament of Victoria. I am sure supporters of
Melbourne Victory and the broader Victorian
community are thrilled that the team has brought the
A-League premiership trophy home. And may I say the
final was definitely an exciting game, with an
overwhelming 3-0 win over Sydney Football Club — a
strong one-sided game in A-League grand final history!
I have been informed that the global audience that night
was between 250 million and 300 million viewers of
the telecast to about 54 countries around the globe.
What a great achievement not only for Melbourne
Victory but also for Victoria. The coverage of the final
has put Victoria on the world map. We thank you. It is
good for the state, our business sector, trade and
tourism. I also acknowledge Kevin Muscat, Mark
Milligan and the rest of the players, who are on a
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well-deserved break. I hope we will see them here in
Parliament.
In accordance with the rules regarding inappropriate
materials being displayed in the house, however, I
request that members now remove scarves.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — My question is to the
Premier. As the Premier has indicated that the matter
concerning the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade, Minister Somyurek, could be criminal in
nature, and given reports that Minister Somyurek has
engaged a leading workplace lawyer as well as Queen’s
Counsel, can the Premier confirm that taxpayers will
pay for the minister’s expensive legal representation?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — No, I cannot confirm
that at all.
Supplementary question
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — For the record, can
the Premier confirm whether all employees in
Minister Somyurek’s office who will be dragged before
this inquiry will be afforded the same level of
taxpayer-funded legal representation as the minister,
including Queen’s Counsel?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. I remind the house, as I did
yesterday, that this matter requires silence and
composure.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Hawthorn, and again, no, I cannot confirm that.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
responsiveness of the answer, these matters are not
confidential; they are not confidential matters. There is
in fact a standard for the provision of legal indemnities
for people who are the subject of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will allow the member for Hawthorn to raise a point of
order in silence.
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Mr Pesutto — Speaker, with respect, I ask you to
direct the Premier to answer the question. He cannot
escape the question, because he does not give an
answer.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, there is
clearly no point of order from the member for
Hawthorn to support, because as this house should well
know, you are not in a position to direct any minister or
the Premier to answer a question, and indeed,
notwithstanding that, the Premier very clearly answered
the question that was asked.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, this
raises a new issue about the interpretation of sessional
order 11(2). The member for Hawthorn has raised the
point that the Premier was not responding to the
question that he asked. The Leader of the House has
said that the Premier can decline to answer the question
or say that he is not willing to confirm an answer.
I am raising with you, Speaker, the fact that sessional
order 11(2) empowers you in such circumstances to
rule that the answer is not responsive to the question.
Sessional order 11(2) does not require a degree of
culpability or dereliction of duty on the part of the
minister concerned; it can also apply where the Premier
or other minister indicates that he or she is not in a
position to answer the question.
The Minister for Finance, when he was not in a position
to answer a question earlier in the week, undertook to
provide further information to the house. The Premier
could have done so in response to the member for
Hawthorn. Given that he has not done so, I submit you
should use your powers under sessional order 11(2) to
ask the Premier to follow up, so that when he is in a
position to do so he can confirm or otherwise in answer
to the member for Hawthorn’s questions.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Hawthorn in future may want to consider
the form of the question. A non-responsive answer to a
question which invites a yes or no answer would be one
which refuses to give either a yes or a no. The question
was: can the Premier confirm?. A responsive answer to
a question like that is either, ‘Yes, I can confirm’ or
‘No, I cannot confirm’, and the Premier’s answer was,
‘No, I cannot’. In terms of the form of the question, the
answer was as responsive as it could possibly be.
The SPEAKER — Order! A substantive question
was put to the Premier and the Premier responded to a
substantive question. I have heard members on the
point of order, and I rule the point of order out of order.
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Ministers statements: health funding

Supplementary question

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise today to speak
to the house about the federal government’s savage
cutbacks to our Victorian health system and the fact
that those cutbacks are hurting patients in hospitals
right across our state. This morning I was very pleased
to visit with the leadership team of St Vincent’s Health
together with the Minister for Health and the
Parliamentary Secretary for Medical Research to
celebrate our government’s honouring the commitment
we made late last year to invest $60 million in the
Aikenhead Centre for Medical Discovery.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Given that
the minister has been stood down, I ask if the Premier
can confirm that a 1 June deadline has been given for a
written complaint to be formally lodged against the
minister by his chief of staff?

This is a first-class project; one that the team at
St Vincent’s Health — the researchers, the scientists,
the clinicians, all the staff and the management team —
should be abundantly proud of. The discoveries that
will be made possible through this centre of excellence
we really cannot know. We cannot know where these
discoveries may go in terms of curative treatment,
quality of life, saving lives and, of course, creating jobs.
As a government we have very proudly marked out the
pharmaceutical and medical technology industry as a
great centre of future growth and opportunities for our
economy so that we will have better outcomes for
patients and will honour the work of everyone in that
diverse team: our scientists, our nurses and doctors, our
biomedical engineers and so many others. We are
honouring their work and, of course, creating
employment and economic growth opportunities for the
future.
The benefits of this project are self-evident, not for just
our state and our economy but indeed for the world.
Given the significance of these discoveries, who knows
where they may take us? Who knows how many may
be saved or may benefit from this work? It now falls to
the federal government to do the right thing, to stop
cutting hospital funding and to be a partner in the
delivery of the Aikenhead Centre for Medical
Discovery. It is such a fantastic project.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier confirm that
as of last night there has been no written complaint
lodged against Minister Somyurek by his chief of staff?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — No, I cannot confirm
that.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. A complaint was made
and it has been acted on. The investigation — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — As I have made clear — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition will
allow the Premier to continue answering the
supplementary question.
Mr ANDREWS — As I would have thought was
abundantly clear, the investigation is not being
conducted by any member of the government. It is
being conducted by the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, so I am not in a position to
confirm what paperwork he has. I am not in a position
to confirm how he is conducting that inquiry — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kew. I indicated yesterday and I will repeat — —
Mr Staikos interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bentleigh is also warned.
In the judgement of the Chair, this subject matter
warrants silence, respect and composure from all
members. I advise each individual that doing it any
other way will not enhance that person’s standing in the
community. The media and the public expect
composure on this subject.
Mr ANDREWS — The time has expired.
The SPEAKER — Order! I extend my apologies to
the Premier. The Chair should have asked the Clerk to
stop the clock. The Chair did not ask the Clerk to stop
the clock. The Premier’s time has now expired.

Ministers statements: mental health funding
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) — I also
rise today with the sad duty of advising the house of the
new action I have taken, an action that has been
necessitated by the commonwealth government’s
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savage cuts to the mental health budget in our health
system.
This morning I have asked my department to prepare a
full analysis of how the recent federal budget will
impact on Victoria’s mental health system so that we
can make sure we can mitigate the cruel cuts that Tony
Abbott’s budget has wreaked on some of our most
vulnerable citizens. The commonwealth government
has cut $1.9 billion from our health system nationally,
and it is vital that we understand its implications for our
state. We need to understand what that means given the
chaotic state in which those opposite left the mental
health system in our state, particularly through their
botched community mental health recommissioning.
Those opposite made a particular mess of how some of
our most vulnerable citizens are dealt with, notably in
inner urban suburbs — some of our most vulnerable
communities. That is why this government was
particularly pleased to see St Mary’s House of
Welcome, Jesuit Social Services and the Prahran
Mission — as the member for Prahran will attest —
re-funded in this most recent budget. In that regard, we
were surprised when the commonwealth government’s
recent National Mental Health Commission review sent
mixed messages to the community more generally.
At the start of the day the commonwealth government
seemed to be suggesting that it was supporting taking
money off our acute mental health services in favour of
community settings. Later that same day it seemed to
have changed its position. That has left severe
confusion in the community and mental health sector. I
have asked my department to advise us as to the best
way to undo the damage of the federal mental health
cuts.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Given the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade, Minister
Somyurek, stood down due to a verbal complaint, has
not been sighted at Parliament all week and has not
produced a medical certificate, can the Premier advise
the house: where is the minister?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Let me again make it
very clear that a serious matter was raised, a complaint
was raised. Every Victorian has the right to feel safe in
their workplace. Part of achieving that outcome —
something I would have thought we could all
fundamentally agree on — is a robust, proper
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complaints process. That is what we have in place. That
is what the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet is giving effect to: a proper handling of this
serious complaint. It is a serious matter, and it is not
one to be trivialised. That is not my intention, and it is
not what we will do.
We will deal with this properly. That is to say, we will
ensure that a proper investigation is conducted, but not
by one politician sitting in judgement upon another.
Instead, the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, at my urging, has instituted a process, and I
have confidence that that will run properly and well, as
it should for any staff member in any workplace. The
minister is on leave. As to his exact whereabouts, he is
on leave.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask the
Premier if it is now the policy of his government that
taking leave to avoid media and parliamentary scrutiny
is a good reason not to be in Parliament, not to be at
work.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer very
simply is no, that is not the government’s policy.

Ministers statements: local government rates
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I rise to provide the house with an
update on the progress of our new initiative: the
much-anticipated fair go rates system. I know it has
been anticipated because ratepayers tell me they are
tired of yearly rate increases well above CPI — rate
increases like a 9 per cent increase in 2008 and a 6 per
cent increase in 2009 in the city of Geelong, when the
member for South Barwon was a councillor down
there.
The house will be interested to know that the Essential
Services Commission as of yesterday had received
252 submissions providing advice and views on the
design of the system. The submissions came from
councils, peak bodies, ratepayers associations and
individuals. We even have one submission from the
opposition spokesperson for local government, who
still cannot bring himself to commit to a view on the
policy design of a framework that will help families
manage their budgets.
I know that the Essential Services Commission will
methodically work through these submissions, and I
look forward to bringing further reports to the house. I
note that a number of concerns have been raised in the
submissions so far which mirror things that the councils

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 28 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

have told me. They are concerns around falling funding
in real terms from the federal government. For instance,
Rural Councils Victoria notes that the federal
government’s freeze of indexation for federal assistance
grants is having a huge effect on rural councils.
The federal government was unfair. It did not listen,
and it does not care. The most recent federal budget has
made things worse for our councils. The federal budget
has seen a real cut to local government funding by not
providing a CPI increase.
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country people with Melbourne and towns to each
other — but it is more than just a service: it represents
such an important outcome for social and economic
improvements in country communities.
That is why it is important that the government invest in
regional rail services, and that is exactly what the
Andrews Labor government is doing. We have big
improvements and investments in new regional rail
carriages and upgrades to regional level crossings and
in regional rail freight, with the Murray Basin rail
freight project.

Shepparton rail services
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. More than 120 people in
my electorate gathered at dawn this morning at the
Shepparton railway station to travel to Melbourne to
demand faster, direct and more frequent rail services.
Will the minister commit to improving the rail services
and infrastructure and provide the Shepparton district
with the rail services it needs to ensure that our regional
economy grows in the way that we all know other
major Victorian cities have enjoyed for a long time with
better, regular rail services?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the Independent member for Shepparton for her
question. It is pleasing to have a member for
Shepparton who is so committed to improving public
transport for her region. I would also like to
acknowledge the many people from Shepparton who
have made their way to Melbourne today because this
issue is so important to them.
Mr Guy — The member for Melbourne! The
member for Melbourne!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Ms ALLAN — The Leader of the Opposition is
displaying such disrespect for the community of
Shepparton.
Over the years I have met many times with members of
the community of Shepparton, who have consistently
pushed the case for improved public transport services.
I am sure the Premier will recall our visit to Shepparton
back in August 2013, when we visited the Shepparton
train station with the Minister for Planning to talk about
improved public transport services.
I absolutely share the passion of the member for
Shepparton and her local community for improving
public transport services for regional Victoria. Public
transport is one of those vital services — it connects

We want to do more, and we understand the desire of
communities like Shepparton to see improvements in
their public transport services, unlike those opposite,
who cut funding to V/Line and threatened 100 jobs.
The Andrews Labor government will be preparing a
regional network development plan that will involve
extensive community consultation next month. This is
the first time ever in Victoria there has been a regional
network development plan; it has not been done before.
It will set our priorities for regional public transport
services over the short, medium and longer terms, and it
will importantly focus on coordinating regional public
transport services across the train and bus networks.
We are setting up an advisory committee to help
support this work.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — The lack of respect being shown for
the Shepparton community reflects the lack of
investment those opposite made when they were in
government in improving regional rail services.
This regional transport advisory group will help work
with the government to develop this first ever regional
network development plan that will look at improving
services to Shepparton and regional Victoria.
Supplementary question
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Will the minister today
provide detailed time lines for action to address the
long-term underinvestment in regional rail to and from
Shepparton?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the Independent member for Shepparton for the
supplementary question, and I indicate to her that the
consultation process is kicking off pretty much
straightaway on the first ever regional network
development plan.
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Consultation is going to be a critical part of the
development of the plan, and given that there are so
many people from Shepparton who are either here
today or watching with great interest, I am pleased to
announce that a representative from the Shepparton
community will sit on the advisory committee that is
going to be chaired by my colleague representing
Northern Victoria Region in the other place Jaclyn
Symes; Gippsland identity Richard Elkington will be
co-chairing this group; and a representative of the
Committee for Greater Shepparton, David McKenzie,
will be participating in this advisory group.
As I said, this will be Victoria’s first ever long-term
strategy for regional public transport services. Labor
has always been the party that has invested in
improving regional rail services, and I look forward to
continuing that proud tradition.

Ministers statements: infrastructure funding
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about actions being taken by the Andrews Labor
government to stand up to the Prime Minister and the
Liberal Party in Canberra and make sure that Victorians
get their fair share of federal infrastructure funding.
We are trying to work cooperatively with the
commonwealth on these matters, but it is making it
very, very difficult. Again and again we enter into
discussions in good faith, but we find that they are cut
short by childish media stunts and deceitful behaviour.
The Prime Minister promised that he was not going to
rip off Victoria, but the truth and his words parted
company, just like his words and Victoria’s interests
parted company.
Over the forward estimates period the federal Liberals
are planning to allocate just 8.9 per cent of federal
infrastructure funding to Victoria — 8.9 per cent! —
even though we represent 25 per cent of the Australian
population and we are one of the fastest growing states.
That means that every year for the next five years every
Victorian man, woman and child will subsidise the
construction of infrastructure in New South Wales and
Queensland to the tune of $148. It is a rip-off that
would make Arthur Daley blush. It is sandpit politics,
and the Andrews government will not be complicit in
any way to assist with this anti-Victorian rip-off from a
federal government based firmly on the North Shore of
Sydney.
The Andrews government will fight for every dollar of
the funding that is the just deserts of Victorians. We
will resist any attempt by the Prime Minister to take
back what rightfully belongs to Victorians, and we will
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deliver what Victorians voted for and what they
deserve.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Education. Can the
Deputy Premier inform the house what conversations
he has had with the Premier’s chief of staff, John
McLindon, regarding the standing down of his factional
rival the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade, Minister Adem Somyurek?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
and the Premier will allow the Deputy Premier to
answer the question.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — This
has clearly got nothing to do with my portfolio
responsibilities or government business, but I am happy
to answer. These are serious matters that are being
canvassed this week. A process has been put in place,
and it should be treated with the respect it deserves —
both the complaint that has been raised and the process
that has been put in place.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Did the minister
discuss with his friend Mr McLindon if Mr Somyurek
should resign or could be sacked?
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. I will not warn the
minister again.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — In
response to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the
answer is no.

Ministers statements: health funding
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
update the house with new information about yet
another program that has been ruthlessly cut by the
Abbott government in its 2015 budget. This time it is
the Healthy Kids Checks, and I am delighted to see the
lack of interest on the other side, just as opposition
members do not stand up to the Prime Minister in
respect of his vicious and cruel health cuts.
Healthy Kids Checks is an incredibly important
program around early intervention. It is a program that

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Thursday, 28 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

funds children to have checks before they go to school;
it is to identify problems such as language impairments,
hearing impediments and behavioural issues that need
to be identified before kids go to school. I do not need
to make the case as to why early intervention is so
critically important. Last year 154 000 health checks
were performed as part of this program, and the Abbott
government has effectively told these families that they
are on their own. The program has supported children
aged between three and five years. They require support
and the opportunity to ensure that any learning
challenges they might have are identified at an early
stage.
This might come as no surprise from a government that
has ripped $17.7 billion out of our health system, but
each and every day the commonwealth government
reveals yet another program that it is de-funding, and
again we hear deafening silence from opposition
members in terms of standing up for the Victorian
health system. This time I urge them to stand up for
Victorian children, who deserve better than the sort of
treatment and behaviour we are seeing in this chamber
at this time.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) —
(Question 266) My question is to the Minister for
Education and relates to Fairhills High School in
Ferntree Gully. Given that in this year’s state budget no
funding was contributed to one school in my electorate,
the residents of Ferntree Gully are concerned that no
money has been provided for Fairhills High School. At
the last election the coalition committed $8 million to
deliver stage 1 of its upgrade. However, the community
is very concerned because it has not received one cent
of investment by the Labor government. There was a
clear commitment by the coalition government to
provide funding if it had been re-elected. Given that this
government is not prepared to invest funding in this
school, I ask again on behalf of the principal, Harvey
Wood, and the parents and students, whether the
government will commit $8 million to upgrade the
school.

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 267) My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Constituents
in my electorate are passionate about issues around
animal welfare. Many have told me of their deep
concerns regarding the treatment of animals,
particularly the battery farming of chickens, the terrible
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conditions of many puppy farms and live baiting for
greyhounds. I commend the minister for her action on
live baiting for greyhounds. I ask the minister for an
update on the government’s progress in protecting
animal welfare in Victoria, particularly in relation to the
matters I have just raised.

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (Question 268) My
question is directed to the Minister for Training and
Skills. The Hamilton District Skills Centre community
and stakeholders are deeply concerned that the
Melbourne-based Labor government has not committed
to providing desperately needed recurrent funding for
this vital training facility. The centre is concerned that
without a state funding commitment of $200 000 for
three years, the centre will be unable to continue. The
success of this centre is clear, growing from 4 students
in 2009 to 186 students from district schools enrolled in
certificate courses in 2015. It has been instrumental in
raising apparent retention rates in the Southern
Grampians Shire Council area from 35 per cent in 2009
to 68 per cent last year.
Closure of this facility would have a devastating impact
on the future of students in the local area, and have a
significant flow-on effect to the challenge of youth
employment in the region. It is essential that sufficient
resources are provided to the centre to enable these vital
training programs to continue. I therefore ask the
minister to commit sufficient resources to allow
Hamilton District Skills Centre to remain open.

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (Question 269) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I ask that the minister provide information
as to what measures may be taken to reduce congestion
at the roundabout at the intersection of Gap Road and
Horne Street in Sunbury. As the minister is no doubt
aware, this intersection is a constant frustration to locals
due to population growth. Also contributing to this
congestion is the level crossing just a couple of hundred
metres away from the intersection. The issue is of great
concern to my constituents, who would appreciate
knowing what can be done to improve the roundabout.

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) — (Question 270) My
question is to the Minister for Education. Parkhill
Primary School is a school without permanent
classrooms. Last year the Liberal-Nationals government
committed $5 million to redevelop the school. I note
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that the then Labor opposition committed $500 000 to
the school, and in this year’s budget the current
government failed to fulfil this commitment. I note,
however, that the budget did allocate planning money,
and a letter I received from the minister confirmed that
the funding for the school was $51 000 short of the
government’s own election commitment of $500 000. I
ask: if the allocated money is for planning — and
planning for a $5 million development of the school
should not cost $449 000 — what is the school
supposed to spend this money on, and more
particularly, when should the school expect the rest of
the $5 million needed to redevelop the school?

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 271)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
It relates to the recent budget commitment of
$148.6 million to recruit and accommodate 400 custody
officers to guard 20 police stations across Victoria.
Dandenong police station in my electorate was
announced as one of the six stations to first receive the
rollout of new custody officers. The local police play a
vital role in my community, and their presence in and
around the community gives many a source of comfort.
The Dandenong police do a wonderful job, and in my
dealings with them I have been very impressed by their
professionalism and dedication to often challenging
tasks. I ask that the minister provide information on
how the custody officer initiative will assist the police
officers who work at Dandenong police station, and
how this will allow them to better serve my community
of Dandenong.

Bayswater electorate
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — (Question 272) My
question is to the Minister for Education. Just yesterday
a lady wrote to me explaining how The Basin Wildcats
Basketball Club is in desperate need of a suitable
training facility. It currently rents courts all over Knox
for training, which is a considerable expense for the
club. It has inquired with Knox City Council regarding
clubrooms in The Basin, which are at Batterham Park
and currently used by The Basin football and cricket
clubs. It could potentially use this facility to display its
paraphernalia, which currently sits at the homes of
various committee members; however, it would still be
short of training facilities.
An unused basketball court is located at the old Boronia
Heights College on Mount View Road, Boronia, on
Department of Education and Training land. The
possibility of using the court for training would greatly
assist the 350-plus members until a permanent solution
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can be found. I ask the minister if he will investigate
whether the Wildcats’ request can be met, or if another
alternative with training facilities and clubrooms can be
found.

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (Question 273)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Can the minister inform the house about the
first release of funds for the Frankston train station
redevelopment from the most recent budget and
reinforce the intention to release further funds once the
consultative business case is finalised?

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 274) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services. I
ask the minister to confirm funding for the Clematis
Country Fire Authority (CFA). Clematis CFA is
located on Wellington Road, Clematis, which is a small
town in the Dandenong Ranges located near the town
of Emerald. Recent communication from the minister’s
office to the brigade states that no money was allocated
and encouraged the volunteers to work with CFA
management to locate appropriate land prior to looking
for further funds. The current station is the place at
which the volunteers and community would like to
remain, and both they and the CFA support this as the
best location. Can the minister confirm that funding
will be made available as soon as possible, as this land
is suitable. Should there be a requirement to work with
the local council on parking et cetera, I will be all too
pleased to assist.

Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (Question 275) My
constituency question is to the Attorney-General. Last
Monday night I met with the board of the Moonee
Valley Legal Service, which later this year will be
celebrating 30 years of service to the people of
Melbourne’s north-west. I know both the Premier and
Attorney-General are on the invitation list to this
celebration. It was a pleasure to meet with the recently
appointed manager of the Moonee Valley Legal
Service, Lauren Hills, and members of the committee
of management, and in particular to learn about
Moonee Valley Legal Service’s Growing in the Gaps
initiative to provide services to the people of Airport
West, Avondale Heights and Keilor East. I was
particularly pleased to learn that its outreach service at
the Avondale Heights Library and Learning Centre has
grown from 7 per cent to 22 per cent of its workload.
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My question to the Attorney-General, and the issue to
which I committed to following up, is: can he provide
an update on the draft national partnership agreement
on legal assistance services between the commonwealth
and states? Moonee Valley Legal Service has been
around for 30 years. It is a wonderful service that
provides for the needs of people from Airport West and
Avondale Heights who do not access the services as
much as other parts of Moonee Valley. It is an issue I
am both committed to and committed to following up.

HEALTH FUNDING
Debate resumed.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to
continue my contribution on the motion of the Minister
for Health, which states:
That this house condemns the Prime Minister and the federal
health minister for their $17.7 billion in savage cuts to
Victoria’s hospitals over the next decade, and for other
measures that will disadvantage Victorians, including dental,
preventive health, Indigenous and medical research programs
and investments.

I was touching on the form of those on the other side of
the house, and in particular on their history both in
Victoria and nationally when it comes to public health
services. In the Ivanhoe electorate we remember well
when we had to take a stand to ensure that the Austin
Hospital was not privatised by the former Kennett
government. This goes to the reasons I expect that we
have had nothing but silence from those opposite in
relation to these savage cuts to the federal health budget
by the Abbott government. It makes sense that we hear
nothing from the Leader of the Opposition and the
Liberal Party, because they supported the privatisation
and attempted sell-off of the Austin Hospital until the
community fought hard in the 1990s under the great
leadership of people like John Brumby, John Thwaites
and Steve Bracks to make sure that the health service
remained in public hands.
Not only that, but I was pleased to be working with a
past Minister for Health, the former member for
Melbourne, the Honourable Bronwyn Pike, when with
Steve Bracks we were able to invest money to build
two hospitals on one site — the Austin and Mercy
hospitals — which were opened by the former Premier,
Mr Bracks, during our previous term in government. It
says a lot about what Labor builds in government on
behalf of the community when it comes to health
services and about what drives the Liberal Party, not
only in Victoria but also nationally.
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In relation to the cuts made by the Abbott government,
over the next 10 years we are looking at $1.1 billion
being cut from the Austin Hospital. This relates to some
182 119 elective surgery operations that we are
forecasting will not be available to the local community
if these cuts are not fought with the vigour that the state
Labor Party in government is seeking to do by raising
the matter in this house today. In opposition we also
had to fight to make sure that the Austin Hospital and
the Northern Hospital were not merged by the previous
Victorian Liberal government. That sort of activity was
what we came to expect from that government. As they
were unable to privatise and sell the Austin Hospital
when they were last in government, on their return to
office Liberal members have sought to merge,
distribute and dilute the services available to the people
in the northern and north-eastern suburbs.
The attempts to merge Austin Health and Northern
Health services were not about adequately funding
those services. The actions of the former government in
attempting to act duplicitously and secretly as it went
about its task were driven in particular by a former
Premier, Mr Baillieu. He is the Premier who will be
remembered for achieving two things. Firstly, in regard
to health services, he was in charge when funding for
the whooping cough vaccine was cut in Victoria. I
remember asking him a question about that matter not
long after our daughter was born, when funding for the
whooping cough vaccine was scrapped by the Liberal
government. Secondly, and about the only achievement
of any note of the former Premier, was his decision to
make gold the mineral element of Victoria.
That is about the level of standard public policy debate
we got from the previous government. So when it
comes to health there is form from those opposite, not
only in cutting funding for whooping cough vaccines
for Victorian families but also not standing up against
Abbott government cuts that we have outlined in the
house and which the Minister for Health has pointed
out are worth $17.7 billion. Mercy Health and Mercy
Public Hospitals have made a great contribution in my
electorate, in Werribee and in other parts of the state.
Mercy Public Hospitals is looking at a $493 million cut
if these Abbott cuts are not fought by the Victorian
government. That equates to something like
80 479 elective surgeries that will not be able to be
offered to the Victorian community. The Austin and
Mercy hospitals are great drivers of employment and
great drivers of international research and discoveries.
They comprise one of the cornerstones of what makes
the Ivanhoe electorate a place where people want to
make a contribution as healthcare workers. People seek
out the great services that the Austin and Mercy
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hospitals provide to my community. To see those
services under threat is something that the Andrews
Labor government will fight against tooth and nail.
We have a strong track record in investing in the new
buildings of both the Austin Hospital and Mercy Health
services. Those two hospital are located on the one site.
Austin Health operates 980 beds across acute and
subacute mental health services. It has an annual
operating budget of $700 million and also operates the
Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital, which not only cares
for the veterans of past conflicts but also provides great
trauma-related and mental health services to many of
our emergency services workers today. All these
services are threatened by the cuts of the Abbott
government. In 2013–14 Austin Health completed
some 95 000 inpatient admissions, 177 000 outpatient
attendances and 75 000 emergency attendances. We are
currently in the process of rebuilding the emergency
department and of building a new short-stay unit at the
Austin Hospital. It goes back to the commitment made
to Austin Health by those on this side of the chamber.
We have seen the completion of construction of the
Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre,
which began of course under the former Bracks and
Brumby governments and concluded after a strong fight
in 2010–11 when the community had to demand the
remaining $45 million of funding to fit out the centre
and make it operational. That was a strong campaign
fought by the local community, together with a
representative for Northern Metropolitan Region in the
other place, Mr Elasmar, along with me and my
northern suburbs colleagues the members for
Bundoora, Yan Yean, Eltham and of course Preston.
We fought hard to make sure that those funds were
delivered to the community.
We showed our commitment to a service that was
saving lives and promoting those wellness issues to
which Olivia Newton-John committed not only her
name but her personal experiences. She invested
substantial time in making sure that everyone
understands that not only is cancer treatment about
international discoveries and medical treatment but it
also encompasses how we support patients, staff and
families in these vulnerable times.
Labor has always had an ongoing commitment to fight
the privatisation of places like the Austin Hospital.
Again we have to fight to save them from being merged
and diluted with other health services instead of
addressing the need for resourcing, funding and support
for research and innovation across Northern Health and
across the Austin Hospital, which the previous
government ignored. These are the services that Labor
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continues to stand up for in government and in
opposition, and there will always be that expectation. It
is what the community expects of Labor. It is central to
why I am in this place representing the electorate of
Ivanhoe. These matters go back a very long way in our
electorate and in our community. They are burnt into
our psyche.
Not only will Labor in government build those two
hospitals on the one site and continue to support, grow
and fund them and the internationally recognised
research and innovation that happens on those sites, but
it will continue to provide the care in the community for
the people of the north and the north-eastern suburbs.
That provision is again under threat from those in
Canberra and Tony Abbott through these $17.7 billion
of health cuts.
We have heard nothing but silence from those opposite.
We know their track record from when they were in
government. The Victorian community understands
that Labor members in government and in opposition
will always advocate for its rights because we are
determined to have the best health care in Victoria and
Australia.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak in support
of this motion. During the election campaign my team
and I knocked on 20 000-odd doors and spoke to the
voters. We received a pretty clear message when it
came to health, and it was one that I am sure the
member for Melbourne also heard from residents in her
electorate. Residents have clear expectations from the
government when it comes to health care. They expect
the basics. They expect a hospital bed when they need
it. They expect basic affordable health care and they
expect an ambulance to turn up when they need one.
That is why we are absolutely committed to opposing
the Abbott government’s cuts to hospitals and the failed
GP tax. That is why we are supporting this motion
today.
We know the Abbott government promised ‘no cuts to
health care’, and we know how terrible its first budget
was. When it came to this year’s budget we were
promised a change in direction, but instead the federal
government locked in the most damaging cuts to our
healthcare system and to our hospitals. Instead of a
change of direction from last year’s budget, it doubled
down on cuts to health care and hospitals. These cuts
will result in longer waiting times in emergency
departments and longer waiting times for necessary
surgery. They will make it harder for people to get
access to lifesaving treatments.
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The federal government is making it harder for people
to see a dentist. It is cutting health promotion programs
and front-line services. It has no plan and no funding
for mental health. We know this is leading down the
road to a two-tiered American-style system of health
care where people’s access to health care depends on
their wealth.
In Victoria the Greens are standing up to the Abbott
government’s cuts to health and hospitals. We are
fighting those cuts in federal Parliament as well,
because we know that we need to invest in primary
health care and hospitals, dental care and mental health.
I am very parochial, and it is great to see that the person
who is leading that charge in federal Parliament is the
Green’s Senator for Victoria, Richard di Natale, our
new leader. He is leading the charge. If members ever
want to seek advice about health care or on what
policies to adopt, they should look to our Victorian
senator and our leader, Richard di Natale, as someone
who is leading the charge.
I am very proud to see a Victorian in there. We are
supposed to believe that these cuts to health care are
due to some sort of budget crisis or emergency and that
healthcare spending is out of control. We are supposed
to believe that that is why we need these cuts, and that
is why we need to make it harder for people to see a
doctor and to pay more for the service! This is simply
not true.
Spending on health is an investment as much as an
expenditure. The health of our community should be
the top priority for any government. The federal
government slashed funding to health services and
hospitals instead of cutting handouts to the big end of
town. It has declared a budget crisis as an excuse for
cutting spending on health whilst handing back billions
to the big polluters and the big miners. The federal
government is continuing the federal-state blame game,
where each blames the other for the overcrowding in
hospitals, clogged emergency departments and longer
waiting times, and it is trying to create a situation where
the states have to beg for an increase in their GST
receipts to run their health systems. The Greens call on
the federal government to return funding to hospitals in
full because our health funding is just too important to
cut. We have a health system that is the envy of the
world, and there is no evidence that health spending is
out of control. Yes, there are opportunities to reduce
waste and inefficiencies in the health system, so let us
focus on those and not on cutting funding to the most
vulnerable.
I want to touch on the bedrock of our health system,
which is Medicare. A strong Medicare is essential to
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keeping Australians and Victorians healthy and cutting
costs in the health system. But the federal government,
in all its wisdom, has tried to make it harder and more
expensive to go to the doctor in an effort to shift costs
to emergency departments and to the people who can
least afford it. We have an affordable and sustainable
health system. We spend less on health than the OECD
average. Medicare puts downward pressure on the
health system, and without it we would have the
runaway health costs they have in the USA, where a
high percentage of gross domestic product is spent on
health care — in a two-tiered system for the rich and
poor — with people experiencing medical bankruptcy.
We have seen multiple versions of the GP tax, and we
are making sure there is not another one.
Let us touch now on preventive health, which is always
a key issue and something the Greens have been
championing for a long time. We know that investment
in health prevention is more cost effective than dealing
with health issues when they reach a crisis point.
Cutting funding to health prevention puts more pressure
on hospitals and emergency departments. It is not a
stretch to say that we have a public health crisis when it
comes to preventable illness. If we are looking to
reduce costs in our health system, then preventive
health is the way to go. But what has the Abbott
government done? It has disbanded the Australian
National Preventive Health Agency, which worked to
tackle smoking, alcohol and obesity-related diseases.
That agency achieved plain packaging reforms, and
reforms around alcohol harm and behaviour change.
It is not only that; the federal government has also cut
state preventive health programs which target obesity
among young people and which assist them with
healthy eating. We know that if we implement policies
to prevent people from developing a number of
common conditions, we can get a return of $11 billion
on a $4 billion investment. The best way to reduce
health costs is to invest more in prevention. The
preventive health agency was a cost-effective
investment in keeping people healthy and out of
hospitals.
Dental care is a great achievement of the Greens. We
do not need to cut Medicare; we just need to expand
Medicare to include dental care. Going to the dentist
should be like going to the doctor. It is far more
effective to have someone access a dentist early, before
they reach a crisis point. The Greens were proud to
deliver this when they supported minority government
in Canberra, and I look forward to supporting
something similar in this Parliament when the
government of the day enjoys our support and
confidence. That is what we are here to do — to get
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policy wins, and Denticare is central to that. We are
going to expand dental care to provide universal access.
We secured almost $5 billion to start Denticare, with
access for over 1 million children, adults on low
incomes, pensioners and concession card holders. But
what has the Abbott government done? It has made cuts
to dental health, thereby making it harder for people to
see the dentist. The federal government is going in the
wrong direction. The Greens are committed to
expanding Denticare so that every Australian can go to
the dentist, no matter what their financial circumstances
are. I look forward to the Greens delivering on that
initiative.
Let us touch on mental health. The state’s mental health
system is disjointed and crisis driven. We need to focus
on prevention and community health care for mental
health. The Abbott government cuts from one service
and gives to another. The lack of adequate mental
health services creates huge economic burdens for
Australia, so we need a mental health plan that is
properly funded.
Let us now discuss the revenue side of things, which I
regard as important. We cannot have a good quality
health system unless we can pay for it. We have been
sold this absolute lie that we are in some sort of budget
crisis and costs are out of control. It is simply not true.
We have a revenue problem, and we need to raise
revenue rather than make cuts to services for the most
vulnerable.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — I am so glad the member asked.
We need to raise revenue from big mining, from the big
polluters and from the big banks. We need to abolish
the tax breaks for big mining, reinstate the price on
pollution and implement the original resource super
profit tax on mining from which the federal Labor
government walked away. We need to impose a levy on
coal exports, reduce tax avoidance by multinationals,
implement a millionaire’s tax, apply a public insurance
levy on the big four banks that are too big to fail, and
introduce a progressive superannuation tax system.
With these policies the federal government could raise
billions. If we can do that — if we can implement these
revenue measures — we can not only reverse the cuts
to our health services and hospitals but we can also
invest in our hospitals, reduce waiting times, end the
cost-shifting between the state and federal
governments, get primary care working better, tackle
mental health, close the gap between Indigenous people
and non-Indigenous people, invest in preventive health
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to keep people healthy and out of hospital, and expand
Medicare to include Denticare. That is what we should
be doing. That is what the Greens will be doing, and
that is why I am supporting this motion.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Let us talk
about leadership and excellence. Today I had the
privilege of standing next to the Premier of Victoria and
the Minister for Health as the Premier gave the
assurance to St Vincent’s Hospital Melbourne that the
Aikenhead Centre for Medical Discovery would go
ahead. This is critical. It is a three-part deal, and the
Victorian government has shown leadership in its first
budget by putting in its part of the deal. This will help
the consortia around St Vincent’s get the rest of the
one-third of the money it needs. The Premier appealed
to the Prime Minister to stump up for his one-third of
the money as well.
This reflects the critical nature of what we are trying to
achieve in Victoria. Victoria is world class in medical
research. In the last funding round of the National
Health and Medical Research Council, Victoria
received 50 per cent of the funding because of the
excellence in this state. In the world context, there is
Boston, with Harvard University and Massachusetts
Institute of Technology; there is London, with the
Imperial College London and Cambridge nearby; and
there is Melbourne, with the precinct around Parkville,
where there is the University of Melbourne and the
Monash precinct, with the CSIRO next door. This
represents our investment in the future — in future
industries and in the lifesaving products that can result.
This is what was delivered today.
Just so that we understand the significance of this, I
note the Aikenhead centre will help achieve three major
health outcomes for Australians: improved
management of chronic illness, ageing well and the
prevention of disease. Biomedical engineering
innovations will be the centre’s focus, and these include
tissue engineering, which is about cells and genes; drug
design and delivery, which is about developing
intelligent drugs and smart delivery systems; and
medical bionics, which involves developing innovative
devices to replace organs and body processes. Put
simply, this is a combination of world-class science and
world-class health care. This is what Victoria is known
for. This is part of what has been developed through a
great Labor legacy extending from the Bracks and
Brumby governments through to the Andrews
government. This is the leadership the country is crying
out for. Australians are fed up with the
two-dogs-barking style of politics and the endless
gaming of positions.
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Today the Premier was providing the example
required — he was giving certainty to this project. That
again goes to the leadership and vision that was shown
and outlined as early as the Governor’s speech opening
the 58th Parliament of Victoria, in which it was
declared:
This government wants Victoria to lead the world in medical
technology, researching cures for chronic diseases and
developing devices that change lives. The plan includes a
$60 million investment in the Aikenhead Centre for Medical
Discovery at St Vincent’s Hospital, Australia’s first research
and education centre for biomedical engineering. The centre
will bring together leading doctors, scientists and researchers,
create more than a thousand jobs and assist an industry that
will support an estimated 10 000 jobs during the next
15 years.
This is the vision that Labor stands for.

