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Following a select committee investigation, Victorian Hansard was conceived
when the following amended motion was passed by the Legislative Assembly
on 23 June 1865:
That in the opinion of this house, provision should be made to secure a more accurate
report of the debates in Parliament, in the form of Hansard.

The sessional volume for the first sitting period of the Fifth Parliament, from
12 February to 10 April 1866, contains the following preface dated 11 April:
As a preface to the first volume of “Parliamentary Debates” (new series), it is not
inappropriate to state that prior to the Fifth Parliament of Victoria the newspapers of the
day virtually supplied the only records of the debates of the Legislature.
With the commencement of the Fifth Parliament, however, an independent report was
furnished by a special staff of reporters, and issued in weekly parts.
This volume contains the complete reports of the proceedings of both Houses during the
past session.

In 2016 the Hansard Unit of the Department of Parliamentary Services
continues the work begun 150 years ago of providing an accurate and complete
report of the proceedings of both houses of the Victorian Parliament.
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Wednesday, 25 May 2016
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Mountain Highway, Bayswater

1991

the pedestrian underpass at Blackburn railway station as part
of the Blackburn level crossing removal project.
The underpass is narrow and cramped, and it will become
increasingly inadequate for access between north and south of
the railway with the growing number of apartments in this
area.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the Victorian government to widen
the pedestrian underpass at Blackburn railway station for the
benefit of both locals and visitors to Blackburn Station
Village.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

By Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (200 signatures).
This petition draws to the Legislative Assembly’s attention
the desperate need to keep the existing three-lane carriageway
in each direction on Mountain Highway, Bayswater.

Tabled.

As part of the Bayswater level crossing removal project, the
plan is to reduce the road’s capacity by 33 per cent.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).

Mountain Highway is a busy thoroughfare for businesses,
local families and those heading to the Dandenong Ranges
and surrounds. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly require the Andrews Labor government
to leave the capacity of Mountain Highway as it is and not
remove any lanes.

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

DOCUMENTS

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (944 signatures).

Abortion legislation

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that because of the abortion legislation
passed in Victoria in 2008:
abortions are allowed to be performed up to the point of
birth;
babies in the womb who have reached the age of
viability and older are being aborted;
it is not necessary for medical care to be provided to
babies who have survived an abortion;
there is no obligation for medical professionals to
facilitate the provision of access to appropriate services
such as pregnancy support, counselling, housing, mental
health and other such services for pregnant women
experiencing physical or emotional distress.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the Infant Viability Bill 2015
introduced by Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins in the Legislative
Council to rectify the problems with the current law outlined
above.

By Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (2793 signatures).

Blackburn level crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Victorian government is refusing to widen

Monitoring Victoria’s Water Resources — Ordered to
be published
Reducing the Burden of Red Tape — Ordered to be
published
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of approval of
an amendment to the Melbourne and Port Phillip planning
scheme — GC44
Professional Standards Act 2003 — Queensland Law Society
Professional Standards Scheme under s 14 (Gazette S134,
5 May 2016)
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 45
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 — SR 46
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 45
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Use of Regulatory
Regimes in Preventing the Infiltration of Organised Crime
into Lawful Occupations and Industries — Ordered to be
published.
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MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Country football and netball program
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I would like to
make mention of a very important funding program that
we recently announced, and that is the country football
and netball program. That program was started by the
Bracks government back in 2006. We have now
announced and confirmed our dedication to this fund of
some $8 million. Of course that will be supplemented
by AFL Victoria and Netball Victoria contributing a
combined $1 million as well.
One of the recent announcements that I have made is a
$100 000 grant to the Anakie Football and Netball
Club, and the Anakie pavilion will have dedicated
home and away team changing rooms and showers. I
also announced that the Barrack Reserve community
pavilion in Heathcote will receive $2.7 million overall
from various stakeholders to enable upgrade works to
get underway. Netballers are set to be big winners, with
the construction of an outdoor netball court and lighting
giving teams who were sharing the tennis courts the
safer and dedicated netball court that they need and
deserve. This project will ensure the Heathcote Football
Netball Club and the Heathcote Junior Football Netball
Club can grow in the future. Also there was the
announcement about the Whittlesea Football and
Netball Club; there is $100 000 towards that very
worthy project as well.

Michael Taylor
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I had the pleasure of
again joining the Mornington Country Fire Authority
(CFA) brigade for its annual dinner. The evening met
the brigade’s usual high standard and showcased the
tremendous work that dedicated band of volunteers and
career firefighters deliver for the benefit of my
community. A particular highlight this year was the
presentation to Michael Taylor, AFSM, of the CFA’s
outstanding service award. Michael, or Mick, or
Squizzy, as he is known to the brigade, is a worthy
recipient of the CFA’s most prestigious internal award.
The medal recognises outstanding or meritorious
service, a high level of commitment over a significant
period or outstanding leadership within the CFA.
Mr Taylor easily meets every one of those criteria. He
joined the Mornington Urban Fire Brigade on
25 November 1957 and has served his community and
the state for more than 58 years. In total he has served
in brigade leadership roles for over 20 years, including
7 years as captain, officer in charge.
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Beyond the brigade, Mr Taylor has for many years
been a leader at regional and state level. While his roles
are too numerous to mention, some highlights include a
term as inaugural president of Regional Council no. 8
in 1975–6; as president of the Victorian Urban Fire
Brigades Association in 1993–4 and again in 1996–7;
and more than 20 years as a member of the executive of
the Eastern Districts Fire Brigades Association, of
which he was senior vice-president from 1998–2013.
As the citation noted in part, Michael John Taylor has
delivered outstanding service to the Mornington Fire
Brigade, CFA, and is an outstanding advocate for and
supporter of volunteers and his community. Worthy of
particular recognition is Michael’s passion and
dedication to advocating for and supporting CFA
volunteers throughout his long and unswerving service
to volunteer associations prior to and since their
unification as Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. This is
a worthy award. Congratulations, Michael.

Wendouree Neighbourhood Centre
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — It was fantastic to be
at Wendouree Neighbourhood Centre for its Give
Happy, Live Happy event. This event acknowledges
and celebrates the many volunteers in our community,
and it was a great honour to present the volunteers with
their certificates. What I found really amazing was the
number of volunteers who received multiple
certificates — those people who generously volunteer
across a number of areas. Wendouree West is a
wonderful community, and I always enjoy going there
and catching up with everyone. I love the initiative that
is shown and the loyalty and dedication to the
community.
I want to congratulate the great people of Wendouree
West on their recent grant of $200 000 for their project
Strengthening Community Connections. This is an
innovative project that will bring families and the
community together through a range of activities
designed to enhance community participation, improve
social networks and build the resilience of locals. We
know that building stronger, healthier and more
inclusive communities leads to safer communities. This
project will be driven by a number of partners: Ballarat
City Council, Ballarat Community Health Centre,
Exodus Community, the Department of Health and
Human Services and the Department of Justice and
Regulation — all led by Wendouree Neighbourhood
Centre.
Congratulations to all those who were involved in
putting together the application, those who know their
community so well, and I look forward to seeing
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Wendouree West go from strength to strength. I am so
proud that the Andrews Labor government invests in
localised and community-led crime prevention
initiatives such as this one.

Victoria University
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Congratulations
to staff, students and alumni of Victoria University at
Footscray on celebrating its 100th birthday. From its
early beginnings as Footscray Technical School in 1916
to Footscray Institute of Technology and now the
university of opportunity, industry and community, I
congratulate it. As an alumni, as I know you are too,
Speaker, I have had the opportunity of serving on the
foundation for 20 years as a director, and have seen this
university grow into a great university of opportunity.
The centenary will provide an opportunity for members
and the community to get behind some great projects,
including the Centenary Scholarships Fund, Footscray
University Town, healthy communities and the
redevelopment of the historical land titles office.
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Medicare and certainly the biggest change ever to
specialist disability and eligible community mental
health services.
The Andrews Labor government is a proud supporter of
the national disability insurance scheme — the NDIS
that we all agreed to in 2013 and the NDIS that we
signed up to co-manage with the commonwealth in
2015. A key part of this new model is making sure that
we get the pricing infrastructure right. In particular the
personal care and community participation 2016–17
price review of the National Disability Insurance
Agency (NDIA) is an opportunity for the NDIA to get
this key issue right. That is why the NDIA price review
must account for a number of principles in setting a fair
price as the foundation for the scheme. It must
effectively support the skills and training of the
workforce and support the creation of skilled and
well-supported workforce growth. It must underpin
innovation and sector growth, and overall it must
deliver a better life for people with a disability, their
carers and their families.

I particularly want to acknowledge the fine leadership
of chancellor George Pappas, vice-chancellor Peter
Dawkins and foundation chair Susan Alberti, who
significantly donated to the centenary campaign —
around $2.5 million between them — and in fact the
Speaker and I and others were there at the dinner just
recently when the vice-chancellor, along with Susan
Alberti, stood up and made this pledge. It shows great
leadership on the part of both of them. I look forward to
continuing my involvement with this great university,
and I urge all Victorians to get behind the centenary
campaign appeal.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I would like to take this
opportunity to congratulate one of my local
organisations, the Sunraysia Information and Referral
Service, otherwise known as SIRS, which has won a
2016 Minister for Health volunteer award for an
outstanding achievement by a volunteer improving the
patient experience. SIRS provides a vital service for
residents who are required to travel to receive specialist
medical attention, and I congratulate it on its
recognition.

Police resources

Fruit fly

Mr SOUTHWICK — I also note we have a new
Minister for Police, and we are still waiting for an
additional divisional van in the City of Glen Eira —
140 000 people and one divisional van. We desperately
need more police — new police minister, same old
story.

National disability insurance scheme
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — The national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) will start to roll out as of 1 July after a
three-year trial in the Barwon region, commencing in
the north-eastern metropolitan areas of Melbourne and
then progressively across the rest of Victoria over the
next three years. We are on the verge of the biggest
change to the funding, organisation and delivery of
community and social services in our nation since

Sunraysia Information and Referral Service

Mr CRISP — Fruit fly is a pest of significance to
the horticultural industries in north-western Victoria. I
wish to place on the record my thanks to those who
organised an information evening for table grape
growers and my appreciation of the table grape
industry’s active involvement in managing this pest.

Mildura Field Days
Mr CRISP — It was time again for the Mildura
Field Days, and they were again a huge success. A
large number of exhibitors and a strong crowd helped
showcase Mildura’s agricultural strength. This has
become a vital part of our community.

YLab
Mr CRISP — YLab is an initiative of the
Parliament of Victoria and youth networks to allow
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younger people to meet and participate in workshops
with parliamentarians. The member for Murray Plains
and I attended the Swan Hill YLab, with the
parliamentarians leaving with a better understanding of
youth issues and youth perceptions of Parliament and
the young participants leaving with a better
understanding of our democracy and a number of them
planning to enrol to vote.

Nichols Point Primary School
Mr CRISP — The Heritage Council of Victoria has
conducted a heritage hearing on whether the original
Nichols Point Primary School should be heritage listed.
I congratulate Mandy Gowty and Jason Modica on
putting together a strong team to give evidence. Glenn
Miller, a local historian, led off. Stefano de Pieri made a
passionate contribution, and Ross Lake provided details
of the significance of the people who have passed
through the building.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — ‘The past is
never dead. It’s not even past’. Nowhere is Faulkner’s
insight more apt on Anzac Day than Broadmeadows,
where the diggers, light horsemen and Victoria Cross
winners were trained and dispatched to fight at
Gallipoli from a camp that, with the ebb and flow of
history, decades later became a migrant hostel where
Turkish families first called Australia home. I would
like to acknowledge the Turkish sub-branch of the
Victorian RSL and its redoubtable leader, Ramazan
Altintas, for commemorating the strength of the human
spirit and the value of mateship. I also acknowledge
former Premier Ted Baillieu for his ongoing work in
commemorating the spirit of Anzac.
Broadmeadows is where the Johnnies and the Mehmets
now live side by side. I would like to also acknowledge
Collingwood Football Club president, Eddie McGuire,
who each year has supported the Side by Side project,
using footy to connect cultures in a community that has
evolved into virtually the United Nations in one
neighbourhood. This year he was joined by AFL legend
and four-time Essendon premiership coach Kevin
Sheedy. Side by Side is a project I will continue to
develop to build teamwork and mateship.
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concentrate on spirituality, humility and patience as the
pillars of faith.

Freedom of information
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I rise to speak on the
third of the coalition’s FOI awards, which we give to
departments and FOI officers in the government which
show an appalling failure on the part of this government
to live up to the transparency it promised before the last
election. This week’s award goes to the Department of
Health and Human Services where, in response to
requests for emails from the office of the secretary and
undersecretary, which were later confined to the office
of the secretary, the department, by way of letters from
the manager, freedom of information, Stephanie
Hamilton, wrote back and said that it would be too
onerous for the department to conduct email searches of
the office of the secretary.
So we cannot even search the emails of the secretary or
emails of the office of the secretary because that would
be too onerous, she tells us. She says, ‘It has been
estimated that a search that covers the office of the
secretary rather than a single email account of the
secretary would be very time consuming’. ‘Oh sorry!’,
we say. That is their job to do. We think it sets a very
poor precedent for FOI in this state if people cannot
even search the email accounts of the secretaries of
departments on important matters like incident reports
and allocation rates; that is an appalling failure of this
government to live up to the transparency it promised.

Stefanie Perri and Paul Klisaris
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I take the
opportunity today to acknowledge Stefanie Perri and
Paul Klisaris. Stefanie and Paul were Monash
councillors up until a few weeks ago when they both
resigned to run for election for the commonwealth
Parliament. Stefanie served as councillor for close to
two terms and served twice as mayor. Paul Klisaris
served as a councillor for 14 years and served as mayor
for three terms. I wish them both well in the pursuit of a
seat in our nation’s Parliament. The people of Chisholm
and Aston will be very well served by their experience,
leadership and integrity.

Cr Geoff Lake
The Meadow Heights Mosque is also playing a vital
role locally in trying to further social cohesion, along
with the Alfred Deakin Institute for Citizenship and
Globalisation, which is using education to combat
discrimination. Many initiatives are important to reflect
on, especially on the eve of Ramadan, when Muslims

Mr DIMOPOULOS — I want to acknowledge the
newly elected mayor of Monash, Geoff Lake. Geoff is
one of the most effective and talented local councillors.
He has served with distinction for 16 years, and he has
also represented local government at state and national
levels, including having a seat at the table of the
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Council of Australian Governments. All three of the
individuals I have mentioned this morning have served
their communities extraordinarily well. They have
helped shape one of Victoria’s most successful councils
from the perspective of fiscal and budgetary
management, excellent governance and first-class
service delivery for residents.

of aged residents in Ararat and the surrounding districts
will increase, which will create a higher demand for
aged-care beds at both Willaura and Ararat. I ask the
minister to urgently allocate $600 000 for this essential
health service infrastructure.

Members will recall the extraordinary circumstances
one week into the 2013 federal election when Geoff
Lake was disendorsed as a Labor candidate for Hotham
following the rehashing on the front page of the Herald
Sun of an incident which occurred some 12 years earlier
at Monash City Council, when the council was bitterly
divided. I was pleased to see a review has recently been
completed for the Victorian branch of the ALP into the
circumstances of that decision by John Lenders, a
former Treasurer of Victoria and a member of this
chamber and the other place.

Ms KEALY — I congratulate Tom Guthrie of
Grampians Estate winery for recently being awarded
the very first life membership of the Grampians Grape
Escape. Tom has worked tirelessly for 25 years to
promote, coordinate, volunteer and exhibit at the
Grampians Grape Escape, with his wife Sarah working
hard by his side. The award is a fitting
acknowledgement of Tom’s commitment to the event,
winemaking and the Grampians. Well done, Tom, and
thank you for all you have done for our region.

In his detailed findings John Lenders concluded that,
notwithstanding the disendorsement, Geoff ‘remains a
fit and proper person suitable to be endorsed as an ALP
candidate at a future election’. Relevantly, Mr Lenders
also identified the key reason for the decision to
disendorse him was not because of the matters reported
but because of a further unsubstantiated allegation that
was raised with the national secretary of the ALP — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Tom Guthrie

Suzanne Bysouth and Kym Bateson
Ms KEALY — I would like to put on the record my
great appreciation and thanks for the work of my
fabulous staff members Suzanne Bysouth and Kym
Bateson. These wonderful women work exceptionally
hard to support me and the electorate, while always
focusing on helping our constituents to resolve issues
and make Lowan a better place. Thank you for all your
hard work, passion and enthusiasm. It is a privilege to
work with both of you.

Pascoe Vale Primary School
Country Fire Authority Hamilton air base
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is exceptionally
disappointing for the volunteer members of the
Hamilton Country Fire Authority air base that stage 2
of the redevelopment was not funded by the Andrews
Labor government in this year’s budget. This essential
project will significantly improve fire management in
the Grampians and south-west Victoria. It is a great
shame that Labor has such little understanding of fire
risk in country Victoria and that it refuses to build on
the good work of the previous Liberal-Nationals
government and complete this vital air base upgrade. I
note the minister is in the chamber today, and I urge her
to urgently find the money for this project so that the air
base is upgraded by the start of the next fire season.

Willaura Health Care
Ms KEALY — The East Grampians Health Service
is in need of funding to complete a much-needed
$2 million redevelopment of Willaura Health Care.
This redevelopment is vital, as the building is
significantly aged and it is predicted that the population

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — On Friday,
13 May, I attended the opening of the Anzac Children’s
Friendship Garden and bike shed at Pascoe Vale
Primary School. This project has been well over a
year — nearly two years — in the making.
The school leaders organised a very impressive
ceremony for the opening of the garden and the new
bike shed, which included a presentation of the poem In
Flanders Fields, the national anthem and, importantly,
the story of the Anzacs, including those who came from
Pascoe Vale and whose memorials are featured in the
garden. They are William Allison Blair, John Murray
Blair, Carl Seale Cooling, Joseph Crowley, Louis
Diamond, Percy Ernest Farleigh, Edmund Baron
Goldsmith, Charles Johnson, Henry Jones, Edward
Joseph Kernan, Eliel Harold Huntington Peck,
Frederick Sydney Robinson, William Wallace and
Herman Willersdorf. All of these men were courageous
soldiers who came from the Pascoe Vale region, and
most are considered to have attended Pascoe Vale
Primary School.
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The children who participated in the service to honour
those Anzacs from Pascoe Vale were Sophia, Lucas,
Cody, Ethan, Natasha, Charlotte, Despina, Zeyn,
Daniel, Abby, Mia and Natasha. I would particularly
like to thank Mitchell, one of the sports captains, who
gave me a very thorough tour of the garden and the bike
shed. While he was a North Melbourne supporter, he
was somewhat sympathetic to the Richmond Football
Club. I would also like to thank Susan Smith, the
principal of the school, and assistant principal Anne
Naughton, as well as the very capable school council
president, Nella.

Irabina Autism Services
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — On 10 May I went down
to my colleague’s electorate of Bayswater to meet with
CEO Debra Goldfinch and executive relationships
manager Orla Murphy at Irabina Autism Services,
following on from Orla’s attendance at my autism
forum in April. Irabina sets a strong industry
benchmark using an evidence-based approach to early
intervention and the management of autism spectrum
disorders. It helps parents to develop tools to cope
better at home, making a huge difference not only to the
family’s quality of life but also to how they progress
their child’s development. I was given a guided tour of
the facility which, although modest, is incredible in
terms of the effort that has gone into creating an
interesting but not overwhelming environment for
children who struggle with overstimulation as part of
autism spectrum disorder.
An issue that was raised was the growing concerns
about the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS)
and funding shortfalls if a client fails to attend a
session. The specialist will still have to be paid — will
the client have to pay even though there is
non-attendance? While Irabina is hopeful that the NDIS
may enable an extension to certain services, there are
many unanswered questions that need to be answered
by both levels of government to give service providers
and families greater certainty.

Maria McCarthy
Mrs FYFFE — It was a pleasure to be on hand on
Wednesday, 18 May, to officially launch MM Essential
Treatments of Hardy Street, Lilydale. Small business
owner Maria McCarthy certainly is an example of an
incredible local businesswoman who always ‘makes it
happen’ through creativity and sheer tenacity. A
number of my colleagues know Maria through her
other role as a councillor and former mayor at Yarra
Ranges council where she has developed a reputation
for her strong customer service focus. It was a great
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official opening, and I wish Maria and her team all the
best.

Pride of Workmanship awards
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — On Monday, 23 May,
I had the pleasure of attending the Rotary Club of
Keilor East’s annual vocational awards night, the Pride
of Workmanship awards. The Pride of Workmanship
campaign was launched by Rotary in 1975, and its
objective is to promote vocational service by
encouraging pride of workmanship in all vocations and
to provide civic leaders with the opportunity to
acknowledge outstanding local businesses, employees
and citizens. The objective of the Pride of
Workmanship awards is to honour those people,
irrespective of age, gender or vocation, who show a
distinct quality in their approach, attitude and
dedication to their vocation. I very much enjoyed the
night, listening to the awardees’ backgrounds and
hearing examples of their demonstrated commitment to
their respective vocations, equally matched by their
sense of community.
Pride of Workmanship is not a competition, and there
are no winners. It is a recognition of individual
achievement and commitment. My sincere
congratulations to all awardees and their nominators:
Paul Michael, manager of the Little Sister cafe at the
Centreway, nominated by John Walsh; Debi Birch and
Helen Chester of Yarra Community Housing,
nominated by Brett Bedson; Layla Younan of Pennisi
Real Estate located on Keilor Road, nominated by
David Barnes; Kim Busuttil, owner of the Dog’s Bath
in Keilor East, nominated by Lloyd and Betty
Lancaster; and Caroline Kiefer of the special care unit
at Sunshine Hospital, nominated by Liz and Joe Albioli.
As I committed on that night, I will take our miniature
schnauzer, Tess, to the Dog’s Bath in Keilor East and
enjoy a great coffee around the corner at the Little
Sister cafe. Congratulations once again to all awardees.
Finally, I take this opportunity to congratulate Gerard
Mahoney on his two outstanding years as president of
the Keilor East Rotary Club. I also congratulate Joe
Albioli, who on 27 June will become the new president.
Well done, Joe, and best wishes.

Vision Australia
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Last week I
attended a morning tea at Vision Australia in Warragul
to celebrate Volunteers Day and to thank its amazing
band of volunteers. About 60 volunteers attended the
celebration, with many of them receiving service
awards spanning from 1 to 20 years. Vision Australia
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delivers its support services from the Warragul facility,
which also provides outreach services right across
Gippsland. Deb Deshayes and her staff are a very well
coordinated team of highly qualified and dedicated
professionals, well supported by volunteers and held in
very high regard by their clients.

Dairy industry
Mr BLACKWOOD — Dairy farmers in Gippsland
and across Victoria were rocked by recent decisions by
processors to cut the milk price retrospectively and
effective almost immediately. That decision by Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra should be reversed. The impact
of poor financial management and bad governance
should not be passed on to those least able to cope with
a massive reduction in their income — farmers already
struggling with drought. Recent state government
announcements of increased support are welcome. The
work of the Dairy Industry Taskforce has produced a
range of measures that will certainly assist farmers over
the next 12 months, but ongoing monitoring of the
situation is going to be critical.
I have met with many farmers over the past two weeks
and will continue to do all I can to help, but what has
been truly amazing is the support being offered from
our local community. A great example of this was the
retired couple who came to my office last week and
offered to provide babysitting services for the children
of young farming families. The resilience of our
farmers and the generosity of the Gippsland community
never cease to amaze me.

Forced marriage
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Everyone
in Australia should be free to choose whether they
marry or not and who they marry. This statement is not
true for certain people. I refer to the practice of forced
marriages in Australia, a practice which is not
uncommon despite the laws against it. Forced marriage
occurs when a person marries without free and full
consent. It can happen when a person is brought into
the country in order to be married and when a person is
taken to an overseas country for the purpose of a forced
marriage. The reasons for these types of marriages can
be complex and diverse, but whatever the reason may
be, in Australia this is illegal.
According to the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, 42 cases of forced marriage were referred to
the Australian Federal Police between March 2013 and
2015; however, little is known about the prevalence of
this practice in Australia. During the royal commission
a young girl revealed:

1997

It’s so common here among my relatives to not even ask the
young people and to go to Afghanistan and get a person to
marry them.

The Royal Commission into Family Violence groups
forced marriage with female genital mutilation and
dowry-related violence as forms of family violence
experienced by culturally and linguistically diverse
women. Unfortunately the report states that in the past
these forms of abuse have not been readily recognised
as family violence. The reality is that refusal by young
women or men to marry almost equates to losing the
love and support of the family. Some young women
facing forced marriages turn to professionals for help
but do not receive appropriate assistance. It is of
paramount importance to assert that culture is not a
cause of family violence, nor does culture excuse
violent and abusive behaviour. We must work towards
becoming more culturally educated and culturally
sensitive in order for these women to gain the
confidence that this country they now call home will
grant them the protection they so dearly need.

Drought assistance
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — The pressing issue I wish
to raise for my electorate is the drought and rural
assistance package, which this Labor government has
poured $27 million into, and how poorly targeted this
program is. I have been contacted by a number of
farmers with properties in my electorate, and I am
under no illusions that there are far more who have had
nothing but the run-around when trying to access grants
and funding to help them stay afloat and rebuild in this
desperate period. Rather than the Labor government
targeting money to help farmers and other small
businesses access money to rebuild their farms, as
farmers know best, the government is pouring money
into more public servants. Only one drought-stricken
family has benefited from the ill-titled Back to Work
scheme.
Rather than training on the job, which is how
generations of farmers have cut their teeth working
with mum and dad, drought funding is pressing them
into the four walls of training providers and learning
from the blackboard. While Labor’s drought funding is
busy building buttresses for its ivory towers of public
servants and people to advise farmers on how to farm,
the real people of Ripon and their communities are
suffering. It is rural jobs that will pick up
drought-stricken Victoria, not oodles of money poured
into programs that in totality will only help those
people keep their heads barely above water. I promise
the people of Ripon I will keep fighting for them. I call
on this inept Labor government to give the people of
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Victoria real drought relief and to stop the disgraceful
waste and mismanagement of public funds.

Sherbourne Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Sherbourne Primary School
is yet another fantastic school in the Eltham district. It
is a school that values education and values community.
This is why it is so important to have a special day to
acknowledge and promote walking safely to school. It
not only recognises the many kids and their parents and
carers who walk with them to school and it not only
highlights the health benefits of walking or of riding a
bike or scooter to school but also highlights the
importance of doing it safely. This is why a school
crossing supervisor like Vicki Johnson is so clearly
loved by her community. I could see the other morning
that Vicki does an excellent job of looking after her
students, not only seeing them safely across the road
but also keeping an eye out for each child and how they
are travelling in themselves.
I very much enjoyed meeting Imogen, Olivia, Sam and
Blake last week, and I congratulate them and acting
principle Maree Taylor on the great work that is going
on at Sherbourne Primary School. It is a fantastic
school, and I really hope that Banyule council gets
together with the school and works out how to continue
to support the school crossing, because I know the
funding from VicRoads will be there and it is up to
Banyule to work out how it wants to distribute it. I do
hope the council will support Sherbourne Primary
School and its school crossing supervisor, and I
encourage it to do so.

St Francis Xavier Primary School,
Montmorency
Ms WARD — Last Friday was National Walk
Safely to School Day, and it was fantastic to meet with
Milly, Charlie, Mackenzie, Atticus, Sienna, Ella, Finny,
Bella, Sabrina, John, Henry, Joel and Lachlan from
St Francis Xavier Primary School at the park at Sylvan
Street, Montmorency, and to kick a footy around and
have a chat with them about the many great things
happening at St Francis Xavier Primary School.
St Francis is yet another great example of the excellent
schools we have in the Eltham electorate. They are
schools that not only value the importance of education
but also celebrate community. I look forward to seeing
the wonderful renovations the school will soon be
undertaking with the support of the Andrews
government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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South-West Coast electorate tertiary education
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — Since
Deakin University announced it was reviewing the
operations of its Warrnambool campus in March, my
community has united for one common purpose: to
retain tertiary education in the region. Earlier this
month Deakin University announced it has a formal
offer for the Ballarat-based Federation University to
take over course offerings at the campus.
This development is encouraging. Federation
University has a strong track record in developing
higher education in regional areas, and I believe the
Warrnambool campus would do well under its
leadership. I also believe that there is overwhelming
support for Federation University in the community and
that it would be welcomed into the region with open
arms. While no decision has yet been made, both
universities are on the record saying their discussions
have been productive and are ongoing.
A new community committee has been formed, with
representatives from the education sector, local
business and industry as well as local government. The
main desire is to see the continuation of higher
education in the region and to support the future of the
campus. I back the group 100 per cent and congratulate
it on taking a proactive approach.
I believe it is absolutely vital a university campus
remains in Warrnambool servicing the entire western
district and across into south-eastern South Australia.
Our young people and those who may be looking to
find a new career through mature-age study deserve to
be able to study close to home. For many the costs
associated with moving to Melbourne will be too great,
so their university dreams will never come to fruition. I
implore both Deakin and Federation universities to
continue their discussions and develop a solution which
will ensure South-West Coast students have access to
higher education close to home.

Anzac Day
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I was honoured and
humbled to be able to attend this year’s Anzac dawn
service at Gallipoli, along with the member for
Rowville and Mr Khalil Eideh, a member in the other
place. This was, not surprisingly, a very moving
service, set against the floodlit Gallipoli cove.
Commencing with a didgeridoo and featuring Maori
singing, this service helped me to appreciate the events
at Gallipoli 101 years ago. On the preceding day we
had attended the international service arranged by the
Turkish government, where representatives of over
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12 countries who fought on both sides of the
Dardanelles campaigns of 1915 were in attendance. In
attending both events we were able to talk with
representatives from the many countries, including
Britain, France, Germany, India, Pakistan and
Bangladesh, to gain an appreciation of the Dardanelles
campaigns from their different perspectives and hence
broaden our understanding of the campaign.
I want to commend the Australian and New Zealand
governments for their parts in arranging the ceremony
at Gallipoli, and I want to commend the Turkish
government for its organisation of the ceremony the
day before. I also wish to thank the Turkish Consul
General, Mr Mehmet Küçüksakallı, for his support of
our travel to Turkey and the Australian Turkish
Advocacy Alliance, which assisted with travel
arrangements. Its representative who joined us on our
travels, Mrs Nevin Huseyin, was also invaluable in
providing her knowledge of Turkey and the Turkish
language and her generosity of spirit to ensure that we
gained the maximum from our trip.
With this assistance we were able to meet with
members of the Turkish Parliament, with Turkish
business leaders and with local government officials as
well as visiting schools and a university. Clearly there
is a strong bond — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — The
member’s time has expired.

Geelong electorate
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — It was a great pleasure
to have the Victorian Treasurer visit Geelong last week.
The Treasurer spent the day in Geelong talking to
organisations about the recent state budget. Our first
visit was to Belmont High School, a large school in my
electorate that has an enrolment of over 1200 students.
We discussed the recent budget commitment of
$5 million and were taken on a tour of the school by
principal Sandra Eglezos, school captains Mhairi Read
and Sam McLachlan, assistant principal Scott Hucker
and school president Andrew King. This is a great
school, and I look forward to seeing its designs for the
upgrade.
The Treasurer and I then moved onto Deakin
University Waterfront campus, where we were met by
the vice-chancellor, Jane den Hollander, and Miranda
Sharp, director of the Melbourne Farmers Markets
Association. There we announced a $30 000 grant for a
feasibility study and start-up activities for a farmers
market in Geelong.
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We moved on to Breakwater, where the Treasurer
announced a $1 million Living Heritage grant for a
heritage wool scour shed that is in need of repair. That
evening the Treasurer attended a budget information
forum — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making statements has now ended.
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Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee report into the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) training college at Fiskville. This
report was tabled yesterday, and most of the attention
was directed at the behaviour of senior management
and board members of the CFA — what they knew and
what they did or did not do in allowing exposure to
hazardous materials and contamination of the land
within and without the boundaries of the Fiskville
property, as well as exposure to people.
The role of the past executive management of the CFA
was an important term of reference in this committee’s
inquiry and what it was expected to address. It was
about the exposures, failings and behaviour of the CFA
as to whether it knew. Reports and evidence to the
committee showed there was unconscionable behaviour
on the part of the CFA. The evidence gathered in this
inquiry demonstrates this. The very personal and
heart-wrenching stories about exposure to well-known
toxic chemicals, the illnesses and losses within the
families were very, very important in revealing the truth
about what happened at Fiskville.
I cannot thank enough the hundreds of people who
came forward to tell their stories in order to get to the
truth. In many cases they did not do it for themselves;
in some cases it was too late. But they had a very clear
intention to make sure that they gave evidence and they
provided information so that we got to the truth and
they were part of making sure that this tragedy never
happens again. Many of these people made great
sacrifices. They endured in many cases suspicion and
finger-pointing about why they were doing this to the
CFA but they still came forward in a very courageous
way. I would like to thank them on behalf of the
committee and on behalf of firefighters and really all
Victorians for the great work they did in coming to talk
to the committee and giving their evidence.
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In terms of the inquiry itself, I would also like to thank
the Premier and the Minister for Emergency Services,
who were very moved by the stories they heard prior to
the last state election and at that time made election
commitments that there would be an inquiry into what
had occurred at Fiskville. There were a lot of
allegations and accusations about witch-hunts and all
sorts of things but I think this report and the very, very
strong evidence bears out that they were right in what
they did in standing up and being brave in saying that
there needed to be this inquiry on behalf of those people
who trained and worked at Fiskville.
I would also like to thank the United Firefighters
Union, its secretary Peter Marshall and other members
such as Mick Tisbury who were part of exposing this
issue to the public. We all understand that the CFA —
the countless volunteers and paid firefighters and others
that work for the CFA — is a fantastic organisation.
The grassroots people are very important. They save
lives and they sacrifice themselves in order to protect us
and our properties. None of this report goes in any way
to denigrating or taking away from the very great work
that they do. Again this is about senior managers and
professional managers that are paid to manage
organisations in a proper way, and in this case they did
not do so.
I am also very proud to be part of this Labor
government that cares about working people and the
everyday person, because this is what this is often
about. The health and safety laws that we have at the
moment are laws that were introduced by Labor
governments. I think because of this it is so very
disappointing when we look at organisations and
government agencies like WorkSafe and the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria that really
did nothing to prevent what happened at Fiskville. The
report talks about, for example, that WorkSafe went to
the Fiskville site something like 117 times yet never
addressed things such as buried drums of toxic
chemicals and never addressed many other things.
Again, thank you to all those involved in this report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2013–14
and 2014–15
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to make some comments on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report on the 2013–14 and
2014–15 financial and performance outcomes. I spoke
for 5 minutes, as the segment allows, during the last
sitting week and I just want to pick up where I left off
then and refer to some more recommendations.
Unfortunately I did not get time last sitting week to
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acknowledge the work of my colleagues on the
committee and the staff and I do want to do that. They
are of course the chair, the member for Essendon; my
coalition colleagues, the members for Kew and
Gippsland South; as well as the government members
for Eltham and Oakleigh; and from the other place
Ms Pennicuik, Dr Carling-Jenkins and Ms Shing.
I also want to acknowledge the role of the committee
secretariat in the conduct of the hearings, which were as
I mentioned last sitting week atypical in the context of
the outcomes reports, something that hopefully will be
repeated in future years. Particularly I recognise the
acting executive officer, Phil Mithen; Kathleen Hurley,
the senior research officer; Alejandro Navarette,
research officer; Bill Stent, research officer; Melanie
Hondros, who looks after the office for us and keeps us
plied with paper in voluminous quantities week in,
week out; and Amber Candy, who did the desktop
publishing. It is, I want to acknowledge, a huge strain
on the staff with the volume of work the committee
puts out. With an acting executive officer and a very
full calendar, they do an excellent job. I frequently
acknowledge their role in private, and I think it is
appropriate that we do so in the Parliament as well.
The report includes some 66 findings and
22 recommendations. I want to turn to chapter 3 of the
report, which refers to the overall financial outcomes, in
particular recommendation 4, which is that future
annual financial reports for the state include a
discussion of significant variances between the budget
estimates and the actual results for operating
expenditure by government purpose classification, and
recommendation 5, which refers to a similar gap with
regard to capital and operating expenditure.
With regard to recommendation 4, it is obviously a
change in the manner in which the expenditure is
presented and provides a potentially significant change
in terms of the impact across the government and
national standards of expenditure. If we have
inconsistencies in the manner in which the budget is
presented and then the final accounts are presented, it is
very difficult to establish where the money has gone. In
no way am I suggesting that this is inappropriate
behaviour in terms of being misleading, but it does
make it very, very difficult for members and the public
to understand why there are discrepancies in terms of
spending.
Similarly with regard to recommendation 5, we have
recommended to the government that transfers greater
than $10 million by departments between capital and
operating expenditure should be explained in annual
reports, and I think it is an anomaly that they are not
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currently explained. It makes it difficult to track from
year to year, but it also makes it difficult to track
through the year. You might have an amount presented
as capital in the initial budget papers when in the
budget update it might refer to current and then in the
next year’s budget it might be presented in a contrary
manner again and potentially in another manner in
terms of the annual report. That of course would be an
extreme example and is unlikely to occur in reality, but
at some point between those four documents these
amounts do move around. At the extreme of course if
you have current expenditure moved into capital, it
could make the difference between having a surplus
and having a deficit. I think it is something that is worth
looking at, and I certainly urge the government to
consider that recommendation.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I want to
make a few comments on the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee
report into the Fiskville training college. Yesterday was
quite a significant day for this Parliament. After
18 months of investigation, hundreds of submissions,
weeks of hearings and many personal stories, we got to
put a report to the Parliament that shines a light on
some of the systemic failures of our statutory
authorities. Behind those failures are human stories, and
yesterday’s report will come as a comfort to some that
some of their concerns were vindicated, but for some
people, it must be said, this will be too little, too late.
Those families’ stories are quite telling and quite
significant.
Obviously Brian and Diane Potter were quite
compelling in their story and really shone a light on
2011, but we are also joined today by Matt and Beccara
Lloyd, who really gave the committee, in an early stage
of the inquiry, a window into some of the struggles of
Fiskville and neighbouring properties and some of the
people that were affected, the toll that it has taken on
their family, the burden that it has placed on them and
the uncertainty that so many live with at the moment
about their exposure and the what-ifs — and those
questions continue. This report is about getting to the
bottom of that. The report and the conversation around
the redress scheme are about giving comfort to those
families and trying to get people back on the journey
towards normality after some of those incidents.
One key thing in the report I want to touch on is the
notion that there were lax standards, that government
had to catch up and that statutory authorities were
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trying to understand their legislative requirements, but
it is irrefutable that with the passage of the
Occupational Health and Safety Act in 1985 there were
already responsibilities upon government authorities to
keep their employees safe. Our career and volunteer
firefighters are out there each and every day supporting
and protecting our community, and we owe it to them
to make sure that when they are training they are safe
and they are free from risk at all stages. Some of the
very likely links to sicknesses like cancer and other
illnesses due to chemical exposures resulted from some
of those lax practices.
This report hopefully shines a light on that — that is,
the work of the Environment, Natural Resources and
Regional Development Committee. The committee was
determined to try to be constructive and put answers
and recommendations forward that would make sure
this is not just another report that sits on a shelf but one
that actually drives reform. Some of the discussions
around the inspector-general for emergency
management having more of a say in ensuring safety
and compliance on training college sites is part of that
looking forward to drive reform and change.
It goes without saying that this inquiry was not just the
work of the seven members of Parliament on the
committee. We were supported by a really dedicated
team of parliamentary staff who for months joined us
on that journey. They uncovered and went through
literally hundreds and in some examples thousands of
documents, analysing evidence, cross-referencing
evidence from statutory authorities and then trying to
find answers to really give this committee the
recommendations and findings that would change
outcomes. The year 1971 was when Fiskville was first
established, and through the investigation from that
time to the present day we have finally got to the
bottom of some of those questions and what was
known.
It is irrefutable now, with the passage of this report, that
senior management in the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) knew that sites were contaminated. They were
commissioning reports that told them the sites were
contaminated but were not acting upon that
information. We need to ensure that our statutory
authorities do better into the future. WorkSafe visited
Fiskville 117 times and there was not one look into
those contaminated sites. There was never a question
about the safety of some of the water that was used for
firefighting training or some of the impacts on
neighbouring properties. We have got to do better, and
hopefully the recommendations and findings will drive
that reform, but as important is the redress scheme and
the support for career and volunteer firefighters and for
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families; for example, Fiskville Primary School was
next door until 1993. Some of the work to support those
people in telling their stories is crucial and not
necessarily just those of CFA members. It is important
to remember the personal stories, and I pay tribute to
those people who shared their accounts with us.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise and make a contribution, as deputy chair of the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee, on the inquiry into the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) training college at
Fiskville. From the outset I was concerned that the
government had its own agenda and at times I will say I
felt we were justifying a predetermined position, but the
30-odd recommendations we made that developed out
of this inquiry have paved the way towards remedies
and closure for many but certainly just a beginning for
some — for those that have worked and trained at
Fiskville and those that lived there and went to the
school.
No doubt in the 1970s and the 1980s the very basic
training methods held little regard for health and
wellbeing. In the 1990s, the time frame that mostly
concerned the committee, OHS was firmly part of the
employer’s responsibility. It is a grey area as to whether
the CFA did enough to protect human health. There is
no doubt that people have contracted cancer and died
from exposure to various chemicals. Many of those
chemicals were donated as free fuel, which seemed like
a good idea at the time and helped with training but
really did not help the health of those who were using it
or trying to put out those fires. At the same time
unknowingly it was causing cancer.
I am comfortable with the recommendation to put in
place a redress scheme for those whose health was
affected and those who have lost family and colleagues
due to the chemicals that were burnt. Some sort of
compensation is certainly warranted. I think that the
Potter family is an example of that, and many others
will agree.
As to the neighbours who have been affected, like Matt
and Beccara Lloyd, who are in the gallery today, I
certainly applaud their courage for speaking at the
public hearing knowing that speaking out would make
their circumstances more public than they had already
been. Hopefully this courage will be rewarded with an
appropriate compensation or restitution package for this
family. The Lloyds are a young couple trying to raise
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their family without fanfare. They were caught up in
environmental pollution that has affected their property
and their family’s health, and their business certainly
has suffered.
In recommendation 17 the committee asks that a
resolution for the Lloyds’ matter be forthcoming. A
settlement and a relocation for the Lloyds are certainly
in the hands of the government right now. It is
imperative and vital for this family to be given the right
to move on, to free themselves from a life-changing
predicament that was not their fault. My concern is that
some of the decisions made by government preceded
the committee’s decisions. They made for terrific
headlines and political correctness, yet disappointingly
negotiations with the Lloyds have dragged on and on. I
for one will be ready to stand in this place to continue
to advocate for a successful outcome for them, because
I too was once a young farmer, and I certainly
empathise with the Lloyds.
The CFA could have done things better; there is no
doubt about that. Poor record keeping has not helped
with its evidence; however, the whole of the CFA still
provides valuable training for volunteers, and it would
not be right to throw the baby out with the bathwater.
The CFA will have learnt from the past, as we all do —
or we all try to do.
Recommendation 29 recommends a new site, because
Fiskville has been a spiritual site for the CFA, and this
wonderful organisation is primarily a volunteer
organisation. The CFA gives us confidence, and we are
assured that when a fire occurs we have people ready to
support us. The current squabbling caused by a greedy
metropolitan union must not interfere with the
day-to-day operations of this grand organisation. Unless
you live in regional Victoria, you will find it difficult to
comprehend that the CFA is the backbone of many of
our communities.
This is not the end of Fiskville. The committee’s report
addresses the past. Health studies need to be conducted
and a redress grant scheme developed. Certainly there
will be a focus on what can be done currently, seeing
that families and neighbours are acknowledged and
given assistance, and looking to the future, it will
include building a new site which will be managed and
run by the CFA. The training and running of the CFA
must stay within the hands of the CFA. This report is
not a reason to punish the CFA but a wake-up call
regarding past practices and provides guidance and
support to ensure the same does not happen again.
Thanks to my colleagues on this inquiry. On the whole
we worked well together. We sit on different sides of
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the house, but we share a genuine passion for
improving people’s lives. We had a cast of thousands
on the staff over the period of time, including three
executive officers — Greg Gardiner, Janine Bush and
Keir Delaney — but I particularly want to thank the
research officers.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms WARD (Eltham) — In speaking to the report
into the training college at Fiskville I firstly want to
thank those who helped bring to this report the depth
and respect the investigation needed. In my short time
here I cannot mention everyone, but I do want to
acknowledge Janine Bush for her tremendous work
ethic and attention to detail. I thank John Aliferis,
Patrick O’Brien and Kelly Butler for their tremendous
research and support. I thank Anita Mackay, who is
here today, and Peter Rozen for their absolute
dedication to getting to the truth. I thank Kieran Crowe
and Christianne Andonovski for being very patient and
extremely helpful.
The secretariat, along with the committee itself, has
worked extremely hard to find the truth of what
happened at Fiskville, and what happened there should
never happen again. I thank those who stepped forward
and told their stories, the people who showed
tremendous bravery in calling out the behaviours they
identified as dangerous and disrespectful. I understand
the very important emotional and historical significance
of Fiskville. This was made very clear to all of us on the
committee. I also understand that there were some who
did not know or understand the damage they were
doing to the environment at Fiskville, the reputation of
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the health and
wellbeing of those who worked and trained at Fiskville,
their neighbours and their stock.
I acknowledge the courage and resilience of Matt and
Beccara Lloyd, who have told their truth, told it well
and held up a mirror to the CFA and other departments
and showed them where they are lacking. I thank them
for their courage — I really do. It is great to see them
here today. They deserve to be respected by the CFA,
by their community, by Victorians, by government
departments and by the Andrews government itself.
I also know through the hearings and the submissions
that there were people who knew that there were
practices at Fiskville which were wrong — and they
were wrong. We expect more of those who hold
positions of responsibility, especially when working in
situations which can be dangerous to life. There are