It is about building. It is about bringing science
together — —
Ms Thomas — We believe in science.
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Increasingly in medical science this is what it is about;
it is about the partnerships. This is what Victoria does
best. It is clearly best going by the National Medical
Health and Research Council funding, of which we get
50 per cent, the lion’s share. It is then about how we
look for the other areas and new markets, including the
international markets in the Asia-Pacific and
particularly in China. This goes to the essence of how
we get new industries and new jobs happening. This is
a critical proposition. It is about lifesaving discoveries
with which to fight cancer. It is about the bionic ear and
allowing the profoundly deaf to hear their loved ones
and music. Just think about that — about hearing your
loved one or music for the first time. It is about elegant
science that delivers locally produced and
internationally exported blood plasma. It is helping
define the importance of Melbourne as a world leader
in medical research.
Recent celebrations to honour the centenary of all the
medical research done at the Walter and Eliza Hall
Institute of Medical Research — and this is where Sir
Frank Macfarlane Burnet was working when he won
the Nobel Prize for revolutionising the understanding of
our immune system — and the oration in honour of
Professor Graeme Clark, the inventor of the cochlear
implant, underscored the value of science, from the
serendipity of discovery to the commercialisation of
results.

Mr McGUIRE — It is about elegant science, and,
yes, as one of my colleagues says, we believe in
science. This is the contradiction that the Australian
people see before them now. There is no use having this
big Medical Research Future Fund, where the headline
says you will get $20 billion but the reality involves
asking: how much do you think is going to be available
this year? Out of $20 billion, do you think it might be
$10 billion? Or $5 billion? No. Maybe $100 million?
No. It is going to be $10 million. After all of that, it will
be $10 million. That is after all of the politics of
attaching it to two of the heaviest anchors you could
ever attach it to. I am referring to the GP co-payment
fee and then the other one the federal government came
up with after the co-payment fee sank in the Senate —
the federal government attached the fund to the
deregulation of university fees. That was so cynical that
the public saw through it for what it was. That was a
pure case of playing politics, which people are well and
truly over. People want instead the leadership and
excellence that was shown today.

This has been one of the things that Melbourne does
best. As I said, we are internationally renowned for this
defining proposition. As I outlined earlier, when you
think it through, we are in the top three cities in the
world. I have said to many in the medical research
industry that I do not think they are getting their story
out well enough. The cognoscenti get it because they
read all the papers that universities publish, but we need
to reframe the message that this is better than grand
slam tennis. We need to use a sporting analogy to cut
through and get the message out so that people
understand there are four grand slams but here we are
in the top three internationally.

It is as clear-cut as that. The Premier of the state of
Victoria spoke to all the scientists and clinicians, who
are delighted and relieved. They can actually get on
with it. The old emergency centre at St Vincent’s
Hospital is now a building site — the building is up and
going amongst the brick and rubble. The people there
just needed this commitment, and here is the Premier,
right there today before the Parliament with the
Minister for Health, saying, ‘We are supporting you;
we believe in you. Bring everybody together, and let us
get on with these vital experiments and collaborations’.

The Premier wants Victoria to be a world leader in
medical technology, researching the cures for chronic
diseases and developing devices that change lives. As a
former health minister, he has a deep understanding and
sophisticated view on medical research and how all of
this comes together. At the centenary celebrations of
the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute I spoke to a former
Australian health minister, now Prime Minister Tony
Abbott, and he displayed a deeply felt appreciation,
declaring that he wants to be known as the Prime
Minister for Medical Research. This is along with being

HEALTH FUNDING
1696

ASSEMBLY

known as the Prime Minister for Infrastructure. So here
is the way he can do this.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGUIRE — He can deliver on both of these
propositions by providing the money we need for the
Aikenhead Centre for Medical Discovery. Here is an
opportunity. The Victorian government is reaching out
and saying to him, ‘Honour this proposition. Here is the
chance. You are on the public record as saying that you
want to be the Prime Minister for Infrastructure and the
Prime Minister for Medical Research. Here is a first
contribution in that down payment to show that you are
fair dinkum. Here is the chance to do it. Here is what it
means’. This is important to us at an international level,
at a national level and even at a local level. As I have
said before in this house, I would like to see
Broadmeadows remembered for the rise of CSL, not
the demise of Ford. Here is an opportunity to
collaborate, because that is the only way we will
succeed: get the results, build the new industries and a
great future and find the cures to give people a better
opportunity in life.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak on this motion to talk
about some of the challenging arrangements facing our
state over the coming years, particularly with some of
the significant cuts to funding across our nation. I want
to add my voice to that of others who have contributed
to debate in this place about the damaging effects of not
implementing the national health agreement. We face
an interesting dynamic in a range of policy areas where
we are under a significant amount of pressure. That
might be in infrastructure or in education services. The
matter of public importance yesterday dealt with the
Gonski education funding reforms. Now we come to
health and a discussion about some key pillars that will
support our livability into the future and how we are
going forward.
I want to again reflect on the findings of Infrastructure
Australia in its recent report which outlined the
problems we are facing from a population growth
standpoint. In 2011 we were a nation of 22 million
people and we were edging towards — —
Mr Wakeling — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr RICHARDSON — Going back to
Infrastructure Australia’s findings that our population
will grow by 36.5 per cent over the coming 15 years, I
want to draw the attention of the house to a systemic
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issue we face which was highlighted in a Productivity
Commission research paper in November 2013 titled
An Ageing Australia — Preparing for the Future. The
findings in that report were that Australia’s population
is projected to rise to 38 million by 2060. A key finding
in the report is that the population aged 75 or more
years is expected to rise by 4 million from 2012 to
2060. In fact during that time we will reach a point
where 14.4 per cent of our population will be over the
age of 75, challenging our health system significantly.
The challenges we are facing and the pressures that will
be brought to bear on our communities go to the nature
of the relationship between state and federal
governments. We had a circumstance in 2011 where
savage cuts were made by the Baillieu and Napthine
regimes, and that was at a time when health funding
was increasing at a federal level. Under the federal
Gillard Labor government more funding was delivered
to Victoria. On the one hand we had more funding
coming in and on the other hand it was going out the
back door because of savage cuts by the former Baillieu
and Napthine governments. When you consider that
$831 million was taken from the health system by the
former Liberal Premier, the member for South-West
Coast, you can see that that puts significant pressure on
our services and communities.
One stark change to the funding arrangements that
really surprised me was the cuts to preventive health. I
have had the opportunity to meet with a community
health service in my electorate out in Parkdale, Central
Bayside Community Health. I met with the CEO of that
health service, Chris Fox. Government members have
talked at length with a range of service providers about
the importance of preventive health.
The Minister for Health spoke earlier about the
importance of preventive health as an economic issue.
That is a key thing. The burden on our health system is
significant, and it is a challenge we must face over time.
In meeting with Monash Health recently I learnt that
there are big concerns about the pressures it will have to
bear. Already these health services and our emergency
departments cannot cope with demand. With population
growth and with an ageing community and an ageing
population, there is a storm cloud on the horizon that
we are not addressing. It requires the consideration of
state and federal representatives coming together.
That is why we on this side of the house are so
aggrieved about projects like the east–west link and the
lack of a business case for that project. A dollar taken
out of the budget for a project that does not add up
economically is a dollar that we cannot invest in health
and cannot invest in education. We might only get one
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opportunity to make significant changes, and if that
opportunity is lost on a project or an initiative that does
not add up, we get a poorer outcome for our
communities and a poorer outcome for Victorians.
Turning to some of the specific health cuts that have
been made, there is the $17.7 billion cut over the
coming years. It is hard to comprehend such a figure
being taken out of the budget. It is close to half of
Victoria’s budget each year. That is the money that
supports our state, and it will be taken out of our health
budget over the coming years. It is an absolute shame,
and it is a big challenge for us to face going forward.
In relation to the cuts to preventive health, funding of
up to $90 million has been taken out of preventive
health services, and that will have a direct impact.
Those people who are not getting support and who are
not having that care in their home or in their
communities are then going to present at the hospitals
down the track anyway. The point made by the
Minister for Health about economics is a good one,
because down the track that longer term pressure will
be borne by our health system.
These cuts represent short-term politicking on the part
of the federal government, and that is something we
have to get away from. The national health reform
agreement aimed to bring together participants who
signed up to that agreement. Former Premier Ted
Baillieu signed up to this agreement.
For the federal government to now take money out the
back door and make substantial cuts to health funding is
just a form of giving and then taking. It does not
address the longer term challenges and pressures upon
our system. We have to look at the longer term, and that
is what that national agreement looks at. It goes hand in
glove with some of the challenges in education policy
as well. When the experts are saying, ‘We will not be
able to cope, and we will not be able to deal with this’,
we need to look at what we can do as policymakers
going forward. That cost-shifting is going on across the
board. It is also happening in other states and territories,
and it leads to poor outcomes for our community.
I am looking to the future. Obviously there are budget
challenges federally, but you cannot make cuts to the
most vulnerable or to the basic services we rely on each
and every day. These cuts in the range of $17.7 billion
that have been put forward are an absolute shame and
an absolute disgrace for our communities. I have met
with staff at Monash Health and I have met with my
local constituents. I have talked about the pressures
upon them and what they will try to do.
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It is also worth looking at some of the contributions that
have been made by others. The member for
Broadmeadows talked about investing in medical
research. Not only is that a great health outcome but it
also looks towards an economic outcome for
employment. That is an opportunity we will miss going
forward if we do not look at how we invest in our
health services.
I know the Leader of the Opposition has been doing a
bit of a tour and has been talking to the Prime Minister
about the east–west link, even though we had a
referendum on that and it is done and dusted. It will be
interesting to see whether the Leader of the Opposition
or any of his colleagues will say anything about the
devastating cuts made by the Prime Minister and the
federal Treasurer, Joe Hockey. At present there has
been barely a murmur. Maybe the Leader of the
Opposition will reach out. He has said he is a great
negotiator. Tony Abbott is happy to present in front of a
billboard. Maybe the Leader of the Opposition could
team up with us, act in Victoria’s interest and ask the
federal government to consider these changes and the
impacts they will have on our health services.
The numbers are startling. There is a storm on the
horizon. We cannot just keep our heads in the sand and
think it is another government’s responsibility to do
this. This is our challenge and the federal government’s
challenge. We need to address it now before it gets
away from us and people in our communities suffer. I
am absolutely happy to support this motion, but let us
put a challenge to policymakers and ask them to look
forward, to have vision, to look at medical research and
to look at better ways of funding our health system.
This is not about finding efficiencies. That is just a
dressed up way of talking about slashing money from
our communities. I commend this motion to the house.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I can say I am not
happy to rise in the house today to speak on this
motion, which should not have to be put to this
Parliament. We should not have to have an argument
about federal health cuts. The federal government
should be meeting its contribution commitment under
what was agreed to be a partnership of going 50-50 on
health costs.
I am going to go back a bit. In the days before the
Whitlam government introduced Medibank there was a
system of health care under which you had to wait to
get care if you could not pay for it. Under former Prime
Minister Gough Whitlam, who took this to an election
in 1972, it was decided that we would have Medibank.
The idea was that Medibank would be a universal
health system and that government has a responsibility
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to provide proper, adequate and good health care to
every Australian, irrespective of how much they earn or
where they live.
Then there was a change of government and Medibank
kind of disappeared. It went away. However,
Australians wanted it. They wanted a universal
healthcare system. With the re-election of another
federal Labor government we got Medicare, and
Australians have wanted and supported Medicare ever
since. Like a lot of Labor members, I have been out on
the hustings with petitions to save Medicare. People
would swarm to sign those petitions, because no-one
wants to see the demise of Medicare — except for the
federal coalition and Tony Abbott.
Then we have what is happening here in Victoria. I turn
to my own area of the western suburbs of Melbourne.
Ms Ward — Great suburbs.
Ms THOMSON — It has great suburbs and great
people — the best people you could find anywhere.
However, there are people within these communities
who are disadvantaged, who struggle to make a decent
wage, who in many instances struggle to get a job, who
struggle with language and who struggle with
education. They expect the government to deliver on
health care for them, because they have heard about the
importance of Medicare too, and they signed those
petitions. They expect to be supported by government,
and so they should. However, they are going to see
about $1 billion in funding being cut from Western
Health over 10 years if this federal government gets its
way.
This is money that people in the western suburbs
desperately need. We all know that along with
disadvantage comes an increase in chronic diseases. In
the western suburbs we are facing a crisis in chronic
illnesses. Whether it be cardiovascular illnesses,
diabetes or respiratory illnesses, we are at crisis point in
the western suburbs. We in the western suburbs cannot
afford that cut to Western Health of $1 billion over
10 years. Nor can we afford the cut to preventive
health. If we work with children when they are young,
if we work with adults, showing them how they can
avoid these diseases and the ways in which they can
assist themselves, if we educate them, if we ensure that
there are medical checks in workplaces and if we
actually work with these communities, we may not see
the incidence of these illnesses increasing to the point
where it creates an even bigger burden on our health
system than it needs to.
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There is another point I want to make about this. We
have talked about adequate health funding as being the
right thing to do socially. When the Minister for Health
spoke earlier she said it also makes economic sense. It
does make economic sense, because the costs to our
health system would be cut if people led healthier lives.
It also means they can contribute more as individuals to
the economy if they are leading healthier lives — and
they are happier people if they are leading healthier
lives.
Let us come to mental illness. There are not too many
members on this side of the house — and I assume it
would be the same situation for members on the
opposite side of the house — who have not had to deal
with constituents who are suffering from a mental
illness. They are people who have got themselves into
all sorts of problems, whether it be confronting the
justice system, homelessness or hospitalisation. Yet we
are talking about cutting funding to mental health, and
we are no longer going to have a mental health plan that
we can rely on to support these people. This is not what
Australians and Victorians — and certainly not what
the people of the western suburbs — expect from
government. It is fundamental for government to
provide health services that meet their needs. It is a
community must and a social must.
I cannot believe we have a Prime Minister who on the
one hand got up before an election and said, ‘I will
make sure we meet our commitments to the health
agreement. We will make sure we won’t cut health’ and
on the other hand slashes and burns. No wonder
Australians are cynical about our politicians. If you ask
anyone, ‘What do you expect from your government?
What do you want them to provide? What does this
community need?’, you can be sure health will be no. 1
on the list. ‘We do not want to be America’, people will
tell you. Victorians do not want a health system — one,
of course, which Tony Abbott does want — that means
that if you cannot afford it, you do not get the service;
where your insurance is checked before your health
status is checked. This is not the hospital system we
want in this country.
Where are the state opposition members on this issue?
They are Liberals before they are Victorians. They care
about supporting their federal Liberal colleagues before
they care about supporting their constituents, and that is
not a good place to be. They should be saying, ‘We’ll
stretch our hand across the table. We will work with the
government to put as much pressure as we can on our
federal colleagues, our Liberal mates. We will help you
lobby for that money here in Victoria because we know
it is crucially important. We know that our constituents
need that health care as much as if we were in
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government’. It should not matter whether you are
Labor or Liberal; you should be fighting for this money
to come to Victoria. But that is not the case.

actually meant was, ‘Nope, I don’t care about Victorian
health; I just don’t care about it’. I also quote the federal
Minister for Health, Sussan Ley, who said:

Who on the opposition benches have we heard from in
this debate today? Only one Liberal and not one
member of The Nationals spoke on this issue, because
they hide their heads in shame. They know we are right;
they know that this money should be coming into
Victoria, and that is why they cannot participate in this
debate. They should be participating and supporting
this motion before the house today. They should be
calling on their own Liberal Party and Nationals
colleagues to support this motion.

Unsustainable health spending will cause Australians more
harm than good in the long run … These decisions are never
easy or popular, but doing nothing is not an option and we are
a government taking action.

In my remaining time I have one quick comment to
make to members of the Greens party. It has always
been the Labor Party that has cared about universal
health. It has always been the Labor Party that has
wanted to make sure that we look after the most
disadvantaged in our communities. I can assure the
Greens party that with every breath Labor Party
members of Parliament and Labor governments will
continue to hold to those commitments. We do not need
to be lectured by the Greens party on how to provide
health care to the most needy and most disadvantaged
in our community, and neither do we need a lecture on
how a universal health system should work.
In closing, I want to mention dental care, which the
Greens also mentioned. It was a Labor government that
brought in dental funding for health care.
Ms Ward — As it always is.
Ms THOMSON — As it always is, as the member
for Eltham points out. In the western suburbs we have
waiting lists for dental care for our adults, our most
vulnerable and, most importantly, our children. With
the cut to dental care those kids will miss out — and
shame on the federal Liberal government for doing that.
What the federal government is doing to our health
system shames it in every way, and its actions will set
our health system back a very long way. I commend the
motion to the house, and I urge all members of the
Parliament to support it.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I also rise to support
this motion that condemns the Prime Minister and the
federal Minster for Health for their savage cuts of
$17.7 billion to Victoria’s hospitals. As the member for
Footscray very compellingly put the case, those
opposite do not have the courage to stand up for
Victorians, and it is a real shame to see that today. I
quote our Prime Minister, who said, ‘Nope, nope,
nope’. He said, ‘Nope, I will not cut funding’. What he

I have never heard anything so patronising. It is
indicative of how out of touch with ordinary Victorians
and Victorian families the Abbott government is. Can
you imagine how you would tell a sick child who is
unable to access quality health care that they should just
suck it up and get over it. Imagine saying, ‘It is in the
national interest. Just toughen up, you’ll get through’. I
ask: how can health spending be unsustainable?
Governments have an absolute obligation and
responsibility to fund our health services and hospitals.
What am I meant to say to people in my electorate
about the federal government’s axing of $780 million
from Peninsula Health alone? How do I speak to them?
I do not know where that will come from.
I also refer to the former Treasurer in the Napthine
Liberal government, who was concerned with cuts to
the federal health budget last year. He said that no state
or territory is in a position to fill all the funding gaps
left by the commonwealth.
As we have heard, these savage cuts were first inflicted
through Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s budget last year.
That budget was both heartless and cruel, and it was
rightly slammed by so many people. It was based on a
fairytale concocted by Prime Minister Abbott,
Treasurer Hockey and others in Canberra that Australia
was in some debt and deficit crisis. What a load of
rubbish! There was no crisis, and Prime Minister
Abbott, federal Treasurer Hockey, the federal Minister
for Finance, Senator Cormann, and all the others knew
it. That deceitful mob knew full well that there was no
debt crisis. The only crisis was just how far out of touch
that mob in Canberra has become with families across
Australia and with families in Victoria.
Make no mistake though, the budget this year is just as
cruel and just as heartless. While the budget may look
softer this year, the impact on our health system is
simply catastrophic. These cuts by the Abbott
government are savage and unsustainable. We have
heard today that there are two types of cuts. First, we
heard about the federal cuts that have slashed funds
from really worthy programs such as kids dental and
kids check programs, as well as other preventive health
programs, Indigenous health and medical research. We
have also heard how Tony Abbott is now reneging on
funding arrangements for public hospitals and that he

HEALTH FUNDING
1700

ASSEMBLY

plans to shift to a new funding model for public
hospitals. This will cut $17.7 billion from Victoria’s
public hospitals over the next 10 years. The Australian
Medical Association (AMA) has declared the Abbott
cuts to health as:
… full of pain for patients.

It also said the cuts will mean:
Patients will have longer waits for public hospital services —

and will:
… threaten fairness and equity in the health system.

The AMA says the proposed funding model will fall
well short of the funding needed to position public
hospitals to meet the increasing demands, locking them
into having inadequate capacity to give people the
treatment they need.
Let us look at this proposed funding model for public
hospitals. At the moment, as we know, we have two
major funders: the commonwealth government and
state governments — in our case, the Victorian
government. In 2011 significant and progressive steps
were taken to establish the boundaries between the
commonwealth and states, and they came up with the
national health reform agreement. That was significant
reform and importantly, it introduced activity-based
funding, which is funding based upon a national
efficient price. The importance of that is that the
changes were designed to provide incentives for
efficiencies and, most importantly, would more closely
align funding to what a hospital actually does. That is a
really important point. I repeat it: the agreed funding
model would more closely align funding to what a
hospital actually does.
It was based on the volume of activity within hospitals
and upon an agreed efficient price. It was working to
identify waste and unnecessary costs in our healthcare
system, and was operating to better link patient health
outcomes to funding — and that is exactly what we
need to do. This is smart funding, it is responsible
funding and it is fair funding, but Tony Abbott is
abandoning it. He is abandoning his agreed position
with the states and territories. It is brutal and
irresponsible. The Abbott government has now reneged
on its obligations to fund hospitals in accordance with
the previously agreed funding agreements. I feel as if
we are going back to the Howard era. Under Tony
Abbott’s changes, hospital funding from 2017–18 will
be linked to the consumer price index and population
growth.
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The Victorian Healthcare Association’s chief executive,
Tom Symondson, called the changes to hospital
funding ‘terrifying’. He further said that population
growth and inflation are very poor measures of demand
for health services due to the ageing population and the
fact that healthcare costs outpace the consumer price
index. The new funding model will leave a massive
black hole in our public hospital funding. This is like
the health care equivalent of Abbott’s failure to commit
to Gonski in years five and six. We cannot have cuts to
this much of our health budget without having massive
and detrimental ramifications on healthcare services in
this great state.
It is obvious what the Abbott government’s cuts will
mean for Victorians: longer waiting lists for elective
surgery, disaster for our emergency departments and
tragedy for Victoria’s health system. As a result of that,
all Victorians are going to suffer. This will create an
absolute future funding crisis in this state, but Tony
Abbott does not care about Victorians or about
Victorian families. These cuts cannot be passed on to
Victoria. It is irresponsible, it is reckless, it is negligent
and it is short-sighted. It is Tony Abbott playing politics
with the health of Victorians.
We have also heard about the other cuts that will be
made. The Abbott government is axing the national
partnership agreement on preventive health. That great
initiative paid for programs to encourage healthier
lifestyles. Those programs make sense, because the best
medicine is preventive medicine, which is exactly what
those programs were designed to achieve. We have also
heard how Tony Abbott is axing dental health schemes.
He is refusing to continue to fund a program that
provides dental care to Victorian kids, which is a
means-tested scheme to benefit children aged 2
to 17 years for preventive dental care as well as basic
dental treatment. We know how important oral health
care is.
The Abbott government is also axing commonwealth
funding for the Healthy Kids Check program. Tony
Abbott is really picking on kids, and I do not
understand what he has against kids. It is absolutely
reprehensible. A study in the Medical Journal of
Australia in 2014 found that the Healthy Kids Check
program was detecting problems in about one in
five children, most commonly in relation to speech and
language, hearing, vision and behavioural issues. I
know from speaking with many parents in my
electorate just how important early intervention is in
determining issues with their kids and addressing issues
at an early age before they get to school. Axing this
program just does not make any sense, just like these
other health cuts do not make any sense.
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In summary, health is something on which
governments simply must spend money. Along with
education, health is the foundation of a nation’s
wellbeing. Good health fosters workforce participation,
engagement and productivity. It means people can
engage in social and civic activities, which are the
activities that are so critical to the good functioning of
our communities. These cuts must be reversed, and
surely those opposite, if they have any heart at all, must
see these cuts for what they are. They are bad for
Victoria and bad for all Victorians. I call on those
opposite to stand up against these cuts and call on Tony
Abbott to reverse them and reinstate the funding that is
so desperately needed in this state of ours. The Prime
Minister and the federal health minister should be
absolutely condemned for these brutal cuts to Victoria’s
health system. I support the motion.
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health minister has been that the matter was being
considered in the context of the 2015 federal budget,
but what we have seen is that there is no money in that
budget for the Healthy Together Victoria program.
Many of our regional hospitals are also going to be hit
very hard. That is clearly indicated in an article in
yesterday’s Bendigo Advertiser headed ‘Bendigo
Health disappointed at federal decisions’, which states:
Bendigo Health has expressed its disappointment at the
federal government’s decision to reduce funding to preventive
health in this month’s budget.

It states also:
Bendigo Health chief executive officer … said preventive
health funding was needed to reduce costs in the long run of
Bendigo Health.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The motion
before the house is an important one, and I am pleased
to speak on it and defend my regional electorate from
these terrible federal government cuts to our health
system. Last year Tony Abbott handed down what was
described as a horror budget. This year we have seen
another horror budget. The budget handed down just
two weeks ago was without a doubt a budget about
getting the Liberals back into government; it was not
about looking after the people of Australia.

The article quotes John Mulder, the CEO:

What we see in this year’s federal budget is really a
repackaging of last year’s budget, the 2014 budget.
This year’s budget is the wolf in sheep’s clothing. It is a
budget in which the federal government has tried to
hide further cuts of $2 billion to health on top of the
cuts in last year’s budget totalling more than
$60 billion. That means that regional Victorians will
not have access to health services they have depended
on and need. We must remember that many
communities in regional Victoria are geographically
isolated from main centres and that without health
services in those areas people in those areas will suffer
much more as a result of these cuts than people in
metropolitan Melbourne or other areas will.

The article goes on:

Prior to last year’s state election the then Victorian
health minister, David Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council, claimed that he
had struck a deal with the former commonwealth health
minister, Peter Dutton, to provide some additional
funding for Healthy Together Victoria to ensure it
could be evaluated and continue. He made the claim to
a group of CEOs of Healthy Together Victoria councils
before his government was booted out by the people of
Victoria. Since then, our Minister for Health has been
pursuing the commonwealth to honour that deal. So far
the only response from the current commonwealth

Unfortunately the $2 billion federal government cut to
our health system includes $1 billion from programs
that fund measures such as preventive health care, drug
and alcohol rehabilitation, and mental health and other
crucial health programs. It has been revealed also that
in part the $2 billion cut to health and aged-care
funding includes a $125.6 million cut to the child dental
benefits schedule, a $144.6 million cut to the Medicare
benefits schedule for child health assessments, a
$69.6 million cut to dental and allied health services for
veterans, and a $20.1 million cut from what will be the
Dementia and Aged Care Services Fund.

‘While I understand the commonwealth government’s desire
to introduce a sustainable model for future healthcare funding,
I was disappointed to see a reduction in funding for health
prevention’, he said.
‘Bendigo Health has placed considerable emphasis on
improving the health of our Loddon Mallee communities over
recent years but the prevention effort requires ongoing
commitment from all levels of government if we are to
succeed.’

The federal government chose not to continue funding for the
Healthy Together Victoria program, which aims to take a
whole-of-community approach to reducing smoking, poor
eating habits, lack of exercise and alcohol abuse.
Mr Mulder when on to say the [Victorian Labor] state budget
had provided a welcome boost to health services.
‘I welcome the additional funding towards health services in
the state government’s first budget since being elected’, he
said.
‘With record demand for our services, it is reassuring that
investment is being made to ensure high-quality health care
will continue to be available for our regional and rural
communities’.

HEALTH FUNDING
1702

ASSEMBLY

What do those cuts tell us about the federal
government? They tell us that federal government
members do not care about children, and they certainly
do not care about people who are ageing. All those cuts
are targeted at young children and at older people.
More importantly, they are targeted at families —
families are right in the firing line of these federal
government cuts to health. Obviously the Prime
Minister and the rest of the federal government have no
respect for and do not care about families, do not care
about children and certainly do not care about ageing
people.
Just like their mates here in Victoria, the federal
Liberals and their lackeys, The Nationals, have no
understanding of the needs of regional Victorians.
Sneaking through in the federal budget papers is the
abolition of the after-hours GP helpline. Who do
members think would benefit most from an after-hours
GP helpline? The answer is that people in isolated
regional communities benefit most from such a service.
It offered parents with sick kids and also elderly
patients a vital backup service when their GP could not
be available — that is, at night and on weekends and
public holidays. Last year more than 200 000 calls were
made to the helpline, and since its inception in 2011 it
has had well over half a million calls. That cut shows
such a lack of care and lack of compassion. It shows
that we have a federal government with no heart, whose
members do not give a toss about sick people and do
not want to help them get better.
It gets worse. The announcement about cutting the GP
helpline came just weeks before Medicare Locals are
going to be wound up, taking with them their
after-hours GP Access service, another service that
regional Victorians have relied on. The Abbott
government’s decisions to persist with its attempts to
slug families with a GP tax and to hike up the price of
medicines will also hit regional communities and
regional families. The Abbott government appears
determined to inflict even more pain on and produce
more chaos in a health sector that is already reeling
from the cuts made in last year’s federal budget.
Literally thousands of organisations across regional
communities whose members do vital work caring for
Australians most at risk and vulnerable people will be
left reeling from this assault on their core funding. The
scale of the cuts means that many organisations will be
forced to close their doors, while others will have to cut
back on staff and services.
In last year’s federal budget cuts were made to the very
successful Youth Connections program. This program
ran in my electorate through the local community
health service and provided essential support for local
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youth at risk. What is really disturbing about cuts to
vital services such as this is that, particularly in regional
areas, there is an increasingly high rate of youth suicide
and without the Youth Connections support many
young people in regional Victoria will not get the
intervention and support they need.
There is no doubt that the federal government’s budget
is short sighted and that it threatens the future of our
health system and entrenches the fundamental
unfairness of the Liberals’ first budget. Since they came
to office the federal Liberals have endeavoured to
dismantle or gut Medicare. As the member for
Footscray said, Medicare is a universal health insurance
scheme that is the envy of other countries, that works so
well and has benefited millions of Australians. It was a
great Labor initiative, and it has been an enormously
successful scheme. It provides affordable health care
for everyone through a public health system that is for
all. If the Abbott government gets its way with
Medicare, it will be reduced to nothing more than a
residual safety net. It is because it was a Labor initiative
that members of that government hate it so much — or
maybe it is just because they do not care about people
in general or families or sick people.
In Victoria we already have long elective surgery
waiting lists, thanks to the Liberal-Nationals
government’s cut of more than $830 million from
health during its four years in office. Projected cuts by
the federal Abbott government to hospitals in my
electorate are alarming. Without a doubt they will make
the waiting lists longer and mean that emergency
departments will continue to be overrun. Finally, let us
not forget Tony Abbott’s pledge before the last federal
election, when he said there would be no cuts to health,
no cuts to education. What a lie!
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to express my
deep concern not just for my own community but for
communities across regional Victoria that will be
impacted by the cruel and harsh cuts of the Abbott
government to health funding. We have a Premier who
has been a health minister and understands the intrinsic
importance of health and health expenditure to our
community. At a national level we have a Prime
Minister who has also been a health minister, but unlike
our Premier he has learnt nothing and knows nothing
about the importance of health spending.
I had the great pleasure of representing the Minister for
Health at the opening of the Northern Centre for Health
Education Research, located at the Northern Hospital in
Epping, just a few short weeks ago. I did the opening
with federal health minister Sussan Ley. She is quite a
pleasant woman. She commented on the enormous
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growth in the northern corridor. While she said she had
been unfamiliar with that growth in the past, she was
left in no doubt that it is one of the fastest growing areas
in Victoria and in the country. She took a little bit of
time out to chip me and say that I needed to pass on to
our health minister the message that the rates of
childhood immunisation in Victoria are unacceptable.
What she did not say was that in addition to the cuts
already coming through in the federal budget, cuts
would be coming through in the midyear economic and
fiscal outlook. This was despite her having seen the
growth in our community and acknowledging the
benefits of state and federal funding partnerships. She
had the good grace to acknowledge that it was not the
Abbott government that put funding into that fantastic
centre at the Northern Hospital, which is training health
professionals both from the north and attracted to the
area by the facility. That money was contributed by
Labor governments at both a state and a federal level.
She could see the benefit of such partnerships right
there and then. However, since talking with Ms Ley,
who gave me that little lecture and acknowledged that
growth, the Victorian government has had to lobby
extremely hard for the retention of preventive health
funding.
This is something that is very close to my heart; I
served for three years as a representative of this
Parliament on the VicHealth board. Victoria has been a
world leader in prevention. We have, for instance, seen
a massive reduction in the use of tobacco and its
harmful effects in this state, and our model is being
copied all over the world.
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(IEM) grant program, which has been in place for a
long time to supply food to people managing protein
metabolic disorders.
The IEM food grant has been cruelly cut, affecting this
family and some 900 others across the nation. They
were notified only last week that they would no longer
receive support to purchase these foods. Tiffany and her
firefighter husband have to prepare food for their son
every day. It is an incredibly dangerous condition. If
they had not discovered this syndrome very early in this
little boy’s life, it would have been disastrous. It has an
effect on the brain that causes mental retardation. So if
they are not able to afford to supply this food to their
son, it means certain mental retardation.
The lack of sense and lack of heart shown by cutting
such a grant to families like these when the
consequences are certain mental retardation is
incomprehensible. Just imagine the cost if this little boy
suffers that level of mental retardation: he will not be
able to participate in education, he will not be able to
work, he will probably not be able to have children and
he will have a very short life span. If you just look at it
in dollar terms, it will be an incredible impost on the
taxpayer, but what I want to say is: what about this little
boy’s quality of life? What does that mean, each and
every day?
Sussan Ley, that great expert — someone said she just
lays down and gives up when she is presented with
budget cuts and does not fight, so it is a good name for
her — was quoted on Channel 9 news last Friday night
as saying:
Foods for people managing protein metabolic disorder are
now more readily available and cheaper than when the
program began.

Healthy Together Victoria is yet another casualty of
harsh cuts by this federal government. My community
has been running some excellent programs — the City
of Whittlesea in particular — but with $52 million
being cut from the national partnership agreement on
preventive health, those programs are at risk. The state
has committed to fund those at a state level, but there
are no guarantees for the future from the federal
government. The huge reduction in national health
reform agreement funding to Victoria — an extra
$104.4 million — means that over $500 million has
been cut from Victoria’s health budget over the
three-year period.

According to the families that I have spoken to, there is
no evidence of that. There are only two suppliers, or
maybe three, in this country that you can get this food
from. I will give the example of flour without these
enzymes in it. We might get a packet of flour in a
supermarket for $1; the equivalent for this child’s needs
is $10. Every single product needs to be made from
scratch, whether it is pasta or bread, because it keeps
this little boy alive. From the end of this year this grant
will be cruelly cut by the federal government.