2003

many people at the CFA, past and present, who really
need to have a good look at themselves and be honest
about how they let down those who care the most about
the CFA and who give the most. People who need to
look at themselves include Mick Bourke and Peter Rau.
Serious pollution occurred at Fiskville: the historical
pollution caused by the burning of toxic cocktails year
after year during firefighting training and modern
pollution caused by firefighting foams and toxins such
as perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) and
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA). It is not true to say that
there is no fault, because we cannot judge past practices
by the standards of today. The committee judged the
CFA based on the laws in place at the time and since
1971 — laws that continued to change over that
40-year period — and it found the CFA severely
lacking.
On the issue of PFOS and PFOA, I remain concerned
over the ongoing pollution of these insidious and
invasive chemicals. I remain concerned that there are
people in positions of power and decision-making who
have not taken this chemical pollutant as seriously as
many those in other countries have, including
Germany, the USA, Sweden, Italy and others. In fact as
at 19 May a US Environmental Protection Agency
health advisory set trigger levels for PFOS and PFOA
in drinking water to 400 per cent less than the currently
accepted Australian recommendation. Our standard is
not good enough and we do need to do more.
In thanking people, I also want to thank Mick Tisbury
for his dogged determination in seeking the truth and in
staying the distance. Despite the barbs that were thrown
at him, the hapless insults, the ridiculous insinuations
around union thuggery and so on, the fact that he
continued to bat against them and continued to stand up
and do everything that he could to make sure that the
truth was known about Fiskville was very, very
important. I thank him for that courage, and I thank him
for not getting sucked into the ridiculous insults that
were regularly thrown at him from across a variety of
sectors.
This was not a union stitch-up. This was not political
correctness gone mad. These were a group of people
who wanted to stand up and be heard and have their
stories told. They wanted the committee to respectfully
listen to them and retell their stories, and this is exactly
what we have done in this report. We have allowed
these people to be heard, and we have allowed their
stories to be told. We have respected them, and we have
responded. We have made some pretty strong
recommendations not only around ensuring this does
not occur again but also acknowledging those who
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actually did make mistakes, who did do the wrong thing
and who should have done better, and in instances did
know better.
The committee also looked towards the future to how
we can actually make sure a situation like Fiskville
does not happen again and to how to look after people
who may be affected in an ongoing way by the serious
pollution that happened at Fiskville. I do hope that a
scheme is put in place at some point that does have
regular health monitoring for all of those who did go to
Fiskville so that we can keep an eye on them, and that
for the people who had their health security taken away
from them, that we can at least make a gesture to help
them get some of that security back. I recommend this
report.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak about the
Electoral Matters Committee inquiry into the conduct
of the 2014 Victorian state election under the excellent
chairmanship of the member for Brighton. Today I am
going to restrict my remarks to two chapters in this
report, which are the ones referring to early voting, and
then a bit later I will refer to political campaigning. I am
particularly interested in the recommendations in
relation to early voting because I think early voting and
postal voting are particularly important in an electorate
like mine. I note that the committee recommended that
the Electoral Act 2002 be amended so that all early
votes cast in an elector’s home district are counted on
election night, and I strongly support this
recommendation. I note that Labor members of the
committee also supported this recommendation but that
the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) was less
keen.
I think we need to think bit about why it is that the
Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) can
successfully, and has for the last two elections, count all
early votes in our home district, yet the VEC seems to
suggest that this is somehow beyond the capacity of it
and Victorians. Antony Green, who made a submission
on this point, clearly went to the heart of it. The issue is
that the AEC separates home district and outside district
early votes; they are not in the same box. As a result, it
is very easy to count a home district early vote, as you
would at a big booth, so I strongly support this
recommendation.
Moving through the report, I also strongly support that
the VEC locate early voting centres in areas near
population centres. In my own case the only early
voting centre was in Stawell. Now Stawell is in the

Wednesday, 25 May 2016

western edge of Ripon. The traffic flows for Ripon do
not go west; they go east. It is not the largest population
centre, and as a result, unsurprisingly, Ripon had the
second-lowest early voting turnout, and yet you would
expect a country seat would have had a higher turnout.
The final point in this section that I just want to quickly
mention is a finding, not a recommendation:
The committee supports the continued role of registered
political parties in the postal voting process for Victorian
elections.

I note that all of the major parties support this finding,
but again the VEC seems to have a view that political
parties and political candidates are an unnecessary and
unwelcome part of the electoral process and that it
would be better if none of us was there. The VEC made
that pretty clear in a number of its submissions. I would
like to say that political parties are a key part of our
democracy.
In the minute remaining to me I just want to move to
the perhaps more controversial part of this report,
which is about the allegations of impersonations of
firefighters in particular at polling booths. There was
quite a lot of evidence put to the committee from
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria and from other
country volunteer fire brigades that there were people
purporting to be both Country Fire Authority and
Metropolitan Fire Brigade firefighters. I have to say that
Peter Marshall from the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) also gave evidence, and to those on the other
side who might think he is a mate, he basically got up
there and said, ‘Yes, they did dress up. They did
absolutely dress up’. In fact he said the UFU distributed
the UFU’s public political campaign awareness
uniforms of yellow pants, red braces and a campaign
T-shirt to all those participating in the campaign. So he
decided that his best way — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making statements has now ended.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Tobacco
Amendment Bill 2016.
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In my opinion, the Tobacco Amendment Bill 2016, 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 purpose of the bill is to prohibit smoking in outdoor
dining areas and to regulate the sale, promotion and use of
e-cigarette products in Victoria. E-cigarettes are devices for
heating and vaporising liquids that contain flavouring agents
and in some cases, nicotine. The vapour is inhaled, simulating
the act of smoking. E-cigarettes will be regulated in the same
way as tobacco products are under the Tobacco Act 1987 (the
principal act).
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill engages the right to privacy, the right to freedom of
expression and the right to be presumed innocent.
The right to privacy — section 13 of the charter
Clause 9 of the bill inserts section 42A(1AA) into the
principal act. This provision will empower the Secretary to
the Department of Health and Human Services (the secretary)
to collect the names and addresses of persons selling
e-cigarettes from the manufacturers and wholesalers of these
products. This amendment will allow the secretary to gather
information about e-cigarette retailers for a range of purposes,
including to educate retailers and enforce the new restrictions
on e-cigarette products.
Section 42A(1AA) engages section 13 of the charter, which
provides that a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. This
provision does not limit the right to privacy, as the
interference with privacy is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The secretary may only collect personal information about
e-cigarette retailers in accordance with section 42A(1AA) and
may only disclose e-cigarette retailer information to the extent
necessary to administer the principal act, to enable
enforcement activity, to assist e-cigarette retailers in
complying with their legislative obligations and to further the
purpose and objects of the principal act.
The right to freedom of expression — section 15(2) of the
charter
Clause 9 of the bill amends the principal act so as to regulate
the sale, use and promotion of e-cigarettes in the same
manner as tobacco products. This clause provides for a ban on
e-cigarette advertising at the point of sale and a ban on the
display of e-cigarette products at non-specialist retailers.
Further, the bill will prohibit e-cigarette-related competitions,
rewards and shopper loyalty schemes and sponsorships.
These provisions engage the right to freedom of expression
which is contained in section 15(2) of the charter.
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, including the freedom to
impart information and ideas in writing and in print. This
provision is qualified by section 15(3) of the charter. It
provides that special duties and responsibilities are attached to
this right, which may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to protect public health.
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The public health impacts of smoking are well known. It
remains the leading cause of preventable death in Australia
and a leading cause of preventable chronic illness. Since the
introduction of tobacco control legislation in Victoria, rates of
smoking amongst Victorians have dropped significantly. A
key pillar of Victoria’s tobacco control framework is to
de-normalise smoking within the community. Current
restrictions on the display and advertising of tobacco products
support the de-normalisation goal by reducing the visibility of
these products within the community.
The use of e-cigarettes has the potential to undermine the
work that has been done to date to de-normalise smoking,
particularly for children and young people, who are
susceptible to tobacco advertising and marketing. E-cigarettes
are currently being marketed in ways which mimic tobacco
advertising and glamorise e-cigarette use. While the
restrictions on the advertising and display of e-cigarette
products engage the right to freedom of expression contained
in section 15(2) of the charter, these lawful measures are
reasonably necessary to protect public health. Accordingly,
clause 9 of the bill is compatible with the charter.
The right to be presumed innocent — section 25(1) of the
charter
Evidential burden
Clause 7 of the bill inserts sections 5EA, 5EB and 5EC into
the principal act. These provisions engage the right to be
presumed innocent until proven guilty.
Section 5EA(3) will make it an offence for a person smoking
in an outdoor dining area to, without reasonable excuse, fail to
comply with an inspector’s direction to stop smoking.
Section 5EC(1) will make it an offence for an occupier to,
without reasonable excuse, fail to display no smoking signs in
an outdoor dining area.
Sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) have been drafted in a manner
which is consistent with sections 5C and 5E of the principal
act, which once amended by the bill, will only deal with
smoking in outdoor drinking areas. The new provisions will
impose an evidential burden on an accused to put forward
evidence to support the existence of a reasonable excuse. The
purpose of imposing an evidential burden is to allow an
accused that has a reasonable excuse to avoid liability for
breaching section 5EA(3) or 5EC(1). The evidentiary burden
is imposed upon an accused as it is the accused that would
have knowledge of the reasonable excuse.
Sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) are punishable by way of a
relatively small pecuniary penalty. There is no prospect of
imprisonment for persons convicted of these offences. I
consider that sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) are compatible
with the charter, as these provisions do not limit the right to
be presumed innocent until proven guilty.
Legal onus
Section 5EB(1) provides that an occupier of an outdoor
dining area will commit an offence if a person smokes in that
area. Subsection (2) provides that it is a defence to a
prosecution under subsection (1) if an accused proves that
they did not do anything to facilitate the person’s smoking
and either was unaware of the incident or sought to stop the
person from smoking.
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Section 5EB(2) has been drafted consistently with section 5D
of the principal act, which once amended by the bill, will only
deal with the offence committed by an occupier when
smoking occurs in an outdoor drinking area. Section 5EB(2)
will impose a legal burden on an accused to prove, on the
balance of probabilities, the legal defence to the offence
contained within section 5EB(1).
The right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty may be
subject to reasonable limitations, particularly where an
offence is of a regulatory nature and a legal burden is imposed
in a manner which creates a defence which allows an accused
to escape liability for a breach. This is the case with respect to
section 5EB(2).
The purpose of imposing a legal onus is to ensure the
effectiveness of enforcement and compliance with the
principal act, by enabling the offence contained in
section 5EB(1) to be effectively prosecuted and thereby
operate as an effective deterrent. The onus is placed on the
occupier, as it is the occupier that would have the requisite
knowledge to establish the defence. The prosecution would
first have to establish the elements of the offence contained in
section 5EB(1). While an evidential onus would be less
restrictive than a legal one, it would not be as effective as it
could be too easily discharged.
Breaches of section 5EB(1) are punishable by way of a
relatively small pecuniary penalty. There is no prospect of
imprisonment for persons convicted of this offence. I consider
that section 5EB(2) is compatible with the charter.
Hon Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

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

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated
into Hansard.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — The
second-reading speech will be incorporated into
Hansard in accordance with sessional orders.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
could I submit that in accordance with standing
order 153, you should first of all put the question to the
house?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
I thank the member. I will just take some advice from
the Clerk. I call the Minister for Health.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
I am proud to present this bill to the house today, as it
represents the next step in Victoria’s tobacco control reform
agenda.
Tobacco in Victoria
Almost 30 years ago, the passage of the Tobacco Act 1987
was a watershed moment. Each reform that has followed has
bought us closer to a smoke-free Victoria.
I am very proud of Victoria’s bipartisan record of reform in
tobacco.
The latest data shows that just 1 in 8 Victorians are daily
smokers. In 1998, it was 1 in 5, and in 1987 it was 1 in 3.
Despite this progress, we still lose almost 4000 Victorian
lives every year to tobacco. That’s 11 people every day.
Smoking remains a leading preventable cause of chronic
disease, and the leading cause of preventable deaths in
Australia.
Preventing chronic disease is key to ensuring our health
system has the capacity to meet our community’s needs into
the future.
Increasing the number of smoke-free areas in Victoria is one
way to provide healthier, safer environments for the
community, and to reduce chronic disease.
There is no safe level of exposure to second-hand smoke. It is
fundamentally hazardous to our health, and the dangers are
well understood.
Research has shown that smoke-free environments support
those who have recently quit smoking or who are trying to
quit.
Smoke-free environments also de-normalise smoking,
particularly for children. We don’t want the next generation
of Victorians to see smoking as a normal part of daily life.
Let me be clear, our objective is to strive for a smoke-free
Victoria to reduce the impact of smoking, which touches us
all.
This means we will make every effort to stop Victorians
taking up smoking, and to create environments that support
smokers to quit and stay quit.
In August 2015, I announced that the Victorian government
would introduce a ban on smoking in outdoor dining areas,
and that legislation would be introduced into Parliament in
2016.
In the context of my announcement, the Victorian
government recently completed a review of the Tobacco Act.
I thank all of the representatives who participated in the
review, and all Victorians who continue to contribute their
views on this important health issue.
The review considered the structure and operation of the
Tobacco Act, and two current issues in tobacco control:
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smoking in outdoor dining areas and regulation of
e-cigarettes.
The Tobacco Amendment Bill 2016 provides for two key
reforms to be introduced from 1 August 2017.
The bill will amend the Tobacco Act to introduce a ban on
smoking in Victorian outdoor dining areas.
The bill will also regulate the sale, use and promotion of
e-cigarettes, both those that contain nicotine and those that
don’t, in the same way as tobacco products.
Smoke-free outdoor dining areas
All Victorians should be able to enjoy a meal outdoors,
without being subjected to second-hand smoke.
Our state has a dynamic, award-winning hospitality industry
that forms a vital part of our economy. Victoria is famous for
its unique dining opportunities. Our myriad of restaurants,
cafes, bistros and bars offer cuisines from all over the world.
Smoke-free outdoor dining areas will make our dining
experience healthier and more enjoyable. We will all be able
to enjoy eating good food in the fresh air with family and
friends.
There is strong community support for this reform with over
73 per cent of Victorians supporting the introduction of a ban
on smoking in outdoor dining areas.
To capture the wide variety of outdoor dining settings, an
outdoor dining area has been defined broadly in the bill to
include those outdoor areas at:
premises such as restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and
licenced premises, including beer gardens, courtyards
and footpath dining;
food fairs;
other organised outdoor events, including community or
street festivals.
At premises such as restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and
licenced premises, smoking will be banned in any part of an
outdoor area that an occupier permits to be used for the
consumption of meals.
Other outdoor areas where meals are not consumed will be
referred to as outdoor drinking areas. In these areas,
consumption of snacks will be permitted to encourage safer
drinking practices. Smoking will be permitted in outdoor
drinking areas so long as the area is less than 75 per cent
enclosed. As is currently the case, if the area is more than
75 per cent enclosed, smoking will be banned.
A snack is defined as a pre-packaged, shelf-stable food,
sealed in a container or package that does not require
preparation prior to serving, such as a packet of potato crisps.
It also includes uncut fresh fruit.
Where a premises has both an outdoor dining area and an
outdoor drinking area, the two areas will be required to be
separated by either a four metre zone in which people cannot
eat meals or smoke, or a wall of at least 2.1 metres in height.
At food fairs, the entire outdoor area used for the food fair
will be required to be smoke free. A food fair is defined as an
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organised event where the principal activity is the supply of
food for consumption at the event. This provision will capture
the variety of food fairs and festivals that take place in our
state, such as the Night Noodle Market and the Great
Trentham Spud Fest.
At other organised outdoor events that are not food fairs, such
as street festivals, sporting events, craft markets and church
fetes, any area within 10 metres of a food stall will be
required to be smoke-free.
Occupiers will be required to install ‘No smoking’ signage in
outdoor dining areas. The Department of Health and Human
Services will supply the signage free of charge.
Penalties will apply for both smokers and occupiers if
smoking occurs in an outdoor dining area. It will be a defence
for occupiers if:
they did not provide items to facilitate smoking, such as
lighters or ashtrays, and
they did not know, or could not reasonably be expected
to know, that smoking was occurring, or
they requested the person stop smoking and informed
them they were committing an offence.
These penalties are commensurate to those that already apply
to smoking in enclosed workplaces.
Council inspectors appointed under the Tobacco Act 1987
will be empowered to educate the businesses and community
about the bans and, where necessary, enforce the bans.
Ahead of the ban on smoking in outdoor dining areas
commencing, an awareness and education strategy will be in
place to ensure the community and businesses understand the
new laws.
Direct assistance will also be provided to business operators
during the transition to smoke-free outdoor dining, including:
clear guidance materials for business operators that will
be available well ahead of the bans commencing;
suitable ‘No smoking’ signage will be available to
business operators free of charge in a variety of formats
to facilitate compliance;
information sessions will be conducted to explain the
scope and operation of the ban on smoking in outdoor
dining areas;
access to advice, guidance materials and resources will
be provided through the tobacco information line and
the tobacco reforms website.
Regulation of e-cigarettes
E-cigarettes, also known as electronic cigarettes, are devices
for heating and vaporising liquids that contain flavouring
agents and in some cases, nicotine. The vapour is then
inhaled, simulating the act of smoking.
While sale of e-cigarettes containing nicotine is illegal in
Victoria under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981, the sale of non-nicotine e-cigarettes is largely
unregulated and they can currently be purchased by people
under 18 years of age.
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Evidence to date about the harms of e-cigarettes and their
efficacy as a smoking cessation aid is limited. There is debate
nationally and internationally about the potential public harms
and benefits of e-cigarettes.
The government is taking a precautionary response by
regulating e-cigarettes in the same way as tobacco products.
This will reduce potential harms that may arise from young
people having access to these devices, and will limit young
people’s exposure to associated marketing.
Relevant provisions in the Tobacco Act that relate to tobacco
products will be amended to apply to e-cigarette products.
The bill will:
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approved as smoking cessation aids by the Therapeutic Goods
Administration.
In addition, the proposed bill provides that other products
may be captured by the definition of ‘e-cigarette’ through
being prescribed as such in the regulations.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.

ban the use of e-cigarettes in all areas where smoking is
banned, including enclosed workplaces, outdoor dining
areas and cars carrying children;

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2016

ban e-cigarette advertising outside the retail environment
and at the point of sale;

Statement of compatibility

ban the display of e-cigarette products at general
(non-specialist) retailers;
limit the display of e-cigarette products at specialist
tobacconists and on airport duty free shops;
ban e-cigarette related competitions, rewards and
shopper loyalty schemes, free samples and sponsorships;
ban the sale or supply of e-cigarette products to people
under 18 years of age;
restrict location of e-cigarette vending machines to
licensed premises, casinos and bottle shops;
ban the sale of e-cigarette products from a person
(mobile selling), from temporary outlets and at underage
music/dance events.
The Tobacco Act will be amended to define a number of
e-cigarette related terms, and a new definition of ‘smoke’, to
give effect to this reform.
Commensurate with the existing powers in relation to tobacco
products, the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services will have the power to:
recommend to the minister that a ban order be made
regarding particular products ‘that are not e-cigarette
products but that resemble e-cigarette products’;
request e-cigarette manufacturers and wholesalers
supply the names and addresses of retail businesses that
have been supplied with e-cigarettes in the preceding
year.
At present, no e-cigarette products have been approved by the
Therapeutic Goods Administration for use as smoking
cessation aids. The bill, however, has been drafted so that the
regulation of e-cigarettes does not prohibit the future use of
e-cigarettes as smoking cessation aids, should they be
approved as such.
The proposed bill provides for an e-cigarette device to be
excluded from the definition of ‘e-cigarette’ through being
prescribed in the regulations. This process allows for the
future possible exemption of any devices that have been

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill amends several acts relating to Crown land to:
(a) improve the effectiveness of enforcement for any
contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Land Act 1958 and Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972;
(b) improve and modernise the regulation-making power in
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable better
management of reserves;
(c) improve the regulation-making power in the Land Act
relating to fees; and
(d) make other minor or consequential amendments or
corrections.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live.
This right is relevant to clause 9(1) of the bill which inserts a
power into section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to
enable regulations made under that section to provide that a
land manager can set aside areas in a reserve and permit,
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restrict or prohibit access to that area. The ability for land
managers to set aside areas in reserves helps to facilitate
management of conflicting recreational uses, reduce risks to
public safety and protect sensitive conservation areas from the
impacts of recreation. This type of power already exists in
other Crown land legislation, including the National Parks
Act 1975, Forests Act 1958 and Alpine Resorts
(Management) Act 1997.
Setting aside areas in reserves is commonly used to support
revegetation of degraded or damaged habitat areas, where
prohibiting or restricting visitor access is essential to improve
the survival rate of young plants. In most cases, access to a set
aside area is likely to be prohibited on a temporary basis.
However, there may be times where prohibiting access is
permanently required because it is considered necessary to
mitigate a significant risk to public safety or provide ongoing
protection of sensitive habitat or breeding sites of threatened
or endangered species.
The bill itself does not purport to set aside any areas of land or
prohibit access to such areas within a reserve. Rather, it
provides the power for regulations to be made under
section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act that include
provisions enabling a land manager to set aside an area of
land within a reserve as and when required. As a result,
clause 9(1) of the bill does not limit the rights under
section 12 of the charter.
However, as a result of the bill, regulations may be made in
the future under section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
that include provisions enabling a land manager to set aside
an area of land in a reserve. A subsequent decision to set aside
a prohibited access area may limit the right to freedom of
movement, to the extent that a person is able to move freely
around Victoria by passing across what might become a
prohibited access area. When making regulations and setting
aside a prohibited access area, the minister or the relevant
land manager (as the case requires) will need to consider the
human rights set out in the charter in accordance with their
obligations under that act. Any limits on people’s movements
would only be imposed to the extent necessary to fulfil the
purpose of setting aside the area of land.
Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is relevant to clause 9(1) of the bill which amends
section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable
regulations made under that section to provide that a land
manager can set aside areas in a reserve and permit, restrict or
prohibit access to that area. For the same reasons as those
mentioned above in relation to section 12 (regarding freedom
of movement), the bill does not limit the rights under
section 19 of the charter because the bill does not purport to
set aside any area of land or prohibit or restrict access to such
areas.
However, as a result of the bill, regulations may be made in
the future under section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
that include provisions enabling a land manager to set aside
an area of land in a reserve. When making regulations and
setting aside a prohibited access area, the minister or the
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relevant land manager (as the case requires) will need to
consider the human rights set out in the charter in accordance
with their obligations under that act.
As discussed above in relation to section 12, setting aside
prohibited access areas is a valuable tool used by land
managers to protect public safety, reduce the potential for
impacts on sensitive habitat areas or to support revegetation
programs in reserves. They may have temporary or
permanent application, depending on the reasons for setting
aside the area of land. A decision to set aside a prohibited
access area in accordance with regulations may limit the
ability of Aboriginal persons to continue to enjoy their
distinct relationship with the land or to continue to take part in
cultural practices within prohibited access areas.
Any matters relating to cultural rights would be considered
both at the time that regulations are made and also at the time
the decision is made to set aside an area of land.
Consideration would be given to ways to mitigate potential
impacts on cultural rights, for example, by assessing whether
an exemption for the exercise of Aboriginal cultural practices
could be applied or limiting the duration of the prohibition on
access without compromising the purpose of the restriction or
prohibition. This would be up to the land manager to assess in
determining the terms and conditions of the set aside. Any
limits on cultural rights would only be imposed if they were
reasonable and justified in order to protect the area of land to
be set aside or to prevent risks to public safety.
Hon Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The government is pleased to introduce the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill). In summary, the
bill amends several acts relating to Crown Land to:
improve the effectiveness of enforcement for any
contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Land Act 1958 and Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972;
improve and modernise the regulation-making power in
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable better
management of reserves;
improve the regulation-making power in the Land Act
relating to fees; and
make other minor or consequential amendments and
corrections.
Improving the effectiveness of enforcement of offences on
Crown land
The Andrews Labor government is committed to the care and
protection of Victoria’s valuable natural assets located on
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Crown land. Good land management includes deterring
behaviour that threatens the health of these assets or presents
a risk to public safety.
Many offences in Crown land legislation are aimed at
regulating behaviour that may cause considerable, permanent
harm to the natural environment. Such offences include
driving off road, damaging or destroying vegetation, natural
features or native fauna and polluting. One of the keys to
ensuring that these regulatory measures provide effective
deterrence is the ability to impose suitable penalties.
Penalties for a range of offences in some of the Crown land
legislation are currently very low — ranging from around $30
to just over $750 — and have not changed substantially since
the acts first commenced. For instance, offences for breach of
regulations made under the Land Conservation (Vehicle
Control) Act are the most commonly detected and prosecuted
of all offences under the range of regulations enforced by
public land managers. Yet the maximum penalty is only $500
and has not changed since 1972. Penalties for offences are not
consistent across Crown land tenures, with much higher
penalties applying in respect of similar offences in the
National Parks Act 1975, Forests Act 1958 and Wildlife Act
1975.
The bill will increase the maximum penalty that may be
imposed for contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act, Crown Land (Reserves)
Act, Land Act and Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act
to 20 penalty units (equating to just over $3000 in 2015–16).
This will enable regulations to prescribe penalties that are
more proportionate to the seriousness, harm and nature of an
offence, reflecting community expectations regarding the
protection of Victoria’s important natural values. It will also
help to standardise maximum penalty amounts across Crown
land legislation. Tougher penalties will increase the intended
deterrent effect of regulatory offences, and improve the
effectiveness of enforcement by land managers.
The bill also amends:
the Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act to increase
the maximum penalty to 20 penalty units for an offence
related to erosion hazard areas and clarify matters
relating to discretionary powers in regulations and the
ability of authorised officers to take proceedings for a
contravention; and
the Land Act to remove the requirement for penalties to
be enforced through summary proceedings, which will
enable the issue of penalty infringement notices.
Improving and modernising the regulatory tools for
management of reserves
Regulations are a key tool used by Parks Victoria and other
land managers for the management of reserves. They help to
regulate behaviour to support conservation of natural values,
minimise conflict between reserve users and reduce health
and safety risks.
The bill will improve and modernise the regulation-making
power in section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to
improve administrative efficiency and enable land managers
to more effectively carry out day-to-day operational decisions
in reserves. In particular, the bill:
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inserts an explicit power to enable regulations to provide
that a land manager can set aside areas in a reserve for
management purposes, such as prohibiting access to
protect areas being revegetated;
broadens the fee power by enabling the setting of fees
for use of land in a reserve authorised by a permit;
enables regulations to provide for an exemption from or
a reduction, waiver or refund of any tolls, fees, rent or
other charges imposed by the regulations; and
clarifies matters relating to discretionary powers in
regulations.

These amendments will improve consistency across Crown
land legislation under which reserves are managed.
The bill also makes consequential amendments to other acts
relating to regulations on Crown land as a result of the new
provisions.
Providing greater flexibility in setting fees in regulations
made under the Land Act
The bill amends section 413 of the Land Act to provide for
improved flexibility in the setting of fees in regulations and
for the minister to have the ability to grant exemptions,
reductions, waivers or refunds from fees prescribed.
This will assist in achieving land management objectives
associated with granting licences. For example, the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
issues riparian management licences on behalf of the minister
to complement an agreement between a catchment
management authority and a landholder to improve
management of riparian areas, including fencing and
revegetation. Currently, fees imposed under the Land
Regulations 2006 can act as a barrier to achieving agreement
with landholders. The potential to waive such fees would
provide an incentive to assist with the uptake of these
agreements and the issue of riparian management licences.
Other amendments
The bill will also update the definition of ‘public land’ in the
Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act to remove
redundant categories and take the opportunity to make statute
law revisions to various Crown land acts.
Conclusion
The bill will benefit the community and the environment by
improving various enforcement and regulation provisions to
enable more effective and efficient management of various
areas of Crown land.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.
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NATIONAL PARKS AND VICTORIAN
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
COUNCIL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the National Parks
and Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Acts
Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill:
(a) amends the National Parks Act 1975 in relation to
Greater Bendigo National Park, including providing for
the addition of approximately 245 hectares to the park;
and
(b) amends the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council Act 2001 to broaden the advisory role of the
Victorian Environmental Advisory Council (VEAC) to
enable the minister to request targeted advice or
assessments which do not require an investigation under
the existing provisions, to enable government responses
to recommendations of VEAC and the former
Environment Conservation Council to be amended, and
to make other, minor amendments to the act.
Human rights issues
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Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In summary, the bill:
amends the National Parks Act 1975 in relation to
Greater Bendigo National Park, including providing for
the addition of approximately 245 hectares to the park;
and
amends the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council Act 2001 to broaden the advisory role of the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC),
enable the government to amend a response of the
government to recommendations of VEAC or the
former Environment Conservation Council, and make
other, minor amendments to the act.
Amendments to Greater Bendigo National Park to
facilitate the granting of Aboriginal title
Greater Bendigo National Park protects significant
box-ironbark forests and woodlands around Bendigo — a city
within a park — and is an important part of the country of the
Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional Owner Group. The 2013
recognition and settlement agreement between the Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation and the state
recognised this when it committed the state to granting
Aboriginal title over the park, along with several other parks
and reserves in Dja Dja Wurrung country.
Aboriginal title was granted over Kooyoora and Paddys
Ranges state parks, Whela Nature Conservation Reserve and
most of Kara Kara National Park in 2015 and will be granted
over Hepburn Regional Park in 2016. However, some
legislative amendments are required before Aboriginal title
can be granted over Greater Bendigo National Park.

Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is particularly relevant to clause 10 of the bill which
amends the description of Greater Bendigo National Park.
The amendments will help facilitate the granting of
Aboriginal title over the park under the Traditional Owner
Settlement Act 2010 to the Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional
Owner Group in accordance with the recognition and
settlement agreement between Dja Dja Wurrung Clans
Aboriginal Corporation and the state of Victoria 2013. This
will promote the cultural rights protected by the charter.
Hon Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

The bill helps to facilitate this by correcting the plotting of
some of the line work which depicts the park boundary to
ensure that there is no possible ambiguity about the location
of the boundary. The office of surveyor-general has identified
that various line work on one of the current plans is not
correctly plotted.
The bill also provides for the addition of two parcels of land
totalling approximately 245 hectares to the Kamarooka
section of the park, north of Bendigo. Villawood Investments
is donating these to the Crown for inclusion in the park in
exchange for native vegetation clearance offset credits
elsewhere. The additions include high conservation values
and will further consolidate this significant section of the
park.
The bill also simplifies the description of the park in the
National Parks Act and makes related amendments to several
provisions in the act and the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 which refer to the park plans.

NATIONAL PARKS AND VICTORIAN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COUNCIL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
2012

ASSEMBLY

Strengthening and improving the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council Act
VEAC was established in 2001 under the VEAC act to
provide independent and strategic advice to the government
on matters relating to the protection and ecologically
sustainable management of the environment and natural
resources of public land. VEAC is the successor to the former
Environment Conservation Council (ECC), established in
1997 under the Environment Conservation Council Act 1997,
and the former Land Conservation Council (LCC),
established in 1971 under the Land Conservation Act 1970.
Together, the three councils have been the principal source of
independent advice to government on the broad use of public
land in Victoria since the 1970s. In particular, the LCC
carried out investigations over virtually the whole state over a
period of more than 25 years, making recommendations on
the use of public land with a view to the balanced use of all
land in Victoria. Systematic study and investigation, extensive
public consultation and statutory independence have been
hallmarks of all three councils.
A feature of this process has been the generally high degree of
acceptance of the recommendations by successive
governments. Although some of the councils’
recommendations have been superseded by subsequent
government decisions, the current use of the vast majority of
public land in Victoria results from decisions on the
recommendations of the LCC, ECC and VEAC. The result is
a legacy of parks and conservation reserves containing
samples of the diverse natural environments occurring on
public land across the state, as well as large areas of state
forest and other reserves used for a wide range of purposes.
Labor is proud of its record in this area.
The amendments to the VEAC act in this bill aim to build on
the established processes by broadening the advisory role of
VEAC and improving the workability of the act.
Broadening the advisory role of VEAC
Traditionally the LCC, ECC and VEAC have carried out
investigations and made recommendations on public land use
in relation to particular regions of the state. Those studies
have been complemented by investigations and
recommendations on specific themes, such as rivers and
streams, wilderness and historic places.
However, the current process set out in the VEAC act is not
conducive to requesting the council to provide targeted,
discrete advice or to carry out technical assessments on
matters which may not require a large-scale investigation.
Examples include where advice may be sought on a proposed
change to the use of a small, discrete area of public land or
where an assessment may be required on the extent to which
previous recommendations have been implemented.
The bill does not affect VEAC’s ability to carry out
investigations as it does now. What it will do is establish an
alternative, more flexible process so that VEAC can provide
advice or carry out an assessment on matters that, because of
their limited scale or scope or their technical nature, might not
require an investigation under the current provisions.
Essentially, the amendments are aimed at ensuring that there
is a ‘process fit for task’ so that the minister can tailor the
process to a particular request. This will enable more efficient
and flexible use of VEAC and its resources. VEAC would
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continue, as required, to be able to consult the community and
relevant stakeholder groups and to establish a community
reference group.
In addition, the bill applies the same checks and balances that
currently aim to provide transparency to the work of VEAC.
The amendments will therefore require any request and the
resulting advice or assessment to be tabled in Parliament,
published and reported in VEAC’s annual report. As with the
current provisions applying to an investigation, there will be a
requirement for the government to respond to advice or
assessments where recommendations are made and for the
response to be tabled, published and implemented.
Amending government responses to ECC and VEAC
recommendations
The many thousands of recommendations of the former LCC
and ECC cover the period from 1973 to 2001 and those of
VEAC from the period since 2001 — a period of more than
40 years. They have all been accompanied by formal
government responses.
The VEAC act (as the ECC act did before it) enables the
Governor in Council to amend or revoke a recommendation
of the former LCC, but it does not enable a government
response to an ECC or VEAC recommendation to be
amended. Nonetheless, amendments to government responses
to ECC or VEAC recommendations may be required from
time to time as a result of changed circumstances or
government policy (e.g. the recommended land use of a
particular area may no longer be appropriate in the light of
new knowledge or other factors).
The bill rectifies this anomaly so that a government response
to a particular VEAC or ECC recommendation can be
amended. For transparency, the minister will be required to
table those amendments in Parliament and publish them. The
bill also introduces a requirement for any amendment or
revocation of an LCC recommendation to be treated
similarly.
Other amendments
The bill also makes some technical amendments to the VEAC
act. These include:
updating the definition of ‘public land’ by removing
redundant elements; and
clarifying that the provisions that require the advertising
of a vacancy on the council apply only to a vacancy of
one of the five substantive member positions, and not to
any additional member who may be appointed to VEAC
for a particular investigation because of their particular
expertise.
Conclusion
The bill will enhance the conservation value of Greater
Bendigo National Park and help facilitate the granting of
Aboriginal title over the park. It will also strengthen and
improve the VEAC act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.
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RURAL ASSISTANCE SCHEMES BILL 2016
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 Rural
Assistance Schemes Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, 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:
provides for a new statutory body, the Rural Assistance
Commissioner;
provides the Rural Assistance Commissioner with the
necessary objects, functions and powers to administer
state and commonwealth rural schemes of assistance or
other schemes on behalf of the state of Victoria
(Crown); and
facilitates the transfer of property, rights and liabilities of
Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) to the
Rural Assistance Commissioner as RFCV’s successor in
law.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 20 of the charter (‘property rights’) is relevant to the
bill. The powers conferred on the commissioner include the
right to:
‘acquire, hold or dispose of real or personal property’
(section 9(2)(a)of the bill);
‘acquire … hold, accept as a security, or otherwise deal
with, any intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(f) of
the bill); and
‘assign, grant, lease, license, sell, mortgage, use as a
security, or otherwise encumber or dispose of, any
intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(g)).
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the
bill?
The bill does not affect a person’s property rights protected
under section 20 of the charter. The bill allows the
commissioner to lawfully deal with property — these powers
are clearly articulated in the bill. However, in the event the
commissioner uses this power it will not impinge on other
people’s property rights. This is because the powers the
commissioner will have are a transfer of powers held by an
existing entity (RFCV).
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