This is not just about cuts to big-ticket items like the
large hospital networks or dental and preventive health.
Tiffany Dean, a mother from Doreen, has spoken to me
on behalf of her son, who suffers from a metabolic
disorder that means he cannot ingest proteins and other
products. He has to eat specific foods. This disorder has
been recognised through an inborn error of metabolism

This is in addition to the cuts to dental chairs; the huge
cuts to the number of elective surgeries that will be able
to be undertaken in our hospitals; and the impacts
across metropolitan and regional health services —
every part of this state. I notice that there are very few
members of the opposition in this house. The Nationals
try to say to us that we are a city-centric government;
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well, why are they not in here standing up and
criticising the cuts that are going to impact so harshly
on the regional health services? They are silent. They
are not standing up. I condemn the federal government
health cuts.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — This is an important
debate that this house is having. We had the member
for Ferntree Gully speaking earlier — the one and only
Liberal to contribute to this debate. The only other
opposition member that we have had up on his feet to
talk on this has been the member for Prahran from the
Greens political party. The only Liberal to get up to
speak on this debate, who virtually said that he agrees
with us, said that he would rather talk about the budget.
What is a $17.7 billion cut to the health budget about if
it is not about the budget?
I am the last speaker on this motion in the Parliament.
Why is it that The Nationals are not contributing? Why
are they here? Why do they not stand up and represent
their constituents in country Victoria? Why are they not
standing up for the hospitals, the families, the children,
the mums and the dads who are going to find their lives
inevitably changed for the worse because The
Nationals’ mates up in Canberra are making sure that
their constituents are going to have a worse life? Why
have The Nationals members not got up on their feet to
represent their constituents, who they cry crocodile
tears about?
They come in here and they bleat that they are the only
ones who represent country Victoria, that there are all
these cuts happening elsewhere and that this
government is city-centric. Where are they on this
debate? They are silent, because they are Nationals
people before they are Victorians. They represent Tony
Abbott in this house. They come to this house
representing the most reprehensible, conservative,
destructive and cruel Prime Minister that we have had
in Australia for a very, very long period of time, and
they are complicit in making sure that the voices of
country Victoria that they represent are not heard in this
house. They are not here in this house to speak on
behalf of their residents, and if they do contribute to the
debate, let me say this: they will have been goaded into
it by my contribution to this house. But let me also say
that they probably will not. They are too scared and too
cowardly to do the right thing and to earn the salaries
that they got paid today. They should have been up here
defending their constituents — their families and their
children — because these cuts are despicable.
These cuts will affect every single person in country
Victoria. These cuts are not being opposed by The
Nationals within this house, let alone by any Liberal,
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other than the member for Ferntree Gully, who got up
and spoke before. How long did he speak for? I will tell
honourable members that he had half an hour to speak.
Did he speak for 25 minutes?
Ms Knight — No.
Mr NARDELLA — Did he speak for 20 minutes?
Ms Thomas — No.
Mr NARDELLA — Did he speak for 15 minutes?
Mr McGuire — No.
Mr NARDELLA — He spoke for 10 minutes on
the cut of $17.7 billion to the health budget here in
Victoria. These cowards, who are here to represent
Tony Abbott within this house, are Liberal Party
members first and Victorians last. They believe in the
dictum that you have to pull out your credit card before
you have your heart checked. These cowards are a
disgrace.
Liberal members do not have the guts to argue why it
was bad in 2012 when $112 million was taken from
Victorian hospitals but now that $17.7 billion has been
taken, it is okay. That figure is $17.7 billion. We might
have to do a ‘mini me’ on this so that they can
understand the difference between millions and billions,
but it is a comparison between $112 million in 2012
and today’s $17.7 billion, and not one of them has the
guts to argue against it because the people on the other
side of the house are cowards. The Nationals cowards
who sit in this house and take their salary week in and
week out are so weak that they cannot stand up and
oppose these disastrous cuts.
How am I going to explain this to the constituents who
come into my office? Every other member of
Parliament has this situation too. They come into the
office and say ‘Don, I have been on the waiting list for
a while. The last four years have been terrible’. People
have come into my office who have been on the
waiting list, depending on the category, for 30 days, for
3 months, for 6 months or for 9 months, and what am I
going to tell them? They do not want excuses from me,
with me saying, ‘It is the federal government’ or ‘It is
us’ or ‘It is them’. They are not there to listen to
excuses from me, so what am I going to tell my
constituents when they cannot get their operation?
What am I going to tell them when their child is sick
and waiting for an operation, and the federal
government is doing this? We have this pathetic person
as Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, who hates people.
Why is he there? Why is he Prime Minister of Australia
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when his one and only reason for being is that he hates
Australians? This man hates people. He hates children
and he hates mums and dads, so why is he there? Why
are these people who support Prime Minister Tony
Abbott and his cuts to the hospital and health system
here in this chamber? Why are they here? I cannot work
it out. I cannot work out why these despicable members
on the other side of the house do not stand up for the
pensioners, for the elderly, for the sick and for the
people who need the services that governments are
there to provide. If you are not prepared to provide the
services and stand up for the things that you believe
in — —
Ms Spence — They don’t believe in anything.
Mr NARDELLA — They do not believe in
anything, that is correct. If they are not prepared to do
that, why do they steal their salary every two weeks?
Every two weeks their hands are in their pockets,
getting their money out, but they are not prepared to
stand up for their constituents.
Then we have the platitudes from the Greens. They are
going to fix everything. They have Richie on the job.
After the knife had gone through the neck and out of
the back, they put Richard di Natale in as their leader
up in Canberra. Dr Richie will fix it because the Greens
are very good at this. Greens political party members
speak lots about what they are going to do, but in reality
they do nothing. They have never put in place a policy
of their own. Whenever they have had to make a
decision about policy, whether it be climate change or
dental services, they always run away because every
time they make a decision on a policy, they know they
will lose half of their base, half of their membership, so
they never make a decision other than one — —
Ms Green — ‘What’s in it for me?’
Mr NARDELLA — Apart from saying, ‘What’s in
it for me?’. That might be the second one. Really there
is only one, and that is: how do I attack the Labor Party
and how do I defeat Labor governments at either the
federal level or the state level? That is the only decision
that these political prostitutes ever make in their
political careers. You just have to listen to them to
realise that, either here or in Canberra. When these
people get up to talk they only attack one party — the
progressive side of politics, the Labor Party. We are the
only people who stand up for the poor, the
disadvantaged, the unemployed and the working class
within Australia. That is why it is a disgrace that the
opposition is not supporting this motion.
Motion agreed to.
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APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — After that
disgraceful performance by the member for Melton I
am delighted to continue my contribution from where I
left off last night. I genuinely hope the member has a
Bex and a good lie-down because he certainly needs to
do that to start to understand about representation. He
has it all wrong.
In relation to the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015
the record will show that this budget is all about politics
and not about people. We have certainly found that to
be the case in regional Victoria. The Victorian Farmers
Federation, which is the peak agricultural body in
Victoria, said that this state budget is disappointing —
and it is a disappointing budget, as I said last night.
While the government is cutting money out of regional
Victoria, we have still not recovered — and in fact the
paint has not dried on them — from the last lot of white
elephants that were produced by a Labor government in
times past, such as the desalination plant. We all know
that Victoria remains the largest sanctuary in Australia
for white elephants, thanks to Labor governments. In
fact, it has got so big that we will be declared a national
park in the not-too-distant future.
The Premier has certainly taken the opportunity to
make white elephants over time, and he will continue to
do so, although at this time we do not know what they
will be. I can imagine him standing there with a
paintbrush in one hand and a roller in the other, while
the Treasurer stands beside him with a big can of
Dulux, and them being ready to paint the next white
elephant that comes along. They did not need a
paintbrush this time — they just wrote a cheque for
$640 million. That money could have been used well in
regional Victoria.
It is a bit like the shovel, but they have now put the
shovel away. They talk about shovel-ready projects, but
it is just another cruel hoax perpetrated on the people of
both regional Victoria and metropolitan Melbourne. We
have an Oxford dictionary, a Collins dictionary, and
now we are getting a Daniel Andrews dictionary, and in
that dictionary ‘shovel-ready’ means a thought bubble
to win votes. And if you look up the word
‘contingency’ in that dictionary, you will see it means
an escape route in question time. That is what that
means. Certainly if you look up ‘union’ in the Daniel

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
1706

ASSEMBLY

Andrews dictionary, you will see it says ‘soulmate or
family member’.
These are the issues that the Premier has been
confronting all the time, and I get so disappointed for
regional Victoria. The fox bounty only has a year to
run — there are a few old foxes on the other side of the
chamber, and the Treasurer is one of them. He has been
stitched up by his own party, so those in the chook
house will certainly have to beware. Victorians voted
for change, and they certainly got it. They got new
taxes, sacked water authorities, and a bill for
$640 million not to build a road. Six months into
breaking these promises, you can see that the
foundations are already rocking and the plaster on this
government is beginning to crack.
I simply ask: what has country Victoria done to be so
despised and hated by those on the other side,
particularly when the Premier grew up in regional
Victoria? I do not understand. We produce their food,
deliver their export earnings and create Melbourne’s
playground. I just do not understand why the
government wants to ignore regional Victoria like it
does. Twenty-five per cent of Victoria’s population
lives in regional Victoria, but the government has
allocated it 1.7 per cent in the health fund and 2.9 per
cent in terms of the infrastructure spend. We are talking
about minute figures in regional Victoria where 25 per
cent of Victorians live. Members opposite cannot stand
up in this place and tell me that this government is
governing for all Victorians, because it simply is not.
We will see whether the Murray Basin rail project
comes to fruition. There is $30 million allocated and
not the $220 million that we put aside, but in time that
may happen. We will see whether that happens or not.
The $600 million for Mernda rail is an illusion: there is
only $9 million in the budget, so it is not just regional
Victorians who are suffering. The government is
ripping off all Victorians and turning money into
nothing. A great man once turned water into wine. It
takes an absolutely special person to turn $640 million
into dust.
I will now focus on the Ovens Valley electorate
specifically and what we received. It will not take long
to talk about Ovens Valley and what we have achieved
in the budget. If I were to talk about a few of the things
we require and would like to achieve, that would take a
lot longer. The upgrade of the Wangaratta saleyards
roof is a project to which we took Labor kicking and
screaming. I am pleased that Labor has matched the
$500 000 commitment the coalition government made
last year. That project will go ahead, but that is the only
thing we have been able to achieve in the electorate.
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The government talks about Victoria being the
education state. There is nothing for Ovens Valley for
education. In health, again, there is nothing for Ovens
Valley.
I encourage the government to have a broader look at
regional Victoria. As I said in a debate yesterday,
regional Victoria is not just Geelong, Ballarat and
Bendigo. It is also other communities throughout the
state, and the government needs to consider looking at
those communities as well.
The country roads and bridges program is gone; it is
absolutely gone. That was a great program the former
government provided to local councils. Freeburgh is a
little community just outside Bright that is desperate for
an upgrade to a bridge, which would cost only
$350 000. Alpine Shire Council is one of the best in
regional Victoria in being able to manage its finances.
The CEO, Dave Barry, and the councillors have done
an amazing job over the last couple of years in cutting
costs to make sure that they are as efficient as they can
be. Now with rate capping coming along, they need to
be even more efficient. But a bridge like that is going to
take a lot of money out of the community that could be
used on other projects. Country roads and bridges was
an ideal program that would have been able to support
upgrading bridges like the Freeburgh bridge. Edi
Cutting Cottage on the Wangaratta-Whitfield Road is
another example of what the money from the country
roads and bridges program would have been able to
support.
I will briefly touch on Bright Hospital, as the Leader of
the Opposition did yesterday. This hospital so badly
needs an upgrade. We committed $15 million to it prior
to the election.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McCURDY — Correct; we did not get up. Now
we are looking for support from the current
government. That will be difficult in the current
climate, while the government is ignoring regional
Victoria like it is. This community in Bright had put
together $800 000 as seed funding to go forward with
this project. It is now asking the government, ‘What do
we do with this $800 000? Are we a chance to ever get
a hospital here, or are we just going to wait and wait?
Should we do something else with the $800 000?’. I
understand the community’s dilemma, because it was a
mammoth effort to have raised $800 000. Does the
community let it sit in a bank or put it into another
project? That is a dilemma we have got to work
through, and with the assistance of the Minister for
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Health I hope we can achieve something in the short to
medium term.
Appin Park Primary School is a little school, and one of
many schools in my electorate, that certainly needs
government support. For an education state I am
surprised that we did not get a look in in the budget,
given that it was requiring only $410 000. That is
nothing compared to what is being spent on other
projects around the state. At the Wangaratta District
Specialist School the principal, Libby Hosking, does an
absolutely sensational job with those kids. We were
looking for $750 000 to support this special school, but
again, despite being the education state, it was not
forthcoming.
Members will recall that $640 million has been ripped
out of the budget not to build a road. If you look at even
a small portion of that, we are not greedy in Ovens
Valley. We are quite reasonable people. If we could just
get 5 per cent of what was ripped out, it would be
$32 million. We can just imagine what projects that
would have funded in our community. As I have said,
country people such as the people in Bright who raised
$800 000 know how to stretch a dollar. They know how
to get leverage. They put in working bees, make in-kind
donations and attract corporate sponsorship, but we
need that seed funding to get us started.
It is important that we get seed funding for projects like
the Cobram Football Netball Club upgrade, which
needs $650 000 but is now on the backburner, as is the
Yarrawonga drainage study. Yarrawonga really
requires that drainage study, because Yarrawonga is
one of those communities in which you do not need 5, 6
or 7 inches of rain, or so many hundred millimetres, for
it to come under water. It takes only 2 or 3 inches, or 50
or 75 millimetres, of rain, and all of a sudden it comes
under pressure. That is why $200 000 for a drainage
study would have been ideal.
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great opportunity, but I think it has seen its last ray of
sunshine under this government. Labor used to put
money in one hand and take it out of the other. We
understand how that works, but in this budget it did not
even put it in our hand to start with. Government
members still talk about jobs and infrastructure, but
jobs still have not been created or the infrastructure
built. We need that seed funding and the commitment
to and confidence in regional Victoria. It really has
been a deception and a disappointment to all of us.
People understand that.
The funding for agriculture is down by 12 per cent on a
statewide basis. That will be of concern to regional
Victoria, particularly as $9 million has been cut from
research and development. When matched with the
$9 million we would have received from the federal
government, that equals $18 million. People at the
Ellinbank research station and other research areas
throughout regional Victoria had better brace
themselves because they are no doubt going to see
some cuts. There is not always a lot of money for
research and development, and when you take that
much out it is going to be of major concern for them.
The regional development spend is down 24 per cent,
and the Energy to the Regions program has gone
altogether. As I said, only 2.9 per cent of the
infrastructure spend is being spent on regional
infrastructure, and that is a shame, given that 25 per
cent of Victorians live in regional Victoria. There is a
spend of 1.7 per cent of health funding on health capital
in regional Victoria. Think about that. It is an absolute
disappointment. It affects places like Bright,
Wangaratta, Cobram and Yarrawonga. Those regions
could do so much with not a lot of money, but 1.7 per
cent is a disgrace, and we deserve better than that.

I will finish where I began last night in this place when
I said that it was a very dark day for regional Victoria
when this budget was handed down. I think the
Treasurer’s opening words were, ‘Every family is
different, but every family wants the same thing’. If that
were the case, he would have delivered a fair and
balanced budget, not just smoke and mirrors and not
just spin. This budget is really a con. It is not a
contingency like the Treasurer tries to tell us; it really is
a con and another cruel hoax.

We find another example in the $100 million which
was committed by the previous government to ensure
that the regional cities program continued to expand but
which will not be delivered by the current government.
Let us face it, we have got to make sure our regional
cities are in good shape to take the excess population
that spills out after metropolitan Melbourne fills up,
starting with the $1 billion promised for regional road
upgrades over eight years. But again, where is that in
the budget? I do not think we will see anything like that
sort of money being committed. If we cannot find it in
the budget anywhere, we can only assume that it will
not be there.

It is such a disappointment to see that the regional expo
has probably seen its last ray of sunshine as well. It is a
great expo that lets us showcase to metropolitan
Melbourne what we have in regional Victoria. It is a

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — It was an interesting
contribution from the member for Ovens Valley. I am
not sure if we are looking at a different budget. This is
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certainly a very different budget to the ones the member
was used to seeing when the coalition was in
government. That budget would have contained
massive cuts to staff, programs and services. For
example, the member talked about agriculture, but I
think a third of the staff were lost out of the agriculture
department during the previous government. It is an
interesting comparison when he is talking about this
budget and pointing out what he sees as a deficit — that
is, which schools did not get funded or which roads did
not get funded. They were not funded during the four
years of the previous government because it had a
budget program that was about cuts to staff, services
and programs.
A lot of people talk about this being a truly Labor
budget, and that is partly right, but it is actually a
budget that Victorians have come to expect from state
governments. It is a budget that is focused on
infrastructure, on jobs and on the services that matter to
Victorian families. That is exactly what this budget is
all about. In addition to that it spreads the spend right
across Victoria. The Labor Party has always very much
supported regional Victoria. We have always ensured
that the funding in our budget is spread across the
board, including from the small regional towns to the
large regional towns, and this budget continues that
process.
This is a budget that commences the process of
rebuilding Victoria’s programs in relation to protecting
our environment, taking action on climate change and
ensuring that we have the right water infrastructure to
support communities right across Victoria.
One of the really important parts of this budget is the
record investment that we have put into education.
Education is critical to Victoria’s future. It is about
ensuring that we have a skilled workforce going
forward and making the most of our people skills —
that is, our abilities and our education and training
skills. This budget makes sure that Victoria continues to
lead Australia in education. We are investing in capital,
which is really critical. In my community we are
investing in Drysdale Primary School, Bellarine
Secondary College, Saint Ignatius Secondary College
and Portarlington Primary School.
Our investment is not just about capital, which is
obviously really important, but also about having the
right facilities to support good learning outcomes. It is
actually about investing in teachers and improving
educational outcomes. I am sure the community
remembers the very long investigation that was
undertaken at a federal level and the subsequent
findings, known as the Gonski report, which identified
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a road map to ensure that we are putting money in the
right areas in our schools to get improved outcomes for
all children right across the country.
This budget is about delivering on that commitment and
making sure that the full amount of the Gonski money
is funded in this budget. I know from talking to my
local schools that that funding is extremely welcome.
Hopefully over the long term we will start to see really
significant improvements in outcomes for all young
people in Victoria.
This budget also invests an extra $1.38 billion in health
services. That is about our hospital system and equates
to, I think, 60 000 extra admissions into hospitals and
40 000 extra admissions into our emergency
departments. Of course most importantly it also
reinvests in our ambulance services and our
paramedics. These are the people we rely upon so
significantly as a community. Over the last 12 months I
had the privilege of spending a lot of time with a
number of paramedics trying to understand the
challenges that they face, and I would say it would have
to be the hardest job in our community. This is about
supporting our paramedics through fair wages and
conditions and also ensuring that we have the right
services to meet community needs going forward.
Job creation is a big focus that runs through all of this
budget — how we can use the levers of government to
create and assist business to generate jobs in our
community. Certainly as a member who represents one
of the communities of Geelong I can say that the
Geelong community has suffered significant setbacks in
terms of job losses and the flow-on effect of those
losses in our economy more broadly. Last year we
witnessed quite substantial increases in unemployment
rates.
This budget is focused on delivering our commitments
around jobs, both at a central level — a Victoria-wide
level — through the Back to Work grants and at a
regional level through the Premier’s jobs and
investment fund, through the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund as well as through the Future
Industries Fund, $20 million of which will go to new
energy to drive the renewable energy market.
In Geelong we are investing in the Geelong Region
Innovation and Investment Fund, which is about
making sure that we are able to co-invest in new
opportunities to create manufacturing jobs in Geelong,
again using the levers of government. There will be
some financial support and expertise to encourage new
businesses, new ideas and innovation that hopefully
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will provide sustainable jobs in our local community
going forward.

just provide enormous congestion relief to communities
down that way but in itself be a huge economic driver.

The budget also funds ManuFutures Geelong, which is
based at Deakin University. This is where the carbon
fibre plant is located and where defence work is going
on as well, so it is an opportunity to create a hub of new
research and development for manufacturing into the
future. This is a great partnership with Deakin
University, and I am hoping that the federal
government will also come on board to assist in that
process.

I will touch very briefly on some of the other
commitments in my electorate that were funded in this
budget. They include the Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving
Club, the Queenscliff Community Sports Club, the
Drysdale Football Netball Club, the Leopold Football
Netball Club, the Barwon Heads Football & Netball
Club, extra police to ensure that we can reopen stations
that the previous government closed, traffic lights in
Ocean Grove and a traffic management plan in Barwon
Heads. These projects represent a substantial
investment in jobs and large-scale and small-scale
infrastructure, which are supporting local communities
and supporting families.

Importantly, we have said that with all our major
projects, and those in Geelong in particular, we will
require local content and local procurement rules to be
set. This is about making sure that when we are
investing in, for example, the Geelong Performing Arts
Centre (GPAC), which is a great arts facility and a
$30 million investment, we get the most out of that
$30 million in terms of economic benefit back to our
community. Local procurement might involve the
purchase of seats from local businesses or local
businesses partly tendering for that project. These
investments are important in not just creating
construction jobs at that time but also having a flow-on
effect to other businesses in our community.
Talking about some of the infrastructure spends which
we believe will generate further economic growth in
Geelong, not only is there GPAC but there is also the
fourth stage of the football club redevelopment at
Simonds Stadium. This is not just about the football
club, although in itself that generates huge economic
benefit, whether the Cats win or lose. I think people
spend more when we win, but they still spend when we
lose — we are hoping for more wins. That project is
also a partnership with Deakin University, which will
provide world-class rehabilitation support, and again
we expect it will generate a lot of jobs and a lot of local
content. The local content component of the previous
three stages is sitting around the 90 per cent mark, and
we are hoping that will be the case with the rollout of
stage 4. It is a really significant investment that is about
achieving not just one outcome but a number of
outcomes. It will also ensure that we have a stadium
available for other events.
The Portarlington safe harbour project is in my
community and it also sits in my portfolio area. Again
this is about not just having a great harbour but also
being able to grow the aquaculture industry.
Portarlington is known for its mussels, but we also have
a growing scallop industry and a growing oyster
industry. The Drysdale bypass is a major road
infrastructure project worth $109 million which will not

As I mentioned at the beginning of my contribution,
this is also a budget that starts the process of an upward
trend in investment in the environment, climate change
and water. Last year’s budget was the lowest point for
environmental spending. We went way, way down, and
we are beginning the process of moving upwards. In
terms of water investment, for example, I point to the
contribution of the member for Ovens Valley about
investment in regional infrastructure. In water alone
billions of dollars are being spent on infrastructure,
largely in regional Victoria. Water infrastructure
development is a major economic driver in many
regional communities, along with the water authorities.
They provide many jobs and many opportunities in
those communities.
This budget sees the biggest ever spend of the
environmental contribution levy in Victoria’s history.
We have an extra $45 million to go to programs like
grant assistance for sustainable projects to manage
on-farm irrigation to help farmers with their irrigation
practices to achieve further water savings. There is
further money for the Goulburn-Murray Water
Connections and Sunraysia Modernisation projects and
$20 million for riparian land management in regional
Victoria. These are substantial investments in
infrastructure that are about supporting farmers and
improving water savings as well as improving
outcomes for our estuaries and wetland areas.
The budget includes the first investment in climate
change in four years, with around about $34 million
across government for expenditure on climate change
for the next year alone while we do all the work around
the Climate Change Act 2010 review and the review of
programs and policies in relation to climate change.
And then there is the Sustainability Fund. Interestingly,
in four years the previous government invested
$10 million from the Sustainability Fund, the lowest
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spend ever. This budget will see the biggest spend from
the Sustainability Fund to fund things like threatened
species protection, climate change works, waste
reduction programs, water efficiency programs, energy
efficiency programs and remediation of contaminated
land.
We are continuing the program of fuel reduction burns,
with an allocation of $50 million. That funding will also
be used to remove trees damaged by fire, which are one
of the biggest causes of injury to our firefighters who
are out doing planned burns. A real positive in this
budget is the assistance we are giving to Parks Victoria,
which was basically decimated when $88 million was
taken out of its budget. We are reinvesting to both fix
critical infrastructure that has been left to deteriorate as
well as build new facilities. We are also building for the
future, with funding for projects such as the Grampians
Peaks Trail, the Portarlington safe harbour and the
Canadian State Park. We also recognise that Parks
Victoria needs to boost its basic capacity to fix some of
the facilities that have been left to deteriorate over the
last four years.
All these things are being delivered in the context of a
surplus, which next year will be $1.2 billion rising to
$1.8 billion in 2018–19, in a AAA-rated budget where
we are seeing a reduction in net debt. This budget is not
about cutting staff, it is not about cutting the services
that matter to Victorians and it is not about shutting
down the economy so that we see fewer jobs created.
This is about investing in the things that we know can
create jobs. We know that Victorians care about
education, health services, public transport services and
the environment. Importantly, we are also assisting
communities in regional Victoria that have been doing
it tough, such as Geelong and Bellarine.
The budget is well targeted. It is about using the levers
of government, which we have used very well in this
budget. We are doing it with a sound financial base and
we are reducing net debt over time. I welcome this
budget, and I wish it a speedy passage through this
house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak about the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill
2015, but can I say that the manner in which this budget
debate has been conducted is an absolute disgrace. You
would have thought that in its very first budget debate
this government would have been keen to have a good
debate and to talk about this budget for a decent length
of time, yet we have seen the debate time cut now that
we are outside the budget week. We have seen the
available debating time cut from the standard two
weeks back to one, which is entirely contrary to
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established practice. Then we were presented yesterday
with the blatantly political motion we debated this
morning, and all it did was to take away time that
should have been available to debate the budget.
Yesterday we had 3¾ hours of debate on the budget,
and today we will have 4 hours if we are lucky,
meaning we will have a total of 7¾ hours on the budget
before the appropriation bill goes to the guillotine. On
that basis, and given a period of 15 minutes for
members to contribute, probably only half the members
of this house will have an opportunity to speak on the
budget. You really wonder what the government thinks
it is on about.
If there were any doubt that Labor was back in town or
not, this budget settles the argument absolutely. This is
not Bracks lite; this is not Brumby lite; this is a good,
old-fashioned, big-spending, big-taxing Labor Left
budget. It is a budget that increases taxes. Despite the
constantly repeated promises prior to the election that
there would be no increases in taxes, this budget
increases them. This is a budget that grows — and
grows rapidly and unsustainably — the size of the
public sector, and there are absolutely no demonstrable
improvements in service delivery built into that. It is
just more people to do much the same.
This is a budget that slashes infrastructure spending. It
is a budget that has abandoned any pretence of fiscal
responsibility. Public spending is set to rise 40 per cent
faster under this government than was forecast under
the coalition just six months ago. This is a budget that
draws no line in the sand and requires no $100 million
minimum operating surplus. It just throws all
accountability out the window.
Let us start by having a look at taxes. This is a record
taxing budget. The Treasurer will require more tax to
be paid in the next 12 months than has been paid at any
time in the history of the state. We know what Labor’s
so-called leaders had to say before the election. They
said there would be no new taxes. They said there
would be no increases in taxes. There were promises
from the Premier, there were promises from the Deputy
Premier and there were promises from the Treasurer,
yet what we do we get in this budget?
We get a 3 per cent stamp duty surcharge, which is a
hit — and we talked about this earlier in the week — on
first-time homebuyers on Melbourne’s metropolitan
fringe. We get a 0.5 per cent land tax increase, and we
get fees, fines and charges all going up 2.75 per cent
even though the CPI is sitting at 1 per cent. The fire
services property levy is going up 7 per cent, again
when the CPI is sitting at just 1 per cent. How you
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square a 7 per cent increase with a 1 per cent CPI
increase and then say, ‘There is no increase in taxes’ is
beyond me. Then of course we have the de facto
charges, the dividends demanded of public authorities,
and I will come back to that subject in a few moments.
Every single one of those rises is a broken Labor
promise.
Let us move on to the surpluses. We can remember the
comments the then shadow Treasurer made to the Age,
which were published on 28 November 2014, one day
before the election and after the release of Labor’s
financial statement. He told the Age that his intentions
would have no impact on budget surplus projections.
What are the facts? The coalition left a $2.3 billion
surplus for the coming year. Since the pre-election
budget update, Labor has pushed up revenue for the
coming year by around $1 billion. It has increased taxes
and increased charges despite those solemn
commitments. Despite those solemn promises that there
would be no such increases, revenue has been pushed
up by $1 billion a year. Not only has revenue gone up;
spending has gone up by more than twice that amount.
Spending will go up by $2.1 billion in the coming
year — an extra $2.1 billion in one year. In one year,
then, the government has cut the surplus by over
$1 billion.
If you take out the money this government is sitting
on — the money that the government was given to
build a road that it has now decided it will not proceed
with — you see that in less than a year this government
has gone from having a surplus of $2.3 billion to having
a deficit of $600 million. These are the numbers in the
documents we are considering this afternoon. There
will be a $600 million deficit this year — that is, if the
government pays its bills, if it pays back the money it is
keeping on false pretences. That is a turnaround of
almost $3 billion in just six months.
If we look at the picture over the forward estimates, we
see it gets worse. If we go back to the pre-election
budget update, we see that before Labor members got
their hands on the financial levers the projected
surpluses amounted to $9 billion through to 2018.
Under this budget, charges over that period are up
$2.6 billion, which is again a clear breach of Labor’s
solemn promise not to increase taxes. While charges
might be up $2.6 billion, spending has gone through the
roof. Spending has gone up by $6.8 billion. What is the
bottom line once all the east–west link money has been
paid back? And it must be paid back. Regardless of the
protestations of the Treasurer and regardless of the
assurances of the Minister for Finance before the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, if you take money
to do something and you do not do it, you have to give
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it back. That is what is going to have to happen
eventually.
The bottom line is that a $9 billion surplus —
representing money that would have been available to
invest in infrastructure and to spend on schools,
hospitals, roads and public transport — has been
slashed to just $1.8 billion. That is a $7.2 billion
reversal, achieved by this government in just six
months. So on 28 November last year, when the
Treasurer said there would be no impact on the budget
surplus predictions, who did he think he was kidding?
Clearly he thought he was kidding the public of
Victoria.
We should remember the rhetoric about jobs we have
heard over the last couple of years. There is not much
for jobs in this budget. This is a budget that forecasts
higher unemployment, and higher unemployment that
will be sustained over a much longer period than was
forecast just six months ago — and this is as a direct
result of the changes that have been made by this
government.
You do not have to look too far to find the cause. The
Victorian Construction Code Compliance Unit has been
abolished, so the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union has been given free reign across
Victorian building sites yet again. There is the road that
the government is not building — $640 million to not
build a road — and 3500 jobs gone at a stroke of the
Premier’s pen.
There are massive cuts to infrastructure spending in this
government’s first budget that total $6.4 billion over the
next four years. The eastern section of the east–west
link has been scrapped; the western section of the
east–west link has been scrapped; the Melbourne rail
link has been scrapped; the airport rail link has been
scrapped; and Peter Mac Private has been scrapped,
which is a clear indication that this is an ideologically
driven government. Worse than all of that is that as a
consequence of those decisions in this budget
thousands of construction and ongoing jobs have been
lost — $6.4 billion that should have been invested in
roads, schools, hospitals and public transport is all
gone.
One aspect of the budget that I am particularly
concerned about is the forced expropriation of funds
from statutory authorities. We know about the claims of
no new taxes and no new charges. We know that there
were not going to be any tax hikes, and we know that
that commitment did not last even six months and has
been comprehensively overturned in this budget.
However, even worse than the new taxes, the new
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charges and the tax hikes is the practice, perfected by
Labor, of milking statutory authorities, state-controlled
organisations and public bodies through the imposition
of excessive dividend demands. It is important to
underline the word ‘excessive’, because clearly it is
entirely appropriate for the state to seek a reasonable
return on the public funds it has invested. However, in
this budget the claims that are made are grossly
excessive. The claims far exceed any reasonable return
on the funds invested, and they are claims that
genuinely put at risk the financial future of some of
these organisations. Let us have a look at just a couple
of them because time does not permit me to go through
the list.
Let us have a look at the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC). The pre-election budget updated
anticipated dividends from the TAC of $681.6 million.
This budget pushes that figure up to $1.18 billion. The
requirement for dividends out of the TAC is pushed up
in this budget by 173 per cent. Almost half a billion
dollars is going to be ripped out of the TAC in the next
three years — an extra half a billion dollars. You
cannot rip half a billion dollars from a statutory
corporation and expect it just go on as if there was no
impact. I must admit, though, that I was not particularly
surprised when the Minister for Finance at the estimates
hearing would not give a guarantee that his raid on the
TAC would not result in higher charges for motorists.
He would not guarantee that motorists would not be left
carrying the can for this decision.
The budget also raided the Victorian Managed
Insurance Authority (VMIA). Some members may not
have heard of the VMIA because it is a relatively
low-profile organisation. It provides insurance services
to government departments, to 150 statutory authorities
and agencies, to 25 rail operators, to more than
300 hospitals, health centres and bush nursing hospitals,
to 250 rural doctors, to 25 medical research bodies, to
more than 500 cemetery trusts, to around
2300 community service organisations and to more
than 13 500 registered residential builders, so it is a
reasonably important organisation in the scheme of
things.
Today we have an Auditor-General’s report that
identifies certain issues with the building consumer
framework and the VMIA is at the centre of that.
Whatever the problems are with that aspect of the
building industry, it is not going to be helped by jacking
up insurance costs. This is a service organisation that
has not ordinarily paid dividends to government. It did
not pay dividends to the coalition government, yet it is
expected to pay dividends to this government. We did
not expect it to do that but this government does. The
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government is demanding that the VMIA give up its
cash to the tune of $145 million in the coming year,
$145 million in 2016–17, $87 million in 2017–18 and
$43 million in 2018–19. That is a total over those four
years of $420 million.
Let us put those figures into perspective. If you look at
the last annual report of the VMIA, which had a
reporting date of 30 June last year, you see that it had
total equity of only $145 million, neatly enough exactly
the dividend that has been demanded of it this year. It
has net premium revenue of less than $260 million
annually. On any fair assessment this is dividend
stripping of a high order. The only possible outcome of
this decision can be soaring insurance premiums for
schools, for hospitals, community service organisations
and home construction. As the Auditor-General said
today, there are some issues of concern in that area. The
construction sector already has enough challenges
without adding to its burden.
I could go on in that vein, but I also want to briefly refer
to the Mornington electorate. That will not take long
because only two projects are claimed in this budget,
and they are funding for the Moorooduc and
Mornington primary schools. In relation to Mornington
Primary School, no amount is disclosed, so whether it is
a serious figure remains to be seen. Certainly work
needs to be done. I just hope this government meets the
coalition’s commitment with regard to that school. It is
a worthy project and one I have been pursuing for eight
years. On the other hand, there are no additional funds
provided in this budget for Moorooduc Primary School.
There is money there, but it is money that was allocated
by the coalition in the last budget. There is no funding
to relocate Mornington Special Developmental School,
to improve local sporting facilities or to continue the
work at Mornington harbour. This is an old-fashioned,
big-spending, big-taxing Labor left budget, and we will
wear the consequences of this lost opportunity for years
to come.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am very pleased
to rise to speak on the Appropriation (2015–16) Bill
2015. It is always interesting to speak after an
opposition member, in this case the member for
Mornington. In some ways I thought I would like to
have a copy of his speech to share around my
electorate. Although they would mostly be bored by it,
it would assure the people of my electorate that they did
the right thing in voting Labor at the last election.
We heard from the member for Mornington how
dreadful it is that this government has been popularly
elected by the people of Victoria and has come back
into office is spending more money. I make no apology
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for an Andrews Labor government budget that spends
more money, because that is why we came to office.
For the last four years, the sad Liberal-Nationals
coalition government simply cut, cut and cut, and it
seemed to be the only thing it knew how to do. Those
opposite had no vision for the future. They just cut
away and provided nothing for the people of Victoria
by way of funding many of the projects that are
important for the life of our community.
I am in fact delighted to be part of an Andrews Labor
government that is increasing spending. But at the same
time as doing that — and I emphasise this — Labor is
still running a surplus budget, as Labor did in its
previous 11 years of government that I was involved in.
There is no threat to a AAA credit rating from the
budget that Labor is running. It is a very sound financial
budget that will deliver for the people of Victoria the
things they were missing out on for the last four years.
I am very proud to stand here as the Labor member for
Buninyong as part of a Andrews Labor government that
has delivered so much. The first budget of this
government is something that I am very proud to speak
on. It contrasts with the budget that was delivered a
week later in Canberra by the Abbott federal
government, which was probably one that the member
for Mornington would be very proud of, because it
managed to spend less. It was a mean budget that will
result in families who need support in our communities
missing out. By contrast the Andrews budget
recognises that we have a responsibility to support
people who need support in our community, and we
have delivered so much in that area.
I was pleased last week to be out in my electorate in the
rural towns of Smythesdale, Ballan and Meredith, and
also in Ballarat, talking to community members about
the budget and other issues that are important to them. I
was overwhelmed by a positive response from them
about the way this government went about the
preparation and delivery of its budget. The reason was
that they saw we were delivering to and supporting
communities across regional Victoria and across
Victoria generally. They were impressed by what we
did in contrast to the last four years, when they felt they
were being neglected by the former government. The
coalition government clearly had no sense of vision or
concept of how to progress the important issues that
needed to be progressed in this state. So this budget
invests in our local schools, our health services and our
roads across the electorate of Buninyong.
It is also very clear that we need to invest in creating
jobs and support local manufacturing. An example in
the budget is Labor investing in new trains and Country
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Fire Authority (CFA) tankers, some of which will be
built locally in Ballarat. This recognises the proud local
manufacturing history we have in Ballarat at what were
the railway workshops but are now the Alstom railway
production sheds, where they are producing great
X’trapolis trains. Alstom has been given a commitment
to have those trains built at its workshops in Ballarat,
and CFA tankers will be produced at SEM Fire and
Rescue in Ballarat. There will be more jobs for people
in Ballarat and we will be supporting local
manufacturing as a result of this decision in the budget.
So not only is the government supporting jobs but it is
investing in better infrastructure for our public transport
facilities and better infrastructure for our emergency
services by providing the state-of-the-art fire tankers
that SEM are producing. I am certainly delighted to
think that we are acting in a way that continues to
support employment in my area.
When we look at the essence of what a good budget
does, we need to look at the future. We know that when
we consider people across our community — I look at
the young people in particular as they are the ones who
are going to be the future — we need to support them in
getting a good job so that they can help build our
community. To do that you obviously need a good
education. As a former teacher, I am clearly passionate
about the need to support our education facilities and
our schools across the spectrum of education to ensure
that young people get the opportunities they need to
support them towards a good future, and therefore put
our whole community on a good track for the future.
Let me start by looking at the early childhood education
area, where we are building the foundations of lifelong
learning. In particular in the budget I am pleased to see
an early years centre in Sebastopol being funded. This
is going to be a new one-stop shop for families with
young children in the Sebastopol and broader area. It is
going to house a kindergarten and maternal and child
health service and have room for playgrounds. Clearly
we are supporting that area.
I am delighted to see that several schools across my
electorate are getting the funding they need to build the
infrastructure they need. I was pleased to have the
Minister for Education in my electorate only last week
or the week before when we visited Phoenix P–12
Community College and announced a further
$10 million for new classrooms and food technology
and visual arts facilities to be rebuilt and modernised.
We also went to Ballarat Secondary College, which is
going to receive $6 million to upgrade its campuses at
both Ballarat East and Wendouree.
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I am also pleased to note that $5 million has been
committed to building a new year 9 centre in Bacchus
Marsh. I cannot help noting as the former member for
Ballarat East that one of the schools that I fought so
hard for in the last term, Daylesford Secondary College,
which was neglected under the last government, will
now get the $10 million that it has been looking
forward to in order to go to the next stage of
development of its school. Kyneton Primary School
will get $8 million to help it relocate, and Kyneton
Secondary College will get $5 million. I am delighted
to see that those schools, which are in the new
electorate of Macedon, will be supported under a Labor
government. They were hoping to get something in the
last four years, but they got nothing.
Under the heading of Gonski funding a great move
forward in education was proposed by the federal Labor
government some years back. Sadly during the term of
the former state coalition government the Gonski
funding was not forthcoming as schools expected it
would be. In this budget Labor commits to the full
Gonski funding, and I look forward to seeing that roll
out into schools across my electorate and across the
state. Additional funding will be provided to support
low-income families so that students can go to camps,
purchase the items they need and not feel that because
their family is struggling financially they cannot afford
to do what other students are able to do. Terrific support
for families on low incomes is available from this
budget.
We have committed to a new technical school in
Ballarat. I look forward to supporting the various
players who are going to come together to develop that
proposal. As we know, TAFE was devastated by the
former government. I am pleased to see our TAFE
rescue package in place, and I will be pleased to work
with the member for Wendouree in ensuring that TAFE
funding flows back to Federation University and that
we can rebuild TAFE opportunities for our young
people in the Ballarat region.