2013

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In 2014, the commercial loan book of the Rural Finance
Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) was sold to Bendigo and
Adelaide Bank (Bendigo). RFCV remains obliged under the
Rural Finance Act 1988 to perform certain non-commercial
services such as administration of commonwealth and
Victorian government initiatives to assist, promote and
develop rural industries and regional communities. The
remaining RFCV entity oversees, on behalf of the Victorian
government, continued delivery of the non-commercial and
community service aspects (such as natural disaster support
programs).
The sale of RFCV to Bendigo resulted in the divestment of
the RFCV loan book and most of its staff. Under the business
sale agreement, RFCV’s remaining activities, including
non-commercial activities and administration support have
also been outsourced to Bendigo under a non-commercial
activities services agreement (NCASA).
RFCV’s role is now mostly the administrative oversight of
the NCASA contract with Bendigo. The government has
determined that the RFCV be wound up and the remaining
functions of RFCV be transferred to a new body, the Rural
Assistance Commissioner. The functions of the commissioner
are, where appropriate, to be delegated to the departments that
are currently responsible for the delivery of these programs.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources (DEDJTR) has policy responsibility for the
majority of the current loans administered by Bendigo and
overseen by RFCV via the NCASA. Therefore the
commissioner sits within DEDJTR and will report to the
Minister for Agriculture through the DEDJTR Secretary.
The bill provides the commissioner with the power to
administer state and commonwealth rural schemes of
assistance. This will ensure the continued operation of the
non-commercial functions that were formally performed by
RFCV and are currently outsourced to Bendigo.
The loans associated with the commonwealth schemes will be
transferred from the RFCV balance sheet to the
commissioner’s balance sheet.
Rural Assistance Commissioner to be successor in law to
RFCV
RFCV currently manages the NCASA on behalf of individual
departments and agencies. Any department or agency
requiring services from Bendigo under the NCASA must go
through RFCV (who are ultimately responsible for managing
and funding the provision of the services by Bendigo to the
department or agency).
A condition of the commonwealth assistance programs is that
the assistance loans are booked on the balance sheet of a state
entity. RFCV is currently providing this function. Upon the
wind up of RFCV, these loans will need to be booked with
another state entity. The commissioner meets this
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requirement. The bill transfers all property, rights and
liabilities of RFCV to the commissioner as RFCV’s successor
in law.

service contract. Consequently there is no longer a need for
the YFFC. The bill repeals the Young Farmers’ Finance
Council Act 1979.

The commissioner has the power to delegate to secretaries of
other departments any of its functions in relation to rural
schemes of assistance

Following the transfer of RFCV to the commissioner, the
RFCV will have no remaining functions. Therefore it is
proposed that the Rural Finance Act 1988 be repealed. RFCV
and YFFC will then cease to exist. The residual reporting
requirements required under the Financial Management Act
1994 will be conducted by the commissioner.

Following the transfer of RFCV’s functions to the
commissioner, it is the intent that the department with the
policy responsibility for a particular scheme of assistance be
given the power to liaise directly with Bendigo (or whichever
service provider that is delivering the scheme).
This is more efficient as it removes DEDJTR from the
process when they do not have policy responsibility for a
particular scheme.
The bill therefore allows the Rural Assistance Commissioner,
with the approval of Secretary of DEDJTR and the Minister
for Agriculture, to delegate relevant functions to secretaries of
other departments. This provision is to allow departments,
with the policy responsibility for certain existing and new
rural schemes of assistance to engage directly with a third
party under a head of agreement managed by the
commissioner. For example, DTF engaging Bendigo under
the NCASA for the provision of natural disaster relief related
services.
The commissioner will manage the standing offer
arrangement or ‘head agreement’. Other departments or
agencies are then able to engage Bendigo (or an alternate
service provider) directly to provide services by completing a
purchase order under the head agreement. The terms of the
individual purchase order contract may be predetermined, but
in any case must not be inconsistent with the head agreement.
The NCASA will need to be amended by agreement to allow
for this structure to be implemented and this can occur prior
to wind up. The government will negotiate with Bendigo to
seek changes to the NCASA to facilitate this proposal. If the
NCASA is not renegotiated by the time the bill commences,
the bill will still be effective with the commissioner replacing
RFCV, and the responsible minister replacing the Treasurer in
the NCASA as successors’ in law. Note however, the ability
of the commissioner to have the functions effectively
delegated to other departments will be restricted until the
NCASA can be renegotiated.
The significant benefit of this structure is that each
department and agency requiring services can engage with
Bendigo directly, while a central contract and relationship
management point is retained between government and
Bendigo to manage higher level issues.
Winding up of the RFCV and the Young Farmers’ Finance
Council (YFFC)
The YFFC is a statutory body established under the Young
Farmers’ Finance Council Act 1979 (YFFC act). The
functions of the YFFC are to encourage the establishment of
young people in farming and one of the programs established
to assist with this was the Young Farmers’ Finance Scheme
(YFFS). This scheme commenced in 1981 and provides
concessional loans to prospective young farmers.
Following the divestment of RFCV’s loan book, Bendigo has
assumed funding for the YFFS and will continue to maintain
this scheme on the same terms and conditions as agreed in the

Consequential amendments.
Consequential amendments will be required to the Estate
Agents Act 1980 and the Subdivision Act 1988, and the
Freedom of Information Regulation 2009 to reflect the
proposed repeals and the fact that the RFCV and the YFFC
will cease to exist.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June 2016.

OWNERS CORPORATIONS
AMENDMENT (SHORT-STAY
ACCOMMODATION) BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) 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 Owners
Corporations Amendment (Short-stay Accommodation) Bill
2016.
In my opinion, the Owners Corporations Amendment
(Short-stay Accommodation) Bill 2016, 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 will amend the Owners Corporations Act 2006 to
implement a package of reforms to address the problems
arising from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation in
apartment buildings, including reforms recommended by an
independent expert panel.
In particular, the bill will make apartment owners jointly and
severally liable with their short-stay occupants for damage
caused to property in the apartment building, loss of amenity
compensation awarded to aggrieved residents and civil
penalties imposed on short-stay occupants, and will empower
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to prohibit
the use of a problematic apartment for short-term
accommodation for a specified period.
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Human rights issues
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regulation of residential buildings so that property is protected
from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation.

Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
This right requires that powers that authorise the deprivation
of property are conferred by legislation or common law, are
confined and structured rather than unclear, and are accessible
to the public and are formulated precisely.

The terms of reference for the panel required that any reform
recommended by it should, firstly, maximise the amenity of
living in apartment buildings and, secondly, minimise
interference with property rights, any negative impact on the
Victorian tourism industry, investment in Victoria and the
Victorian economy generally, and divisiveness within owners
corporations in apartment buildings.

New section 169D empowers VCAT, in certain
circumstances, to make an order prohibiting the use of a
building or part of a building for the purpose of short-stay
accommodation for a specified period (or until its sale to
someone other than an associate of the short-stay provider).

The government concurs with the panel’s views, expressed in
its report, on the significance of the contribution of short-stay
accommodation to economic activity and job creation, and to
providing consumers and property owners with choice and
flexibility about accommodation.

It therefore engages section 20 of the charter inasmuch as a
prohibition order temporarily deprives an apartment owner of
the right to use the apartment for short-term accommodation.

The bill incorporates the recommendations of that panel,
including to define short-stay accommodation, for the
purpose of regulation, as a stay of seven days or six nights.

However, I do not consider that section 169D limits property
rights for the following reasons –

However, as a result of subsequent consultation with
stakeholders, the bill goes further than the panel’s
recommendations in addressing key problems with unruly
short-stay parties.

first, prohibition orders are clearly authorised by
legislation; and
second, the criteria for an order and the manner of
exercise of the jurisdiction are not arbitrary and are
clearly articulated in new sections 169D(1) and 169F
respectively, namely that notices of a breach of defined
conduct proscriptions by short-stay occupants of the
building or part of a building must have been served on
the relevant short-stay provider on at least three separate
occasions within a 24-month period.
In exercising its jurisdiction to make a prohibition order,
VCAT must consider the conduct of the parties, any act or
omission or proposed act or omission of a party, the severity
and nature of the breaches, the time between the breaches, the
history of the short-stay provider’s provision of short-stay
accommodation arrangements, and any measures that the
short-stay provider took to prevent the breach, and any other
relevant matter.
Hon. Jane Garrett, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation

It does so in order to achieve a better balance between the
competing interests involved in the regulation of short-stay
accommodation.
The first problem that necessitates this broader approach is
that it is practically impossible for owners corporations and
aggrieved residents to pursue remedies against short-stay
occupants arising from unruly parties.
This is because of the difficulties in identifying and locating
transient short-stay occupants, and in enforcing any court
orders against them.
The second and connected problem is that short-stay
accommodation providers are not liable for the conduct of
their short-stay occupants.
Therefore, in practice, no-one is made responsible for the
problems caused by unruly short-stay parties, and there is
little to discourage short-stay providers from letting
apartments to problematic short-stay occupants, or to
encourage them to adopt screening practices, which will, in
most cases, deter those seeking to host unruly parties.

Second reading
The bill addresses these issues in a number of ways.

Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:

First, it sets out the inappropriate conduct that is characteristic
of unruly short-stay parties. These relate to excessive noise,
interference with residents’ enjoyment of their units and of
the common property, creation of health and safety hazards,
obstruction of the common property, and property damage.

The bill will amend the Owners Corporations Act 2006 to
implement a package of reforms to address the problems
arising from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation in
apartment buildings.

Second, it empowers the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal to award loss of amenity compensation, up to $2000,
to a resident whose amenity has been affected by the
inappropriate conduct. Short-stay accommodation providers
will be made jointly and severally liable with their short-stay
occupants for such compensation.

In doing so, the bill will implement the government’s election
commitment to curb inappropriate short stays and to appoint
an independent panel to recommend ways to improve the

To encourage short-stay accommodation providers to
implement screening and other prevention practices, it will be
a defence to this liability if the short-stay accommodation
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provider can show that it took all reasonable steps to prevent
the relevant breach.
Third, it empowers VCAT to make an order prohibiting the
use of an apartment for short-stay accommodation, for a
certain period, if short-stay occupants of that apartment have,
on at least three separate occasions within 24 months, been
guilty of inappropriate conduct. This provision is particularly
aimed at the use of apartments as ‘party houses’.
To encourage short-stay accommodation providers to
implement effective screening and other prevention practices,
one of the matters that VCAT must take into account in
making a prohibition order is what measures the short-stay
accommodation provider took to prevent the breaches.
Fourth, it empowers VCAT to impose civil penalties of up to
$1100 on short-stay occupants for breaches of the conduct
proscriptions. Short-stay accommodation providers will be
made jointly and severally liable with their short-stay
occupants for such penalties.
Fifth, it also makes short-stay accommodation providers
jointly and severally liable with their short-stay occupants for
damage to property in the apartment building caused by their
short-stay occupants.
Finally, it adapts the internal dispute resolution processes
under the Owners Corporations Act and the conciliation
powers of Consumer Affairs Victoria to include all those
involved in short-stay disputes.

FINES REFORM AND INFRINGEMENTS
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 4, line 23, after “hardship;” insert “or”.

2.

Clause 4, after line 23 insert—
“(v) is the victim of family violence within the meaning
of section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008;”.

3.

4.

Clause 6, page 9, line 19, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

5.

Clause 6, page 10, line 7, omit “(4)” and insert “(5)”.

6.

Clause 6, page 11, after line 25 insert—
“(5) Despite subsections (3) and (4), if a work and
development permit is varied by suspension for a
period under section I0E, for the period of that
suspension, action under the Infringements Act
2006 or enforcement action under this Act, must
not be taken.”.

7.

Clause 6, page 11, line 28, after “vary” insert “(including
by suspension)”.

8.

Clause 6, page 12, after line 8 insert—

Around 45 000 people live in central Melbourne, including
Docklands and Southbank, a large proportion of whom live in
apartment buildings. Unruly parties in short-stay apartments
are a real problem and significantly affect residents’ amenity.

“(3) The Director may vary a work and development
permit under subsection (1) by suspending it for a
specified period if—

The bill aims to reduce, and potentially to eliminate the
problems caused by unruly parties in apartment buildings and
so to improve the livability of those buildings for this sector
of Victoria’s population.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June 2016.

Clause 6, page 9, after line 18 insert—
“(3) An application may be made under subsection (1)
despite an eligible person having been the subject
of one or more work and development permits
cancelled under section 10E.”.

The reforms implemented by the bill are intended to work in a
complementary way with industry self-regulation.
The more that self-regulation works to educate short-stay
accommodation providers in avoiding letting their apartments
to problematic short-stay occupants and in dealing promptly
with complaints by residents, the less need there will be for
owners corporations and residents to resort to the bill’s
remedies.
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(a) the person who is subject to the work and
development permit is ill; or
(b) other exceptional circumstances exist.”.
9.

Clause 61, page 59, line 2, after “hardship;” insert “or”.

10. Clause 61, page 59, after line 2 insert—
“(v) is the victim of family violence within the meaning
of section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008;”.
11. Clause 61, page 59, after line 29 insert—
‘( ) In section 3(1) of the Infringements Act 2006, in
the definition of special circumstances—
(a) in paragraph (c), for “offence;” substitute
“offence; or”;
(b) after paragraph (c) insert—
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“(d) family violence within the meaning of
section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 where the person is a victim of
family violence and the family violence
results in the person being unable to control
conduct which constitutes an offence;”.’.
12. Clause 67, page 66, after line 15 insert—
“(3) An application may be made under subsection (1)
despite an eligible person having been the subject
of one or more work and development permits
cancelled under section 27E.”.
13. Clause 67, page 66, line 16, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.
14. Clause 67, page 67, line 3, omit “(4)” and insert “(5)”.
15. Clause 67, page 68, after line 25 insert—
“(5) Despite subsections (3) and (4), if a work and
development permit is varied by suspension for a
period under section 27E, for the period of that
suspension, action under this Act must not be
taken.”.
16. Clause 67, page 68, line 28, after “vary” insert
“(including by suspension)”.
17. Clause 67, page 69, after line 8 insert—
“(3) The Secretary may vary a work and development
permit under subsection (1) by suspending it for a
specified period if—
(a) the person who is subject to the work and
development permit is ill; or
(b) other exceptional circumstances exist.”.

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

In doing so I indicate that these were amendments
moved by the Greens political party in the other house
and agreed to by all members. The amendments passed
by the Legislative Council make changes to the work
and development permit scheme as follows: they
amend the eligibility criteria to include family violence
as defined in the Family Violence Protection Act 2008;
they extend the variation provisions to expressly
provide for the director of Fines Victoria to suspend a
work and development permit where a person is ill or
where exceptional circumstances exist; and they
include express provisions that an application may be
made for a work and development permit despite an
eligible person having been the subject of one or more
previously cancelled work and development permits. In
addition the Legislative Council agreed to amend the
statutory definition of ‘special circumstances’ in the
Infringements Act 2006 to include a victim of family
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violence as defined in the Family Violence Protection
Act.
I have to indicate that after a degree of discussion and
consultation it was agreed that these amendments
would pass the upper house with the support of all
parties. It was the government’s initial preference that
the amendments not be made because we believe it is
important for the recommendations of the family
violence royal commission to be implemented in a
coherent and audited fashion, rather than individual
recommendations effectively being implemented by
way of amendment to bills in the upper house, and that
is certainly the government’s preference. We have a
10-year implementation time frame. There will be an
implementation steering group, and it would be
preferable if in some kind of ad hoc way we do not end
up with recommendations being implemented simply
by way of Greens party amendments being moved in
the upper house in a way that would defy that
implementation schedule.
I say that in particular in regard to these amendments it
is important that the house understands what that
means. It means that as the bill is drafted it is necessary
to commence changes to internal review and the work
and development permit scheme simultaneously. It was
the government’s intention to proclaim work and
development permit and internal review changes as
soon as possible. That would likely have been in early
2017 prior to the default commencement date of 1 July
2017, but given the impact those amendments will have
on the work and development permit scheme and the
internal review function, the department will now have
to engage in further consultation and engage with
stakeholders, particularly with enforcement agencies,
and that will all need to occur prior to implementation.
So the upshot of these amendments, which we accept,
is that rather than a number of these changes
commencing early, as would likely have been the case,
it is now almost certain that we will need to go right up
to the default commencement date of 1 July 2017.
While we accept the amendments, I would just ask
members in the other place, in particular the Greens
party, to have some consideration for the perhaps
unintended consequences of the amendments that they
move and to give consideration to the need for the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission to be implemented in an orderly way.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I rise to indicate that
we in the lower house support the amendments. I would
say that it is appropriate, in accordance with the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission, that family violence be included as a
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ground on which relief can be sought under both
schemes, the fines reform legislation and the
Infringements Act. We think that is wholly appropriate.
There is a question when you have large reform
processes like this that the reforms should be
undertaken in a staged, careful and considered way,
which you would expect. But it is important to
understand I think that some time will be needed to
allow for the recommendations to be worked through.
We will obviously see more recommendations come
through in due course, but I would put on record that
with this and other bills that come before the Parliament
that form part of a broader process of change it would
be sensible to not accelerate those beyond what will
allow for the reasonable implementation of those
reforms.
Whilst we do accept the amendments like the
Attorney-General has indicated on behalf of the
government, we think that with these sorts of things that
involve substantial changes — very significant cultural,
legal and technical changes — they must be done in a
staged and careful manner.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Greens amendments in regard to the Fines Reform and
Infringements Acts Amendment Bill 2016. Certainly
we welcome the unanimous support that these
amendments received in the upper house and the
support that has been received from both the
government and the opposition in this place. These
amendments are essentially to make the fines system
more fair for victims of family violence and vulnerable
people. What we had in the bill was a scheme that
allowed for vulnerable and disadvantaged people
instead of paying a fine being able to undertake
voluntary work or to have their fines cancelled or
undertake other such initiatives.
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vulnerable and certainly people who are victims of
family violence.
Just picking up on what previous speakers have said,
the parliamentary process for legislation, including the
ability of all parties to move amendments, whether in
this place or in the upper house, is part of the legislative
process. The family violence royal commission was a
public process. Its report is out there in the public; it is a
public resource. Certainly the Greens see fit to use that
resource in improving legislation in this Parliament by
amending it. I welcome the unanimous support of the
other parties for these amendments. These amendments
make this bill better and certainly support those people
who are experiencing family violence.
Motion agreed to.

INTEGRITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (A
STRONGER SYSTEM) BILL 2015
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 54, lines 21 to 22, omit subclause (1).

2.

Clause 98, page 90, lines 9 and 10, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
‘responsible, must—
(a) only direct any recommendation to that
authority; and
(b) not express an opinion about the associated
entity that is not directly related to the
Auditor-General’s determination of the
matters set out in section 15(1).”.’.