Thursday, 28 May 2015

the Victorian state budget provides great support for
health. I was pleased to be with the Minister for Health
at the Ballarat Health Services base hospital last week.
We looked at the site of a new catheterisation lab,
which the hospital will be receiving $10 million from
this government to develop. This will mean that in the
future people who need lifesaving treatment will not
have to go further afield than Ballarat to receive
important cardiac services. The budget also includes the
$200 million Hospital Beds Rescue Fund to support
Ballarat Base Hospital to provide new short-stay
medical beds so that an additional 689 patients can be
treated there. Looking down the road to Bacchus
Marsh, part of which falls in my electorate, I am
pleased to see there is further funding for Djerriwarrh
Health Services to enable the treatment of an additional
800 patients each year.
The Victorian ambulance service has been allowed to
be run down, so the Andrews Labor government is
investing an additional $99 million to fix the ambulance
crisis by reducing response times and upgrading
ambulance stations. This includes $1.5 million to
upgrade the Wendouree ambulance station. We are also
investing in the employment of more Country Fire
Authority (CFA) staff and ensuring that we upgrade our
CFA fire stations. I am pleased to see that Buninyong,
which has a 60-year-old station, has been promised
$1.5 million for a new fire station.
There are so many more things I want to speak about,
but time is going to limit me from going through all the
great things in this budget that will benefit my region.
Roadworks are to be undertaken along the Western
Highway, and $11.25 million worth of works will be
undertaken to improve the road bridges at the
Lerderderg River, Pentland Hills Road and Pikes Creek
Reservoir. Funding will be provided to continue work
on the Colac–Ballarat road, which clearly fell into a
poor state of repair under the last government.

Education support services such as the Highlands Local
Learning and Employment Network are also going to
get ongoing support and funding through this budget.
Local learning and employment networks provide great
support for young people who might otherwise fall
through the cracks. They allow us to see how education
flows into the employment sector and to undertake
work to ensure that all young people are appropriately
supported in linking their education to their
employment and do not fall through the cracks.

I am pleased to see that pedestrian crossings that the
communities of Ballan and Buninyong sought in the
last term of the government will be funded in this
budget under the Andrews Labor government. Let me
not forget Canadian State Park, a great area of forested
land on the eastern edge of Ballarat. Six-hundred
hectares of Canadian State Forest and Victorian
Plantations Corporation land is going to be part of a
reserve park, with $2 million to support an upgrade and
establish a permanent buffer that the people of the
Ballarat community and beyond can appreciate for
many years into the future.

Let us move on to health services. While at the
Canberra level health services are being savagely cut,

This budget delivers much for the people of the
Buninyong electorate, as it also does for people across
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Victoria. It is a great education budget and a great
health budget. It is a budget that delivers environmental
benefits for people. It delivers road upgrades and many
things that the people in my electorate are looking
forward to. I am pleased to work with our ministers to
see those projects delivered.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — This is a disappointing
budget. It is a budget of broken promises, such as
changes to tax that the electorate was not told about
prior to the election. Overall it reduces the economic
security of the state of Victoria. This budget pays
insufficient attention to infrastructure. It is big on
expenditure and big on taxes, and it is — and this is the
only item with which I agree with members opposite —
a typical Labor budget. It is big spending and big
taxing. It is no wonder the Herald Sun attributed to the
budget the headline ‘Hey, big spender’.
In the first instance I will look at a couple of items that
impact my electorate of Brighton. In particular I will
look at page 25 of budget paper 4, State Capital
Program, where there is $10 million allocated for what
is described as the regeneration of Elwood College. I do
not expect members of this place to be up to date with
redistributions, but the electorate of Brighton, to which
I was elected in 1999, now includes all of Elwood. I am
pleased because we in the coalition made commitments
to the school, which was a neglected state secondary
college. Labor made a commitment as well, and it has
honoured the $10 million, although I note that in
2015–16 only $1.6 million has been allocated, with the
government telling us the remaining expenditure of
$8.38 million will see the project completed by the
fourth quarter of 2016–17. I hope that timetable is kept
to. I have had experience of Labor governments and
major projects, and they do not necessarily adhere to
timetables, but I hope it will be the case. I am pleased
Elwood College was skilful enough to make sure both
sides of the political divide made substantial
commitments to it.
I also make reference to page 31 of State Capital
Program and two tranches of funding for Brighton
Secondary College. It took a coalition government to
deliver funding to this school in my electorate.
Previously over 11 years of Labor only some funding in
relation to fire repair work was allocated. The
$8 million we as a government allocated in our last
budget has been honoured by Labor, with $5.6 million
to be spent after 2015–16 and an estimated completion
date of 2017–18. I am pleased Brighton Secondary
College has kept its allocation from the coalition
government, and the member for Bentleigh should also
be pleased, because 40 per cent of the students who
attend the college live in the electorate of Bentleigh.
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I turn now to budget paper 3, where there is an
allocation that may have an impact on my electorate. I
draw to the government’s attention an item described
on page 110 as ‘Golf centre of excellence’. A funding
allocation has been made, and the government claims
that Golf Australia and Golf Victoria are working with
Sport and Recreation Victoria to identify a suitable site
for the centre. The site the proponents are currently
suggesting is in Elsternwick Park, which is in my
electorate. If that is the site for the national centre of
excellence for golf, there will need to be ongoing
discussions not only with professional golfing
organisations but also with council and the local
community. A golf course is currently there, and it is
well used, so there will need to be a discussion with the
community about what facilities will stay and what
facilities will go. At this stage I am simply encouraging
consultation.
I turn now to the fire services property levy increases,
which will have a devastating impact on household
budgets in my electorate. The reference is page 165 of
budget paper 5, where the government has forecasted
significant increases in the fire services property levy
from $585 million in 2014–15 to $627 million in
2015–16 and going up to $662 million in 2018–19.
There is a 7.2 per cent increase in the fire services
property levy from 2014–15 to the anticipated 2015–16
amount. The question is: who will pay this?
Households will. This is a government — —
Mr Brooks — It’s your system.
Ms ASHER — I strongly support the fire services
levy system. I am a strong supporter because it means
people who previously got off scot-free by not paying
insurance now have to make a contribution to fire
services. However, on these figures the government is
imposing an additional impost on householders, yet this
was not in the rhetoric prior to the election. I suspect the
government will be selective in which households will
carry this burden; we will wait and see where the
burden falls, but it will fall on households.
I will make a couple of general comments in relation to
my policy interests, as I am sure members expect me to
do. I will start with trade. I refer to page 19 of budget
paper 3. Trade is important for the state of Victoria, and
the government has itemised a number of trade
initiatives that will be good, but they are nowhere near
as extensive as the commitment we made prior to
leaving office. Oddly enough there is an item called
‘Connecting to the world through film’, where
$1.4 million has been allocated. There is a strong trade
angle to having an Indian film festival and a Chinese
film festival, because trade does not exist in isolation. If
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one has cultural links, economic links can be further
built on them. We also have a China and India
scholarships program, where $300 000 has been
allocated per year for three years. The aim is to have
people linguistically literate to assist various businesses
to trade. It is not only about having literacy in another
language; it is also about understanding cultural
perspectives, which gives economic opportunities to the
state of Victoria.
The government has allocated $1.4 million in 2015–16,
followed by $1.5 million in the next two years and then
$1.6 million in the final out year, to expand the
Victorian government business office program. The
previous government indicated prior to the election that
it wished to establish offices in South America,
Singapore and Turkey. I presided over a substantial
expansion of the Victorian government business
network, and under my administration — I am not
claiming sole credit for it by any means — there was
significant growth in the level of exports in the state of
Victoria. I commend the government for expanding the
Victorian government business office network. I note
that in the last year of our government the member for
Yan Yean regarded these sorts of expenditures as
frivolous. She indicated that in a question to a minister
at the time. I am pleased the member for Yan Yean’s
view has not prevailed in the government’s funding of
the important trade portfolio.
An amount of $3 million per annum over four years has
been allocated for inbound trade missions. Much has
been said by the Premier and others, and I am interested
to see what the government does with outbound trade
missions as well. We allocated $12 million —
substantially more than $3 million — for inbound and
outbound trade missions, and a vast range of inbound
trade missions were announced by the previous
government. The international engagement strategy
presided over by the previous government had a
$62.6 million budget allocation over four years, which
included part of the trade mission program, and
between December 2010 and November 2014 we
supported over 3300 Victorian companies on 78 trade
missions.
The house is already getting a sense that the amount of
dollars we allocated as a government is nowhere near
the amount of dollars the Labor government has
allocated in its first budget, and I again urge the
government to look at this important area of trade,
because we are a small and confined domestic market.
If the government does not promote trade, there are not
too many other things the government can do to assist
its smaller sector in particular to increase sales and
hopefully increase employment as a consequence.
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In terms of tourism, the government has allocated an
extra $20 million for major events on page 19 in budget
paper 3, but the key question is what that extra
$20 million will be spent on. The previous government
did not cap the major events spend; we simply had the
Major Events Fund. If I were a member of this
Parliament interested in tourism, I would ask what the
base figure is — and more importantly I would ask
whether it includes the grand prix subsidy. I urge all
members of Parliament to try to find the answer to
these questions. To simply say that you will spend an
extra $20 million but then claim that the base figure is
cabinet in confidence — which was the practice of
previous Labor governments — means that major
events will not necessarily yield an additional
$20 million. For example, if the grand prix subsidy
were going to rise, the cost might simply be absorbed
by that.
The Melbourne Exhibition Centre expansion is flagged
in this budget without moneys being allocated by the
line item — but we then have the very unusual situation
of footnote (b) assuring us that money has indeed been
assigned to it. One can only assume it is in contingency,
seeing as that is the Treasurer’s explanation for
everything that did not get a line item. I urge the
government to get on with this project. The coalition
had a very comprehensive plan for the expansion of the
Melbourne Exhibition Centre. These business events
are worth $1.2 billion to the state of Victoria, but
Sydney’s expansion project is coming online in 2016
and there is also significant international competition in
this area. Again I urge the government to get on with
this particular project.
Similarly I cannot find any additional money for
regional marketing, which was something we
committed to prior to the election because of the
enormous benefit it has for tourism in regional areas. I
also cannot find any specific references to how the
government proposes to handle the vast Chinese
tourism market, which is now Victoria’s no. 1 visitor
demographic. We had an $8 million Victoria-China
tourism strategy, and I draw the minister’s attention to
the Age of 27 May, in which Tourism Australia
chairman Geoff Dixon, who is stepping down, warned
the federal government and the state tourism authorities
that we cannot simply sit back and expect the Chinese
to visit us in growing numbers. We need to make sure
that we are competitive, and we can make ourselves
competitive through marketing campaigns and by
aggressively selling the state through the Tourism
Victoria offices and the government business offices in
China. I urge the government to look at that important
area of economic development.
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I conclude by referring to the Herald Sun’s editorial of
6 May, headed ‘Labor’s back and spending’, which
says:
This is a distinctly Labor budget.
Big spending — to the tune of almost $280 billion over five
years — and big taxing; revenues of $296 billion across the
same period.
Money comes in one door and an almost commensurate
amount goes out. It’s a highwire act, predicated on Treasury
forecasts staying on track.
If things go awry, Victoria’s financial wellbeing and
long-term infrastructure investments will be seriously
threatened.

That is my view also. I have seen many state budgets
from a range of Labor governments, and there is no
doubt about it: when one looks at the first budget
brought down by the Andrews government, one sees
that — and I am very sorry to say this because it is very
bad news for Victoria — the fiscal delinquents are back
in town.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — In
response to the member for Brighton, I say that this is a
budget that this side of the house is proud of. This is a
Labor budget that delivers on the things that matter to
Victorians. This budget goes directly to the areas
Victorians voted for and to the issues they worry about
around the family table: jobs, health, education, public
transport and infrastructure, all within a framework of a
AAA-rated budget in surplus and declining debt over
the forward estimates. This is a budget we are
absolutely proud of, and it gives me great pleasure to
join this debate. I will focus my contribution on my
portfolio responsibilities as the Minister for Education
and on my beautiful community and electorate of
Monbulk.
Victoria has a strong education system. Our schools,
teachers and principals have a lot to be proud of. We
have a passionate, professional and highly qualified
workforce that is and will be at the heart of leading
students and schools to excellence and inclusion across
Victoria. This budget delivers for all our schools. It
delivers for the profession — for our principals, our
teachers and our education support staff — and it
delivers for families and students. In the lead-up to the
election we outlined a range of commitments to set the
direction to and build the foundations for the delivery of
the very best education system for every Victorian. In
November last year we outlined a $1.3 billion
commitment to Victorian schools. Today, in May 2015,
we have delivered well beyond that. In our first budget
we delivered a $3.5 billion commitment to our
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schools — the biggest ever single boost to school
funding — —
Mr Battin — Acting Speaker, just to ensure that we
have full factional support for the minister, I call your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr MERLINO — As I was saying, in our first
budget we delivered a $3.5 billion boost — the biggest
single boost to Victorian school funding in our history.
Across early years, schools and TAFEs there is almost
$4 billion. It is something that members opposite do not
want to hear. They do not want to be reminded of the
damage they inflicted in just four years. Theirs became
the first, first-term government since 1955 to be tossed
out of office, and that is because of their cuts to
education and health and their absolute lack of
commitment to the things that matter to Victorians.
In honouring our election commitments we set out to
achieve two things with this budget. We set out to
repair the damage that was inflicted to the core fabric of
our system, and we set out to demonstrate our
commitment to Victoria’s schools and to establish
Victoria as the education state. We are doing that in a
number of ways. We are tackling disadvantage
including through our Camps, Sports and Excursions
Fund. In terms of repairing the damage, we put in place
that $148 million program to replace what was lost
through the previous government’s scrapping of the
education maintenance allowance (EMA), something it
should hang its head in shame about. During the past
six months as minister I have heard firsthand about the
impact on families of the cuts made by the previous
government to the education maintenance allowance.
My office has received letter after letter from parents
who are struggling this year to pay for their kids’ school
camps, sports activities and excursions. That is why we
are not going to wait for the start of the 2016 school
year to provide some relief to families across Victoria;
we will be making a payment to schools for our most
vulnerable students in July. I am proud that we have
delivered on our promise to fill the gap left by the
withdrawal of the EMA.
In terms of breakfast clubs, it is a sobering reality that
while many of us take breakfast for granted, one in
seven children come to school with an empty stomach.
Students from low socio-economic backgrounds are
over six times more likely to miss breakfast. An empty
stomach makes it difficult to learn. You cannot
concentrate, it makes kids tired, it makes it — —
Mr Battin interjected.
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Mr MERLINO — Apparently the opposition is
opposed to the expansion of breakfast clubs to
500 schools and 25 000 kids. It has no idea. This is a
$13.7 million partnership with Foodbank over four
years to deliver this program.
In terms of glasses for kids, children with undiagnosed
vision problems can experience difficulty in accessing
and participating in education. If a child is unable to see
properly, they are potentially at risk of developing
learning difficulties. We can and we will reduce this
risk. In this year’s budget the Andrews government will
provide $480 000 over four years for the Glasses for
Kids program. This is a partnership with State Schools
Relief and OneSite, a partner of OPSM. In addition to
thousands of free eye tests in 250 of Victoria’s most
disadvantaged primary schools the program is expected
to provide 10 000 pairs of free glasses over the next
four years to the kids who need them most in prep to
grade 3.
As well as addressing the critical issues of breakfast,
participation and vision, a key part of our government’s
commitment to ensuring that every student has the
opportunity to reach their potential is to support parents
in meeting the full costs of educating their children. For
the past 80 years State Schools Relief has worked with
government schools to provide uniforms and shoes to
families who are struggling with the costs of education.
This budget provides an additional $15.65 million over
four years to boost the impact that State Schools Relief
can have. The funding will more than triple the number
of disadvantaged students getting help to pay for school
uniforms, shoes, books and stationery through State
Schools Relief. Having the same uniform as their peers
and decent shoes is a critical part of a student’s sense of
belonging, purpose and wellbeing in their school
community. The other tangible school essentials to gets
kids started and keep them engaged and participating at
school are books and stationery.
We are working on expanding our mentoring programs.
As well as the increased numbers of breakfasts, books,
shoes, glasses, uniforms and stationery, we are also
providing another critical avenue of support to students
through the expansion of our mentoring program.
Mentoring is a wonderful, tangible resource for young
people who need the guidance and support that their
parents, guardians or teachers may not always have the
time to provide. The government recognises the value
of mentoring programs and has delivered on its promise
for $1.6 million to expand existing mentoring
programs, delivered with community organisations and
not-for-profits and, additionally, to pilot a program for
high-achieving tertiary students to mentor school
students from disadvantaged backgrounds. This dates
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back to a trip to Israel that I took part in in 2013. We
have taken on board the terrific program that is part of
Israel’s university structure, and I am excited about this
program.
In terms of capital — and I do not get tired of saying
this — this is the biggest ever investment in school
infrastructure programs in the history of Victorian
education, with $730 million to build, upgrade and
maintain schools across the state. There is $610 million
in this budget for government schools and $120 million
over four years for Catholic and independent schools.
This is a phenomenal investment made even more
extraordinary when we remember that school capital
funding was halved under the Liberal government. It
collapsed. There is $610 million for government
schools in our first budget. Do you know, Acting
Speaker, what the previous government delivered in its
first three budgets? It was around $200 million,
$200 million and $200 million — an average of
$200 million over its first three budgets. We are
delivering $610 million for government schools in our
first budget.
Across Victoria kids are learning in run-down,
uncomfortable and overcrowded classrooms. Many
temporary buildings have stood for decades, and many
more are riddled with asbestos. It is the legacy of those
opposite that not one new school will open in 2016.
The budget provides $325 million to renovate, refurbish
or rebuild 67 schools, 25 of them in our fast-growing
outer suburbs and 21 in regional Victoria.
One school to receive a $10 million rebuild is Essendon
Keilor College, which has been identified as one of the
state’s most run-down schools with over
1300 maintenance items requiring attention. The
previous education minister described the school as
‘disgraceful’ and then proceeded to do nothing for four
years. In our first budget, due to the advocacy of the
member for Niddrie, we will deliver a major upgrade
for Essendon Keilor College. Others to receive
assistance are Geelong High School, Viewbank
College, Sunshine College, Elwood College,
Brunswick Secondary College, Daylesford Secondary
College, Phoenix P–12 Community College, William
Ruthven Secondary College. We are going to make
investments right across the state.
There is the Maroondah education plan and the
Morwell school regeneration project, and there is
$35 million for more than 120 new, safe relocatable
classrooms to ease the pressure and reduce
overcrowding in our schools. There is $42 million to
tackle asbestos as part of our $100 million commitment.
The shadow Minister for Education had a bit to say
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about this. Let us make a comparison. In our first
budget there is $42 million to tackle asbestos in
addition to the more than doubling of the capital
program. The previous government’s last budget
provided $7.5 million to tackle asbestos, comprising of
$2.2 million for audits, and $5.3 million to remove it.
We are providing $42 million in our first budget. I
could go on, but I am running out of time and I want to
talk about my wonderful community in Monbulk and
what this budget delivers for them.
There was a huge campaign to save the Olinda pool in
the Dandenong Ranges. The council allowed it to be
run-down and then, when cracks were found, it closed it
down and expected the community to accept a
permanent closure of that wonderful community asset.
There was a huge community campaign to save it.
Before the election I was proud to make a commitment
that if Labor won, we would deliver $500 000 to repair
and reopen the pool and also deliver a community
playground. That is delivered in our first budget and it
has been greeted with acclaim from the communities
across the Dandenong Ranges.
In terms of keeping our local schools safe, there is
$593 million to improve road safety in the Dandenongs,
including electronic variable speed limit signs at Mount
Dandenong Primary School, at Selby Primary School,
where this campaign began, and also at The Patch
Primary School. There is $728 000 for resurfacing
works on a 2.4-kilometre section of Monbulk Road
between Kallista and Belgrave.
In terms of my local schools, there is $3 million
towards the refurbishment and replacement of
classrooms at Monbulk College. This is something that
the principal, Margaret Uren, and the school council
have been campaigning for. This is a wonderful school.
It has wonderful science facilities out the back but the
building at the front is an old light timber construction,
and we are going to provide $3 million to transform
that front building and the face of that school.
There is also $1 million to Mooroolbark East Primary
School to upgrade its sports hall, improve teaching
spaces and do some important drainage works as well. I
know the principal, Debbie Nelsson, is extremely
pleased. This is a wonderful school — in a new part of
my electorate, being Mooroolbark — and I will be
working with the school over the next few years to look
at its longer term needs because this is a great school in
high demand and it is doing a great job.
In terms of the Angliss Hospital, we need to ask: why is
it only Labor governments that invest in the Angliss
Hospital in the outer east? The former Kennett
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government wanted to shut it down, and if it had won
the election in 1999 it would have closed Angliss
Hospital. I am proud that under the Bracks and Brumby
governments we delivered multimillion-dollar
refurbishments and upgrades to that hospital. We are
doing exactly the same in our first budget: $20 million
to provide an intensive care unit and short-stay unit at
the Angliss Hospital, providing up to 20 beds to cater
for patients needing urgent care. This is what Labor
does for our local hospitals, always neglected under the
previous government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
acknowledge in the gallery a former member for
Ballarat West, Mr Paul Jenkins.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise today to speak on the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, which outlines a
budget that bears a true reflection of the intent of this
Melbourne Labor government and its utter disregard for
the people of country Victoria. I am quite perplexed to
hear some of the members opposite, who have been
carrying on with loads of shenanigans today and
speaking about how important country Victoria is to
this state. There is no doubt that when country Victoria
is doing well the entire state is doing well. However,
can we judge this Labor government on its words or
should we judge it on its actions?
I know the people of Lowan, and I know that the people
of Lowan are intelligent, hardworking, honest, loyal,
pragmatic and most importantly incredibly astute. So
when the Treasurer stood proudly to give his
second-reading speech and espouse that Melbourne
Labor is ‘taking our state into the future and leaving
no-one behind’, the people of Lowan were highly
sceptical — and rightly so, given that this Melbourne
Labor budget clearly has not just left country Victoria
behind but completely abandoned us. As we can see,
the Minister for Education has abandoned us right now,
which is absolutely appalling.
Perhaps education should be first cab off the rank when
I look at how this Melbourne Labor government has
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treated the people of Lowan. I quote the Treasurer: ‘the
education state’. I think that this Melbourne-based
Labor government does not understand that it has to
govern beyond the tram tracks and right to the edge of
the state and to the border. That is clear when you look
at the map published on the front of the budget papers,
where Lowan was largely left off. In fact there was no
infrastructure funding anywhere west of the Grampians,
except for a bridge that arguably should have come out
of normal operational budget anyway. East Gippsland,
as we know, completely fell off the map and was
hidden behind the index. It is absolutely appalling that
you can call Victoria the education state when nowhere
appears to matter apart from Melbourne.
This is a quote from the Treasurer:
… kids still can’t get a first-rate education in a second-rate
classroom.

Why, then, could this government not find any funds to
invest in schools in Lowan? We had fantastic
pre-election commitments to invest in Dimboola
Memorial Secondary College, which has lots of
buildings that are full of asbestos. I note that the
Minister for Education mentioned his asbestos program
earlier; however, there has not been any outline of how
that will be applied. Will there be any confirmation for
schools like Dimboola that it will be prioritised, as it
desperately needs works done?
How about Baimbridge College in Hamilton? The light
timber construction that it has there urgently needs
works to refurbish the science and maths wing. I am
very happy that the shadow Minister for Education, the
member for Ferntree Gully, made the effort to actually
come down and see the schools in our region. He was
absolutely appalled that these schools had not been
funded in the budget.
This is another quote from the Treasurer on education:
… we’re focusing on the schools that need the most support.

Why then did the Treasurer not fund the Warracknabeal
education precinct? We made a commitment before the
election to fund that project with $8 million, and when
you look at the site you can completely understand
why. The Warracknabeal Special Development School
is currently located in three transportables located on
leased premises, which means it cannot even access
government funding to build a new bike shed because it
is not allowed to build on leased land. Why is this not
one of the schools that needs the most support, with
kids that absolutely need a proper and appropriate
facility to deliver their educational needs and to bring
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them on-site with the primary school? We committed to
that; this government will not. It is appalling.
What about Warracknabeal Secondary College, where
the member for Ferntree Gully did not just look at the
cracks in the wall but put his hand into them to measure
how many centimetres along his arm they reached? It is
absolutely appalling, and yet this does not come into
Labor’s commitment and judgement of focusing on the
schools that need the most support.
I will move to training now. The Treasurer said he will:
… save the jobs and skills centres that give a second chance
to the people who are dropping out of school and dropping
out of our economy.

Not so for Hamilton District Skills Centre, where
$200 000 for three years is all it needs to keep afloat.
The students are raising their own money at the
moment. They are selling firewood, building
cubbyhouses and doing projects for the caravan park in
Dunkeld, including building accommodation. They are
even delivering training programs to students in the
Kimberley in Western Australia. The centre has had
outstanding results locally, with student retention rates
in the shire increasing from 35 per cent in 2009 to
68 per cent last year. Yet this government will not
commit to the funding program. It is absolutely
appalling.
I note that 81 per cent of capital expenditure for school
funding has gone to Labor-held electorates. How
interesting! Is this an education state or is it an
education electorate for Labor? Perhaps I should add
that only 2.9 per cent of infrastructure funding has been
delivered to rural and regional Victoria, and that
includes Geelong. That is absolutely shameful.
I move on to the fantastic topic of roads, which is raised
with me quite frequently in the Lowan electorate. Prior
to the election we heard this amazing commitment from
Labor that it would spend $1 billion on regional roads. I
note that this was to be over eight years. When coalition
members asked questions at the recent Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings, we found that that
was a complete lie. It disappeared. It was, ‘We forgot
about that commitment’. Even though it was less
money than the coalition had committed, Labor
members were proudly waving the flag and saying,
‘Here we are. We are going to spend less money than
you and we are happy about it’, and then they forgot
about it during the budget anyway. The government has
actually cut road maintenance funding by 10 per cent.
That is absolutely appalling. Not only that, Labor has
cut the $160 million country roads and bridges
program. That program directly funded local
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governments to repair their local roads. Councils were
making great decisions and employing local people,
and Labor has completely neglected it. It is absolutely
appalling.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms KEALY — It was in the budget. I note that it
was in the budget and we committed to it. You may
have noticed we have mentioned it a couple of times in
Parliament. I do not know whether this is the first time
that Labor members have heard there was a
$160 million country roads and bridges program, but I
am more than happy to brief them on the fantastic
results of that and how it impacted on our local area in a
positive way.
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Ms KEALY — It is true. It is the first time they
have heard of country Victoria. This is a new news day!
I want to flag some of the roads in my local area that
desperately need funding, including the Henty
Highway, the Wimmera Highway, the Glenelg
Highway and the Western Highway east of Kaniva. Let
us not forget about this Labor government’s record on
roads. It managed to spend $600 million not to build a
road. It is absolutely beyond belief that it would do that,
but who knows where we are headed with this
government? It is really a mystery.
Let us move to health. The Treasurer said:
Health care is not just a government’s duty.
It’s the test of a government’s decency.

That is very telling when not a dollar was spent on
health infrastructure in Lowan. How decent is a
government that would do that? The coalition
committed $15 million to redevelop Hamilton
Hospital’s desperately needed emergency department
and intensive care unit area — which even koalas will
access — yet the hospital was completely neglected by
this Labor government. There is no funding for the
Wimmera Cancer Care Centre. People are travelling
hours to go to Ballarat. In fact 40 per cent of patients
seeking cancer treatment travel to Ballarat, hours away,
to get treatment. Why can this state government not
find $1 million to fund this very important local centre?
What about real-time prescription drug monitoring?
Prescription drugs kill more people each year than the
road toll. We were going to put $8 million into
implementing this very important system, yet guess
what Labor wants to sit back and do? It wants to spend
$300 000 on yet another study — excellent, more
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paperwork! — rather than implementing something that
will save lives from today.
On regional development, we have seen the scrapping
of the Regional Growth Fund, which was the very
successful fund that members of The Nationals in
particular are very proud of. Included in that was the
$100 million Putting Locals First Fund and the
$100 million Local Government Infrastructure Fund,
which has made such a difference to my electorate. I
will give a few examples. There was the $500 000
Dunkeld RSL Memorial Hall upgrade. I opened that
facility a couple of weeks ago and it is absolutely
fantastic. It is a credit to the local people who put a lot
of work and energy into making sure the facilities
supported the local people and the types of events that
they wanted to hold in that region. There was
$10 000 for an upgrade to the Rainbow agricultural and
pastoral facilities. There was also $10 000 for the
Willaura and District Kindergarten playground and
safety improvements, looking after the kids in that
region. The kindergarten has bumper enrolments,
which is very impressive for that region. And there are
brilliant vanilla slices at Willaura as well, if members
are ever in that area.
There was $100 000 for a biosecurity fence at Halls
Gap Zoo. I think this is one of the best zoos in the
world. Anybody in the region should visit that zoo — it
is absolutely brilliant — and check out the biosecurity
fence that would not have been installed if it were not
for the Regional Growth Fund. There was also
$130 000 for the Minyip-Murtoa Football Netball Club
lighting upgrade and changing rooms.
Then we look at this pale imitation of the Regional
Growth Fund, the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund, from which I believe over $200 million of
funding has already been allocated in a way that is pure
theft from what was the Regional Growth Fund. The
coalition government made sure the Regional Growth
Fund was for projects that would develop our regional
areas. In relation to the Grampians Peaks Trail, which
the coalition government also committed to — and it is
positive that the Labor government committed to that
too — we were going to fund it out of the budget for
the environment, whereas Labor has taken it out of its
pale imitation of the Regional Growth Fund, essentially
ripping off the region yet again. It is absolutely
appalling.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms KEALY — More money back to Melbourne;
that is exactly right. It is appalling. How about
agriculture? It is the backbone of the Lowan economy.
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The coalition allocated $12.5 million for the Grain
Centre of Excellence in Horsham. This is a very
important facility. Horsham, and the Wimmera in
general, are becoming centres of excellence in their
own right with a reputation for research in relation to
grains, pulses and oilseeds. We do a fantastic job. The
best thing is that local research means there is local
information and our farmers can access cutting-edge
information regarding production in western Victoria,
resulting in more money from more profitable farming
practices in western Victoria, so it is good for
everybody.
However, what do we see from Labor? Will it invest in
research in agriculture? Of course not; it is not even on
its radar. In fact some days I do not think its members
even know where their food comes from; it is a
mystery. What was the former government going to use
the $12.5 million for? It was to renovate glasshouses
originally built in the 1950s, to build new research labs.
That would help attract the best scientists in the world
to western Victoria to continue the fantastic work we do
in that area.
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on the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, the first
under the Andrews government. In doing so, I want to
congratulate the Treasurer and his team on delivering a
very important Labor budget. In my contribution I want
to speak about a number of areas, most particularly
police and corrections, which are my key
responsibilities, and time permitting I want to mention a
number of key outcomes for the Williamstown
electorate which stem from this budget and some
important work that was done from opposition to
prepare for government.
I will start with police. I am very pleased that this
budget delivers to our hardworking police, our
hardworking men and women right across the state. I
am pleased that this budget delivers on all the
commitments Labor made in the lead-up to the election
last year. First and foremost, the 2015–16 budget
provides a record budget for Victoria Police of more
than $2.5 billion, which is more money than the
coalition ever provided to our police. The budget also
ensures that a number of long-term challenges faced by
Victoria Police will finally be resolved.

Is this a budget for families, as the Treasurer stated? I
suspect it is really a budget for Melbourne families.
This government has completely abandoned country
Victoria. Its members should absolutely hang their
heads in shame over how they have neglected us. When
they were pulling the budget together I think they had a
bit of a party when they thought it was all coming
together — maybe it was a factional party; maybe they
got a bit distracted, perhaps a little drunk on power —
and woke up in the morning and found that they had
not actually finished the budget, stuck their hands down
the back of the couch, found a bit of shrapnel and
thought, ‘Goodness, we have to find some money for
the country, and this is all we’ve got’. It is absolutely
appalling.

I will make a couple of references to the media release
by the Police Association that was issued on the day the
budget was delivered because it is instructive in terms
of how the budget has been received by police. The first
reference is:

That the Labor government continues to say that this
will be a good budget for the whole of the state is
absolutely ridiculous. It is deceptive. But our people
know better. We are astute. We will judge people by
their actions. Most importantly, I will be holding Labor
to account, my Nationals colleagues will be holding
Labor to account and my coalition colleagues will be
holding this Labor government to account, to make sure
we have a fair investment in our rural and regional
areas and to ensure country Victoria is not just
surviving but is thriving. We all know that when
country Victoria is doing well, the state is doing well.
We will hold Labor to account.

An Ombudsman report of last year has this to say:

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise and make a contribution to debate

… the measures outlined in the budget deliver on a number of
commitments it has long sought from government on behalf
of Victoria’s 14 500 police officers and PSOs.

We all know that our police are highly trained and
professional. They undergo a thorough training
program before they are deployed on our streets. For
too long they have been required to babysit prisoners
who are in police detention. Police tell me that this is a
waste of their skills and expertise.

Victoria Police estimates that up to 500 police officers per day
are drawn from policing activities in the community to
supervise detainees in police custody resulting in fewer police
to patrol local areas.

That is why as part of its election commitments the
Andrews-led Labor Party had a very clear policy
approach to try to do something about this problem of
highly trained police being essentially underutilised by
babysitting crooks. That is why this government’s first
budget will free up 400 to 500 police, who will now be
free to return to the front line, to patrol our streets and
to keep the community safe. That is why in its media
release the Police Association said this:
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For decades, we’ve been saying that police officers should be
freed from ‘babysitting’ prisoners in police cells in order to do
the police work their communities expect of them, like
providing proactive street patrols. We’re delighted that this
‘chestnut’ issue will soon be fixed.

That is what this budget does. It fixes that issue, and we
will get on with policing. We hope to start recruiting
custody officers later this year or early next year.
Initially they will be deployed to Sunshine, Dandenong,
Heidelberg, Ballarat, Geelong and Broadmeadows, and
then we will seek to deploy them across the state with
the objective of releasing police back to the front line so
they can keep the community safe.
Nothing is more important than the safety and
wellbeing of our police members. For too long — and
The Nationals members might be interested in this —
police in rural and regional Victoria have been
endangered by having to use outdated radios that can be
listened to by anyone with a smart phone. All they have
to do is download an app, and people can listen in. The
Acting Chief Commissioner recently stated that
upgrading police radios would be his no. 1 priority. At a
recent Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearing he said:
The anecdotes I heard, the evidence I saw, left me in no doubt
that this was the greatest threat to operational safety for our
members …

That is why Labor has committed $11.5 million of new
funding to upgrade the outdated analogue regional
police radio system to a secure, encrypted digital
network. This will ensure that country police have the
same secure radio network that police in Melbourne
and Geelong experience today. This will in every way
ensure that crooks will no longer be able to listen in to
police communication — and this is delivered in
country Victoria. Only the Andrews Labor government
was prepared to make this commitment at the last
election, and only this government will deliver this
important safety upgrade for police.
Labor has also committed $15 million to purchase land
and build a new police complex at Mernda. This
investment will ensure that police will be stationed in
the growing northern suburbs of Melbourne. I pay
tribute to the member for Yan Yean, who worked
tirelessly to ensure that this commitment was delivered
for her community. I certainly look forward to joining
with her when we turn the first sod on that project.
When in government those opposite abandoned
Geelong and the Bellarine Peninsula. They were happy
to see a reduced level of policing across the peninsula.
Labor was not prepared to stand for that, and that is
why it has committed $7.8 million to provide for more
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police to be stationed in the growing areas of Bellarine
and Geelong and to allow for longer opening hours at
Drysdale, Portarlington and Queenscliff. I know some
members have not welcomed that commitment, but
they do not sit on the government benches. I will make
clear what the Police Association said about this
commitment.
Mr Katos interjected.
Mr NOONAN — The member for South Barwon
might like to listen to this, because this is what Ron
Iddles said:
Our members in Geelong have been extremely passionate
about this issue. Less than 12 months ago they and their
families felt strongly enough about this issue to rally in their
hundreds in their push for extra staff. I’m delighted for them
and their communities that we’ve made progress on this issue.

The member for Lara, who is at the table, knows about
this because he stood shoulder to shoulder with
members in the Geelong area in pushing this along. I
acknowledge him and the members for Bellarine and
Geelong for standing up for those communities. The
Andrews Labor government will continue to support
the police in that area as we will those right around the
state.
We are also investing in upgrading the fleet of drug and
booze buses as part of this budget. We have provided
$15 million to Victoria Police to upgrade its entire fleet.
In addition, we have committed funding through the
Transport Accident Commission such that Victoria
Police will test 100 000 drivers a year for drugs to
ensure that our roads are safer by reducing the number
of drug-affected people on our roads — getting them
off our roads. Many of these tests will take place in
country Victoria.
Finally, Labor has also committed a further
$4.5 million in funding that will also help police track
down and close down clandestine laboratories. Every
12 months about 100 clandestine labs are detected.
They need to be processed. This provides important
funding for Victoria Police to improve their capacity to
have more scientists and analysts to tackle the problem
of drugs. I know the member for Bundoora would be
very happy with that investment.
I turn now to corrections. In the period since June 2010
there has been a 38 per cent increase in male prisoners,
a 37 per cent increase in the number of women in our
prison system and a 16 per cent increase in offenders
under supervision on community corrections orders. I
know those opposite seem to think that having more
prisoners equals a greater or safer community. The
opposition seems to think that imprisonment is the end

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
1724

ASSEMBLY

of the discussion, that it is a one-size-fits-all approach;
that it is a simple solution to crime to simply lock
everybody up. I am afraid to say it is a little bit more
sophisticated than that.
What the opposition when in government failed to
ensure is that our Victorian prisons could do their best
to turn prisoners around and make it less likely for
those prisoners to reoffend when they leave prison. The
coalition government’s policies have driven up the
recidivism rate, which is projected to reach 45 per cent
in this financial year — 45 per cent of those people who
left prison in 2012–13 will be likely to return or to have
returned to prison in 2014–15. The recidivism rate went
up every single year under the previous government.
Those opposite also failed to prepare for the growth of
community correction orders. They failed to make
forward provision to expand corrections in the
community so we could tackle offending earlier and
intervene before prison becomes the only option for
people.
That is why in this budget Labor is committing
$333 million in a range of areas which are targeted at
recidivism or rehabilitation of offenders. We will hire
143 new community corrections staff across the next
year. We will bring on more buses and trailers to
mobilise the additional work of reparation in the
community. We will invest $2.6 million more for
offending behaviour programs in 2015–16. We will
also invest $4.7 million for more alcohol and drug
treatment programs in 2015–16. We will provide more
psycho-educational programs in gambling, mental
health and road trauma. We will deliver a pilot mental
health court liaison service for two Magistrates Courts
for specialist screening for community corrections
orders and we will provide $2 million for mandated
men’s behaviour change programs for offenders on
community correction orders which are family violence
related. Seventy six per cent of offenders supervised in
the community do not return to corrections within two
years.
Investing in community corrections fits the evidence of
what works. That is why Labor will invest in this
pathway, as we will in the prison system. I have now
been to almost all of the prisons; I only have a couple to
go. I have seen enormous strain in our prison system.
Every single prison has more prisoners within its walls
then it was built to accommodate. Sadly, whilst the
coalition found the money to put beds into the system,
it failed to invest in the spaces and places that help
rehabilitate offenders whilst they are in prison. The
areas of industry, education, health and mental health
programs and services were simply not invested in.
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That is why we are seeing an increase in the recidivism
rate.
In many respects Labor is playing catch-up in terms of
investing in these sorts of areas so that we can drive
down the recidivism rate. That is why we are investing
$124.9 million across the men’s prison system and
$119 million across two women’s prisons to deliver the
critical infrastructure and services that are needed to
drive down the reoffending rate. We are building more
mental health beds. We are building a greater capacity
into the health centres, education, industry and service
areas, and we are doing so across many prisons. These
are wise investments that we are making in order to
tackle the very high rates of recidivism.
We are also investing $9.5 million in eight new beds at
the Thomas Embling Hospital for prisoners and
forensic patients with acute mental illness. This is the
first investment in new beds inside the walls of Thomas
Embling since it was opened. They are important
investments that were not made by the previous
government, but our government is making them. Why
are we making them? Very clearly it is to make our
community safer. We are doing this because those
people who will finish their prison sentences will
reintegrate into the community. If they are not
appropriately rehabilitated, their likelihood of
reoffending will simply increase, as the statistics in this
budget are showing and will continue to show without
these investments. We will invest in acute mental health
care, proper health care, the opportunity for education
and the appropriate programs that will assist in
transitioning prisoners back into the community. We
will continue to do that, and that is why this budget
provides a significant level of funding in those areas.
In the time I have left I will make a couple of points
about the Williamstown electorate. It is a great budget
for schools; it is a great budget for education. The
Williamstown electorate has not missed out.
Importantly there is $500 000 for Williamstown High
School to build a new performing arts centre of
excellence in its centenary year. That is a very
important investment. I want to congratulate the
principal, Gino Catalano, and the ex-president of the
school council, Hugh Jones, who drove that policy for
Labor to adopt in opposition. I make the point that
when the Liberals were in government, they did not
match that investment. Only Labor took that investment
to the election last year.
There is also a $300 000 investment for Bayside P–12
College in order to enable it to redevelop its technical
wing at the Williamstown campus. I congratulate its
principal, Andrew Harnett, on that. When Labor was
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last in government it rebuilt the Newport campus and
totally rebuilt the Altona North campus, and now Labor
is starting on and investing in the third campus at
Williamstown. That is what good Labor governments
do. We continue to invest in education, we invest in
TAFE and we invest in higher education because we
want to give our kids the best start in life, just as we are
investing $1 million to start the planning works at the
Footscray educational precinct. This is a very important
investment that I have worked on long and hard with
the member for Footscray. This is an investment that in
the first instance will see $15 million rolled out during
this term of government to help local schools and
Victoria University provide an education precinct in
Footscray. This is a budget that delivers for the
Williamstown electorate.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this afternoon
to make a contribution to debate on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015. What we see before us is a
return to the bad old days. It is yet another classic
high-spending, high-taxing Labor budget. The surplus
is down. The coalition had a $2.3 billion surplus
forecast for this coming budget. That surplus is now
down to $1.2 billion, and incredibly it takes into
account $1.5 billion from the scrapped east–west link.
Only Labor could lose that much money from the
surplus in six months. We are actually $300 million in
deficit when you take that into consideration. It is my
understanding that pending court cases have not been
factored into the many contingencies in this budget, a
number of which are due to the incompetence of the
Premier when he was Minister for Gaming. Those
factors could put us even further into deficit, because
that is where we really sit. A sum of $4 billion has been
stripped out of the surpluses in the forward estimates.
This budget is full of false and broken promises. It is a
highly political budget that is very much skewed
towards Labor electorates, particularly with regard to
education. I will touch on that later in my contribution.
If you are in a Labor-held electorate, you are part of a
trade union or you are a Labor mate, then this is the
budget for you. Public sector wage expenditure is at
7.1 per cent. We are clearly paying back the many
favours that were owed to the trade union movement
for the election of the Andrews Labor government. I
will give an example. In Table 1.6 on page 19 of budget
paper 3, under the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, line item
‘Employment industry and growth’ says that a central
bargaining unit has been allocated $600 000 a year over
the next four years. That is a total of $2.4 million.
Page 23 of budget paper 3 tells us what the central
bargaining unit is. It states:
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A central bargaining unit will be established, adopting a
strategic negotiation role in major public sector enterprise
agreements. They unit will aim to improve communication
and deliver a more efficient enterprise bargaining process.

So, effectively, who knows which union mates are
going to be put on in the department to facilitate
negotiations with unions on enterprise bargaining
agreements (EBAs)? The EBA is there. There is a nice,
cushy job for another Labor mate. That is what this will
be about.
If we look at the fire services property levy, we see it
has gone up by 7.2 per cent, which is around four times
the rate of inflation. The rate of inflation is running at
about 1.8 per cent, and the levy has gone up by 7.2 per
cent. This is incredible at a time when the Andrews
government is looking to introduce rate capping on
local councils, yet it is showing no restraint itself and
going on a spendathon.
With regard to rate capping, on page 9 of today’s
Geelong Advertiser there was the headline, ‘Surf Coast
opposes rate cap’. Interestingly enough, in that article
two Labor councillors came out supporting the Surf
Coast Shire Council’s opposition to rate capping. They
are Cr Rose Hodge and Cr Libby Coker, the latter of
whom happens to be the ALP’s preselected candidate
for the federal seat of Corangamite. It is interesting that
they have come out in opposition to what is being
proposed and the structure of what is being proposed.
That is a very interesting concept.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr KATOS — I take up the interjection from the
member for Lara. The whole issue about rate capping is
that the Andrews government is asking for restraint by
councils. The problem is that the government is
showing no restraint whatsoever in its spending. It is on
a spendathon. It is one thing to ask one level of
government to show restraint, but it is not showing any
restraint itself. It should lead by example and show
restraint, which it is trying to put on local councils.
Another thing that has been cut from this budget is the
country roads and bridges program. There was
$160 million which went out to 40 municipalities
around the state, each receiving $1 million each year —
so $4 million over four years. The Surf Coast shire in
my electorate certainly was a recipient of that money,
and it was very well received. A lot of roads and
intersections that normally would have been beyond the
council’s ability to fund were funded under this
program.
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I am a bit disappointed that the member for Lara has
left the chamber, because one of the job panaceas for
Geelong that was trumpeted prior to the election by the
member for Lara, by the member for Bellarine, by the
now member for Geelong, by my opponent and by the
then shadow Minister for Ports, now the Minister for
Local Government, was Bay West. What did we find
out this week? Bay West is gone. There is no Bay
West; it is gone. There was this absolute con job on the
people of Geelong. This was supposed to be the answer
to everything. ‘If you’re going to be a retrenched
worker at Ford or Alcoa or Blue Circle’ — which has
already gone — ‘or if you’re going to be retrenched at
all, here’s an opportunity for you. Vote for the Labor
Party, because we’re going to build Bay West, and it
will be the freight and logistics capital of the world’. It
is now gone for 50 years, and the worst thing about it is
that the bulk of the money from the sale of the port is
going to go into Melbourne. Nearly all of it is
earmarked for those level crossing removals. It is a
good thing for Melbourne — do not get me wrong —
but where is the money that is going to go into the
regions and into Geelong?
I will move to schools. It is interesting: 81 per cent of
capital expenditure in schools is in Labor-held
electorates. That is an interesting statistic.
Mr Pearson — Did you write your speech yourself?
Mr KATOS — I write my own speeches; I thank
the member for Essendon. I do not use briefing books,
like half of his backbench does.
I will touch further on education when I come to the
few things that were given to the South Barwon
electorate in this budget. The Minister for Police earlier
talked about the additional police that he says are for
the Geelong region, but they are for the Bellarine
electorate. There are three police stations: Drysdale,
Portarlington and Queenscliff — not Heidelberg West,
Acting Speaker, much to your displeasure. That is great
for Bellarine — do not get me wrong. It is a good thing
to get extra police in any area. Mind you, the coalition
put on 1900 extra police and over 60 officers in the
Geelong police service area. The problem is that the
Minister for Police, via budget paper 3, page 83, is now
directing the Chief Commissioner of Police where to
deploy police. Every member in this house who raises
an adjournment matter requesting extra police in their
region will be told, and rightly should be told, that it is a
matter for the chief commissioner. Resources are
provided by government to the chief commissioner, and
the chief commissioner deploys them on the basis of
need. However, what we have here in this budget,
which shows how highly political it is, is the Minister
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for Police and the Treasurer directing the chief
commissioner where to deploy police.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr KATOS — If the member for Essendon listened
to what I was actually saying, he would know that I
said that is a good thing for Bellarine. But what about
the rest of Victoria? There are 87 other seats, all of
which want extra police — including Essendon, I
would venture to say.
What is in the budget for South Barwon? There is
$3 million for an upgrade at Moriac Primary School.
That is much welcomed by that local community, and
they appreciate that. There is $1.6 million for a
children’s services hub in Highton — strangely enough,
no land has been identified, and there has been nothing
really done yet about it. It is sitting there. That is a
strange one. It is good for the people of Highton, but
the Labor government is trumpeting that $50 million
will be spent over four years on kindergartens and new
kinders. That is a good thing — the only problem is that
it is a cut! We spent $135 million over the last four
years on capital works on new kinders and extensions
to kinders, so there is an $85 million cut.
One of the broken promises in this electorate relates to
the Armstrong Creek West Primary School. The
member for Ferntree Gully, who is the shadow Minister
for Education, has visited the site with me, as has the
Leader of the Opposition. Prior to the election the
Labor Party made a commitment to buy approximately
10 sites around the state. Guess what? The only one that
was not funded was the Armstrong Creek West Primary
School. There was no funding there. Maybe the
minister would like to see a photo of the land — there it
is — because I do not think he has been there. There is
a photo of the land, for the minister’s benefit.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member knows not to display material in
the chamber. I would ask him to put the paper down.
Mr KATOS — Incredibly Armstrong Creek is the
second-largest growth area in the state of Victoria, but
there is not one dollar of new funding in this budget for
Armstrong Creek at all. This is a growth area with
22 000 house lots. In the next 25 years it is projected to
have 55 000 people living there. Not one cent has been
allocated to Armstrong Creek. Not one cent has been
allocated to Torquay, Jan Juc or Bellbrae — another
growth area. It is incredible.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr KATOS — The member for Essendon asks
what I did. The time limit precludes me from
responding because I only have 3 minutes remaining. I
will go through what I did over four years, which is
more than he will do in the next 20 years if he is still
here: Waurn Ponds railway station, Pioneer Road
upgrade, Wandana Heights noise barriers, Surf Coast
Secondary College, Grovedale early learning hub,
Torquay Kindergarten extension, Waurn Ponds police
station and State Emergency Service complex, Torquay
bowls club redevelopment, Grant Pavilion in Torquay,
Torquay Tigers Football Club pavilion, South Barwon
Football Club pavilion, Grovedale Football Club
pavilion, Highton Tennis Club pavilion and a new
Barwon Soccer Club pavilion.
An honourable member — More to come?
Mr KATOS — There is more to come. They were
election commitments, by the way — all funded, all
built, all done. We have upgraded Montpellier Primary
School in Highton and funded two new schools in
Armstrong Creek East — Armstrong Creek Primary
School and Armstrong Creek Special School. Torquay
North Primary School was funded, but this incoming
government has delayed it by at least six months.
Torquay Primary School has 1025 students. The
building of Torquay North Primary School is
desperately needed. There is more. It is like a Ginsu
steak knife ad. There is the Jan Juc Kindergarten
extension, the Torquay North children’s services hub,
upgrades to the Surf Coast Highway, a new Torquay
State Emergency Service station, a new Bellbrae
Country Fire Authority building, and Modewarre
Football Club pavilion.
Then there are the commitments we made that were not
matched by Labor. Belmont High School was to be
upgraded, as was Grovedale College. Bellaire Primary
School and Highton Primary School were to be
upgraded. There was Grovedale East Kindergarten,
which my opponent at the last election, who is a
councillor, shamefully was more than happy to see
closed down and not relocated. Torquay men’s shed
was going to get an upgrade. The Jan Juc Surf
Lifesaving Club, which is at one of the most dangerous
beaches in Victoria, has facilities that were built in the
1960s and that are an utter disgrace. We committed to
upgrade that pavilion, but where did the money go this
year? The money went to Ocean Grove and South
Melbourne. Albert Park and Bellarine are Labor-held
seats. That is where it went!
We committed $300 000 for a new pavilion for the
Torquay Netball Club. The facilities are disgraceful,
and the girls and ladies down there desperately need a
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new pavilion. We also committed to extend further the
Grovedale Football Netball Club pavilion, and we
committed to upgrade the Grovedale Tennis Club and
the Barwon Soccer Club. As I said, this is a highly
political budget. Funds are allocated for Labor-held
seats. The people of South Barwon have been
short-changed by this budget.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
very pleased to join in the debate on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015. Before the election in
November last year we presented our plan for Victoria,
and this budget delivers on our election commitments.
Our budget is sustainable. In 2015–16 we will deliver a
$1.2 billion surplus, reduce our state’s net debt to
4.4 per cent of GST by June 2019, and importantly
preserve our AAA credit rating. This is all very
important in terms of confidence and especially for
industry in terms of future investment. The budget is
pro-business because we are pro-jobs, and those two
things go together. Only Labor understands and
supports that nexus.
The Andrews Labor government took a comprehensive
plan to the election, focusing on creating jobs and
boosting investment. Our Back to Work plan, which is
clearly outlined in the budget, includes a number of
initiatives to do just that. It includes a $100 million
Back to Work scheme that will get unemployed young
people, the long-term unemployed and retrenched
workers back into the workforce. There is $500 million
to support the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel,
which brings together expertise across business, the
community and industry to ensure that the government
is working with all of the key stakeholders on our
economic growth agenda. We also have $200 million in
the Future Industries Fund, which will support the
development of the six sectors that have high growth
potential for us in Victoria. There is $500 million in this
budget for our Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund to
drive jobs growth and economic opportunities in
regional Victoria.
There is $2 million for Ethical Clothing Australia to
ensure that workers in the clothing industry get a fair go
and have safe and healthy work conditions. I know
what this means because my mother was a clothing
worker, and I understand that for decades she and her
workmates were let down by conservative governments
who did not care about their working conditions or the
ethics of the businesses which employed them and
which failed to provide good wages and good
conditions. We are about ensuring that we drive away
unethical behaviour, so supporting this fine
organisation is important, and it symbolises what Labor
governments are about. There is also $3 million in this
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budget for a Geelong manufacturing hub at Deakin
University.
Mr Eren interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I welcome the member for
Lara’s cheering of that announcement from this budget,
because he knows, as do others on this side of the
house, how vitally important it is for us to identify and
grow opportunities for new investment, new jobs and
new industries in regional areas, which will be badly
impacted by the federal coalition government pushing
the three auto manufacturers out of this country.
As a state Labor government we will do all that we can
to stand shoulder to shoulder with those workers to
ensure that together we can build a future that can give
them some sense of certainty and security, can promote
investment in the new industries that will sustain the
Victorian economy and workers and can provide good
and paying jobs.
As I mentioned earlier, a centrepiece of the budget is
the $200 million Future Industries Fund. This fund is a
core element of our Back to Work plan, which will
drive significant economic growth into the future. The
fund will support six high-growth, high-value
industries: medical technologies and pharmaceuticals;
international education; food and fibre processing;
professional services; new energy technologies; and
defence transport and construction technologies. These
sectors were chosen due to their potential for future
growth, such as those with global success in key
markets and those with good prospects for entering new
markets and sectors with global supply chains. The
fund will offer grants of up to $1 million to firms
working in these sectors. The fund will also include a
$20 million New Energy Fund, which will help change
Victoria’s energy mix and ensure that we are investing
in jobs for the future.
Work on the future industries initiative is well
underway, and I look forward to making further
announcements in relation to this important initiative in
the coming months. The initiative is about developing
strategies for those six sectors which will underpin our
economy and our prosperity into the future. A highlight
of the budget is the additional $18 million that our
government is investing in the Geelong Region
Innovation Investment Fund and the Melbourne’s
North Innovation and Investment Fund. This includes
$10.5 million for the Melbourne’s North fund and an
additional $7.5 million for the Geelong fund. Sadly,
although I reached out to the federal coalition
government to match our funds, it has refused to put
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one more cent into the funds that were established prior
to this government coming to power.
Certainly this is not an approach that this government
has taken. We will go it alone and manage our state’s
new investment funds ourselves, investing this money
and revising the guidelines so that they are better
targeted to better assist automotive sector workers. Our
scheme will invest in job-creation projects in
Melbourne’s north and in Geelong that will help former
automotive workers, including retrenched workers. We
are getting on and doing that work right now.
Another highlight is the $5 million we are investing in
the Victorian Defence Procurement Office in Geelong.
I was thrilled that the Premier launched the office less
than 100 days after we formed government. We do not
waste any time; we got on with the job of rolling out as
many of our initiatives as we possibly could squeeze
into the first 100 days, and I am very pleased that this
was one of those. The Victorian Defence Procurement
Office has a statewide responsibility and acts on behalf
of all Victorian-based defence companies in promoting
Victoria’s capabilities.
Importantly the office identifies defence industry
opportunities and promotes industry research
collaboration to boost the competitiveness of our
industry. For example, the office will work
collaboratively with industry to support major defence
projects such as LAND 400, an armoured
reconnaissance vehicle. We have a fantastic capability
in this state to be able to deliver on that project. There is
also the supply chain work that can come out of the
SEA 1000 — that is, the future submarines
procurement opportunity, which we believe Victoria is
very well positioned to maximise contributions
towards.
Before the election, Labor presented our plan to the
Victorian people on energy and resources, and I will
articulate some of those important measures outlined in
the budget. There is a $20 million New Energy Fund,
which I have touched on already. We have also
allocated $30 million to implement the
recommendations of the 2014 Hazelwood Mine Fire
Board of Inquiry. This includes the $6.5 million for
coalmine regulation that will be used to acquire mine
fire safety specialists and inspectors to improve
oversight of Victoria’s coal mines. This is very
important, because we know that during that terrible
catastrophic event in February last year the community
quite rightly lost confidence not only in the previous
government in terms of its failure to manage the
outcomes and consequences of the fire and especially
the health impacts on the community but also

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Thursday, 28 May 2015

ASSEMBLY

confidence in the way that our coalmines are
maintained and regulated.
Government members believe there is a lot of
unfinished business, and we aim to finish that business
and ensure that answers are provided to the questions
that have still been left unanswered for the community.
That is very important in this process, and I will
elaborate on that a little bit further. In terms of energy
and resources, we have already put aside $200 000 to
help the community of Newstead achieve 100 per cent
renewable energy and $100 000 of funding for the
Macedon Ranges Sustainability Group for a solar farm
at the old timber mill. I commend the members for
Macedon and Bendigo West for being fantastic
champions for these two great communities and these
great initiatives. There is $1.9 million for improving
energy efficiency, including reviewing the Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target scheme and delivering the
Residential Efficiency Scorecard program, an advanced
home energy audit tool. There is $1 million for
engaging with the mining sector to promote best
practice community engagement approaches to
improve the public’s confidence in the way that
resource projects are implemented, managed and
regulated in this state.
We know that many communities are in very close
proximity to our natural resources. Victoria’s landmass
is such and our regional communities are such that
more often than not where our natural resources are
being developed we have significant communities that
live very close by. We need to make sure that people
have not only confidence that those resources are being
managed properly but also, and importantly, that those
resources are regulated properly so that communities
can be confident that people can continue to live in a
healthy and safe environment and get on with their
everyday lives.
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have visited the Latrobe Regional Hospital in Traralgon
together with the Minister for Health on Tuesday
morning last week to announce the terms of reference
of the reopened inquiry and the appointment of the
board, which is headed by the Honourable Bernard
Teague. I commend Bernard Teague on the terrific
work he did in the original stage of the inquiry, and I
am very pleased that he has agreed to continue the work
with extended terms of reference to ensure that we get
the answers to the questions that the community still
has as a result of that fire.
I will spend the little time I have left in speaking about
some very important initiatives for my electorate of
Mill Park. People in my community are ecstatic
because a number of initiatives that have been funded
as election commitments have now appeared in this
budget very early on, at the first possible opportunity
for a Labor electorate to receive the benefits of
commitments that were made to them during the
election. It is basically an assurance and a confirmation
that this government’s commitment to implement every
single election promise will be effected, and I am very
pleased to say that that is the case for the people of Mill
Park.
There is $6.5 million for the Mill Park Heights Primary
School, which will allow the school to remove more
than a dozen portable classrooms that are currently
occupied by school students. This school has more than
1000 students, most of whom have had to put up with
portable classroom accommodation for a number of
years. I am very pleased to say that $6 million will
remove most of those portables, leaving only a couple
that the school wants to hold onto for various purposes.
Importantly, we will be able to build a special
purpose-built permanent building to provide
world-class and first-class education opportunities for
our young kids. There is money in the budget for
breakfast clubs, uniforms, excursions support, eye
tests — all of the things that give our primary school
students the best opportunity and ensure that they have
a clear run to get the best out of education that they can
possibly get.

A centrepiece of the budget is $30 million in funding to
implement all of the recommendations of the 2014
Hazelwood Mine Fire Board of Inquiry. We will
implement all of the recommendations of the original
inquiry, and it is very important for us to keep that in
mind. Of the $30 million, some $6.5 million will go
towards coalmine regulation to ensure that we are able
to acquire mine fire safety specialists and inspectors to
increase oversight of the coalmines and increase
inspections and audits. It is very important for us to do
that.

Only a Labor government understands the importance
of education and will ensure that our young kids from
the early age — regardless of their economic
background or social standing in the community — will
be entitled to an equal go at education and get the best
education possible.

This government is also delivering on its commitment
to reopen the inquiry because of the concerns in the
community about a spike in deaths following the fires
as well as about mine rehabilitation. I was pleased to

There is money in the budget for the O’Herns Road
interchange. We are obviously now waiting on the City
of Whittlesea to put its contribution towards that,
although I urge the council to do that. But also
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importantly the federal government needs to be a
partner in this. We certainly urge the federal
government to do that. Our community in the north has
been let down time and again by federal coalition
governments, as it has also been let down by state
coalition governments. I will give the federal coalition
government the benefit of the doubt and hope it will be
able to contribute these funds sooner rather than later so
we can get that interchange built.
There is money in the state budget for the rail extension
to Mernda with two new stations between South
Morang and the proposed Mernda station. South
Morang of course was a rail extension that was
delivered by a previous Labor government. We are very
proud of that. At least one of the new stations, I
imagine, will be located in the seat of Mill Park, which
has all of the South Morang suburb within its
boundaries. I am very grateful to see that the Labor
government is delivering on the commitments it made
at the last election.
In its first budget our government has delivered 97 per
cent of every election commitment we took to the
election. In Labor’s first budget it has either fully
funded or commenced funding for every election
commitment it made. That is a record. It should leave
the members of the previous government hanging their
heads in shame. They made a lot of commitments and
then threw their commitments out the door as soon as
they got elected. Our government will not play that
game. Our government is one that is based on integrity
and on delivering on everything we said we would. We
will do that because people voted for that. There can be
no simpler equation than that. It is a mantra, and it is a
commitment that Labor will deliver.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — It is my absolute pleasure
to stand up and speak on the budget, which is
something that I have been looking forward to, but I
must say not as much as I was looking forward to the
day that the Treasurer was to present his very first
budget to this house. There are times in your life where
you think, ‘This is my opportunity. This is my day to
shine, because I am the new Treasurer and I am going
to deliver my first budget. The house is going to be
listening. The state of Victoria is going to be waiting on
every word I speak. This is my day. I have studied so
long. I did the books at university, I did the books for
the union, and I did the books at home. This is my day.
I am finally the Treasurer of the state of Victoria. I am
going to deliver the budget. The house is waiting’.
What can I say? What an absolute failure he was. He
finally got the football in his hands. The game was
finishing. He had a shot at kicking a goal after the siren
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went to win the game for his team. He was 20 metres
out. He was dead in front of the goals. The ball was
perfectly positioned. It was a brand new Sherrin. And
what does he do? He kicks it out on the full and loses
the game for his team.
That is what we have seen in the state of Victoria with
this new Treasurer delivering a shocking budget for the
state of Victoria. In fact the Premier and the Treasurer
should both hang their heads in shame for dismally
failing the state of Victoria. I was prepared to give them
an opportunity. Being a new member of this house, I
was prepared to give the government a chance. Give
’em a go! Let us see what they have really got for the
state of Victoria and what they were going to deliver for
the seat of Bass. I had heard many times that Labor
governments lack leadership, they cannot manage
finances and they do not deliver on their promises. So I
waited on the day to listen to the budget, but what can I
say to the people of Victoria now? The rhetoric about
Labor governments has proven absolutely correct. Do
not take my word for it as a new member. Let us have a
look at the budget. Let us break it down. I am pleased to
see in the chamber some of the new members of the
house who obviously did not get to university for the
budgeting 101 class. Let someone who knows a little
bit about it give them a quick lesson on budgeting,
because I think that was the day they probably wagged
university. They clearly were not there for that class.
If you look at the budget papers, you will not see an
infrastructure plan for Victoria other than a plan for not
honouring contracts. Not honouring contracts is Labor’s
infrastructure plan for the state of Victoria. What Labor
claims is infrastructure is unsolicited bids from private
enterprise. What a disappointment for the state of
Victoria this government is proving to be in the six
months it has been here. It will continue to prove to be
so in the next three and a half years, because we are
stuck with substandard rail projects which are going to
break the heart of the Melbourne CBD. The
government is going to rip up Swanston Street for
years — it does not even know how long it will take —
to build a substandard rail project which will not deliver
anywhere near the outcomes of the coalition’s plan.
Where is Infrastructure Victoria? I thought coming into
the election that the then opposition had planned for
Infrastructure Victoria to be an independent body which
was going to assess Labor’s infrastructure projects. I
have not heard a squeak out of Infrastructure Victoria
because it has not been properly formulated. If it was
formulated, it would have nothing really to assess
because there is nothing on the table. Nor is there a
business case for any project that has been proposed.
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In fact this budget’s forward estimates show
$6.4 billion less than the coalition’s plan for
infrastructure for the state of Victoria over the next four
years. For one of Australia’s fastest growing states, the
Labor government has failed to provide infrastructure
not only for this year, not only for next year, not only
for year three but also for year four. That amounts to a
$6.4 billion lack of infrastructure for the state of
Victoria.
The government has even cut the country roads and
bridges program. Country Victoria is going to suffer at
the hands of this government because it only follows
the tram tracks. When the tram tracks end, that is it for
Victoria, because those opposite do not use any of the
roads or bridges outside of the CBD. I do not think they
know where they are.
Let us talk about a jobs plan. What jobs plan does the
government have? It hands out $1000 cheques to
employers who are supposed to employ long-term
unemployed and retrenched people — ‘Here’s a
$1000 cheque’. Those opposite have obviously never
employed anyone, because everybody knows you
cannot hand out $1000 cheques and expect to create
employment.
What else has the government done? It has created
another two public holidays, which will cost small
businesses thousands of dollars. That is the
government’s jobs plan. In its budget it predicts that
unemployment will rise, killing small business. It is in
the government’s budget, and it is in government
members’ DNA. You can tell it is in their DNA. They
have reduced surpluses. We projected surpluses, but
they have cut them. They have made no commitment to
cutting debt. It is an absolute disgrace. They have made
no commitment to reducing unemployment. This is the
highest taxing government in the history of Victoria.
Shame on the government. Where is the money going
to be spent? It will be spent on a 7 per cent increase in
wages for the public sector. Who would not enjoy that?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAYNTER — Let me talk about contingencies.
That is a word we have heard often. Let me give
members a definition. They only need to check the
Australian accounting standards if they want a
definition of contingency. Let me indulge the house.
Australian accounting standard 137 states:
… the term ‘contingent’ is used for liabilities and assets that
are not recognised because their existence will be confirmed
only by the occurrence or non-occurrence of one or more
uncertain future events not wholly within the control of the
entity.
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Contingencies are a farce because they do not exist.
Those opposite are not committed to the line items that
are in contingencies. They are promises that will never
be delivered on.
Let me ask a question of the house. A couple of people
on the other side of the chamber may well get this right,
but let us see. How much would members say is
allocated to contingent liabilities? Between $0 and
$1 billion? No, of course it is higher. Maybe it is
$1 billion to $2 billion in contingencies? No, it is
higher. Is it $2 billion to 3 billion? Is that the amount in
contingencies? No. Is it $3 billion to $4 billion? Am I
getting closer? In the year 2018–19 contingent
liabilities measure $4.193 billion under accounting
standards that indicate they will never be delivered.
Those opposite do not promise them and will not
deliver them. We all know that. I do not know why they
have them in there. This Treasurer should hang his head
in shame.
Let me focus a bit more on my own seat, the seat of
Bass, the people of whom are bitterly disappointed by
this budget. This budget has failed to deliver or even
match the commitments that the coalition government
made to the seat of Bass.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAYNTER — Those opposite ask what they
were. Let me take the house through them. We
committed $25 million to add a second floor to the
Wonthaggi hospital. Another commitment that has not
been matched by Labor is the $2.3 million commitment
to build the new Cowes fire station. That is nowhere in
the budget. Another commitment that has not been
matched by Labor is the $1 million for the Cape
Paterson Surf Life Saving Club. That is not in the
budget. Also not in the budget is $1 million to add a
new administration and year 7 building to Pakenham
Secondary College.
Let me get to the important point. Let me really
hammer home what a shame and disgrace this
government is. Twenty-one million dollars was
committed to Wonthaggi Secondary College to help
build the new Wonthaggi education precinct. That is
not in the budget. It is another failed promise by Labor.
Let me explain. On 30 September 2014 in the Great
Southern Star Labor stated that the McBride campus of
Wonthaggi Secondary College was in appalling
condition. On 21 November 2014 in the South
Gippsland Sentinel-Times Labor stated that out of the
$510 million committed to school projects a new
Wonthaggi Secondary College will be built. On
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22 November 2014 in the Bass Coast Post a state Labor
candidate stated:
… the ALP has committed to spending $510 million on
upgrading state schools, including Wonthaggi’s …