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
In reading the bill we saw that there was a need,
particularly coming out of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, for victims of family violence to be
included in the bill. What we have done is move
amendments — and again we welcome the support of
the other parties — to ensure that the victims of family
violence are added to the list of special circumstances in
which people can undertake something different from
paying fines or can apply to have their fines revoked
because of their experience of family violence. We
have also ensured that work and development permits
can be suspended where a person experiences illness
and where other exceptional circumstances arise. This
is an important amendment to ensure that our fines
system recognises and supports people who are

That the amendments be agreed to.

I think it is sufficient for me to indicate that these are
minor amendments relating to the Auditor-General and
they were supported, as I understand it, unanimously in
the other place.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The opposition, on
looking at these proposed amendments, does not
oppose them.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
to the gallery a delegation from the Board of Imams
Victoria and the Islamic Council of Victoria, who are
visiting us as part of a program offered by the
Sir Zelman Cowen Centre, Victoria University. Our
distinguished guests are here to learn more about the
principles of the Australian law and the working of our
Parliament. On behalf of the Premier and the Leader of
the Opposition and all members, I welcome them to the
Victorian Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Does the government fully
endorse the move of the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
to seek binding arbitration to bring an end to the
long-running CFA enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) dispute?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I understand it, the
parties are involved in a voluntary conciliation process
before Commissioner Roe at the Fair Work
Commission. That is the ongoing process. I think there
are talks scheduled for as soon as tomorrow. The
government’s position is to support those discussions,
those talks. That is in our judgement and the judgement
of all the parties the way in which we will get a fair and
balanced outcome.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — A fair and balanced outcome —
that is how we will get there.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Did the
Premier or his office at any stage attempt to stop the
CFA seeking this binding arbitration?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The government’s
position could not be more clear. We and all the parties
support — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — We and all the parties support
the completion, the conclusion, of a voluntary process.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue,
in silence. The Chair will begin to warn members.
Mr ANDREWS — For the benefit of those
opposite, I will make the government’s position very
clear. We support and will continue to support this
voluntary process because we believe, just as I think all
fair-minded people believe, this is how we will get a
fair, reasonable and balanced outcome that supports our
career firefighters and of course respects and supports
our volunteers as well.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), which enables
you to determine that an answer was not responsive to
the question and to require a written response. This was
a very simple question about whether the Premier or his
office sought to prevent the compulsory arbitration. The
Premier did not go anywhere near answering that
question.
To state in general terms what government policy might
be in relation to that matter is not an answer. An answer
would consist of informing the house as to whether or
not he did seek to stop that arbitration. The issue of
responsiveness is not the same as relevance. The
sessional orders were amended in order to require
ministers to answer questions, and I ask you to direct
the Premier to provide a written response to this
question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, just
because those opposite do not like the answer does not
mean that they can contravene the sessional orders. I
would ask that you rule this point of order out of order.
The Premier answered clearly and directly the question
that was put. No further action is required.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
direct the Premier to respond. The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
rise to update the house on new government initiatives
in the release of the environment effects statement
(EES) for the Melbourne Metro tunnel project. This is
the most significant transport project in our nation —
the most significant transport infrastructure project
anywhere in Australia. And why would you not want to
create a world-class public transport system for one of
the world’s great cities? That is what the metro tunnel
will do.
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The 7000-page EES provides the details around this
9-kilometre tunnel, a tunnel that will free up space in
the current loop to run more trains more often, provides
the details of those five new station boxes and provides
details of all the different benefits that this project will
deliver for the people of Melbourne and Victoria. To
connect our two busiest train lines via a brand-new
tunnel to create those five new stations will improve
safety, improve amenity as well as provide all the other
value that can be created through activating those
spaces and indeed creating them as brand-new spaces.
There are thousands of jobs to be created with this
project as well, and ultimately what this will mean,
Speaker, as I know you understand very well and
indeed at least some members on this side of the house
understand it well, is that one of the great cities of the
world — the City of Melbourne — will have a
turn-up-and-go public transport system. There will be
no need for a timetable, just like in Paris, London, New
York, Tokyo and Hong Kong. We are not just talking
about it; we know where the stations are, and it is fully
funded. We are getting it done because that is what we
were elected to do and that is what our city and state
need.

Gang violence
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. I ask the minister:
according to her government, does Victoria have a
serious problem with out-of-control youth gangs
carrying out home invasions, stealing cars, flaunting
their crimes and taunting our police?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — As I
indicated to this house yesterday, we are significantly
concerned about the rising crime rate, which has been
occurring over the last six years, and there are some
particular issues that the Chief Commissioner of Police
and I have had some initial conversations about in
relation to young people and particular groups of young
people and their practices particularly in relation to car
thefts and particularly in relation to breaking into
homes for car thefts. That is why in the budget we put
in place the biggest investment — in the last two bigger
than in the whole of the time the opposition was in
government — of sworn police officers.
There are 406 new police officers of which there is a
specialised group of police officers who will be
working specifically on gang-related issues — 30 of
those. In addition to that, 40 additional officers will be
specifically dealing with public order. There is also
Operation Cosmos that the police have established.
This is about working across our regional stations and
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bringing those commands under the crime command in
order to have a centralised coordinated approach to
dealing with this issue.
In addition to that, what the Chief Commissioner of
Police has undertaken is to have a youth summit that he
is currently coordinating, because we do acknowledge
there is an issue. He acknowledges there is an issue.
That is why he has asked for the resources that we have
given him. He asked for the resources. We have given
him them. That is why he has a particular task force
working specifically on this issue and working with
local communities. We are giving the police
commissioner what he has asked for — more resources,
more technology, more police and smarter police who
are able to tackle some of these really difficult issues in
our community, and particularly at the moment those
issues that affect a number of young people.
What the commissioner has said to me is that this is
going to require the use of all our regional crime
commands, and that is what he is doing. He is pulling
that all together in a coordinated strategy using the
additional resources that we have provided him with in
order to tackle this issue. So let us be really clear: under
this government we increased police resources, unlike
those opposite, who did not fund one — not one! —
sworn police officer. They did not fund one sworn
police officer in their time in government. So we will
continue to work with the chief commissioner to ensure
the police have got the resources and the support they
need to tackle crime in this state.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Youth
gangs are terrorising families not just in Melbourne but
also in Geelong, where Superintendent Daryl Clifton
recently said that Geelong officers sometimes felt they
were ‘working in a war zone’. The minister’s colleague,
the member for Geelong, described this 42-year police
veteran’s comments as not only offensive but wrong. Is
the government’s Geelong MP just another example of
Labor being completely out of touch with the gang
crime wave that is engulfing Victoria?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I be
very clear: absolutely not — no, no, no! That is not the
case. Let us be really clear. We have given the police
commissioner 406 additional sworn police, and the
police commissioner has indicated as recently as the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings on
the public record that some of those additional police
will go to Geelong.
Mr Paynter interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass is
now warned!
Ms NEVILLE — Can I say, I remember the
commitment that the former Liberal government made
in 2010, then in opposition, when it said, ‘Oh, we want
to put 70 more police into Geelong’. You know how
many it did? None!
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Footscray and Ringwood
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray and the member for Ringwood will remove
themselves from the house for 1 hour.
Honourable members for Footscray and Ringwood
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Gang violence
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
clarification from you. The minister has previously said
in this chamber, and to prevent her from misleading the
chamber, that governments cannot direct the police. In
her answer she has just now said that governments
should be able to direct the location of police. Before
she misleads the house, can you get the minister to give
us some — —
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the Chair is on his
feet, all members will remain silent. There is no point
of order.

Ministers statements: automotive transition
plan
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I am very pleased to rise to inform the
house of a new government initiative to provide a
$300 000 grant to Recyclable Packaging in Seaford.
This will give the company the financial boost it needs
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to establish an additional manufacturing facility.
Recyclable Packaging will employ 10 new workers,
with 15 additional roles to be created in other
organisations over the next two years as part of a
revamp project worth $1.5 million.
This grant is part of the Local Industry Fund for
Transition, or LIFT, which is a key part of the Andrews
government $46.5 million automotive transition plan.
This package will help automotive businesses transition
to new markets, help workers to retrain and find
sustainable jobs, and attract investment, importantly, for
communities impacted by the closure of car
manufacturing. LIFT will support jobs and
communities in Melbourne’s north, west, south-east
and, importantly, in Geelong.
This government will clearly not shirk its responsibility
when it comes to the automotive industry. Companies
like Ford in Broadmeadows and Geelong, Toyota in
Altona and Holden in Dandenong unfortunately were
goaded by the former Liberal Treasurer to pack their
bags, as they did, taking with them many thousands of
jobs. But we are doing everything we can to work
through the mess we have inherited and help those
businesses and workers through this transition.
The actions of the commonwealth government are in
stark contrast to the federal opposition leader, Bill
Shorten, who earlier this month, together with the
Premier, committed that if a federal Labor government
was elected it would match our funding towards LIFT
and the automotive supply chain transition program.
Unlike the coalition, we will simply not abandon the
Victorian automotive workers. We will stand up for
them.

Police resources
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. Yesterday the minister said not one
single police station has closed under this government,
so I ask: can the minister confirm that the Burwood
police station, unstaffed since March 2015, covered in
graffiti, doors locked, with desks lined with dust, is in
fact not closed but simply being adjusted?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I am very
happy to repeat what I said yesterday. The only people
who have closed police stations were those opposite.
They were the Heidelberg West station, and they were
the Drysdale, Portarlington and Queenscliff police
stations.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will come to order.

Questions and statements interrupted.

Ms NEVILLE — The chief commissioner said in
PAEC that of 329 stations we have not closed any of
those. In fact in relation specifically to Burwood, they
have got more officers out on patrol in Burwood than
they had before. So there are actually more police out.
And guess what? Where they are — —

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will now withdraw himself from the house for a period
of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Police resources
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house and debating the
question. I ask you to bring her back to answering the
question and answering it truthfully.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to continue in silence. Government
members also will allow the minister to continue in
silence.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — As the Chief
Commissioner of Police indicated at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings
on the public record, of the 329 stations we have, none
of them are closed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to
continue.
Ms NEVILLE — I am not sure whether those
opposite are now calling the chief commissioner — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will come to order.
Ms NEVILLE — Once again we see that on this
side of the house we back in the chief commissioner.
We do not undermine the chief commissioner.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — I do not know if people
understand this in terms of crime, but actually what
helps prevent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will not warn
the member for Malvern again. The minister is entitled
to silence. The Chair is entitled to hear the answer as
put by the minister. The minister, to continue in silence.
Ms NEVILLE — I am not sure if those opposite are
aware that having police out in our community on the
front line actually prevents crime. As I indicated
yesterday, 86 per cent of time behind the counter is
spent either on a statutory declaration or bail — people
signing for bail. That is what happens. So what we need
to do, as the police commissioner has said, we need our
police on the front line. That is where they are, and no
stations have closed.
Supplementary question
Mr WATT (Burwood) — Given that yesterday the
minister told this house that not one police station had
closed or had reduced hours under this government, is
she seriously telling the communities of Burwood,
Ashburton, Torquay, Carrum Downs and Nunawading
that they are all wrong and that their police stations are
all open the same hours as they were two years ago?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Again, no
stations have closed. It is not just my saying that; the
Chief Commissioner of Police is saying that. So let us
go through it: Burwood, more police out on patrol;
Carrum Downs, more police patrols over the
weekend — more proactive police patrols. What about
Nunawading? We now have transit and highway patrol
units based at Nunawading. So we have more police,
we have got police working smarter and we have got
them on the front line to reduce crime in this state.
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Ministers statements: employment
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about new achievements of the Andrews Labor
government in securing jobs for all Victorians. Data
released last week by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
confirms that Victoria is continuing to enjoy a golden
summer of renewal. It might be cold outside, but these
jobs numbers are glowing.
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Geelong — basically they started taking police from
Bellarine into Geelong to try to prop up the service. In
addition to that, for the first time ever there were no
additional police being provided during the peak
summer period when the population doubles. I think
that was a significant issue — absolutely a significant
issue — and the Chief Commissioner of Police — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to continue
in silence.

Victoria’s unemployment rate is down to 5.6 per cent,
and more than 113 000 jobs have been created since the
Andrews Labor government was elected. And even
better, our youth unemployment numbers continue to
show strong improvement, with more than
10 000 young Victorians having found a job since
November 2014. Our youth unemployment rate is now
1.8 per cent lower than one year ago.

Ms NEVILLE — What we need to do is make sure
that the police commissioner has the resources he needs
in order to provide the services in our local
communities to provide protection. That is why this
budget has an additional 406 — —

Contrast this with the performance of the previous
government, where young people in employment
dropped by 20 400 jobs. Those opposite cry wolf, and
they desperately try to ignore the economic malaise that
they inflicted upon this state for four long years.

Mr T. Bull — Speaker, my point of order is on
relevance, the question was very specific about whether
the minister would provide double the number of police
in Lakes Entrance, as she demanded for her own
community in 2013, in peak holiday times.

But to borrow from a federal Liberal Party phrase, it is
the Andrews Labor government that is delivering jobs
and growth. We had the strongest employment growth
in 2015, we have had the largest fall in the
unemployment rate of any state since November 2014
and we have the best performing economy in the
country. We are leading the nation in state final
demand, and this is in just 19 months. Only an Andrews
Labor government will invest in the services and the
infrastructure that Victoria needs to deliver jobs for all
Victorians. Only an Andrews Labor government is
getting it done.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order at this point, but the Chair
does ask the minister to come back to answering the
question.

Police resources
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — My question is to
the Minister for Police. In 2013 the minister stated in a
media release that not doubling the police presence in
the Bellarine region when the population doubles over
the holiday period exposes the community. The
minister is the third minister I am asking this — for the
fifth time. Can she guarantee then, given her comments,
that this coming school holidays, when the population
of Lakes Entrance will more than double, the police
presence in Lakes Entrance will double as well?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. Back in 2013 let us remember
where we were in Bellarine and right across the state.
Because those opposite did not deliver their election
commitment — there were no additional police in

Ms NEVILLE — It is not actually — as those
opposite would know, because they changed the
legislation in 2013 — up to the minister to determine
where resources go. But it is my responsibility to ensure
that the chief commissioner has the resources he needs
to make the decisions in the best interests of Victorians
and keeping all our communities safe.
Supplementary question
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — Given that the
minister will not hold herself to the same standards that
she sets for others, will she at least provide a minimum
guarantee that the police presence in Lakes Entrance
over this coming school holiday period will be at least
as large as it was in Lakes Entrance two years ago?
Ms NEVILLE — What I can guarantee, as we have
done since we were elected, is to continue to increase
sworn police — 406 new ones in this budget, but since
we came to office we have got additional sworn police.
That is what I can guarantee. What I can also guarantee
is that in fact the Lakes Entrance station is up for
refurbishment as part of this budget as well. So we have
a strong commitment to the Lakes Entrance
community.
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Ministers statements: HealthLinks
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
update the house on a new government initiative in the
field of chronic disease care. We have announced a
particular initiative called HealthLinks, which is
fundamentally about a new funding and investment
approach for our health services to provide better care
for their patients in the community.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. Can I just say he is absolutely
incorrect. The facts do not back up anything that he has
said today, and I want to give some facts to the house.
Firstly, in November 2014 there were 13 151 sworn
police officers. In March of this year there were 13 215,
excluding new recruits — an increase. Protective
services officers (PSOs) increased — —
Honourable members interjecting.

We know that we have about 60 000 avoidable hospital
admissions every single year. That is largely driven by
the fact that we have too many Victorians that have
complex and chronic diseases, and they need better
support for health care in their local community. If they
do not get that, they end up having to utilise the acute
system, they end up in our emergency departments and
they end up with worse conditions than what they
started with.
We also know that access to a GP is incredibly
important. We estimate about 5 to 8 per cent of
Victorians already do not use a GP because they feel
they cannot afford one. We are deeply concerned about
the ongoing freeze to the GP Medicare co-payment. It
is absolutely essential that we have a functioning
primary healthcare system.
I am really delighted that the commonwealth Minister
for Health, my counterpart in Canberra, has recently
indicated that she understands that we need to make
access to a GP far more accessible, but her money men
in the Liberal-National party coalition are not backing
her in. Can I say that I am very, very pleased that the
Victorian Treasurer understands that a healthy,
functioning health system is not just critical to the
health care and wellbeing of Victorians but is an
incredibly important part of our economy, and I have
got every confidence that our money man, the
Treasurer, will continue to invest in and support the
Victorian health system. We stand ready to support the
federal health minister to take on the men in the Liberal
Party nationally, who keep cutting funding from the
Victorian health system.

Police resources
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. With Victoria’s population having
grown by around 150 000 people since the government
was elected, is it the fact that whether the minister bases
it on regional police numbers, frontline police numbers
or total police numbers, they all show that the number
of police in Victoria is not keeping up with population
growth?

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is entitled
to silence. The requirements under standing orders
apply to all members, and that includes the Leader of
the Opposition.
Ms NEVILLE — PSOs in November 2014, 1162;
in March of this year, 1352. So there are more sworn
police and operational police. In fact there have been
increases in the Victorian public service staff, the
people who do forensics et cetera. In 2014 there were
2669; in March of this year, 2934. Let us get the facts
right: we have been investing and increasing the
number of sworn police in this state by over 40 per cent
while population growth is at — —
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister said she was quoting from a document. Can
she provide that document to the house?
The SPEAKER — Was the minister quoting from a
document?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn made a point of order. The Chair must be
able to hear the minister when the Chair is putting a
question to the minister with reference to the point of
order made by the member for Hawthorn. The Chair
asked if the minister had referred to a document. The
minister was not referring to a document and has
indicated that she would be willing to provide that to
the house.
Mr Guy — On a new point of order, Speaker, the
minister has said that she was quoting from a
document. She was holding that document in front of
her face, straight towards you. Any review of the TV
footage will show the minister holding a document
quoting, and she said she was quoting. Under standing
orders the minister, if asked, must make that document
available to the Parliament. She has said she was
quoting, and to say anything else is to completely
mislead this chamber.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair accepts the
response submitted by the minister. The minister
indicated that she had not; however, she did indicate
that she would be happy to provide that document to
the house. The Chair fails to understand what else the
Chair or the minister can do. The minister will provide
that. The minister will do so and continue.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I think over
the last two days I have clearly said we think there
needs to be more police. That is why we have got a
record investment in this budget of $596 million for
406 additional police. So just from the time we were
elected to now we have invested in more police than
those opposite did in four years. Every single sworn
police officer has been delivered.

Ms NEVILLE — On a point of order, — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister of course is
entitled to continue to use that paper or document in her
hands and subsequently facilitate the provision of that
document to the house as the minister indicated. There
is nothing further on the point of order. The minister, to
continue to respond through the Chair.
Mr Guy interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — I am quoting figures. As you can
see, it has got handwritten notes, but that is fine. I am
happy to provide it as soon as I have finished my
answer, and I am also happy to provide the actual
document from the police commissioner on which I am
basing my answer today.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was
responding to a question put by the opposition. The
minister is entitled to silence. The minister, to continue.
The minister has concluded her response.

Ministers statements: Victorian School
Building Authority
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
detail a new initiative of the Andrews government, the
Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA). I can
advise the house that the international recruitment firm
Korn Ferry has been engaged — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Guy interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — Sure, absolutely. It is exactly the
same. As you can see — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
her seat. The minister is entitled to silence when
providing a response to the member as asked. The
minister will now continue to respond to the question.
Ms NEVILLE — As I was saying, we have had an
increase of over 40 per cent in frontline staff in Victoria
whilst population growth is at 26.5 per cent, so we are
giving the police commissioner the police officers that
he needs. We are providing the police commissioner
with the resources that he needs and the technology that
he needs in order to deliver more police, smarter police,
out on the ground to deal with crime in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given that the minister’s
answer in fact confirms the correctness of my question,
and given the fact that Victorian police officers are
going on record from Geelong to Melton to Hastings in
an unprecedented cry for more resources, is the minister
seriously going to continue to tell the community that
all these experienced police officers are wrong and that
we do in fact have enough police on the beat?