When asked about this statement at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing on 12 May, however,
the Minister for Education stated that funding for
Wonthaggi was not a commitment made in Labor’s
Financial Statement. ‘We are delivering on all our
election commitments in full’ is what he stated. That
was followed up by Harriet Shing, a member for
Eastern Victoria Region in the other place, stating on
ABC radio that the state Labor candidate was
misquoted. She said the statement was incorrect and
that a correction was subsequently issued. Is that not
interesting?
Perhaps she needs to speak to the editor of the paper,
because he did not receive notice of a correction or a
retraction. He is the one who interviewed the Labor
candidate personally. He took down notes, which stated
that Wonthaggi Secondary College would be built. It is
a broken promise, and those opposite need to fess up.
The school needs to be funded. I challenge the
government to ring the editor and ask him about the
retraction, because it simply did not happen. It is
another Labor lie. This budget is a disgrace. This
budget is a lie. This budget is a joke. This budget is a
fraud. The vibe is all wrong. I will not be supporting
this budget.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — After that performance of the new member
for Bass — I never thought I would say this — bring
back Ken Smith! Again I never thought I would say
this, but at least Ken Smith sometimes made sense. On
occasion you give new members a bit of latitude on
appropriation bills, but the member for Bass will have
to sharpen his knives if he wants to get the Labor Party
with some of the crap he just spoke.
I am pleased to speak in support of the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015, and I begin by congratulating
the Premier, the Treasurer and my fellow ministers on
delivering a responsible first budget. The last four years
saw Victorians face some difficult times. We saw
cutbacks to TAFE, a health system in crisis and an
education system left behind by both the
Liberal-Nationals state government and the
Liberal-Nationals federal government. This budget
reflects the Andrews Labor government’s commitment
to fix the mess left by those opposite, a task that is
never to be underestimated.
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This budget is clearly for families. We come up with
most of our policies by listening to communities to find
out what they want from a Labor budget. Not only the
candidates but the Labor Party itself consulted widely
with communities, and they wanted a budget that
concentrates on families and getting back to basics. It is
a budget that gets on with restoring confidence in
Victoria. We have delivered a budget that sees the
biggest ever increase in school funding. Prior to the last
election we said we wanted to make Victoria the
education state, and we meant it, so we are providing
$730 million to fix our schools and keep them safe. We
will save TAFE, create 100 000 jobs and relieve the
overwhelming pressure on our hospitals.
This is my ninth budget as the member for Lara, with
five in government and four in opposition. Over the
course of my first four years the electorate of Lara and
the wider community of Geelong were part of record
investments made by the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments. Between 1999, when Labor came to
government, and 2010 the Geelong region received
over $1 billion in funding from the state government,
which is a considerable amount of money when you
think about a state budget. We knew how important the
region was to Victoria and Victoria’s economy, and
accordingly we made those investments.
I am proud that in my first four years as the member for
Lara, when we were in government, my electorate
received record amounts of money from a Labor
government — $350 million to be exact. That amount
of money had never been allocated to that electorate.
The money concentrated on education, with
$52 million over the four years, which was matched
dollar for dollar by the federal government. We saw
over $100 million invested in education in the
electorate of Lara. For four years under the watch of
The Nationals and the Liberal Party coalition
government there was a bit of a standstill and a lull in
the momentum that had been building in the electorate.
I am proud the Andrews Labor government has
announced key investments not only in my electorate of
Lara but also in the Geelong region, and I will mention
a couple of them. Northern Bay College is receiving
$6 million for its next stage of development, to rebuild
its campus and to continue to work on the
Corio-Norlane education regeneration project, which
began under a previous Labor government. I am proud
of the education investments that continue in my
electorate.
Avalon Airport is a key driver of jobs in the economy,
and the Andrews Labor government has guaranteed the
future of the airport by signing an agreement with
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Jetstar that secures operations for the next 10 years and
expands passenger services. As part of the agreement,
over the next 18 months Jetstar will increase the
number of flights per day from five to seven and will
fly to new domestic destinations, which is good news
for Geelong and Victoria. Hopefully this will lay the
groundwork for future expansion that will cement
Avalon Airport as Victoria’s second major passenger
airport, including international carriers in future.
Sport is important. We made a number of election
commitments, and one of them relates to Stead Park in
my electorate, with $100 000 to upgrade the pavilion
and do other works. Support for the northern health hub
is continuing, and for the wider Geelong region there
are key investments, including $70 million for Simonds
Stadium, which is a fantastic investment in stage 4 of
that development. We want to ensure that Simonds
Stadium not only continues to hold the AFL events it
does now but that it also expands its opportunities for
other major events that could occur at that ground. We
are keen to make sure the development goes ahead —
full steam ahead — which is why we made that
commitment, which will provide 90 jobs in
construction and 320 jobs after completion.
There is $30 million for the Geelong Performing Arts
Centre, $3.15 million for the Queenscliff sports
precinct, over $30 million for upgrades and rebuilds
across multiple Geelong schools, $13.5 million for the
Portarlington safe harbour, $3 million for stage 2 of the
Leopold Community Hub project and the recently
announced $115 million for the Waurn Ponds stabling
and maintenance yard for V/Line trains. The regional
rail link will be online soon, and it is the largest rail
infrastructure investment in the nation. It was proudly
announced and funded by previous Labor state and
federal governments. It is $4.3 billion of investment in
rail infrastructure, and we look forward to it being
online soon.
Investment in my portfolios of tourism and major
events, sport and veterans will have great benefit not
only for my region but right across Victoria. Providing
a boost to our major events bids and building the best
sports and conference venues in Australia will attract
more visitors to our state. This budget includes
provision for stage 2 of the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre, with an allocation of between
$190 million and $210 million, which will create
hundreds of jobs. That significant expansion will ensure
that Victoria will continue to boast that it has
Australia’s largest convention and exhibition space.
The convention centre is the reason Victoria is the
national leader when it comes to staging lucrative major
business events, contributing some $274 million
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towards Victoria’s economy each year. New facilities
interstate mean we have to work harder to stay no. 1. I
was recently in South Australia, which has refurbished
its conference centre, and Sydney is hot on our heels in
wanting not only some of the major sporting events we
have but also some of the business events, which is
why it is investing millions of dollars in its conference
centre as well. This government’s investment is a key
strategy in ensuring that Victoria continues to lead the
way.
The budget invests an additional $80 million to
safeguard our status as the events capital of Australia. I
am proud that the Premier and I recently announced an
additional $80 million for our war chest to make sure
we retain all the major events we have and enhance
opportunities going forward. That $80 million over four
years will go a long way. It is on top of the current
$42 million annually, so there will be a total budget of
$62 million per annum going forward to attract further
events to Victoria. We want to concentrate not only on
Melbourne but on regional centres around the state.
That will go a long way to making sure we continue to
be both the sporting and the events capital of the nation.
Victoria is already the home of the Australian Open
Tennis Championships, the Australian Formula One
Grand Prix and the Spring Racing Carnival, and we will
soon add the International Champions Cup soccer
tournament to our calendar as well, but we cannot
become complacent — we need to be mindful of the
envy the rest of the nation and indeed the rest of the
world feels for some of our major events. This boost
will help our state bid for more events, which in turn
will keep our hotels full, our restaurants and bars
buzzing and our economy strong. It will mean more
jobs and a stronger state.
Major events are key drivers of Victoria’s tourism and
are the state’s second largest export, behind education.
Tourism generates some 205 000 jobs and delivers
more than $19 billion to the economy annually. A lot of
that is from business events, which boast the greatest
yield of all tourism sectors as delegates routinely spend
up to six times as much as holiday-makers.
I also make brief mention of the Victorian Visitor
Economy Review. It is the first study of its kind in
nearly two decades to inquire into the major events of
Australian and international cities. We will use the
review to map out a plan to help Victoria grow its
tourism and major events potential. We all know the
significance of sport to the lives of Victorians: it is
about quality of life, which is why we are the world’s
most livable city and Australia’s sporting and events
capital, and we want to keep it that way.
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Community sport is at the heart and soul of our suburbs
and towns, and it brings families and locals together.
This budget will upgrade facilities across the state to
help these clubs to grow. This budget establishes a
$100 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to
help local clubs upgrade tired grounds and build the
facilities they need. Even though women are joining
community sports clubs in record numbers, women’s
change rooms are often run down or non-existent.
Every player deserves equal facilities, which is why an
important part of our election policy platform was our
commitment of $10 million to build and upgrade
women’s change rooms at grounds and sports centres
across the state.
Another very important sport to our state is netball.
Netball is one of Melbourne’s fastest growing sports,
and the budget provides $9.6 million to build 64 netball
courts in inner city Melbourne so that clubs can keep up
with the demand and can keep the sport growing. The
budget also provides $2 million for the continuation of
the country football and netball program. We are also
very mindful of the nightmare scenario of a player,
spectator or volunteer going into cardiac arrest at a
sporting field. Apparently this happens regularly, so the
budget provides $2.7 million to make 1000 lifesaving
defibrillators available to sports clubs across the state to
enable spectators and players to step in until paramedics
arrived.
The budget provides $31.5 million to upgrade Eureka
Stadium so that it can host AFL games. There is also
$25 million allocated to develop the state cricket centre
at the historic Junction Oval in St Kilda to create a new
home of Victorian cricket, which will free up the MCG
for the start of the AFL season. We are also
contributing $150 000 to the St Kilda Football Club so
that it can undertake planning works for a move back to
its spiritual home ground at Moorabbin. Not only is this
a strategically important move but the club also really
wants to move there, so we want to make sure that we
get this right. The allocated $150 000 will make sure
that we do get it right.
An active family is a healthy family, which is why the
budget provides $14 million to encourage more people
to get outdoors, take up a sport and maintain a healthy
lifestyle. The active communities participation package
also supports high-performance athlete development
and helps people living with a disability to participate in
activities.
I make mention of my very important portfolio of
Veterans on the special occasion of the
100th anniversary of World War I. Our veterans
protected us, and it is our job to protect them. We will
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make sure that veterans and their families get the help
that they need to maintain a decent standard of living.
They have earnt our support for the rest of their lives.
The 2015–16 budget provides $1 million to host the
Vietnam veterans parade in commemoration of the
50th anniversary of the Battle of Long Tan and to host
other associated commemorative activities. The budget
also provides $400 000 to support the wellbeing of
veterans and their families by working with the RSL to
safeguard the welfare of the men and women who
served our country. The budget also includes $5 million
for Anzac centenary commemorations.
In this centenary anniversary year of the Gallipoli
landings these initiatives will allow a generation of
Victorian families to feel the spirit and hear the stories
of war that are integral to our nation’s history and story.
The Anzac centenary education roadshow Victoria’s
Journey of Remembrance will be extended. The
travelling education program uses videos, speakers and
live performances to teach students and families about
Australia’s history of war. Anzac centenary major
grants and Anzac centenary community grants
programs will also continue to give communities across
Victoria the opportunity to apply for funding for
projects that commemorate the service of World War I
veterans.
In the face of tough economic times the Andrews Labor
government has certainly shown itself to be a reliable
government for the people of Victoria. Unlike the
budgets of the last four years, this is a budget that
Victorians, especially those in Geelong and my
electorate of Lara, can be excited about. I am proud to
say that I totally support this budget. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — It is a real privilege to
be able to speak in the debate on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015 not only in order to give a
budget reply but also to outline the vision of the
Greens. We are not here to be just a second opposition;
we are here to set a high standard and outline our clear
vision for Victoria. Our vision is based on fairness,
opportunity and equality, with an economy that is
clean, smart and innovative and that creates meaningful
jobs.
The first topic I want to touch on is TAFE. I am the
Greens TAFE spokesperson, but it is also an important
issue to me as a former TAFE student at good old
Frankston TAFE. As the member for Frankston would
know, it is a quality TAFE — and do not ever say that a
liberal arts diploma will not get you anywhere, because
it will get you somewhere. I know this government is
committed to saving TAFE with its TAFE Rescue
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Fund, because what the TAFE sector has endured
recently is an absolute travesty — but it is a travesty
that started in 2008 under the previous Labor
government’s marketisation policy. This policy forced
our quality public TAFEs to compete with private
providers.
It has not just been an adjusting issue; it has been an
utter failure and an utter fiasco. Course fees are up,
quality standards are down and there have been cost
blowouts. By every measure this has been a failure.
When the coalition came to office it threw fuel onto the
fire with devastating TAFE cuts. I know this
government wants to save TAFE, but what it really
needs to do is to end this failed marketisation policy in
vocational education and training. It is an utter failure.
We need to back our TAFEs that have served us so
well. If there are issues around meeting flexibility and
skills shortages, rather than trash our TAFEs we should
back them to act on those issues.
Further on education, the Prahran high school is the
no. 1 issue in the Prahran electorate, and I welcome the
government’s commitment to that school. Yesterday we
had the announcement that unfortunately it will not be
going ahead at the Victorian College for the Deaf site,
and obviously that is disappointing. It was clear from
the assessments that it was the best site. It had a lot of
advantages, but there are a lot of opportunities at the
Swinburne site. The Prahran high school has a real
opportunity to become a shining light in public
education and an accessible, high-quality school for the
students of Prahran. That is why we need to secure the
site as soon as possible and for the government to start
engaging with the community. That is how we will get
a great school. The community wants to be involved
with the school, it wants buy-in, so I ask that formal
consultation begins because that is what the community
wants.
Schools need infrastructure but they also need recurrent
funding. We require needs-based funding for all our
schools and all our students. That is why it was so
disappointing and a huge mistake that the Parliament
passed the bill in relation to private school funding,
which allocates an arbitrary figure to private schools
regardless of their needs against the needs-based
principles of Gonski. Gonski was sector blind. It did not
matter which type of school you went to. Now a New
South Wales conservative government has moved away
from these arbitrary figures and gone with a funding
model that matches the national school partnership. It
does not make sense. Now if we want to go back, we
will have to do it through legislation. It was a terrible
mistake. We also need to commit to years five and six
of the Gonski funding. We cannot go to the federal
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government to argue about Gonski if we are not
prepared to commit to years five and six of that
funding. That is what we need to make sure that not
only are our schools built but that they are run
effectively and students get what they need.
Education is the key to opportunity and the smart
economy. We need a clean and innovative economy,
and addressing climate change is the challenge of
divorcing economic growth from carbon emissions.
The way to do that is to plan for the future and shut
down our coal-fired power plants. We must be
proactive. In the last sitting week the government and
the opposition ridiculed and criticised the Greens for its
plan to shut down the Hazelwood and Anglesea power
stations. I think the Attorney-General was disappointed
that he might miss out on watching Carlton on the
television, or something along those lines, although it is
probably best that he does not watch Carlton on the TV.
But then Anglesea was shut down. The market decided,
and the government was left flat-footed and without a
plan. The government has to be proactive. What will
happen with Hazelwood now? Will the government be
proactive and formulate a plan for Hazelwood?
The government needs to shut down the coal-fired
power plants, plan for transition and plan for renewable
energy. That is the key. Instead of criticising the
Greens, the government should act on what we are
saying for renewable energy, because that is the future
for a clean, innovative economy. We need to be
proactive and increase the feed-in tariff for households,
assist with funding for large-scale renewables with a
green bank, and fund transition packages before the
inevitable closure of the power plants. That will create
jobs and skilled manufacturing. Science and research in
other industries will play a key role in the future of a
clean economy.
Public transport infrastructure is key to creating
high-skilled manufacturing jobs at a time when the car
industry is shutting down. The government’s order for
rolling stock and its rolling stock strategy does not cut
it. We need to order 50 trams and get production started
now. We need to get output increased from the
Bombardier factory in Dandenong. There are 500 jobs
there. The current output from the factory is 10 trams a
year. That output will not change with the
government’s order. We should up the order now so
there is an output of 20 trams a year from the
Dandenong factory, which will create jobs. We should
not just wait until the end of the government’s term in
office and then push back the order for the other trams
until after the next election. We need high-capacity
trams.
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Tram services in Prahran are already overcrowded.
Tram route 8 is at over 100 per cent capacity. We need
high-capacity trams on this route and not have it
merged with other routes as has been suggested. A
reduction in bus routes has already been scrapped due
to community pressure. I urge the government not to go
ahead with the route 8 merger and to order 50 new
trams now.
Also missing from the budget is funding for South
Yarra station, which is one of Melbourne’s most
overcrowded train stations. It has one entrance, which is
always overcrowded; trains that are full on arrival; no
bike parking; and dangerous intersections. We have
10 000 people moving into South Yarra every year and
a high-rise urban renewal area right next door. We need
to invest in South Yarra station and to get the north
entrance up and running. Land is already set aside for it,
and I urge the government to commit to that second
entrance. There is also the issue of the interchange with
Melbourne Metro. We heard the doomsday scenario
from the government regarding the connection, but I do
not buy it at the moment. I do not see why we can have
underground connections at Flinders Street and at
Melbourne Central, but we cannot have one at South
Yarra station. I will be asking the government to go
back to look at how the connection with South Yarra
station can be achieved.
We have seen a fair bit of change in the views of the
coalition about South Yarra station. When I was on
Stonnington City Council we urged the coalition
government to have the connection put in. Later in its
term in government it had a second position when it
proposed a connection at South Yarra station, but the
line was to be rerouted somewhat west of Flinders
Street. Then after the election its third position was to
adopt the sensible Greens’ position and have a South
Yarra interchange at Melbourne Metro. I welcomed
that, but if the coalition is fair dinkum about the South
Yarra station connection or any public transport, it
would adopt another Greens policy and ditch the
east–west link, because no party can have any
credibility on public transport while it still has the
$18 billion east–west link as a policy.
We need to look at how we fund our public transport
infrastructure. We need a more transparent and
cost-effective way of funding major infrastructure, with
manageable public debt at a time of record low interest
rates, and not these secretive public-private partnership
deals where taxpayers pay through the nose and for
years to come do not know how much they are paying
on projects that are essentially too big to fail. What
happens when the consortium goes belly up? We will
have half a road and half a tunnel. We need to look at

Thursday, 28 May 2015

value capture over cuts to services, and public asset
dividends and management rather than asset sell-offs.
The port of Melbourne is a vital public asset, and we
will be opposing its sell-off. Of course we need that
vital federal funding for public transport, which the
federal Liberal government refuses to provide.
I will touch on a few local issues. I am glad to see that
there is $400 000 going to Prahran Mission. I would
like to see that money used for the purpose-built
drop-in centre that unfortunately had to close under the
previous government due to changes to mental health
funding. I welcome commitments to review Punt Road
and the public acquisition overlay. That overlay is
unnecessary. It is based on a 1960s freeway plan that
should never happen, so I am glad to see that a review
is in the budget.
I welcome the creation of the Office of Equality. Of
course the Greens were the first party to have an
equality spokesperson, and it is good to see that both
major parties are again following the lead of the
Greens. A sum of $10 million over four years is a good
start, but obviously other areas are going to need
investment. Support for legislative changes in adoption,
official documents for transgender people and the Equal
Opportunity Act is vitally important. It is also important
to fund the critical services at the Royal Children’s
Hospital gender dysphoria service, where there is a far
too long waiting list for young people.
To conclude, this budget is of course representative of
this government — a government that wants to achieve
things but is not quite taking the necessary steps to do
it. It wants to save TAFE but it will not abandon the
failed market contestability model that is destroying it.
It wants to become the education state but walks away
from the principles of Gonski and needs-based funding.
It wants to support clean energy but will not shut down
Hazelwood, our dirtiest power plant, or have a
permanent ban on coal seam gas. It wants to support
public transport but not build Doncaster, Rowville or
airport rail. All the major toll road projects are going to
get built before any public transport projects. It wants to
support equality but is still leaving in blanket
exemptions for religious organisations and schools to
discriminate. It wants to improve integrity but is still
happy to accept donations from developers.
The Greens have a clear vision for this state — a clear
vision for a more livable Prahran and a society with
fairness, opportunity and equality at its heart supported
by a smart, clean, innovative economy. That is the
standard we will hold this government to, and that is
what we will work towards in this Parliament.
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Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — After that
intriguing speech, I want to start my contribution to the
debate on the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 by
referring as Minister for Multicultural Affairs to
something I hope all members in this house are strong
supporters of: multiculturalism. Multiculturalism is
truly the state’s greatest asset. It is a fantastic aspect and
traditionally has broad support across this chamber.
Long may that be so. This is a fantastic budget for
multiculturalism. This budget allocates $74 million
over four years to multicultural affairs, which
represents the single largest investment in that area in
the state’s history. If you factor in what that will mean
in terms of the total budget allocation over the four-year
estimates period, it is $121.6 million. In that sum all
election commitments in multiculturalism have been
honoured by the Labor government.
Victoria will continue to lead the way as the
multicultural capital of Australia — in fact, perhaps as
the multicultural capital of the world. There will be
significant funding, including $13.2 million over four
years, for community capacity and participation. This is
to support ethnic and multicultural organisations to
respond to their community’s needs, including
settlement and participation of newly arrived migrants
and the needs of ageing migrant communities. There is
$21 million over four years to promote social cohesion
and community harmony. This is to provide support for
initiatives that promote intercultural understanding and
for cultural events festivals that celebrate and preserve
Victoria’s cultural diversity.
There is $2 million over four years for multicultural
access programs that provide a range of initiatives that
continue to enhance the way government responds to
and supports Victorians from culturally and
linguistically diverse backgrounds (CALD). This is
particularly important in terms of those Victorians for
whom English is a second language — a large number
of Victorians who deserve to participate fully in society
like the rest of the community. There is $11.1 million
over four years for a Community Infrastructure and
Cultural Precincts Fund. This is to refurbish community
facilities for improved access by multicultural groups
and to enhance cultural precincts to promote local
heritage, business activity and tourism. Victoria’s
cultural precincts are something we can really be proud
of. There are a number close by, including Chinatown,
the Greek precinct around Lonsdale Street and a
number of other cultural precincts which I will get to in
moving to the detail of the budget.
As I said earlier, the total new funding in this budget is
$74 million over four years. It is important to note that
all lapsing programs which we had been left — there
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were a large number of lapsing programs of the former
government — have been re-funded. Not a single
program has been cut in multicultural affairs. That is a
very important aspect of our budget. There has been
some change in terms of how the funding in grant
programs has been represented in the budget, and I
think it is useful to put on the record how that has been
represented. In promoting social cohesion and
community harmony, there is just over $6 million in
2015–16 that rolls together the promoting community
harmony grants, which include multifaith and interfaith
grants, the Victorian Multicultural Commission (VMC)
festivals and events grants and the Unity Through
Partnerships grants funding. Then there is the
Community Infrastructure and Cultural Precincts Fund,
which is $5 million in 2015–16. That includes the
Victorian Multicultural Commission building facilities
and improvement grants and the Multicultural
Community Infrastructure Fund.
There is also community capacity and participation
funding, which includes just under $8 million in the
coming financial year. That includes settlement
coordination funding, VMC organisational support and
education grants and CALD senior organisational
grants. Can I just say how important it is for our senior
citizen community groups from a non-English-speaking
background to have the often small amounts of money
that allow participation in social activity. It plays a
critical role in preventing social isolation, particularly
as people age and lose a second language. Often
English is a second language, so as people age they
commonly lose their second language and can only
communicate in the language of their birth. It is very
important to support those senior citizen organisations
that provide the wonderful outreach of a place where
people can participate, socialise and gain the
socialisation we all need.
The VMC community strengthening grants are also
included under community capacity and participation.
The refugee action program, including its rights and
responsibilities seminar program, and the asylum seeker
support program, are also included in the community
capacity and participation funding of just under
$8 million, as are the new and emerging community
leadership program, the funding to support programs
related to East Timor, the peak multicultural
organisations fund and the core grant to the Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria (ECCV).
The EECV has been supported by governments of
different persuasions and includes representatives from
across the political spectrum. It is an important
community organisation that plays a critical role in
representing multicultural communities. The VMC has
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an important representative function, but the ECCV is
the most significant non-government agency and plays
a role as the peak body representing the wonderful,
diverse communities of Victoria.
There is also funding of $835 000 in the upcoming
financial year under the multicultural access program,
which I previously alluded to, including language
services support for the National Accreditation
Authority for Translators and Interpreters, the peak
body that regulates the standards around translation and
interpretation, cultural competence and cultural
diversity plans. If you look at the budget, you see it
funds a wonderful is a series of initiatives. I will be
openly and specifically bipartisan by saying this builds
on a long tradition in Victoria of support for
multicultural affairs across governments. It has been an
absolutely standout aspect of the Victorian political
culture that there has been broad support for
multicultural affairs, and I would say that applies to
Victorian society. Across community leaders there is
strong support for this in Victoria.
The Scanlon Foundation undertakes significant
research in this area.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SCOTT — It is research into social cohesion —
although I should not respond to interjections — and
the acceptance of diversity and the level of racism in
society. It was found that Victoria has the strongest
support for multiculturalism of any mainland state in
Australia. It is a fantastic tradition that we should all
support. We in this place should never take this for
granted. It is an absolutely critical part of our
community, and one that I hope will bring together
members of this house across the political divide,
because it is utterly critical to the future success of
Victoria, including its economic success.
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our respect and support. We accept cultural differences
as the expression of fundamental human dignity and
something to be celebrated. We do not just tolerate
diversity in this state — it is not a stone in our shoe
which we put up with; it is something we celebrate,
love and embrace. This budget reflects that
commitment, a commitment that has been shared across
the house over a long period of time.
To return to some of the detail of the budget, obviously
I also have responsibilities in finance. I will make some
broad comments about the macro settings of the budget.
As I am sure members are aware, it is delivering a
$1.2 billion operating surplus in 2015–16, growing to
$1.8 billion in 2018–19, with a reduction of net debt
from its June 2014 peak of 6 per cent of gross state
product (GSP) down to 4.4 per cent of GSP in 2019.
There is some change: it should be noted that there is a
commitment of an average investment over the out
years of the estimates period that is greater than the
average $4.9 billion that has been delivered over the
past 10 years.
I must admit I was highly entertained by the
contribution of the member for Bass. It seems there is
something special about the member for Bass in this
place; there is a particular style that is inherent in being
the member for Bass. It was an enjoyable contribution.
The member noted that the budget forecasts lower
operating surpluses than were forecast by the previous
government. However, the previous government’s
projected surpluses were only achievable by restricting
expenditure growth to just 2.5 per cent on average per
year over the estimates period in the out years. We need
to take into account population growth and inflation,
and that figure is significantly below the rate of
population growth. This more sustainable level of
expenditure growth of 3 per cent will underpin quality
services in Victoria.

Part of the success of multiculturalism is the important
bridging role that people of a non-English-speaking
background play in facilitating trade between this
community and other communities. They can play a
bridging role across different business cultures and
ensure that our economy grows stronger. It is not just a
social benefit but a significant economic benefit.
However, fundamental to it is a commitment that is
reflected not only this budget but also in former
budgets — although I would say this budget makes the
strongest investment in multicultural affairs — to the
common dignity of all human beings.

While I have time left, I will make a couple of
comments regarding my electorate, because this is a
fantastic budget for Preston, and in particular for
students at the William Ruthven Secondary College. I
note that the former Minister for Education is in the
chair. Members who were in the previous Parliament
may recall that school putting on a fantastic show in
Queen’s Hall. In fact I have never seen a school put on
such a fantastic performance, so to speak, of really
targeted lobbying. It was an impressive effort by
members of the school community, who really worked
hard. They deserve the $10 million in funding in the
budget. They have shown fantastic leadership.

The people of Victoria and the political system
recognise that those of different backgrounds deserve

The school community worked really hard and
significantly increased the participation of its Victorian
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certificate of education (VCE) graduates in higher
levels of education. In fact from memory the levels of
university participation of students from that school
have just about doubled, and the school has developed
special relationships with both La Trobe University and
RMIT. Also from memory the percentage of the
school’s VCE graduates who go on to university is
approaching 80 per cent. We are not talking about a
school from a high-income area; we are talking about a
school that represents some of the lower socioeconomic
groups in Melbourne.
The school has had fantastic leadership, and members
of the school community have worked hard to create
opportunities for those students. Those students,
teachers and parents deserve to have community
facilities that match the commitment they have shown.
It is fabulous that in this budget we have been able to
meet the commitment we made prior to the election of
providing $10 million to upgrade the school buildings.
It is fantastic that this budget delivers this for my
community.
There is also a commitment for a feasibility study on
returning the former Preston Girls Secondary College
site to public education. That site is centrally located in
the heart of Preston, right near train, tram and bus
services. I hope to see in the future that facility returned
to public education. Prior to the election the Labor
Party committed to the feasibility study, and it is
fantastic that this budget delivers on that commitment.
I now turn to the finance area. Finance can be a
relatively dry area of the budget — —
Mr Pesutto — Really? Not at all!
Mr SCOTT — Not at all.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SCOTT — I have left the best part until last, yes
indeed. I will ignore interjections at this point. Finance
is utterly critical to the success of government.
Essentially the Treasury has the macro settings, and
finance is much more concerned about how
successfully within government services are delivered.
There are also the large public sector financial
corporations. I will touch briefly on WorkSafe. The
Labor Party went to the election with a commitment to
not take a dividend from WorkSafe but only use
funding for certain purposes, and it has honoured that
commitment with this budget. I am sure many people
thought that would not happen.
I note — and it is in the budget papers — that in future
years the government will be utilising the surplus funds
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out of WorkSafe, but it will only do so for the purposes
for which it has allocated. They include things like
reducing premiums. There was a strong tradition under
the previous Labor government of reducing premiums,
which has a benefit of reducing the cost of employment
and improving benefits. The Labor Party has already
given a commitment within the first 18 months of office
to introduce legislation to provide for presumptive
rights for firefighters, both career and volunteer, and
also to improve occupational health and safety. I note
that putting the ‘safe’ back in WorkSafe is something
this government is particularly committed to.
I have been lucky enough as minister to attend the
graduation of a new group of inspectors — from
memory, I think there are 16 occupational health and
safety inspectors and 4 return to work inspectors — and
we will be working hard in that area. There has also
been a commitment to expend funds for the benefit of
the health of the Victorian workforce, and
announcements have been made about the
re-establishment of WorkHealth, which was a fabulous
initiative of the previous Labor government. Todd
Harper, a very distinguished Victorian, has agreed to
chair a working group on that initiative.
In conclusion, I say that this is a fantastic budget. I will
return to multiculturalism. This is the strongest ever
budget in support of multiculturalism, Victoria’s
greatest asset and something I know is supported across
this house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I stand to
speak on this budget a little bit like I did last year in
another place, where I stood and said, ‘This is a classic
coalition budget’. Then it was a budget that cut debt,
reduced red tape, cut taxes and delivered services in
country Victoria. Today I stand here, after a Labor
budget being delivered, and say this is a classic Labor
budget, but for all the wrong reasons. I have heard
plenty from members on the other side saying, ‘This is
a great Labor budget’. It is a great Labor budget
because, once again, it does what Labor does: it stuffs
up the finances and completely ignores regional
Victoria.
I want to give a bit of an overview of the budget
generally. For a start, in its first budget Labor has
halved the budget surplus it inherited. It is down from
$2.3 billion to $1.2 billion. If it can do that in six
months, heaven help us when we look over the next
four years. I am not sure what will happen.
Mr Pesutto — We ain’t seen nothing yet!