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Police was asked to table the documents
that she was quoting from. It is the precedent of the
house that documents that can reasonably be assumed
to be attached to that document also need to be tabled.
A precedent of the house is that associated documents
can also be construed as being part of the document that
was requested to be tabled. That is a precedent of the
house. That is what has been done on every other
occasion here since I have been here for 10 years.
Therefore, Speaker, I request that all three pages — a
minimum of three pages — that the minister was
holding during her answer be tabled in accordance with
the precedents of this house.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, there
were not three pages, there was one page. There were
two pages that the minister had left here from a
previous answer, which she then picked up at the end of
her answer. There was one page, and it has been tabled.
Mr Pesutto — Further on the point of order,
Speaker, in addition to what the member for
Warrandyte said, the minister undertook to provide to
the house the documents — not the page, the
documents. She undertook that, so she has to comply
with the undertaking to you.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members that
the Chair in relation to that matter had ruled following
the Chair’s question of the minister — namely, had the
minister referred to a document, to which the minister
responded no. The Chair did indicate to the house that
the Chair had accepted her bona fides and her response
to the matter. However, the minister did indicate — in
good faith, may I say — that she would provide that
document to the house, and as I understand, the
minister did so. There is no point of order. The Minister
for Education, to continue in silence.
Mr MERLINO — The firm Korn Ferry has been
engaged and has begun the recruitment process for the
chief executive officer of the new VSBA, and the
applications close on 31 May. The government is
committed to investing in our schools, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $1.1 billion in
the budget a few weeks ago. This represents the largest
investment ever in Victorian school infrastructure, and
the new authority will be solely dedicated to the
efficient rollout of the biggest school capital program in
Victoria’s history.
We are also delivering the largest investment on record
for regional Victoria, with over $200 million being
spent in total on regional schools — so $200 million for
regional schools on this side. Those opposite delivered
a total capital program of $200 million. There are
61 regional projects contained in the budget, and in
terms of the number of projects and the dollars invested
well over 40 per cent are in regional Victoria.
The VSBA will upgrade Casterton Secondary College,
$750 000, in Lowan; Mansfield Secondary College,
$3 million, in Eildon; Warrnambool College,
$4.6 million, in South-West Coast; and Drouin
Secondary College, $4.5 million, in Narracan. We are
upgrading every single regional secondary college
identified as in the worst condition. There is funding of
$287 million for 23 new schools. We have 42 in total.
Only Labor invests in our schools.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — (Question 7577) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I have been approached by a Bittern
constituent regarding his concerns about the graffiti on
a signal box at Bittern station and his request to
volunteer to paint over the graffiti. My office contacted
customer feedback at Metro Trains and received the
following response:
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Regarding the graffiti on the signal boxes at Bittern station,
because it is not in a hotspot area or within a station precinct,
it is only cleaned if deemed offensive.
Whilst we also appreciate your constituent’s enthusiasm to
remove the graffiti himself, regretfully, for safety-related
reasons, we are unable to grant him permission to carry out
this work of his own accord.

My question to the minister is: given Metro Trains has
ruled out allowing anyone else to remove this unsightly
blight on the community and refused to remove the
graffiti itself, what action will the minister take to have
the graffiti removed from the signal box at the Bittern
station on the Stony Point line?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the honourable member for Yuroke, if members have a
constituency question, they had better listen up. If they
have a constituency question, they should ask it
up-front. I do not want to have a situation where I rule
honourable members out because they have run out of
time to ask their question. If members have got a
constituency question, they should ask it up-front, and
then they can add whatever other embellishment they
want.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (Question 7578) My
question is to the Minister for Education. I am very
pleased that a new Navigator program to help at-risk
students to stay in school is underway in the Hume and
Moreland local government areas and that Jesuit Social
Services will run the Hume-Moreland pilot. How will
the Hume-Moreland Navigator pilot program be
structured, and how will this program benefit students
in Yuroke? It is vital to the Yuroke community that
disengaged students be re-engaged with education and
training, and I look forward to the answer from the
minister.

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (Question 7579) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Residents in my electorate would like to
know what roads across the Euroa electorate will be
speed limited as a result of the government’s new road
safety strategy. Country roads have dramatically
worsened as a result of Labor’s savage cuts to road
maintenance funding. Since the Premier came to office
$113 million has been slashed from the VicRoads
maintenance budget, and of course $160 million in
funding for local councils to improve local roads and
maintain bridges has also been scrapped. The impact of
this has been a severe deterioration in roads across my
electorate, and it now seems to be the government’s
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policy to not fix these roads but instead to restrict
speeds. The government is trying to mask its failure to
invest in roads maintenance behind a veil of road
safety. Labor is treating country Victorians as
second-class citizens. My electorate deserves better.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 7580) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. What is the
latest information on how the government is
encouraging more households to install solar energy
and battery storage systems? Many constituents in
Essendon are interested in reducing their carbon
footprint. Finding ways to install solar panels and
battery packs will reduce their carbon footprint and will
certainly reduce the amount of energy they pull off the
grid, so my question is: what is the latest information
on how the government is encouraging more
households to install solar energy and battery storage
systems?

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 7581) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services.
What can the minister do to ensure the safety of the
Clematis Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade, which
had to remove the crew protection from its slip-on
vehicle, putting volunteers at risk. The captain has had
to email the CFA to cover himself from future liability.
Crew protection works, saves lives and is vital to the
protection of our local volunteers.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 7582) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety:
when will construction begin on the first stage of the
much-needed Thompsons Road upgrade and
duplication? Thompsons Road is one of the most
notorious and congested roads in Melbourne’s
south-east, and the Andrews Labor government is
going to fix it. Stage 1 of the upgrade will see the
duplication of Thompsons Road from Marriott
Boulevard to South Gippsland Highway and will
include the removal of the Cranbourne level crossing.
Stage 2 will see Thompsons Road duplicated all the
way from EastLink in Carrum Downs to
Berwick-Cranbourne Road in Clyde North, and it will
include taking out the roundabout at
Frankston-Dandenong Road and Western Port
Highway and putting in traffic lights. The 2016–17
state budget included $154.5 million for stage 2.
Residents in my electorate are extremely keen to know
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when these works will commence, and I ask the
minister: when will this happen?

Melbourne electorate
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — (Question 7583)
My question is to the Minister for Creative Industries.
Will the government purchase the iconic Palace Theatre
on Bourke Street to protect it from demolition? Last
month the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) approved the demolition of the iconic and
historic Palace Theatre despite overwhelming public
support for it being protected. The people of Melbourne
are understandably angry that the developer, Jinshan
Investments, got away with damaging the interior of the
building prior to the VCAT hearing. This led the
Minister for Planning to say that it was no longer worth
protecting. I believe there is still enough heritage value
left to protect — so does the community and so does
the National Trust. In particular the internal shape of
the theatre is still very significant. The planning
minister refused to intervene when I questioned him
previously, so now I am calling on the Minister for
Creative Industries to protect this important music and
arts venue in Melbourne.

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 7584) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
I thank the minister for coming to my community a few
weeks ago to hear the views of a packed room of local
residents regarding what they want to see the Andrews
Labor government do to keep them safe on the roads
and improve local and statewide bike path networks.
Many issues were raised, including a 1-metre rule and
improved signage on bike paths. I ask the minister:
what is the Andrews government going to do to
improve the experience of my local cyclists?

Forest Hill electorate
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — (Question 7585) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
When will the deficiencies in the facilities for both staff
and students at Orchard Grove Primary School be
rectified? The state government claims that it is putting
a significant emphasis on matters relating to
government schools, a claim which was repeated again
today in the minister’s statement in the house.
However, one of my state schools which has growing
enrolments, Orchard Grove Primary School, has
inadequate facilities for staff and students, including the
staff toilet facilities where over 40 female staff need to
use two toilets at virtually the same times each day. The
student toilets are also inadequate. The staffroom,
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which serves over 45 staff, is an old classroom and
cannot properly fit the entire staff when staff meetings
are held. I have previously raised these matters in
Parliament for the attention of the minister. My
community is anxious to know what the government is
doing about this unsatisfactory situation at Orchard
Grove Primary School.

Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (Question 7586) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and I ask: how will the Towards Zero 2016–2020
strategy benefit the Niddrie electorate, most particularly
constituents living near the notorious
Newman Street–Keilor Road intersection in the suburb
of Niddrie? Yesterday there was a tragedy in the
Niddrie electorate, with the death of an Ascot Vale man
after a tanker crashed into several cars. Thankfully five
other people who were injured appear to have minor
injuries. This morning a teenager was hit on Milleara
Road in my electorate. I do hope that this important
road safety strategy — a billion-dollar investment — is
going to make a real difference to roads and road
safety. I want to congratulate the Premier and the
minister for coming out with this strategy.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am very
glad to finally be able to speak in reply to the budget.
As I think I said to you earlier, Deputy Speaker, I was
worried this was going to be the best speech I never
gave due to the tactics of opposition members, who
seem far more interested in pointscoring and games
than actually talking about the things that matter to
Victorians.
The 2016–17 state budget enables Labor to get on with
the projects our state needs most. It delivers on Labor’s
promises: we are investing in hospitals, we are
investing in schools, we are investing in transport and
we are investing in jobs. Importantly it is Victoria’s
biggest education budget ever, with $1.1 billion
dedicated to building, upgrading and maintaining
schools across our state. As we know, under the
previous government, schools were left to rot, and this
is no truer than in the northern suburbs of Melbourne
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and particularly in the district of Pascoe Vale that I
represent — schools were left to rot. I am not quite sure
why opposition members are so hell-bent on pursuing
the east–west link because they never come to our side
of town.
This is a great budget for Pascoe Vale. It is a budget for
jobs and transport in Pascoe Vale. In relation to the
Fawkner cemetery, whilst it does not have too many
voting constituents, it is one of the biggest, if not the
biggest, employer in my electorate. I note that there is
$4.2 million in this budget for stage 4 of the new
mausoleums at Fawkner cemetery.
It is a budget that invests in local roads for Pascoe Vale
constituents. As the member for Sunbury, who is in the
chamber, would testify, there is ongoing expenditure
for the construction of noise walls along the Western
Ring Road. It is also a budget for local transport in
Pascoe Vale. The Melbourne Metro rail project, which
is fully funded, will free up space to run more trains on
the Upfield line, and the future of this project is certain.
As I said, it is the biggest education budget in Victoria
and it is the biggest education budget in Pascoe Vale.
We are rebuilding the schools in Pascoe Vale as part of
the education state. We are rebuilding Pascoe Vale
South Primary School, we are masterplanning Coburg
North Primary School and we are masterplanning
Strathmore Secondary College. The budget provides for
the continued investment of $5 million in Westbreen
Primary School, and the budget papers list the new
Coburg Junior High School as a completed project.
Innovative learning tools, new and evolving physical
spaces and inspiring mentoring and teaching programs
now make this school a leading example of modern
education. The budget also invests in doctors in
secondary schools, and two secondary schools in the
district of Pascoe Vale are eligible for the Doctors in
Secondary Schools program: Glenroy Secondary
College, which is a fabulous school in my community,
and Pascoe Vale Girls College.
The budget shows that we have a strong Victorian
economy, and a strong economy is an essential part of a
strong society. You cannot have one without the other;
they are not mutually exclusive. Victoria has
maintained its AAA credit rating, and this is a result of
the Andrews Labor government’s responsible
economic management and sound fiscal policies. This
is demonstrated in the very significant surplus the
Andrews Labor government has delivered in the
2016–17 financial year, and the significant surpluses
also extend throughout the forward estimates. Keeping
the budget in surplus means that the Victorian economy
is less vulnerable to the adverse effects of external
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economic shocks. Further, maintaining a surplus means
that the Andrews Labor government is not spending a
large proportion of our taxpayers money on servicing
debt repayments rather than investing in our people.
Instead this money can be spent more efficiently on
delivering the services and the infrastructure that the
Victorian people need. That is necessary to secure the
prosperity of Victorian society.
One of the great myths of Australian politics is that the
coalition parties are the only parties that deliver fiscal
responsibility and sound economic management. This
budget proves that wrong. This is a myth that needs to
be dispelled, and the Andrews Labor government’s
budget does exactly that. It shows that Labor is a party
of prudent economic management. Economic growth
rose by 2.5 per cent, and it is forecast to grow by 3 per
cent in 2016–17.
The Andrews Labor government is creating jobs at
three times the rate of the former government. In his
contribution the member for Malvern said we did not
have a plan for jobs, but that is because he failed to read
the budget papers before he gave his budget reply.
Since the Andrews Labor government came to office
there have been 112 000 new jobs created, and 71 100
of those are full time. There are more people with more
jobs. The unemployment rate has come down to 5.7 per
cent from its peak of 6.9 per cent in 2014 under the
previous government, the highest on the mainland at
that time. Under the previous government the
unemployment rate rose from 4.9 per cent in 2010,
when Labor left office, to 6.9 per cent in 2014, and this
was particularly felt in some of the suburbs that I
represent — across Glenroy, across Hadfield and in
those places where youth unemployment is amongst the
highest in the state. This government is getting people
back to work because that is what Labor does.
The ongoing economic growth, increased employment
opportunities and greater productivity are important for
a number of reasons, and not least of all because they
increase our standard of living. By that, I mean they put
food on family tables, they put shelter over the heads of
families, they help people afford their utilities and they
give our kids an education — and hopefully people will
have some time and some money left over for
recreation as well. Economic growth leads to increased
state revenue, enabling the government to invest in
crucial pieces of infrastructure and deliver more and
better services to people across the state and,
importantly for me, to the people of Pascoe Vale.
We are delivering in the areas of roads, transport and
schools. Schools throughout the Pascoe Vale district
have experienced significant growth in enrolments in
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recent years, and it is a trend that is forecast to continue.
Yet under the previous government, investment in
schools in my area declined. Principals, parents and
school communities as a whole were left thoroughly
disillusioned as schools were left to rot during the
dysfunctional years of the Baillieu and Napthine
governments.
Pascoe Vale South Primary School is a school that time
forgot, but the first announcement made by the Minister
for Education in the lead-up to this excellent state
budget and an important signal for what was yet to
come with the other announcements that were to be
rolled out across the state in relation to rebuilding
education in this state was that Pascoe Vale South
Primary School was to receive $3.5 million. It is a
vibrant school with 330 students from diverse
backgrounds. It was built more than 50 years ago, but it
was not built for longevity. It was intended to meet a
need at the time, and it was envisaged that it might then
be closed, but the need continues, and the school
remains open.
While the teaching is first class, the facilities are
substandard. The current state of the school’s facilities
restricts the ability of teachers to deliver on the
curriculum that the children in the school require. The
2012 condition report by the then Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development, a report
produced by the department under the previous
government, deemed that 71 per cent of the school’s
assets were in need of maintenance or repair, yet the
previous government let the school continue in a state
of disrepair. As a result, the condition of the school
deteriorated and the needs of the school became greater
and greater.
I have been working with the Pascoe Vale South
Primary School community since before I was elected
to ensure that it got the funding that it needed. I first
visited the school prior to the 2014 election and was
given a tour by principal Sue Spurr, a great advocate for
her community, the students and her profession as a
whole. I visited with the school council after the
election and received a great presentation from it, from
the parents in particular, as to what they needed for the
school and their kids. They told me about all the
fundraising efforts they put in, and yet the results of the
fundraising efforts were often sunk into things the
students never actually saw. On 5 August I asked the
Deputy Premier, who is the Minister for Education, to
accompany me on a visit to the school, and on
11 November I asked the Treasurer to accompany me
on a visit to the school. Both the Deputy Premier, who
is the Minister for Education, as well as the Treasurer,
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did visit Pascoe Vale South Primary School with me
and the Minister for Emergency Services.
We are very pleased that the Andrews Labor
government has provided Pascoe Vale South Primary
School with the $3.5 million needed to rebuild the
school in this budget. It is a fabulous result for the
school community, whose members have worked
tirelessly for this outcome. I would like to acknowledge
the principal, Sue Spurr; the assistant principal, Anne
Bashford; 2016 school council president, Michael
Grant; 2015 school council president, Kim Hurley; and
the student leadership teams across the last two years,
including Liam, Mia, James and Mia, Scarlett and
Roman, and Eleana and Kevin. Kevin enjoyed a good
conversation with the Treasurer on how, before he
decided he wanted to become the Treasurer, he wanted
to be an astronaut. Thankfully he became the Treasurer!
I would also like to make mention of the investment we
have made in Coburg North Primary School. This is
also a fabulous primary school in my electorate. Since
2007 the school student population has increased by a
staggering 147 per cent. In addition the school council
forecasts that the rapid surge in enrolments will
continue well into the future, as the population of the
school’s neighbouring suburbs is projected to rise.
Many people, particularly young people, are choosing
to make Coburg North their home, and they are having
young families in the area. The growth in the student
population over recent years has placed increasing
strain on Coburg North Primary School’s facilities. To
date the school has accommodated the increasing
enrolment numbers through portable classrooms, but
the school community does not want to see their school
grounds become a maze of portables.
Again I met with the school council president in the
lead-up to the 2014 election; in fact I think he cornered
me at the Batman Market on Gaffney Street. He did
make the point to me that he had raised the issues this
school had with both the Greens political party and with
the Liberal Party, neither of which had given him the
time necessary to hear out the concerns of the school
council. I also met with the school council post the
2014 election. I also took the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Education, as well as the Treasurer, to visit
this school so that they could both see firsthand the
needs of this important school community.
The Andrews Labor government has provided funding
for planning for the redevelopment of Coburg North
Primary School in the state budget. It is one of
35 schools that will share in $12 million worth of
funding for school planning in the 2016–17 budget.
Again I would like to acknowledge those key people
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who brought about this outcome: principal Helen Zull;
the school council president in 2015–16, Jo Harrison;
the school council president in 2014–15, Blair Hocking;
school council members, including Owen West and
Benjy Lee, as well as the others who make a vital
contribution to that school community; and school
captains Andrea and Anthony and Sayo and Jack across
the last two years, who have also worked tirelessly to
convince those making the decisions that their school
needed this investment.
I only have a couple of minutes left and there is so
much ground to cover, but I would also like to
particularly mention Strathmore Secondary College. I
note that the member for Essendon is now in the chair
in the role of Acting Speaker. Together we have been
working tirelessly with this school community.
Strathmore Secondary College is landlocked and has a
number of physical constraints placed on it by major
roads and the Moonee Ponds Creek. It has ongoing
growth in enrolments which is placing considerable
pressure on the school’s resources and facilities.
The Andrews Labor government provided funding for
planning for the redevelopment of Strathmore
Secondary College in the budget, and it too is one of the
35 schools that will share in $12 million worth of
funding for school planning. I acknowledge the key
people who were involved in this outcome: principal
Jill English; school council president Anne Kershaw;
school council members Jim Kounetas and Darren
O’Connor; and the other school council members who
have worked tirelessly with both me and the member
for Essendon.
I have already mentioned the Westbreen Primary
School. The $5 million funding commitment for this
fabulous school is across the forward estimates. I
acknowledge principal Tony Cerra; assistant principal
Trevor Daly; and school council representatives,
including the previous school council president, Bridget
Kille, and the new school council president, Colleen
Martin; and school captains Alex and Geetanshika and
Montana and Mahmoud, who have also worked for this
outcome.
If I could also finally mention the Doctors in Secondary
Schools program. The $43.7 million for the Doctors in
Secondary Schools initiative is delivering on the
government’s election commitment to fund GPs to
attend 100 Victorian government secondary schools in
disadvantaged areas. These doctors will provide
medical advice and health care to those students most in
need and those students who often struggle to get
access to this kind of care.
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The first GPs will begin visiting selected secondary
schools from term 1 in 2017, and I am very pleased that
both Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary College and Glenroy
Secondary College are eligible for this program. It will
continue to help Victoria achieve the education state
objective of happy, healthy and resilient kids and of
breaking the link by improving ease of access to health
services for disadvantaged young people. The Victorian
government is making sure young people receive the
health support, advice and treatment they need to
achieve their full potential.

In relation to the stamp duty surcharge for foreign
buyers, I remember the Premier when he was
opposition leader talking to Peter Mitchell, making a
promise to every single Victorian that there would be
no new taxes. Once again we see that the Premier has
misled the community; in fact he has told them a
barefaced lie. We are seeing more taxes, we are seeing
the Treasurer refusing to deny that he is planning to
scrap the first home buyers concession and indeed we
are seeing the typical budget that Labor governments
always deliver.

There is much that can be said about this budget. We
are investing in transport, we are investing in roads, we
are creating jobs and we are rebuilding our schools, but
importantly this is a very sound budget as a whole and
it is a great budget for Pascoe Vale. It will increase
local jobs, build local transport and reinvest in our
schools. I commend the Treasurer and particularly
thank the Minister for Education for the time he has
taken to understand the particular needs of the schools
across Melbourne’s north — schools that were well and
truly forgotten by the previous government.