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
1740

ASSEMBLY

Mr D. O’BRIEN — I hope the member for
Hawthorn is wrong when he says, ‘We ain’t seen
nothing yet’, but the portents are not good early in the
government’s term. In terms of strategy, we have seen
the government embrace higher debt. The coalition
strategy was to reduce debt as a percentage of gross
state product; the Labor strategy is to maintain debt
basically at the same level. We have also seen that
whilst the coalition government had a commitment, and
indeed the previous Labor government had a
commitment, of a minimum $100 million surplus
annually, this Labor government has scrapped that
proposal. We have seen infrastructure spending cut by
$6.4 billion over the forward estimates — significant
and important infrastructure that this state needs. As the
Leader of the Opposition has said many times,
Melbourne is growing by 100 000 people a year, yet we
have seen a reduction in the amount being spent on
infrastructure.
We are seeing expenses growing again, at about 3.4 per
cent. More particularly, employee expenses will go up
7.1 per cent this year. We are told by the Treasurer and
the rest of those opposite that that is just for one year
and that, ‘We’ll get it under control again after one
year’. I can think of a couple of unions that might have
something to say about that. Once again, we look to see
whether employee expenses are brought back under
control and come under 7.1 per cent after next year,
because if they did I would be very surprised. We know
that Labor has a lot of payback to make. A lot of people
in the union movement supported it very strongly, and
they will be looking for their pound of flesh. I am sure
the Labor government will find that very difficult to
resist.
We have new taxes, despite the promise that there
would be no new taxes. The government has renewed
the stamp duty surcharge on foreign buyers. Already
we have heard this week, and we have talked about it
when debating previous legislation, how in trying to
raise money Labor has stuffed it up. It has managed to
mess up this new tax and has found that although it
probably thought with glee that it had a new tax that it
could say met its election commitment because it was a
tax on people not from Victoria, it found that this would
in fact have severe unintended consequences and that it
would be putting up prices for first home buyers from
those developers who are in the majority foreign
controlled. Labor has already been forced into a fairly
embarrassing backdown on that. We have seen that
proposal messed up already.
There are a number of commitments that are unfunded
right throughout the budget. We have heard other
speakers talk about the Melbourne Metro rail line.
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There are plenty of other examples where Labor has
made commitments but simply has not funded them in
this year’s budget. I refer to the Mernda rail extension,
the Thompsons Road duplication, and school asbestos
removal. The Minister for Education says, ‘We’re
going to get rid of all asbestos by 2020’, but he has not
funded the promise. Tech schools will get $12 million
of a $125 million promise.
While one of my Gippsland colleagues, the member for
Morwell, is in the chamber, I will say that I look
forward to Labor discovering where Gippsland is. Tech
schools have been promised for Ballarat, Bendigo,
Geelong and various other towns, cities and suburbs.
But Gippsland is just Gippsland; it is that spot
somewhere east of Melbourne! The government says,
‘We’re not sure exactly what Gippsland involves. It’s
something down there. We’ve heard of it. We know
there’s a region there, and we’re going to work out later
at some stage what the actual towns and location of it
will be’. There are number of promises that have not
been fully funded.
We have had reviews on the never-never. In the last
couple of weeks I have had the pleasure of being on the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) and
attending its budget estimates hearings and listening to
ministers saying what they have been saying, giving us
the spin and wasting time in responding to interminable
Dorothy Dixers, and points of order being raised by
Labor members of the committee. The thing that struck
me the most was the number of times a minister said,
‘We’re sending that off to a review’, or, ‘We’ve set up
an advisory committee that’s going to advise us how to
do this’, or, ‘We’ve got a consultant being brought in to
design a program for this’. This is not a party that was
ready for government. This is a party that has come in
and developed the mirror culture: it is going to look into
it all. So many of these things have been put on the
never-never. We are not going to see many of these
promises delivered. I hate to think what the cost of
them will be in the out years, because so many of them
are funded for just one year.
Just on that, a couple of times during the PAEC
hearings I was quite surprised to hear ministers make
comments about future budgets. An answer about the
fox bounty was one. The Minister for Agriculture was
asked about the fox bounty and where the funding is for
that in the out years. ‘Well, that will be funded next
year’, she said. I was a bit surprised at that. Another one
was rail maintenance. We asked the Minister for Public
Transport, ‘Where is the funding for the major rail
maintenance in the out years?’. ‘Oh, that will be in next
year’s budget’, she said. I got cat calls from across the
table from Labor members, saying, ‘Don’t you realise?
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We have a budget every year’. I was surprised at that,
because I thought we had a four-year budget cycle for a
reason, which is to give people certainty and give
programs certainty and stability. Yet Labor is now
saying, ‘Trust us, this is an ongoing program. We’ll
fund it next year’.
I want to turn now to my own electorate of Gippsland
South. It is a mixed budget for Gippsland South. We
have $7.6 million to complete the Sale Specialist
School. This project was started by the coalition. We
had 11 years of Labor, and the community could not
get that government to take any interest in this project.
It was Peter Ryan, the former member for Gippsland
South and former Deputy Premier, who stepped up to
the plate. I do not mean to reflect on the Chair at all, but
the Acting Speaker was the Minister for Education at
the time. He delivered for the Sale Specialist School
community. We purchased a site and delivered
$4 million in last year’s budget to start the Sale
Specialist School project.
I give credit to the current Minister for Education,
because he said that he would see this one through and
he has delivered on his word. I am pleased about this. I
believe it is the only non-election capital expenditure
commitment in the education budget, and it came to
Gippsland South. That is a very good outcome. We are
very pleased that it has been funded, and we look
forward to the new Sale Specialist School being
delivered.
I also managed to discover through the estimates
process that the Sale ambulance station is one of the
ambulance stations that will be upgraded. These are two
good projects, but it is only two out of many. The
former government put $16 million into the Macalister
Irrigation District 2030 project, an important
water-saving initiative that will deliver jobs and growth.
It meets the goals of our future and helps our strong
agricultural exporting sector. However, I was
disappointed to hear from the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee that no business
case has yet been received for the project. That is a
surprise to us because I am 99 per cent confident that
the previous Minister for Water had a business case for
the Macalister Irrigation District 2030 project, so I am
not sure what is going on there. It is somewhat
concerning that the government may be reviewing this
project. We are still waiting for it.
Likewise, the northern towns water project for South
Gippsland is a very important project to shore up water
security for Korumburra, Nyora, Loch and Poowong. It
will connect those towns to the Lance Creek supply and
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thereby through to the Melbourne supply. This is a
$21 million project. We received the business case too
late to consider it in our budget, but it was intended that
we would fund it had we been returned to government.
There is nothing for this project in this Labor budget.
I have just given the Minister for Education a bouquet; I
will now throw a brick bat at him. The coalition
government had funded an upgrade for Korumburra
Secondary College. We committed a further $9 million
to a full rebuild of the school, but the minister has
ignored it in this budget, along with Leongatha
Secondary College, which needs another $1.5 million
to finalise its upgrade. We spent $10 million on that
upgrade when we were in government. Labor has
ignored both of those schools. These are very important
projects which the South Gippsland community is
really behind, yet Labor has done nothing for them.
I should perhaps be happy to have avoided the
experience of my neighbour, the member for Bass, with
Wonthaggi Secondary College. Labor’s candidate
promised they would fund that project. We have heard
from the member for Bass that Labor has now walked
away from that commitment. I have to say that no such
commitment was given to Gippsland South at the
election because the Labor candidate did not actually
turn up in the electorate at all — at any stage. In fact
she did not speak to the media, provide any media
commentary or even put out a media release throughout
the entire campaign. She was running against Peter
Ryan, my predecessor. I have to say that at least Peter
Ryan had a candidate running against him. I ran in a
by-election in Gippsland South and Labor did not even
bother turning up. That shows just how much Labor
cares about Gippsland South. As I said, given how the
Labor candidate for Bass messed up with the
Wonthaggi Secondary College commitment, perhaps I
should feel lucky that Labor did not turn up to
Gippsland South.
More generally, I am concerned about the dearth of
projects and funding in this budget for country Victoria.
Just 1.7 per cent of the health capital budget is being
dedicated to rural and regional Victoria. That is
something that those opposite should be ashamed of.
One regional project is being funded, and that is the
Ballarat hospital. Just $10 million out of a $560 million
capital program, or 1.7 per cent, is going to regional
Victoria. Just 2.9 per cent of this budget’s infrastructure
capital spending is going to rural and regional Victoria.
An honourable member — It is a joke.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It is a joke. What is more of a
joke is that when we put this to the Minister for Public
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Transport during the estimates hearing she said,
‘You’ve got it wrong. You should listen because there
are some really good projects’. She said that the
Melbourne Metro project would be really good for rural
Victoria. These are the depths to which the Labor Party
has been forced to sink in this budget, because it has
done so little.

many of the country electorates leading up to the
election last year. It did not even bother turning up in
the by-election for Gippsland South. This is a left-wing
Labor budget. It has a lower surplus and higher
expenses than the previous budget. It is from a party
that cannot manage money, and it has nothing in it for
country Victoria.

In education, we have heard other speakers say that
very few projects have been funded. In fact 81 per cent
of the capital projects funded are in Labor seats. Of
most concern for my electorate of Gippsland South and
for country Victoria generally is the loss of roads
funding. We had a 10 per cent cut to the roads
maintenance budget. We have lost the $160 million
country roads and bridges program. This was a really
good program delivered by the coalition government
which has been cut altogether.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport).

Most concerning, though, is the fact that the Labor
Party has been going around over the last couple of
years saying, ‘We will deliver a billion dollars over
eight years for rural and regional roads’. Let us leave
aside for the moment the fact that that billion dollars is
a significant cut compared to what the coalition
government was delivering for rural and regional roads.
The problem now though is that the Labor Party has not
actually put that billion dollars in the budget. We asked
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, ‘Where is this
billion dollars?’. He said, ‘We can’t put it all in at
once’. I said, ‘I’m not asking you to put it all in at once.
Just show us. Show me a page. Show me a budget
paper reference that tells me where the billion dollars
for rural and regional roads is’. He could not do it,
because it is not there; it is a charade.
I will quickly run through a few other cuts to regional
Victoria. The agriculture budget has been cut by 12 per
cent. The wild dog bounty and the fox bounty are not
funded beyond next year. Aerial baiting is not funded.
The roadside pest and weeds management program is
not funded beyond two years. Riparian management is
not funded beyond next year. The regional
development budget has been cut by 24 per cent. There
is a cut to the regional expo. The trade budget has been
cut by 61.5 per cent. Where is our future in regional
Victoria? It is in exporting our great quality food and
fibre, yet the trade budget has been cut. Indeed we do
not have a trade minister at the moment; we are not sure
who it is. I have already mentioned the $160 million cut
to the roads budget.
It is very concerning that once again this Labor budget
focuses on its heartland in the city and looking after its
union mates. It is no surprise from a party that holds no
true country seats and which made no commitments in

Debate adjourned until later this day.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Workplace bullying
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (By leave) — On
26 May the member for Mornington asked me a
question relating to workplace bullying. I can confirm
that the WorkSafe Victoria website recommends that
members of the public contact Victoria Police where an
allegation of workplace bullying involves an assault or
a threat of an assault.

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Membership
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That Mr Tilley be appointed a member of the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development Committee.

Motion agreed to.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms PALLAS (Treasurer).
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
I am so delighted to speak on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015 and talk in the few minutes
we have before the conclusion of the day at
5 o’clock about how it is such an important budget
for my community of Bendigo East. Of course as
the Minister for Public Transport and the Minister
for Employment I have been thrilled with the
portfolio initiatives the budget provides,
particularly the $20 billion investment in public
transport. However, I want to particularly focus on
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the initiatives in my community of Bendigo East,
because this budget delivers 100 per cent of the
election commitments we made to the community
at the election last November.
Just last week I joined community members at Epsom
Primary School, who are so thrilled to finally have the
opportunity to start the process of rebuilding the school.
There has been $5.7 million allocated to rebuild the
school, a growing school that was badly neglected by
the Liberal government when it rejected the pleas of
that community until after Labor had made an election
commitment to rebuild it.
Labor’s commitments in education did not stop there.
We have funding of $6 million to replace the portable
classrooms at Bendigo Senior Secondary College. We
have $1 million to start the planning for the new
Kalianna School building. My colleague and friend the
member for Bendigo West has been a champion of this
project. It is great to see that program underway as well.
In the area of roads we have also made significant
commitments to the community of Bendigo East. There
is the major road project of $17 million to duplicate
Napier Street. It is the busiest arterial road leading into
the centre of Bendigo. Do you know what? Back in
2010 this was a commitment of the former Labor
government. Nothing was done on this important
project during the four long years that the failed Liberal
government was in office. It is the busiest road in
Bendigo. It clogs up particularly during peak hour. It
has taken the election of another Labor government, the
Andrews Labor government, to get on with this
important road project.
Also there are the intersection works in Strathfieldsaye,
at the very busy intersection of Strathfieldsaye Road,
Tannery Lane and Club Court, where we made a
commitment to put in place major improvements to
address the critical safety issues the community has
been campaigning on. Again, members of the
community were pleading with the former government
to do something at this site. We made an election
commitment to take action. The budget has delivered
on that, and that work is also going to be underway.
Another road project is the pedestrian crossing at
Huntly, across the very busy Midland Highway. It is
another community campaign I was very pleased to
support during the election, and now I am even more
pleased as the local member to be delivering on it in
government.
In sport and recreation, another important area for
Bendigo, $5 million has been committed to the
redevelopment of the Bendigo Stadium. When Labor
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was last in government we extended the Bendigo
Stadium. We are back in government, and we are going
to extend it again. It is a terrific venue. Every day
during the week it supports hundreds and thousands of
kids and adults who play basketball, netball or
volleyball. It is a place where major events are also
held, and this significant expansion, with the support of
the Bendigo Stadium and the support of the City of
Greater Bendigo, is going to take the stadium to the
next level. That is a project the member for Bendigo
West and I very much look forward to delivering.
As I said, this is a budget that delivers 100 per cent of
the election commitments we made to the community
of Bendigo. There is the $5 million for the Aspire
Foundation project, which is going to be the next big
civic project for Bendigo, around the forecourt of the
Sacred Heart Cathedral. We really hope that this is a
project that can secure support from the federal
government as well, because as I said, it is the next
major civic project for the city. It would be great to see
that underway. These are the sorts of things Labor
always invests in: key projects that support the
community, support jobs and support the growth of the
wonderful city of Bendigo. I am absolutely thrilled that
this budget delivers on those key election commitments
and continues to work with our wonderful Bendigo
community.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for the consideration of items on the government
business program has expired and I am required to
interrupt business.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2015–2016) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 May; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

COURT SERVICES VICTORIA AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
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Hibbins, Mr

Sandell, Ms

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

WRONGS AMENDMENT (PRISONER
RELATED COMPENSATION) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 78
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Waverley Gymnastics Centre
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Sport. The
action is seek is for the minister to reverse the
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government’s decision not to fund Waverley
Gymnastics Centre’s redevelopment.
Waverley Gymnastics Centre is well known in my local
community as well as in this Parliament. In 2013 and
2014 I raised the issue of the centre’s redevelopment on
a number of occasions in the house. Following those
extensive representations to the then government, it put
in place a process where ministers came out to visit the
centre and further research was done, culminating in a
commitment of a $2 million contribution towards its
redevelopment.
The Waverley Gymnastics Centre was well worthy of
that. It is the biggest gymnastics centre in the state, with
hundreds of children and their families using the centre
each week. Indeed so popular are the centre’s programs
that there are more than 550 people on the waiting list
to utilise it.
The people at the centre have worked hard for more
than a decade on redevelopment plans to be able to
accommodate more children’s sport. They have worked
hard, done the planning, worked with local government
and done a business case. The project is shovel ready,
but there is something extra-special about this sporting
club and this shovel-ready project, and that is that a key
element of the redevelopment plans include customised
space and specialised equipment for special needs
children, providing enormous cognitive, physical and
social benefits for such children, as well as giving them
the opportunity to participate in gymnastics and sport
and body movement in those early stages of their lives,
when we know that body movement is so important in
their ongoing development. This redevelopment will
give them that capacity.
The redevelopment was costed at approximately
$5.75 million. The coalition government committed to
fund $2 million of that. The City of Monash has
committed to putting funding on the table, and the
commonwealth government is also looking at the
proposal, and I have made extensive representations to
the commonwealth on the club’s behalf. It is truly
tripartisan funding, with funding from the
commonwealth and a promise of funding from the
former state government and the City of Monash. That
is why I have taken a great interest in this.
As I said, the project is shovel ready, and for more than
a decade the redevelopment plans have been underway
with a business case prepared. The club is more than
prepared and has put up its hand to self-fund in part.
The centre will allow women’s, children’s and girls’
sport to prosper in that centre. I call on the minister to
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reverse the government’s decision and to fund that
$2 million.

Taskforce Alexis
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Police and
concerns the scourge of family violence. The action I
seek is that the minister visit my electorate to meet with
the staff behind Taskforce Alexis.
Earlier in the year I represented the minister at the
launch of Taskforce Alexis at Moorabbin police station.
Taskforce Alexis is the first initiative of its kind in
Victoria and aims to break cycles of repeat
victimisation as well as respond to incidents of mental
health and youth-related crime. It focuses on families
who have been brought to the attention of Victoria
Police on family violence-related incidents on repeated
occasions and as such on recidivist family violence
perpetrators.
The task force is made up of police officers, a Salvation
Army family violence clinician and a mental health
clinician. It also includes youth resource officers, crime
prevention officers, a Neighbourhood Watch officer
and a firearms officer. The officers and staff working
on Taskforce Alexis are passionate about the
eradication of family violence, and they are doing just
that. They provide a coordinated multidisciplinary
approach to family violence, where both a police officer
and the Salvation Army family violence worker or a
mental health worker may attend to the family after an
incident is reported. The family is supported through a
number of services in our electorate, and at the same
time Victoria Police has a zero-tolerance approach for
breaches of intervention orders.
Taskforce Alexis is located at Moorabbin police station
and services the three local government areas of Glen
Eira, Kingston and Bayside. Recently I met with a
member of Taskforce Alexis and a representative from
my office met with the Salvation Army to get an update
on the progress of this program. The task force has
already achieved some great results. Some of those
include a more effective response to families through a
monthly case management round table comprising
Victoria Police, family violence and children’s services,
mental health organisations, housing organisations and
government departments. This enables all of the
stakeholders to be involved in more effective and
coordinated interventions for the most at-risk families.
Zero tolerance of breaches combined with appropriate
and immediate supports, particularly the Salvation
Army family violence worker, has led to a noticeable
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decrease in recidivism in my electorate. While we
eagerly await the results of the independent evaluation
which will be conducted by RMIT University, the early
results are very exciting. I ask the minister to visit
Taskforce Alexis and receive an update on it.

that this important local business with a strong history
can continue to operate.

Glenthompson Bricks

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. I seek action from her and
her department to investigate the operations of the
Whittlesea Showgrounds and Recreation Reserves
Committee of Management.

Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources. The
action I seek is that the minister investigate why
Glenthompson Bricks has seen its rehabilitation bond
rise from $14 500 to $244 000.
Glenthompson Bricks is a small family-owned business
and an important local employer for the Glenthompson
community. The company has been producing bricks
using traditional methods for 110 years, sourcing its
clay from an adjacent pit. Its bricks are highly sought
after for their beautiful red colours and heritage
appearance. I have met with the owner, Simon Henry,
who has raised great concerns about the red tape burden
throughout the work plan review process, the resultant
increases to the rehabilitation bond and the impact that
this is having on his business.
Due to a recent review of the site work plan, the
rehabilitation bond has dramatically increased, from
$14 500 to a staggering $244 000. This is difficult to
comprehend, given there has been very little change to
the size or nature of the pit since the original work plan
was developed in 1992.
Simon has been working with the relevant department
to try to negotiate a solution and is currently
undertaking extensive rehabilitation works. He has also
previously engaged a consultant to assist with updating
work plans and providing a geodetic report. The cost
involved in this process has had a crippling effect on
this business. The business stopped manufacturing in
April in order to undertake rehabilitation works to meet
requirements negotiated with the relevant department.
The heavy bureaucratic burden and the increased
rehabilitation bond is causing great stress for the
owners, who have expressed to me the difficulties
experienced in negotiations and in communications to
date. They are uncertain of where they stand currently
and are concerned regarding the future of their
business, a very important business for the
Glenthompson community.
I call on the minister to urgently investigate why
Glenthompson Bricks has seen its rehabilitation bond
rise from $14 500 to $244 000 and to assist to ensure

Whittlesea Showgrounds and Recreation
Reserves Committee of Management

The Whittlesea Showgrounds site is the lifeblood of the
township of Whittlesea and is home to the Whittlesea
Football & Netball Club, the Whittlesea Agricultural
Society, the Whittlesea Men’s Shed and the pony club.
I declare that I have an interest here; I am a sponsor of
the Whittlesea Agricultural Society and I am also a
sponsor and advertiser with the football and netball
club.
The Whittlesea Country Music Festival has been one of
many other community activities that are held at this
venue, as well as art shows. In fact the Whittlesea
Showgrounds was a place of refuge and a Country Fire
Authority staging area on that terrible day, Black
Saturday.
The showground and reserves include an oval, a second
oval, four change rooms, five pavilions and a men’s
shed. The facility is on Crown land and is operated by
the committee of management. It cannot be understated
how important this venue and facility is to the
township; it is truly the centre of some of the most
significant events in the Whittlesea township. It is also
home to a weekly Monday morning market that is well
supported and I understand very profitable. The market
is operated by the committee of management, which is
required to ensure that all users are treated fairly, which
is very important to the people of Whittlesea in my
electorate. However, by virtue of the reserve being on
Crown land, the operations are also a matter for the
government.
Over many years, and again most recently, I have had
concerns raised with me and received queries about the
management by the committee of management of the
showgrounds. I am also aware of some of the activities
and decisions by the committee of management that do
not seem to be in the best interests of all users but seem
to prioritise the needs of one group over others, being
those of the Whittlesea Agricultural Society.
I value the work of all the volunteers of all the
organisations who put in great work at this facility, and
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none more than the agricultural society volunteers. It is
a great show which is held over two days in November,
and I note in particular the support for the children’s
pavilion, where children from throughout the northern
suburbs enter their work in competitions.
In addition, the needs of children playing sport there
need to be looked after, and I am not sure that that is
what is occurring at the moment. The weekly market is
on the same location where children play football, and
the committee of management will not play any part in
remediating this surface so that children can play on it.
There is also the matter of an off-leash park for
Whittlesea — after two years and $55 000 from the
council. I ask the minister and the department to act.

Hungarian Community Centre
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. The
action I am seeking is for the minister to confirm the
provision of $40 000 in capital upgrade funding which
was allocated in the 2014–15 budget for the Hungarian
Community Centre in Wantirna. I want to ensure that
this will be made available and that the organisation is
advised when that will occur.
The Hungarian Community Centre has been established
in Wantirna since the early 1980s and has a
membership base of over 1000 people. The centre
comprises of three halls of various capacities, a
restaurant and a chapel. It provides a welcoming
environment for the Hungarian community from all
over Victoria and hosts many different programs,
including scouts, a Hungarian language school,
needlework classes and weekly folklore dancing,
together with events such as the Hungarofest and the
highly successful Knox Multicultural Harmony
Festival.
While the centre is run by a team of dedicated
volunteers with the upkeep and ongoing maintenance of
the centre funded through the fundraising efforts of the
Hungarian community, the roofing requires urgent
repairs to avoid further damage to the centre. Prior to
the state election, the coalition government had
allocated $40 000 in the previous year’s budget for a
capital upgrade for the centre. This was to ensure that
members could fix the issues with the roofing and that
the centre was safe and available for the thousands of
community members who use it. I have visited this
community centre on various occasions. Many
members of this house may have attended the centre in
different capacities, given that it is rented out by a
number of different community organisations. It is a
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very popular facility. Márta Marót and her committee
have done wonderful work at the centre.
The Hungarian community has given much to the
Victorian and the Australian communities. Like many
communities who have established centres within
Victoria, it has not sought government investment to
assist it with its organisation. Facilities like the
Wantirna centre have been established through the hard
work of the local members of the community. Given
there was a recognition of a need to upgrade the
facilities, particularly to deal with problems with the
roof, the organisation applied for and was successful in
being allocated funding. However, it is very unclear
whether or not that funding will in fact be provided.
The centre has sought advice through the Parliament.
To date there is no clarification as to whether or not the
centre will receive it. Therefore I wish the minister to
advise the organisation as a matter of urgency what will
happen to the money and when it will receive it.

Level crossings
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is an update from the
minister on the recent release of expressions of interest
for works on the Cranbourne and Pakenham lines and
what effect the proposed works will have on the
electorate of Oakleigh. As the minister is aware, the
removal of level crossings is perhaps the biggest issue
for people in the electorate of Oakleigh. These level
crossings are dangerous, they waste the precious time
of locals and they limit the ability to increase train
passenger capacity.
I have mentioned the importance of this issue a number
of times in this chamber and have met with the Premier,
the Minister for Public Transport and the Treasurer
regularly to press the case for action. I am proud to say
that not only were they across the issue of level
crossing removals in my community but they were well
and truly committed to resolving it. This has been
evidenced by the action taken in just six months of the
term of this government. The electorate of Oakleigh has
some of Melbourne’s worst level crossings.
Murrumbeena Road has twice been recognised by the
RACV in its Redspot analysis as the worst traffic area
in Melbourne. Others nearby also rank high on the list. I
can inform the minister that the recent announcement of
the removal of nine level crossings between Caulfield
and Dandenong has been very warmly received in my
community and obviously by me. The station rebuilds
and the purchase of 37 new trains with a 50 per cent
local build content are also very welcome.
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Just in the electorate of Oakleigh, the removals include
level crossings at Grange Road, Koornang Road,
Murrumbeena Road and Poath Road. The nearby
Clayton Road and Centre Road level crossings in
Clayton are also on the list. I was delighted to see the
Premier and the minister at Carnegie railway station a
few weeks ago to make the announcement that these
nine level crossings were on the list of the first 20 level
crossing removals in this term of government. I was
also delighted to see the Premier and the Minister for
Public Transport in the neighbouring electorate of
Bentleigh last week announcing that the government
has awarded contracts for the removal of crossings on
the Frankston line at North Road, Ormond; McKinnon
Road, McKinnon; and Centre Road, Bentleigh. These
level crossings also have a significant impact on people
in my community who use these roads.
I am also incredibly pleased that the government has
wasted no time in getting on with the job of delivering
on its commitments, particularly on the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines. I look forward to an update from the
minister on the works on the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines. I will be very pleased to welcome her
yet again to the electorate of Oakleigh when the
contracts for the projects are awarded and ongoing until
the project is completed by 2018.

Western distributor
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Treasurer. The action I seek is for the
Treasurer to reject any proposal to increase or extend
tolls on CityLink or the Monash Freeway to pay for an
alternative road on the other side of town. Recently
media articles have identified that the Andrews Labor
government wants to extend tolls on the Monash
Freeway to pay for a new road in the western suburbs.
Why should motorists on the Monash pay extra tolls for
at least the next 40 years for a road most will never see
or use? Generally commuters pay a toll for the road
they are using, but in this case the Labor government
wants commuters on the Monash to pay for a road that
someone else will be using on the other side of town.
While I agree that the people of the western suburbs
need a second crossing over the Yarra River, which is
why we committed to the east–west link, I do not think
the residents of the Burwood electorate should be the
ones to pay for it, particularly if they never use it.
Like a Nigerian email scam, the Treasurer promised a
lot at the last election, but in the end eastern suburbs
motorists are simply to be fleeced of their hard-earnt
money for the benefit of a scam artist. Why should we
have to pay extra tolls on the Monash for a road on the
other side of town that no-one knew about and no-one
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in Burwood will ever see? The Andrews Labor
government’s plan to do a deal with Transurban to
build the Premier’s western distributor and stitch up
motorists on the Monash by making them pay for it for
the next 40 years is a plan that Victorians knew nothing
about at the last election and certainly did not vote for.
I was amazed at the gall of the Treasurer when in a
ministers statement he blamed Canberra for a lack of
funding for infrastructure in Victoria, when the
Andrews Labor government has cancelled three major
infrastructure projects, one of which was funded, signed
and had already begun. I suggest that instead of
political pointscoring to deflect the ugly truths about the
Game of Thrones-style internal factional infighting, the
Treasurer take a leaf out of the Leader of the
Opposition’s book and work with the federal
government in a meaningful and constructive way that
does not disadvantage people from Melbourne’s
south-eastern suburbs. The residents of Burwood and
surrounds are concerned that the Andrews Labor
government had its head in the sand when the Leader of
the Opposition had already negotiated a settlement on
the issue of funding from the federal government.
I again call on the Treasurer to reject any proposal that
would see residents of my electorate pay extra tolls on
the road they use so the Treasurer can build a road for
the residents of his electorate to use.

Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The matter relates to the plan to upgrade the
Cranbourne and Pakenham train lines that service my
electorate. I ask the minister whether she can provide
me with some information about the benefits these
works will deliver to the commuters in Dandenong who
have been struggling with services on these lines for the
past few years. I note that my colleague the member for
Oakleigh has raised a similar matter in this
adjournment, which just goes to show the level of
excitement about this project along the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines.
For those who are not familiar with this part of
Melbourne’s rail network, the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines service the south-eastern suburbs. They
converge at Dandenong railway station, making it one
of the city’s busiest train stations. Too often we hear of
commuters in the south-east facing long delays after yet
another track or equipment fault. Too often these
problems could be prevented by some solid investment
in the creation of a modern rail network. When a fault
affects this railway line it affects the whole south-east.
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The flow-on impact on the network is significant, and
Dandenong, situated at the centre of the network, is
affected by every problem that impacts this train line.
When out and about in Dandenong and speaking with
members of my community I hear consistent feedback
about the public transport challenges local residents
face and the frustrations they encounter on a daily basis
as they commute to and from work. People tell me that
they now often drive to and from work due to the
overcrowding and unreliability of public transport,
which only serves to clog up our road networks and add
to fuel costs for families. It is concerning that in recent
years many residents have lost faith in such a crucial
service.
The challenges are real and sizeable, but so too are the
opportunities for a more productive and more
user-friendly transport system in the south-east. I am
encouraged to hear that the Andrews Labor government
is getting on with the job and is delivering on its
election promises to the Victorian people. I am thrilled
to see that the expression of interest phase has begun
for the Dandenong to Caulfield level crossing removal
package, and I know many people in my electorate will
be impressed by the speed with which the minister has
moved on this project.
Constituents in my electorate are keen to understand
how this important project will re-energise the
Cranbourne and Pakenham lines and improve their
daily commute, and I am eager to share this information
with them. The minister’s assistance on this matter
would be greatly appreciated.

Victorian Institute of Sport
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport regarding funding of
the Victorian Institute of Sport. The action I seek from
the minister is that he increase funding for the athletes
at the Victorian Institute of Sport to the same levels as
those of their colleagues in Queensland and New South
Wales.
The Victorian Institute of Sport was formed in 1990
and has a proud history. Every Olympic gold medal
won by Australia in the sport of rowing has been won
by athletes from the Victorian Institute of Sport. I was
fortunate enough to receive a scholarship to attend the
institute for some years, and I can attest to its
excellence and the esprit de corps that exists among the
athletes who train there. Victoria, however, is being left
behind by athletes from around the country.
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Per head, athletes in New South Wales and
Queensland, particularly those at the Australian
Institute of Sport, receive far greater funding than their
colleagues in Victoria. Athletes based in Melbourne are
being left behind, which is a great shame given the
proud sporting heritage that exists in this state. The
issue of the inequity of the funding received by athletes
based in Canberra has to be raised across the country.
As I said, Victoria is being left behind. On the journey
to Rio de Janeiro it is important that athletes be able to
train in their home cities — for a lot of athletes that is
Melbourne — to ensure that they have a work-life
balance.
The key point is that athletes in Victoria are not being
funded at the same level as those in other states. This
has been the case for well over a decade. It means that
the proportion of Victorian athletes winning gold
medals has been decreasing for almost two Olympic
cycles. This is concerning for a lot of people in the elite
sporting community here in Melbourne and more
broadly across Victoria.
I know the Minister for Sport is interested in these
issues because I have raised them with him personally.
I thought it important, however, that as we approach an
Olympic year I put on the record my concern about the
funding of the Victorian Institute of Sport. I know the
minister shares my concerns about these issues. He has
indicated that he wishes to discuss them further. I
would be more than keen to do so.

Family violence
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, who is with us in the
house, and concerns my Say No to Family Violence
campaign in my electorate of Narre Warren South. The
action I seek is that the minister join me in launching
the campaign at Kambrya College next month. I will be
joining with the school community to launch the
campaign, which aims to raise awareness about the
horrifying impact family violence has on many people
in the electorate of Narre Warren South. Along with
students and teachers, we will place our painted hands
on banners to symbolise our united stand against family
violence.
My electorate is located within the city of Casey, which
sadly has the highest number of reported incidents of
family violence in Victoria. Even more disturbing is
that these figures continue to worsen each and every
year. The latest figures reveal that in 2013–14 there
were 3840 reported incidents of family violence in
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Casey alone. Police estimate that incidents of family
violence are vastly under-reported.
Our growing local community is wonderfully diverse,
with local residents coming from more than 150 nations
and many faiths. Sadly, too many are faced with the
cruel reality of family violence. Our Say No to Family
Violence campaign will give a voice to those impacted
by family violence and will provide members of the
wider community with the opportunity to stand together
against family violence. I have asked many community
groups, schools, neighbourhood houses, local
organisations and community leaders to take part. The
response has already been strong, and I know members
of our community will stand proudly together on this
very important issue.
All who take part will be given the opportunity to
prepare a banner featuring their hand print and a unique
message. The banners will then be displayed for all in
our community to see. I hope there will be many
banners proudly displayed throughout the electorate,
symbolising our united stance against family violence.
Our campaign will end with a vigil in early 2016 in
commemoration of the victims who have lost their lives
and those who continue to face adversity each and
every day.
I know the minister and all members of the Andrews
Labor government are committed to putting an end to
family violence. Australia’s first Royal Commission
into Family Violence will finally give victims a voice,
and I can assure them that we are listening. I hope we
find some answers. The minister is doing a wonderful
job, and I hope she will join me and the Kambrya
College community in launching our Say No to Family
Violence campaign in the Narre Warren South
electorate.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
refer to the adjournment matters raised by the members
for Oakleigh and Dandenong. I note that the member
for Oakleigh asked for an update, and clearly in Rulings
from the Chair an update is not an action. I also note
that the member for Dandenong asked for the same
thing about the same rail line. I ask you to rule both
matters out of order because they do not ask for an
action. I ask you to rule the member for Dandenong’s
matter out of order also because she asked for the same
thing as the member for Oakleigh, and it is not allowed
that two members ask the same minister for the same
thing. I ask you to rule both adjournment matters out of
order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! What section
of Rulings from the Chair is the member referring to?
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Mr Watt — ‘Chapter 1 — Adjournment debate’, on
page 1 of Rulings from the Chair, December 2014,
gives a suggested technique of finally suggesting an
action sought, but an update is not an action. If you go
to page 5, you see that asking a minister to continue to
do something is not an action and that asking for an
explanation is not an action. Another point on page 5
says that raising the same issue as another member is
not allowed. Right throughout this section of Rulings
from the Chair there are references to what is and is not
an action, and the two matters raised are clearly not
actions.
Ms Williams — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, there was a distinction. The member for
Oakleigh may have asked for an update; I asked for the
provision of information about the project that I can
share with my constituents. There was also a slight
variation in the focus. From memory, the member for
Oakleigh was focused on level crossing removals; I was
asking about issues with the line more generally and
how delays and congestion will be improved for my
commuters, who are on a different section of the line
and reap some of the worst outcomes from that
congestion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I thank the
member for Burwood for raising the point of order,
which highlights the nature and tight requirements of
the adjournment debate. Having heard the views on the
point of order and having taken advice, I rule that the
point of order is not upheld, and I will explain why.
According to Rulings from the Chair it is not
admissible for a member to ask for continuing action,
but the member for Oakleigh sought an action by
asking for an update. The member did not ask for the
continuation of an action; he asked for an update.
Further, I take the point raised by the member for
Dandenong. I listened to the requests for action made
by the members for Oakleigh and Dandenong, and the
two issues were different. However, I take the point —
and it was well made — that we need to be careful
about the way we raise matters and ask for actions
during the adjournment debate.

Responses
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I am
delighted to respond to the member for Bentleigh, who
raised a matter in relation to his electorate and invited
me to visit the electorate and speak with local police
members about Taskforce Alexis. We are all keen to
understand whatever we can about the issue of family
violence and the various models currently being used,
particularly those involving multiple stakeholders, to
respond to family violence.
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Members may have seen in the most recent weekend
papers some commentary around Taskforce Alexis. To
that end, given the member’s commentary around the
early effectiveness of the task force, as the minister I
am pleased to learn firsthand about it as we go forward.
Obviously there is an important body of work being
done by the Royal Commission into Family Violence,
but wherever we can do so, as ministers and members
of Parliament we need to be alive to hearing firsthand
the experiences of those working on the front line. I am
happy to return to the member’s electorate, having been
to Centre Road, Bentleigh, with him previously to visit
the community policing caravan. I will make
arrangements to join the member for Bentleigh and
speak to his local police members and anyone else who
is able to attend on that day who may be involved in the
work of the task force. I thank the member for raising
the matter with me.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — It is a great pleasure to respond to
the member for Narre Warren South. I take this
opportunity to congratulate the member on her
dedication to her local community. She is absolutely
determined to end the harm caused by family violence,
and she is showing tremendous leadership within her
community once again. I congratulate her on that.
As the member outlined, there have been 3840 family
violence incidents in the city of Casey since 2012,
which is up from 2408 in 2010. This rapid increase in
the number of incidents is sadly being replicated across
the state. As the member indicated, this is a
significantly under-reported crime. Across Victoria in
2014 there were 24 500 breaches of family violence
intervention orders, which was an increase of over
30 per cent on 2013. Tragically in Australia this year
two women a week have lost their lives as a
consequence of violence, which is up from one woman
a week last year. For far too long family violence has
stayed in the shadows and remained hidden from our
focus and attention, but we know family violence is a
whole-of-community problem and will need a
whole-of-community set of solutions if we are to tackle
the harm.
If we are to end the harm, we know we cannot do it on
our own. We need to undertake this task across the
community with important initiatives like this one.
Campaigns like Say No to Family Violence not only
allow members of the community to talk about this
important issue and express their views but also fulfil
an educative role and send the message that there is
simply no excuse for violence whatsoever. Sadly for
some within our community that message will not
resonate, but for the next generation and the one after
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that it is a message that can and will resonate with
measures like the Say No to Family Violence campaign
led by the member for Narre Warren South.
I thank the member for the opportunity to be part of this
initiative. I will be at the event at Kambrya College. I
also look forward to other invitations to be part of
community engagement initiatives like this one, and I
have no doubt the member will lead the community in
those endeavours as well.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
members for Oakleigh and Dandenong raised in a
broad sense the issue of removing all nine level
crossings on the Cranbourne and Pakenham rail lines
between Dandenong and the city.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms ALLAN — To address the issues more broadly,
I will refer to their items together, notwithstanding the
member for Burwood’s opposition to this fantastic
program of removing all nine level crossings between
Dandenong and the city. Perhaps understanding that the
issues of the Dandenong community might be a little
bit different from the issues facing the Oakleigh
community is a level of detail that is beyond those
opposite.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms ALLAN — I know it is a level of sophistication
that is probably beyond the member for Burwood, but
they have very different issues. What unites them,
however, is their commitment to this fantastic program.
Level crossings along this corridor can be down for
between 80 and 90 minutes during every 2-hour
morning peak period. They cause congestion, they
cause frustration and they are grave safety risks. That is
why our members of Parliament, whether they
represent Dandenong or Oakleigh, are proud and
passionate to see these level crossings removed.
We have had a great couple of weeks in relation to the
level crossing removal project. We have had
$2.4 billion set aside in the budget — I will say that
again: $2.4 billion has been set aside in the budget —
we have had the announcement of the first four cabs off
the rank for removal, and then just yesterday we
released the expression of interest for the removal of all
nine level crossings between Dandenong and the city,
which are the topics of interest raised by the members
for Dandenong and Oakleigh today. We are getting on
with it, and we are getting on with it quickly, because
this project is too important to wait.
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I appreciate that both members want to know what
impact the works will have on their local communities,
because these are vitally important works. There will be
some disruption while these works are undertaken, but
we are committed to working with the members and
their communities to make sure that there is a lot of
communication and information and that the schedule
of works is well understood. What is certainly going to
be well understood is that this is a project we will be
delivering on. When it comes to these nine level
crossings, work will start in 2016 and will be finished
by 2018. I look forward to providing the members with
the information that they need in order to inform and
work with their constituents and traders in the areas
affected. They are fantastic local members and they are
proud and passionate representatives for their
communities. They are working with the government
on delivering the removal of these dangerous level
crossings in their electorates.
The members for Mount Waverley and Kew raised
matters for the Minister for Sport.
The member for Lowan raised a matter for the Minister
for Energy and Resources.
The member for Yan Yean raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.
The member for Ferntree Gully raised a matter for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs.
The member for Burwood raised a matter for the
Treasurer. Those matters will be referred for the
information of the ministers concerned.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.48 p.m. until Tuesday, 9 June.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 26 May 2015
Eildon electorate
Question 99
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Education
17 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is working on a range of new initiatives to support Victoria’s transformation into the
Education State. This year’s State Budget is the biggest education budget on record and has provided $3.5 billion
into education including $730 million for school infrastructure.
The Department of Education and Training uses demographic modelling to identify demand for school provision
and works with State and local planning authorities to meet the expected shortfall in demand in particular local
networks across Victoria.
To enable sufficient breadth of curriculum and adequate classroom sizes, government secondary schools are
typically planned to meet minimum expected long term demand of 1100 government secondary school students
living in the school’s future catchment. While the current rate of population growth in the Kinglake area and the
capacity of surrounding secondary schools shows there is currently insufficient demand for a secondary school in
Kinglake, I have asked my department to review the education provision in the area.
The Department will continue to work with local governments and other relevant stakeholders, to monitor and plan
for government education provision in the area to ensure all Victorian students have access to high quality
education as the population continues to grow.

Bass electorate
Question 101
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Public Transport
17 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
On 31 March 2015, the Victorian Government announced the Cranbourne Pakenham Rail Upgrade project, a
billion-dollar upgrade to the Cranbourne-Pakenham line that will remove nine level crossings between Caulfield
and Dandenong and four new train stations at Hughesdale, Clayton, Murrumbeena and Carnegie.
Combined with the delivery of 37 next generation high capacity trains and associated power and signalling
upgrades, the Cranbourne Pakenham Rail Upgrade will deliver a capacity boost of up to 42 per cent every day –
accommodating an extra 11,000 passengers in the morning peak – and boost capacity across the network by freeing
up existing trains.
The Victorian Government has brought forward funding of $100 million to establish the Level Crossing Removal
Authority, which is responsible for the delivery of the level crossing removal works under the Cranbourne
Pakenham Rail Upgrade. The unprecedented State Budget allocation of $2.4 billion to kick start level crossing
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removals, including those on the Dandenong line, confirms the government's commitment to transforming the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line.

Dandenong electorate
Question 106
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
18 March 2015

REPLY:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety – I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Under changes to VicRoads’ Speed Zoning Guidelines, the section of the Princes Highway outside the Dandenong
High School now qualifies as a remote 60km/h school speed zone. Accordingly, this site will be considered for
future funding in light of surrounding road safety risks and nearby opportunities for pedestrians to cross the road.
VicRoads is also working closely with the Dandenong High School in regard to road safety education for its
students, emphasising the importance for students to use the nearby pedestrian overpass outside the school, or the
pedestrian crossing at the nearby intersection of James Street, to safely cross the Princes Highway.

Caulfield electorate
Question 133
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Treasurer
14 April 2015

REPLY:

The Government shares the member’s concern that our community should be safe and inclusive, and is investing
$74 million in the 15/16 Budget to bolster multicultural affairs and social cohesion as well as ensuring Victorians of
all backgrounds feel at home.
This includes fulfilling the Government’s election commitment to contribute $500,000 to the cost of upgrading the
security infrastructure and exterior renovations at the Beth Weizmann Jewish Community Centre, the heart of the
Jewish Community’s advocacy and charitable activities in Victoria.
This also includes an additional $25 million to reinforce Victoria’s social cohesion and community resilience and to
prevent radicalisation and extremism.
The Department of Education and Training will also be delivering on the Government’s election commitment to
help schools develop and implement Emergency Management Plans. $600,000 will be allocated to grants to
schools and for the engagement of experts to provide advice on school security planning.
Further funding for security upgrades at schools may be also available through the 2015/16 Budget’s delivery of
the Government’s election commitment to provide $120 million over four years to contribute to capital costs for
independent schools.
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Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 134
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Health
14 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that:
The Brunswick Business Incubator, located at 420 Victoria Street, Brunswick is situated on land owned by the
Secretary to the Department of Health & Human Services and leased to Moreland City Council on a noncommercial rent for a term of 10 years.
The Government is committed to ensuring that its property assets are appropriately used for service delivery needs
of government agencies and my Department is currently working with the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources regarding the future of the Brunswick Business Incubator at this site.
I recognise the important role played by the Brunswick Business Incubator in supporting innovation,
entrepreneurship and jobs generation for the local community and beyond.
As you outlined in your question, the Brunswick Business Incubator is undoubtedly an important business
development and community asset.
It is certainly my intention to find a suitable arrangement for the property in line with the government and
departmental asset management frameworks and policies, and I will keep you updated on matters as they are
progressed.

Bundoora electorate
Question 136
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bundoora
Minister for Education
14 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government which has announced
a $730 million education infrastructure package for Victoria. The 2015-16 State Budget provides funding to
refurbish and renovate schools, deliver brand-new relocatable classrooms and construct new schools.
I am pleased to confirm that the Government has announced $1 million for Greensborough College in 2015-16.
This allocation will fund the initial stages of the project to rebuild the school. Further funding will be resourced in
future budgets.
The Department of Education and Training has commenced planning for all schools announced in the 2015-16
State Budget, including Greensborough College. I understand that the school has commenced preparing its Asset
Management Plan and that, following initial training in March, members of the leadership team will attend a
second training session in May to allow them to complete the plan. This planning will ensure that when further
funding is provided works can commence as soon as possible.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with the school on their future plans for capital
improvement.
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Ripon electorate
Question 137
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ripon
Minister for Health
14 April 2015

REPLY:

Healthy Together was Victoria’s response to the National Partnership Agreement on Preventive Health, introduced
by the Federal Labor Government in 2009 and endorsed by Victoria’s then Premier Brumby. I am delighted to hear
the Member for Ripon praise this Labor investment, though surprised to hear her take credit for it.
I would be thrilled if the Member for Ripon advocated to her Federal Liberal and National colleagues and
expressed her dissatisfaction at the cruel up to $90 million cut million cut to National Partnership Agreement
announced in last year’s Federal Budget, a cut that will directly impact Healthy Together Victoria programs.
I have made several representations to the Federal Health Minister on behalf of the Victorian community, including
the people of Ararat, highlighting the consequences of the Federal Government cuts to this Agreement.
I am aware of the tremendous preventative health work being done by the Ararat City Council. Both the Council
and the community are committed to tackling chronic disease, particularly diabetes, and cardiovascular disease,
preventative health programs have never been more important.
I am aware the previous Minister for Health from the former Liberal Government called in councillors from
Bendigo, Cardinia, Dandenong, Geelong, Hume, Knox, Latrobe, Mildura, Whittlesea, Wodonga, Wyndham and
Central Goldfields prior to the last State election and asserted that he had secured a deal for more money for the
Healthy Together Victoria program from the Federal Government. I look forward to hearing where the Federal
Government money is and hope the member for Ripon can help me persuade the Federal Health Minister to honour
her commitment to the Victorian Community, including the people of Ararat, through next week’s Federal Budget.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 138
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Education
14 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Labor Financial Statement 2014 included capital funding of $100 million and operating funding of
$25.37 million over four years to establish ten Tech Schools in Gippsland, Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong, Monash,
Casey, Wyndham, Banyule, Yarra Ranges and Whittlesea.
My Department will consult with regional offices, industry, training providers, unions, schools, local government
and other key stakeholder groups. Preferred locations for the Tech Schools in each of the ten areas are currently
being investigated.
Tech Schools will be strongly encouraged to offer courses in developing industry areas identified by the
Government as having potential for extraordinary economic growth, including: medical technology and
pharmaceuticals; new energy technology; food and fibre; and transport, defence and construction technology. The
Tech Schools initiative will help our secondary school students to build the employability skills needed for hightech, high-skill jobs.
Further announcements on key developments and consultation with local stakeholders and communities will be
made throughout the year as they occur.
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Oakleigh electorate
Question 147
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Oakleigh
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
15 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads has assessed the need for improvements along Grange Road and has developed a proposal to install
traffic signals at the intersection of Grange Road and Oakleigh Road. This proposal will be evaluated for funding in
the future.
I would be happy to visit these sites with you in the coming months.

Kororoit electorate
Question 149
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Kororoit
Minister for Public Transport
15 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I thank the member for her question and her interest in public transport services in her community. The member is
dogged in her support for the people of Koroit.
As you are aware, a new Brimbank bus network commenced in July 2014. However, this is in the context of a
botched process by the former government to reduce the bus services across Melbourne’s north and west by up to
20 per cent. Public Transport Victoria (PTV) advises that the former bus Route 451 is now almost entirely serviced
by routes 400, 420, 423 and 427 in the new network.
Funding is not currently available to reinstate bus Route 451. However, PTV assures me it will continue to review
the network, and this issue in particular. I look forward to continuing to work with her on this important matter.

Sandringham electorate
Question 150
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sandringham
Minister for Public Transport
15 April 2015

REPLY:

Over the next eight years, the Andrews Government will remove 50 of the most dangerous and congested level
crossings in Melbourne. This significant program is a key step to transforming our public transport system into an
international-style metro, while removing congestion on our road network.
I am pleased to inform you that the level crossings at Balcombe Road, Mentone and Charman Road, Cheltenham
will be removed by 2022 as part of this program, along with nine other level crossings on the Frankston line.
To facilitate the level crossing removals, the Government has brought forward funding of $100 million to establish
the Level Crossing Removal Authority. The Authority is developing a strategic plan for the efficient removal of the
50 level crossings, including optimal planning, procurement and construction methods and best practice
community and stakeholder engagement.
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Yuroke electorate
Question 151
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Local Government
15 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I have appointed the Hon Frank Vincent AO QC and Mr John Watson as Transition Auditors to review all of the
financial and non-financial implications of the separation of Sunbury from Hume City Council on the broader
community. In carrying out this review the transition auditors are to ensure that this information is easily accessible
so that both communities are fully informed about what the impact of Sunbury separating from Hume City Council
will be.
The Transition Auditors are due to report to me by 31 August 2015 and provide me with recommendations on the
way forward.

Melbourne electorate
Question 152
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Melbourne
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
15 April 2015

REPLY:

The Venny is one of five adventure playgrounds in inner Melbourne whose funding was cut. This was a cruel cut
of the Abbott Government in the horror 2014 Federal budget.
These adventure playgrounds were federally funded, and have always been federally funded. They’re not the type
of programs that would be expected to be funded by the State Government.
While some of the adventure playgrounds found alternative funding last year, this was always going to be an
interim measure, giving the Federal Government time to reverse their cuts.
The Federal Government no longer says there is a so-called “budget emergency”, so it’s time for everyone in this
debate to call on the Federal Government to return to their historical role in funding these adventure playgrounds.

Ringwood electorate
Question 154
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ringwood
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
15 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The number of cars per day that cross the level crossing at Heatherdale Road, Mitcham, is 12,000.
The number of cars per day that cross the level crossing at Blackburn Road, Blackburn, is 15,000.
The number of cars per day that cross the level crossing at Mitcham Road, Mitcham, is 16,800. Before the level
crossing removal, the number was 16,000.
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Essendon electorate
Question 155
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Education
15 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government which has announced
a $730 million education infrastructure package for Victoria. The 2015-16 State Budget provides funding to
refurbish and renovate schools, deliver brand-new relocatable classrooms and construct new schools.
I am pleased to confirm that the Government has announced $5.7 million for Strathmore Primary School to
refurbish and enhance facilities at the school.
The Department of Education and Training has commenced planning for all schools announced in the 2015-16
State Budget, including Strathmore Primary School. I understand that the school has commenced preparing its
Asset Management Plan and that, following initial training in March, members of the leadership team will attend a
second training session in May to allow them to complete the plan and begin implementing their project as soon as
possible.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with the school on their future plans for capital
improvement.

Morwell electorate
Question 157
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Morwell
Minister for Education
16 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government, and that is why we
have announced a $730 million package for Victorian school infrastructure. This funding will enable the
refurbishment and renovation of schools, the delivery of brand new relocatable classrooms, and the construction of
desperately-needed new schools for the State.
I am pleased to advise that the Victorian Government has allocated $10.45 million in the 2015-16 State Budget for
the first stage of the Morwell Schools Regeneration Project. The remaining funding required to complete this
project will be allocated in a future year’s budget.
Planning for this exciting project is already underway. To assist with the planning process, schools receiving capital
funding will develop, in consultation with the Department, a five-year integrated Asset Management Plan (AMP).
The AMP will outline the capital and maintenance tasks to be performed over the following five-year period, using
all available sources of funding.
I am advised that the Morwell school community have been consulted throughout this planning process and local
priorities and concerns have been taken into account. I am further advised that, following this consultation, the
architects for the project have recently finalised its design. It is anticipated that the project will go to tender in June
2015 and a builder will be appointed once all tenders have been suitably assessed.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with the school throughout this capital works project.
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Bentleigh electorate
Question 158
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bentleigh
Minister for Education
16 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government, and that is why we
have announced a $730 million package for Victorian school infrastructure. This funding will enable the
refurbishment and renovation of schools, the delivery of brand new relocatable classrooms, and the construction of
desperately-needed new schools for the State.
In alignment with this commitment, I am pleased to announce that the Victorian Government has allocated funding
to both Bentleigh Secondary College and McKinnon Secondary College in the 2015-16 State Budget.
Bentleigh Secondary College will receive $9.6 million in 2015-16 to complete the rebuild of the school, including
new classrooms and a new technology wing. The Victorian Government will also build additional basketball courts
at the school, thereby establishing a permanent base for the McKinnon Basketball Association.
McKinnon Secondary College will receive $9 million in 2015-16 to build new classrooms, a library, a canteen and
specialist teaching spaces.
Planning for both of these exciting projects is already underway. To assist with the planning process, schools
receiving capital funding will develop, in consultation with the Department of Education and Training, a five-year
integrated Asset Management Plan (AMP). The AMP will outline the capital and maintenance tasks to be
performed over the following five-year period, using all available sources of funding. The AMP will also consider
local priorities and school provision needs.
I have asked the Department to work closely with both schools on their respective capital works projects to ensure
that they are completed in a timely and effective manner.

South-West Coast electorate
Question 159
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South-West Coast
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
16 April 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am aware that approximately 10 kilometres of Myamyn-Macarthur Road has a sealed width of four metres or less
and that this road caters for 230 vehicles per day including 60 commercial vehicles.
Maintenance funding is being prioritised to ensure the continued safe operation of our arterial roads and bridges.
As part of routine maintenance, VicRoads undertakes activities like grading the gravel shoulders to minimise edge
drop-offs, road patching of defects and vegetation trimming to ensure a clear driving envelope.
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Carrum electorate
Question 162
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Education
16 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government, and that is why we
have announced a $730 million package for Victorian school infrastructure. This funding will enable the
refurbishment and renovation of schools, the delivery of brand new relocatable classrooms, and the construction of
desperately-needed new schools across the State.
I am pleased to announce that the Victorian Government has allocated $3 million to Seaford Park Primary School
in the 2015-16 State Budget. This funding will build new classrooms and learning spaces to replace the relocatable
classrooms currently in use.
The Department of Education and Training understands the crucial need for these capital works and, as such, has
commenced planning for this project. To assist with the planning process, schools receiving capital funding will
develop, in consultation with the Department, a five-year integrated Asset Management Plan (AMP). The AMP
will outline the capital and maintenance tasks to be performed over the following five-year period, using all
available sources of funding. The AMP will also consider local priorities and school provision needs.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with the school to ensure the timely completion of this
exciting project.

Buninyong electorate
Question 164
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Buninyong
Minister for Education
16 April 2015

REPLY:

Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government, that is why we have
announced a $730 million package for Victorian school infrastructure. This funding will enable the refurbishment
and renovation of schools, the delivery of brand new relocatable classrooms and construction of desperately-needed
new schools for the State.
I am pleased to announce that Phoenix P-12 College will receive $10 million in the 2015-16 State Budget to
complete Stage 3 of school upgrade. This will include the construction of new classrooms and administration, food
technology and visual arts facilities.
Planning for this exciting project is already underway. To assist with the planning process, schools receiving capital
funding will develop, in consultation with the Department of Education and Training, a five-year integrated capital
and maintenance Asset Management Plan (AMP). The AMP will outline the capital and maintenance tasks to be
performed over the following five-year period, using all available sources of funding. The AMP will also consider
local priorities and provision.
I have asked the Department to work closely with the school on its future plans for capital improvement.
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Yan Yean electorate
Question 170
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Families and Children
5 May 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is a proud supporter of men’s sheds. Local men’s sheds provide safe, friendly and
inclusive places where men can work together on projects of interest and be connected to their community. On
Friday 20 March 2015, I announced a new funding round worth $750,000 to support the construction of new men’s
sheds across Victoria.
As the Diamond Creek Men’s Shed group received $32,542.40 in March 2013 for a refurbishment project it is
ineligible to apply for funding in the current round to build a new men’s shed. However as there will be further
funding rounds to support men’s sheds in Victoria, the Diamond Creek men’s shed could be eligible for funding in
the future, depending on the nature of the grants on offer. I will ensure that the Department of Health and Human
Services advises the Diamond Creek Men’s Shed of all future grant rounds.

Sandringham electorate
Question 173
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sandringham
Minister for Education
5 May 2015

REPLY:

The Government has announced a $730 million education infrastructure package for Victoria. The 2015-16 State
Budget provides funding to refurbish and renovate schools, deliver brand-new relocatable classrooms and construct
new schools.
We are pleased to confirm that the Government has announced $6.5 million for the creation of a new stand-alone
years 7 – 12 Beaumaris Secondary College at the current Beaumaris campus of Sandringham College.
In relation to sporting facilities on the site, I recently met with representatives of the Melbourne Cricket Club
(MCC) to discuss the possibility of first-class sporting facilities being created at the Beaumaris site by the MCC
Foundation.
The Labor Government welcomes this possible opportunity, recognising that if a partnership with the MCC can be
forged while the demerger and new stand-alone school are being completed, this outcome will provide a significant
long-term benefit for the new Beaumaris High School and surrounding schools.
Sandringham College’s Beaumaris campus will not be taking enrolments for 2016 as works get underway to
develop the new Beaumaris Secondary College.
Sandringham College’s Beaumaris campus currently caters to Year 7 and Year 9 students. The Year 9 students
who are currently based at the Beaumaris campus will at the end this year transfer to Sandringham College’s Junior
Campus, in Highett, as will any current or prospective Year 7 students.
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Warrandyte electorate
Question 179
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Warrandyte
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
6 May 2015

REPLY:

Thank you for your question about the land at 133 Webb Street, Warrandyte and the possibility of government
buying it for its addition to the Warrandyte State Park.
As you are aware, having served in government between 2010 and 2014 as the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is often asked to buy land for various
public purposes throughout Victoria. In considering such requests, the department must take into account funding
available for land acquisition, and whether the land is crucially needed for addition to the Crown’s parks and
reserves network.
While the subject land adjoins the park and contains high quality native vegetation, it is outside the existing park
boundary and is not designated for addition to the park via a public acquisition overlay in the Manningham
Planning Scheme. The department is not seeking to expand its metropolitan parkland network beyond land that is
already subject to public acquisition overlay for park purposes in relevant municipal planning schemes.
The land is within a rural conservation zone and is subject to environmental significance and wildfire management
overlays in the Manningham Planning Scheme. The purpose of these planning controls includes the protection of
environmental values.
In the circumstances I must advise that the government does not intend to acquire the land at 133 Webb Street,
Warrandyte.

Prahran electorate
Question 185
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Prahran
Minister for Education
6 May 2015

REPLY:

The Labor Government is committed to building a new secondary school in Prahran.
The Department of Education and Training is currently engaged in negotiations for a site at 597 St Kilda Road,
Melbourne. As I am sure you will understand, at this early stage, we are unable to provide a proposed opening
date for the school.
Funding to date has been spent on expert planning consultants, legal fees and community consultation. Funding
earmarked for the next financial year may include comprehensive design and site preparation.
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Footscray electorate
Question 186
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Footscray
Minister for Education
6 May 2015

REPLY:

The Government has announced a $730 million education infrastructure package for Victoria. The 2015 - 16 State
Budget provides funding to refurbish and renovate schools, deliver brand-new relocatable classrooms and construct
new schools.
We were pleased to announce funding of $1 million for an early planning stage of the Footscray Learning Precinct.
As you are aware, the Victorian Government is committed to delivering a landmark educating precinct in
Footscray. This complex project will require substantial planning and preparation in order to ensure the best
outcome for the community.
The Department of Education and Training is currently working with key stakeholders, including Victoria
University and the Maribyrnong City Council, to establish initial project parameters.
We are working hard to ensure that the development of the Precinct is based on the principles of collaboration and
connection, acknowledging the benefits of bringing together key stakeholders, pedagogy experts and community
leaders.

South Barwon electorate
Question 196
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Minister for Education
7 May 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to investment in education and school infrastructure. This is demonstrated
through the injection of $730 million into school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This commitment is the
first step in addressing the chronic underinvestment in our school infrastructure under the previous Government.
The Government cannot repair the damage in one budget, and many projects may not be immediately funded,
however the Government is committed to providing funding for schools in need so that every child across the State
has access to quality facilities that maximise their learning potential. The funding provided through the 2015-16
State Budget represents just the first step in creating the Education State and fulfilling the Government’s aim of
making Victoria’s education system the best in the country. The Government will continue to focus investment in
education infrastructure throughout this term of government.
In the meantime, schools are advised to address maintenance issues as they arise, using funds allocated annually
through the Student Resource Package.
The infrastructure needs of all schools, including those in Highton, will be considered through state budget
processes and when determining future priorities for the capital works program.
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Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 197
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Education
7 May 2015

REPLY:

Following the closure of Ballert Mooroop College, the Ballert Mooroop site in Hilton Street, Glenroy, has been
subdivided into two Lots. Lot 1 is being retained to accommodate the Glenroy Specialist School. Lot 2, which
includes the Scar Tree, has been declared surplus to educational requirements and has been included in the
Department of Education and Training’s disposal program.
I am advised that the Moreland City Council has expressed an interest in acquiring the site and that there are
ongoing discussions between representatives from the Council and the Department. Any potential sale to Council
will need to be in accordance with the Victorian Government Land Transaction Policy and Guidelines.
If this sale proceeds, any items identified as culturally significant to the indigenous community will be protected.

Essendon electorate
Question 201
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Education
7 May 2015

REPLY:

The Labor Government is tackling disadvantage and making sure every student, regardless of their circumstances,
has the opportunity to reach their potential.
The Breakfast Clubs program will feed up to 25,000 kids in Victoria’s most disadvantaged government primary
schools helping to improve student learning and attendance for those who need it most while also building
connections between families, schools and their local communities.
The Labor Government will partner with Foodbank – the largest welfare food agency in Australia – to establish and
lead the state-wide program, using their existing warehousing, storage and freight network.
500 of the most disadvantaged government primary schools will be eligible for participation. These schools will be
identified based on Student Family Occupation Index (SFO) so that funding is allocated to the schools most in
need. The higher the school’s SFO the higher the density of students from low socio-economic backgrounds.
The 500 schools identified will be offered an opportunity to participate in the program, through an Expression of
Interest process. Should they choose not to participate their offer will be extended to the next neediest school based
on SFO. For this reason a final list of participating schools cannot be confirmed until later in the year.
The Department of Education and Training will continue to work with Foodbank on the implementation of the
commitment and schools will be advised of opportunities to be involved in Term 3 of the 2015 school year.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 26 May 2015
Education
127.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to future funding for the
Victorian Virtual Learning Network (VVLN):
(1)
(2)
(3)

Will funding be allocated for the VVLN for 2016 to 2018.
What will the allocation of VVLN funding be each year for 2016 to 2018.
Will any VVLN funding be reduced or withdrawn during 2016 to 2018; if so, which year(s) and
how much will the funding be reduced or withdrawn by.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– The VVLN is one of six key virtual providers in the state.
– The VVLN has received over $2m in funding since its inception in 2009 through a range of Commonwealth and
state government initiatives, with the aim of becoming self-funding.
– In 2014, VVLN adopted a fee for service model, charging students 0.2 of the Student Resource Package (SRP)
pro rata ($1508) for participation per subject. This service model can continue and support VVLN course
delivery.
– In 2015, the Department has engaged an independent financial advisor to work with the VVLN to develop a
Financial Sustainability Options Analysis to assist in the VVLN becoming self-sustaining. This work will be
completed by 30 June 2015 and will inform future directions for VVLN operations, including how they will
cover costs associated with the administration, management and updating of VCE study designs.
– If a sustainable option cannot be agreed, students currently enrolled in the VVLN will not be disadvantaged as
the Department will ensure that those students can access the subjects from alternative providers such as the
Distance Education Centre Victoria (DECV).

Education
128.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Government’s Back to
School: Skills for our Future, Support for our Kids — Breakfast Club program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

When will the promised $13.5 million be invested into Foodbank to establish breakfast clubs at
500 government primary schools across the State.
What is the selection process that will be used to determine which 500 government primary
schools will be chosen to participate as breakfast clubs.
How will the 25 000 children across the State be chosen to take part in program.
When will the 500 government primary schools be advised of their selection.
Will the schools that are not selected be advised of their non-selection and why.
What is the expected commencement date of the breakfast clubs.
Who will conduct the breakfast clubs.
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Will volunteers or paid staff assist to conduct the breakfast clubs.
If paid staff are used to assist the conducting of the Breakfast Clubs, has extra funding been
allocated to cover these costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Government has committed funding to Foodbank Victoria (Foodbank) to establish breakfast clubs in 500
of the most disadvantaged Victorian government primary schools, from January 2016. An Agreement will be
executed between the Department and Foodbank shortly after the Budget Announcement on 5 May to support
implementation of this initiative.

(2)

A target list of schools eligible for participation has been identified based on Student Family Occupation
(SFO) index data. The SFO is the equity funding component of the Student Resource Package, aimed to
target the allocation of funds to schools most in need. SFO is calculated based on parental occupation data
collected at the school level.
Schools with a high SFO have a higher density of students from low socio-economic backgrounds. This
indicates these schools have the highest level of disadvantage and are therefore the most appropriate schools
to target for participation in line with the election commitment.

(3)

The figure of 25 000 children is based on an average of 50 students in each of the 500 schools participating in
the program. This is based on Foodbank’s estimates provided to the Department in their proposal.

(4)

I launched the Breakfast Club program with the Premier on May 11 at Richmond West Primary School.

(5)

Yes. All non-targeted primary schools will be sent information through existing channels. This will include
an explanation of why they are not eligible for the program, including a rationale for how the Department
determined the 500 most disadvantaged schools.

(6)

The breakfast club program is due to commence on the first day of Term 1 (January) 2016.

(7)

Foodbank will supply and deliver quality breakfast products to participating schools on a regular basis and
will work with other organisations to provide volunteers to facilitate and support delivery of the program.
Schools will be responsible for providing a safe and appropriate place for breakfasts to be served with
supervision from a member of staff. If schools have locally-initiated breakfast clubs in place no disruption is
anticipated-Foodbank will simply provide the food.

(8)

Volunteers will be required to assist in the running of the breakfast club. This may be in the physical helping
at breakfast times, but also in promoting and supporting the program, such as developing and managing
rosters. A member of staff will be required to supervise the breakfast clubs to meet duty of care obligations to
the students who attend.

(9)

No extra funding has been allocated to cover the costs of paid staff members.

Education
129.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Government’s Back to
School: Skills for our Future, Support for our Kids — Camps, Sports and Excursions program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When will the $150 million Camps, Sports and Excursions fund (the fund) be established.
Who will be responsible for the distribution of the funds.
Will the funds be distributed to the schools or the parents.
How will the amount of the funds for each student be determined.
Is every student eligible to participate in the program.
Will every student who participates in the program receive monetary assistance.
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Is the Support for our Kids — Camps, Sports and Excursions program for primary school students
and secondary school students.
Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the costs of camps.
What will the cost of camps cover.
Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the cost of sports.
What will the costs of sports cover.
Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the costs of excursions.
What will the costs of excursions cover.
When will the Camps, Sports and Excursions program commence.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will the $150 million Camps, Sports and Excursions fund (the fund) be established.

The government has committed $148.3 million over four years, commencing from the 2015–16 financial year, to
establish a Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund to assist eligible families to cover the costs of school trips, camps
and sporting activities.
The Department of Education and Training is currently working through the details of this commitment as rapidly
as possible to get support to schools and families that need it. The Department will inform schools and the
community of the new program as soon as possible.
(2)

Who will be responsible for the distribution of the funds.

Schools will be responsible for administering the program and allocating the funding towards camps, sports and
excursion expenses for eligible students.
(3)

Will the funds be distributed to the schools or the parents.

Funds will be distributed directly to the eligible student’s school, but tied to the individual student.
(4)

How will the amount of the funds for each student be determined.

Financial assistance of $125 per year will be paid for each primary school student and $225 per year for each
secondary school student-subject to the family meeting the eligibility criteria for the program.
(5)

Is every student eligible to participate in the program.

Students’ participation in the program is based on the family meeting the eligibility criteria, which requires them to
hold a means-tested concession card.
(6)

Will every student who participates in the program receive monetary assistance.

A payment of $125 for primary school students or $225 for secondary schools students per year will be paid to the
student’s school for every student, and for the benefit of that student who meets the eligibility criteria for the
program.
(7)

Is the Support for our Kids-Camps, Sports and Excursions program for primary school students and
secondary school students.

Yes. The program is for eligible students at primary schools and secondary schools.
(8)

Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the costs of camps.
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A payment of $125 for primary school students or $225 for secondary schools per year will be paid to schools
towards camps, sports and excursion expenses for the eligible student. Under this program, there will not be a
separate payment for families.
(9)

What will the cost of camps cover.

Schools will be required to use the payment towards any expenses relating to camps, such as; food, travel and/or
entry fees which benefit the eligible student.
(10) Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the cost of sports.
A payment of $125 for primary school students or $225 for secondary schools per year will be paid to schools
towards camps, sports and excursion expenses for the eligible student. Under this program, there will not be a
separate payment for families.
(11) What will the costs of sports cover.
Schools will be required to use the payment towards any expenses relating to sports, such as; participation in
swimming programs or other sporting activities which benefit the eligible student.
(12) Will a separate payment be available for families to cover the costs of excursions.
A payment of $125 for primary school students or $225 for secondary schools per year will be paid to schools
towards camps, sports and excursion expenses for the eligible student. Under this program, there will not be a
separate payment for families.
(13) What will the costs of excursions cover.
Schools will be required to use the payment towards any expenses relating to excursions, such as; the costs
associated with school trips or participation in outdoor education programs which benefit the eligible student.
(14) When will the Camps, Sports and Excursions program commence.
The government has committed $148.3 million over four years, commencing from the 2015–16 financial year, to
establish a Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund to assist eligible families to cover the costs of school trips, camps
and sporting activities.
The Department of Education and Training is currently working through the details of this commitment as rapidly
as possible to get support to schools and families that need it. The Department will inform schools and the
community of the new program as soon as possible.

Education
130.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Government’s Back to
School: Skills for our Future, Support for our Kids — Glasses for Kids program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

When will the $500 000 to sponsor the State Schools Relief program be invested.
What is the expected commencement date of the program.
What will the funds cover with regards to the program.
What is the selection process that will determine which 250 most disadvantaged schools will have
optometrists visit their schools to conduct eye tests.
How will the students from the chosen 250 schools be selected to have their eyes tested.
Will parental approval be required before selection of the students takes place.
How will the visiting chosen school optometrists be selected.
If the optometrist determines that glasses are required, who will pay for the frames for the
students.
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(9)

If the optometrist determines that glasses are required, who will pay for the prescription lenses for
the students.
(10) Are there likely to be any other associated costs relating to the implementation and running of the
program.
(11) Will any part of this program be covered by Medicare.
(12) Will parents be asked to pay or claim through Medicare, or private health insurance for those who
have it, for any part of this program.
ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Monies will be available after the passing of the budget.

(2)

Currently there is a pilot program being undertaken in a small number of government primary schools. The
program will formally commence in the second half 2015.

(3)

The funds will cover project management costs of screening clinics for all Prep-Grade 3 children at the 250
most disadvantaged government primary schools.

(4)

A number of indices of socioeconomic disadvantage are available that will allow a simple ranking of need,
including Student Family Occupation. The decision is yet to be made on the final measure.

(5)

There will be universal screening of all Prep-Grade 3 children in the designated schools.

(6)

A consent form is to be completed by parents.

(7)

The screening clinics are entirely comprised of volunteers, initially from OPSM. There are other potential
partners under active consideration.

(8)

All frames are provided free of charge by OneSight, OPSM’s global charitable arm.

(9)

All lenses are provided free of charge by OneSight, OPSM’s global charitable arm.

(10) The funds are all inclusive.
(11) All screenings are free. If children require follow up the costs will be bulk billed to Medicare. The costs will
be covered by OneSight for any child not covered by Medicare.
(12) Private Health Insurance does not apply to any part of the program.

Education
131.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Government’s Back to
School: Skills for our Future, Support for our Kids — Uniform program:
(l)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will the $15.5 million be invested to sponsor State Schools Relief.
How will the government ensure that the money is distributed fairly.
Who will decide who is eligible to receive books, stationery, software and more expensive items
such as school blazers.
What are the more expensive items other than a school blazer.
When will parents be able to benefit from this program.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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(1)

The funding will be provided to State Schools’ Relief over four years to enable families of disadvantaged
children attending government schools to purchase school uniforms, textbooks and other essential items. The
funding will extend the current State Schools’ Relief school uniform distribution program. The first
instalment of $4.0 million is included in this year’s Budget.

(2)

State Schools’ Relief has been distributing assistance to disadvantaged children since 1930. The funding will
be delivered via a Common Funding Agreement.

(3)

Provision of assistance is based on a needs assessment by individual schools according to criteria detailed by
State Schools Relief. Short term crisis and long term chronic need are the primary qualifying criteria for
support. State Schools Relief tracks the drivers of service demand at the point of application, including
refugee status, homelessness, family violence, house fire, natural disaster, financial hardship, illness and
emergency. Provision of assistance is not an extension of welfare entitlement traditionally evidenced by a
healthcare or pensioner card.

(4)

The funding will assist the purchase of textbooks and other essential items for disadvantaged children
attending government schools.

(5)

As part of its ongoing operations, State Schools’ Relief has been distributing assistance for uniforms to
disadvantaged children since the start of this school year. Assistance for the purchase of textbooks and other
essential items will be available for the 2016 school year.

Attorney-General
167.

Mr CRISP to ask the Attorney-General — With reference to Statutory Declarations:
(1)

(2)

Why is the operator of a Post Office unable to witness Victorian Statutory Declarations, given that
the Commonwealth accepts the authority of a Post Office operator to witness a Statutory
Declaration.
What is the final jurisdiction when authorising a Statutory Declaration.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The current list of persons authorised to witness statutory declarations under Victorian legislation differs from
that under Commonwealth law.
My department is currently developing options for modernising the law relating to statutory declarations in
Victoria, including witnessing requirements.

(2)

The Victorian statutory declaration requirements only apply to statutory declarations required or permitted
under Victorian law. Operators of post offices in Victoria are still authorised to witness Commonwealth
statutory declarations (that is, statutory declarations required or permitted under Commonwealth law).
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