I note on the front page of the budget it says, ‘Getting it
Done’. As far as the Warrandyte community is
concerned, they are getting done over. There is not one
dollar that I have asked for in this place for Warrandyte
police. The Warrandyte electorate has not had issues
with antisocial behaviour and crime to any great degree
in the past, but along with the rest of Victoria we are
seeing those issues rise and rise. We are seeing the
community calling for more police numbers in
Warrandyte, as communities are calling for them
throughout the length and breadth of this state. There is
not one dollar for more police and not one dollar for
more resources for the police in the Warrandyte
electorate.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill
2016. It is a typical Labor budget. It is big spending, big
taxing. Tax revenues in this budget have gone up by
20.7 per cent. The tax take is huge with an increase of
$3.7 billion, and while the Treasurer was happy to
come in and talk about the fat budget surplus, he forgot
to mention that it was exactly the same budget surplus,
more or less, that was forecast by the previous coalition
government. With all that revenue coming in, with the
rivers of gold from the stamp duty take, with the money
from the Tatts appeal decision, this government could
only come forward with a surplus that was the same as
the one forecast by the previous government.
There are a lot of problems with this budget. There are
issues that are going to raise the cost of living. Certainly
the rise in coal royalties will only ever be transferred
onto the consumer. We have seen this before — when
Labor’s ill-fated desalination plant was put in place, it
was the consumer that ended up paying through their
water bills — and the same thing will happen in this
case; we will see power bills go up. And even during
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings the minister was certainly put back in her
place by the department which said there was
absolutely nothing the government could do to stop that
happening. As sure as night follows day, as sure as debt
follows a Labor government, power bills will rise under
this government and will rise as a result of that
decision.

There is not one dollar to improve the congestion on
our roads in the Warrandyte electorate, not one dollar
for any of the many sports clubs that we have in the
area, and not one dollar for the neighbourhood houses
in the area. I can say there is one positive when it comes
to education in the Warrandyte electorate. The
Warrandyte community are seeing numberplates with
‘Victoria the education state’ on them, but as far as
anything else from this government when it comes to
education, that is about it, because for the 12 schools in
my electorate, the 12 schools that need funding, the
government of the day has completely ignored them. It
is, I am sure, just a coincidence that my electorate, the
Leader of the Opposition’s electorate and the shadow
Treasurer’s electorate barely got a dollar in this budget.
If you want to see a government that is concentrating
on politics more than people, concentrating on looking
after its mates before looking after communities, then
this is that government. We have a vindictive Premier
who will not ever direct money to electorates where
Liberals are supported by the communities, Liberal
supporters who know that they get a fair deal from
Liberal members. They get members who actually
come in — unlike the member for Oakleigh, may I
say — and back their communities, who are the
representatives of their communities in this place rather
than representing a Labor government in their
communities.
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My community has called on this government for
funding for police, for roads, for sporting facilities and
for the schools in our area, but this government is a
nasty, vindictive government that will not give $1 to the
seat of Warrandyte. It is very disappointing for all of
my community and certainly in stark contrast to the
previous government, where we saw money go to four
schools in my electorate at the time, the redevelopment
of the Ringwood railway station and the redevelopment
of the Ringwood police station. We saw money go to
sporting clubs in partnership with the local councils.
We saw all those different community clubs and groups
supported by the former coalition government.
Unfortunately this government is prepared to follow the
lead of the former Bracks and Brumby governments
that also declined to spend any money or allocate any
taxpayers funding to my electorate. It is an extremely
disappointing situation and certainly one for which my
community will hold this government to account at the
next election. Woe betide my Labor opponent in 2018,
who will have to come out and explain why this
government has abandoned the Warrandyte electorate
to the degree that it has.
As the coalition spokesperson for roads I have been
quite interested over the last year and a half, and indeed
during the recent Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings, to listen to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. Along with every single other person
in this chamber, I have no idea what the minister does. I
simply have no idea what he does every single day
when he gets up in a suburb that is a 40-minute drive
from his electorate — a 40-minute drive on a good day,
may I say, because the congestion on our roads is just
getting worse and worse. Not only has he got no
interest in his electorate — not only does he not live in
his electorate, but he does not work in his electorate and
he does not meet the people in his electorate — but he
has the same lackadaisical attitude to his portfolio.
We have a situation where the shovel-ready West Gate
distributor has been scrapped absolutely. We have
Transurban writing roads policy to no-one’s benefit
except its shareholders — not Victoria’s benefit;
no-one’s benefit except Transurban’s shareholders. We
have Transurban writing roads policy on a project that
is going to cost, unbelievably, people who do not drive
on it, money. The people who drive in the south-east
and the east are going to be paying tolls for an
additional 15 years to accommodate this Transurban
plan. The Premier has put himself in a position where
he has no negotiating capacity whatsoever. He has
made such a song and dance and taken such media
opportunities about this particular project that there is
no way that he is on any solid ground when it comes to
negotiating. Transurban will take the blank cheque
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from the Premier and laugh all the way to the bank, and
it will be to the detriment of those who live in the
south-east.
The federal government has tried to go into partnership
with the state government. The state government has
been complaining all the time, saying that the state is
not getting enough infrastructure funding from the
federal government, but of course the funding is on the
table, the funding is there to be used. On upgrades to
the M80, there is no interest there at all. Everyone who
drives down the M80 can see that there are those areas
of bottleneck, those three areas that need work. This
petty government has no interest in partnering with the
federal government on that particular program.
There is the absolute stubbornness when it comes to the
Monash, where again the federal government has put
money on the table to do an expanded job on what the
state government has proposed. Again, that has been
pushed away. The state government has said, ‘We are
not doing that, we are already far ahead with this
project — so far ahead in fact that we cannot possibly
accept the additional $400 million’. There is
$400 million to help with congestion on the Monash,
one of the worst freeways as far as congestion goes in
the Melbourne metropolitan area, and the state
government is leaving $400 million on the table
because its members are so stubborn — they do not
want to move.
We are seeing a $70 million cut to road maintenance
generally across the state. It is in black and white,
shown during the PAEC hearings. We have the
Kilmore-Wallan bypass in the budget papers as an
apparently completed project. I challenge anyone to go
out and drive on it, because it simply does not exist.
When questioned in the PAEC hearing, the minister
just said that it was a typo. How can you describe a
multimillion-dollar project listed as completed in the
budget papers as just an error? It is just simply
inconceivable that the minister did not pick this up, if it
is indeed a mistake.
The great thing about the Hoddle Street fix is that it is
actually on Swan Street and Punt Road; it is not even
on Hoddle Street. The minister tried to explain how it
will work and said that as far as the benefits that it
would bring were concerned he was not going to put a
deliberate figure on the reduction in congestion that that
particular so-called fix would bring. He was completely
unable to say. It might 40 per cent, it might be 15 per
cent — who knows? The answer to the question of how
much it will reduce congestion was simply, ‘Oh, well,
we hope for the best’. He did say — one of the gems
out of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
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hearings — that it was a difficult situation to fix
because the majority of traffic drives north, south, east
or west. What he was saying was, ‘We can’t fix this
problem very easily because there’s traffic everywhere
and when we do come up with a $60 million’ —
so-called — ‘solution we don’t even know if it is going
to fix traffic congestion to any great degree’.
As far as road maintenance is concerned, particularly
out in the west of Victoria but also in the east, the
answer there has been simply to put in a great number
of signs with speed limits that are reduced significantly,
which is a clear message to those in those country areas
that there is going to be no money going out to fix those
potholes and those crumbling edges that the increased
truck traffic is causing to those roads. Country people
have got no thought that the minister will even go out
and talk to them, let alone actually direct some money
that way.
As far as roads go under this government, we have got
major projects written by businesses that will get
windfall gains as a result, we have got less road
maintenance funding, we have got projects apparently
finished that have not even been started, and we have
got fixes for metropolitan congestion but the
government has no idea whether they are actually going
to work or not. The whole roads portfolio is a shambles,
with a minister who is so disengaged from the whole
process of being a minister, much less being a member
of Parliament, that it is difficult to see why, with the
opportunity to reshuffle, the Premier did not put
someone in there who actually cares about the roads
and about the frustration that motorists feel every single
day.
The Premier did make a good move, though. He moved
the former Minister for Industry on, giving that
portfolio responsibility to the member for
Williamstown. I said this yesterday and I will say it
again: I am sure that the member for Williamstown, the
Minister for Industry and Employment, in just 24 hours
now knows as much about the portfolio as the previous
Minister for Industry did. Acting Speaker, you should
have heard her in PAEC. When asked questions about
industry funds — tens of millions of dollars worth of
funding that she had the authorisation to allocate to
industry right across the state — she could not tell us to
which industries money had gone, she could not tell us
how much of the funds had been spent and she could
not tell us by what criteria money would be allocated.
When asked about output measures, ‘What will this
funding bring?’, you would expect an answer such as,
‘Well, it’s going to bring a 2-to-1 or 4-to-1 influx of
commercial investment’ or, ‘For every $1 million we
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are aiming to get 10 jobs’. Her output measures for tens
of millions of dollars of industry funding are — I will
not quote, because I do not have the document, but you,
Acting Speaker, can read the transcript for yourself —
to make vulnerable communities feel safe and to give
them hope.
I have seen output measures in budget papers before. If
these are the output measures, they say volumes about
this government as far as its approach to business is
concerned. If they are the government’s output
measures, it should put them in the budget. It should
show us the measure of hope and the measure of
vulnerable communities feeling safe, if that is what the
government is spending all the money on. The reality is
that it is a Labor government slush fund to be used to
buy photo opportunities and to farm out to mates. There
is no other conclusion anyone could have come to when
you listened to the minister at PAEC. When you read
the transcript, you will see the complete lack of
knowledge she had about these. She either had no
knowledge or she was deliberately hiding something.
As I have said publicly before, I have asked the
Auditor-General to audit those funds so that we can all
clearly understand them and so that the taxpayers can
understand where their money is going and what value
they are getting from it.
These funds, the Future Industries Fund, the Premier’s
Jobs and Investment Fund, and Melbourne’s North
Innovation and Investment Fund, are slush funds. They
are this Labor government’s equivalent of Ros Kelly’s
whiteboard. That is what brought her down as a
minister and the operation of these funds and the
allocation of money from these funds is something that
this government would be, I think, very worried about
having any sort of independent and external
investigation into the operation of, because there is
simply no way that the minister cannot have had any
material knowledge about these funds. As I said, the
answers that she gave at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing show an ignorance or a
need to hide what is actually going on.
All up, I am sure government members opposite will
get up and say what a great budget it is, but the fact of
the matter is that the budget has been allocated to seats
that the Premier and the Treasurer want to reward.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Great. The electorate of
Warrandyte did not get one dollar from this
government, and, really, constituents there do not
expect to get anything from a Labor government except
more debt and secular interests. They certainly expect
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to be disappointed on a regular basis by this
government, as opposed to, as I said, the previous term,
where the electorate was actually recognised as being
part of Victoria and part of a broader community that
actually contributes to the broader state. They are and
will continue to be extremely disappointed by our
Premier, who has let them down, who has let them
down before and will repeatedly let them down over the
course of the next two years that he is in office.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

House divided on Ms Spence’s motion:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the debate be adjourned until later this day.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Speaker, the minister is
asking that the debate be adjourned until later this day. I
think she owes the house an explanation of what the
government’s intention is in adjourning this debate and
when it intends to bring it back on for debate —
whether it should be adjourned until later this day,
whether the government wants to postpone it
indefinitely, whether it wants to avoid further
accountability to the community for the budget that it
has delivered, or whether it would be more appropriate
that it be adjourned for only a more limited period of
time. In other words, it is quite disgraceful that when
this house is assembled this week to deliberate on and
debate one of the most important issues for the
community of Victoria — namely, the budget — this
house is being treated with such contempt. The minister
has moved that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The manager of
opposition business, in silence.
Mr CLARK — The minister has moved, first of all,
to adjourn this debate and now to adjourn it until later
this day without offering any explanation to this house
as to the rationale for justifying the adjournment of the
debate or the time for which she wishes to adjourn it.
That is treating the house with complete contempt. The
reason we have a notice paper in this Parliament is so
that members and the community know what the order
of debate is going to be. It has been the choice of the
manager of government business to set down the
appropriation bill as the first item, and this house and
the community are entitled to assume that that is the
course of business that will be followed.
The house has resolved to adjourn the debate. The issue
now is for how long it should be adjourned, and the
house is entitled to ask the minister, to ask the
government, to provide some explanation of how they
intend the remainder of this day’s business to be
conducted. At the moment the way the government is
proceeding, having offered no explanation to the house,
members on this side of the house — indeed perhaps
some of the government’s own backbench or the
Greens or the Independent member — have no idea of
what is going on, how to plan their day or when they
can expect this debate to be resumed.
Speaker, you will know, as I am sure all honourable
members know, that members schedule their day
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around the notice paper, around the order of
proceedings, and many members here have other
commitments which they now need to rearrange. The
manager of government business owes this house an
explanation as to how she intends to proceed now that
she has adjourned debate on the appropriation bill. She
should not simply expect this house to agree, sight
unseen, to something which she has not had the
courtesy to tell this house about — and as to what her
intentions are. Therefore, accordingly, I believe this
motion should be opposed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
has already spoken. As the Leader of the House
understands, she can do so by leave, and if not, another
member of the house can speak to it.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I too wish to support the
comments made by the manager of opposition business
relating to this highly unusual adjournment. What I
wish to do is advise the house — —
Ms Allan — Remember those days when we didn’t
have a government business program?
Ms ASHER — Well, I do. I remember the days
when we had someone competent setting out the order
of government business!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Brighton!
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is warned. The Chair reminds members that
when the Chair is on his feet, members will remain
silent or the Chair will withdraw members, on both
sides. The member, to continue.
Ms ASHER — Thank you, Speaker. What I wish to
do is explain to the house how these orders of the day
are actually devised — in supporting the manager of
opposition business. The fact is that this is not done by
some random allocation. Every day the Leader of the
House actually sets the government business program.
It is the choice of the Leader of the House as to how
these orders of the day are actually confirmed. Within
the government program it is entirely at the discretion
of the Leader of the House as to the order of this
agenda. So I can only assume that what we have had
here is either a very drastic change of mind by the
Leader of the House as to what is the most important
item of government business of the day, or we have had
incompetence from the Leader of the House. I suggest
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to the Leader of the House that in future, if she wishes
to order a particular order of items of the day, she needs
to think more carefully through her ordering of the
program.
I go back to, in words of general support for the
manager of opposition business, the fact that members
of Parliament do arrange their time around government
business, orders of the day. We on this side of the house
would have expected that the budget was the no. 1 item
for debate. In fact the government has already indicated
that it wants the budget through, which is not
unreasonable in this particular week, because it wants
the public sector to be able to function. That being the
case, when opposition members have 15 minutes each
to debate the budget on this particular day, what the
government is seeking to do is truncate the capacity of
opposition members to debate the budget fully, because
the Leader of the House has already flagged that we
will move on to a take-note motion in the next sitting
week of Parliament, where members of Parliament will
only have 10 minutes to look at the most important
document that a government puts before this Parliament
in any given year.
As I said, I indicate my support of the manager of
opposition business. It is inexplicable that a government
would not seek to decide its own order of business. I
might add, this order of business is done very late in the
day — very late in the day — and the Leader of the
House has the capacity to change almost at the last
minute, so there is no way known that the Leader of the
House can say the orders of the day had to be printed
prior to this order being decided. The Leader of the
House has decided, quite rightly, no. 1, that we should
be debating the appropriation bill. That is what we are
all here to do. That is what we want to do. In fact I have
had a speech prepared since budget day on this, and I
am very, very keen to point out a few items in relation
to this budget and for my own electorate.
As I said, members of Parliament take some notice of
the orders of the day, even if the Leader of the House
does not. Members of Parliament go by the orders of
the day in terms of their preparation and their
willingness to come into this chamber to listen, to
participate and so on. So I too believe that the Leader of
the House owes an explanation as to why we have
moved off the most important bill that we will see in
this chamber for the entire year to move on to, I am
assuming, something of lesser significance.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I will
just make a few points. This faux outrage by those
opposite, with the member for Brighton getting up and
saying the budget is the no. 1 item — well, ask a
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question in question time. They fail to ask questions of
ministers and the Premier on items in the budget. If you
really want to talk about the budget, ask a question in
question time. We are not taking lectures from those
opposite.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order!
Mr MERLINO — We all remember the circus that
was this chamber when they were jumping through
hoops for Geoff Shaw, the circus this place became.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
resume his seat. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
on a point of order, in silence. The Leader of the House
will allow that to happen.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to bring the Deputy Premier back to the debate and
whether he thinks we should be adjourning this matter.
It is not an opportunity for him to grandstand in here
while he has got the call.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
come back to speaking on the current discussion.
Mr MERLINO — The Leader of the House was
attempting to give an explanation to those opposite, and
they denied leave. It is within the remit of the
government to go to the items that it chooses. It is
within the remit of the government to do that. There is
something else on our agenda, and it is the prerogative
of the government to go to it. We will not be taking
lectures from those opposite —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier, in
silence!
Mr MERLINO — who in the time of Geoff Shaw
and an attack on a former Chief Commissioner of
Police allowed this place to descend into a circus —
there was no government business program. It is the
prerogative of the government to go to the items it
chooses, and that is exactly what it will do.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, once
again I would just pick up on the point of order that was
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryall — Excuse me!

Wednesday, 25 May 2016

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood, in silence, through the Chair!
Ms Ryall — That point of order was about not
debating the issue that was at hand. The Deputy
Premier was once again debating the issue rather than
speaking on the point of order. It is clear that the Leader
of the House set the motions of the day, set the orders
of the day, set the agenda of the day, and whilst she is
saying it is up to her — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood, in silence! The member for Ringwood will
come to making the point of order conclusively and
succinctly.
Ms Ryall — The orders of the day had been set.
That was clear. I do not agree with the debate that was
coming from the Deputy Premier, and I ask that you
uphold the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s point of
order on this.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier has
now concluded.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — On behalf of The
Nationals, I rise to support the manager of opposition
business on his point of order. I also support the words
of the member for Brighton. The Nationals have
speakers prepared, and they have prepared to speak for
15 minutes. This is a budget we are debating. It is
important that we give as many members as possible
the time to debate the budget as specific to their
electorates and in the interests of their constituents
before the whole thing passes into history. The motion
that is being put forward to be the filler motion of
10 minutes after this is clearly not adequate, and as we
well know, some members will be making responses to
this budget in August and September at this rate if the
house continues in this manner of deliberating on this.
We have shadow ministers who are now, post the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings, wanting to make contributions in this debate
and to bring the knowledge gained at PAEC to the
debate in this house and to the attention of the public in
general. It is important that we do this. It is almost
holding this whole process in contempt that we end up
with one and a bit speakers on the budget, and that is
probably the way it is going to be for the sitting week
we are considering the budget.
When we look at what is left on the business program
and the bills that are yet to be debated, we really do
need to get on and be debating the budget as long as
possible and then deal with the other bills that are on
the program tomorrow. Some of those bills can be dealt
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with very expediently, but some of those bills require
some detailed consideration. The State Taxation and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016 is one in which there
is a great deal of interest, whereas the Witness
Protection Amendment Bill 2016 and the Livestock
Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016 are a little bit
more straightforward, and the Appropriation
(Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016 has already had
some speakers on it. Nonetheless, we have a lot of work
to do, and we need to be getting on with it and not
having to have fights like this because the government
cannot organise its business program.
As pointed out by the member for Brighton, this can be
well organised. In the time she was the Leader of the
House when we were in government, it was well
organised in the way we went about the government
business program to allow maximum debating time on
issues and to get the program through with the debate
on the content that was necessary. But here we are
again with the government business program looking
like a shambles. That is certainly not a good look for
Parliament. That is why I think we do need to say to the
government, ‘Get yourselves organised’. This could
have been done, as pointed out by the member for
Brighton, by organising the government business
program last night and getting it printed off this
morning. Then we all would have known where we
stood. There was an expectation that we would spend
more than 20 minutes or so on this appropriation bill
today. So I think it is a very good point of order from
the manager of opposition business here today in order
to point out the problem we have with this.
As I said, there are a number of members of The
Nationals remaining who have prepared their speeches
with a reasonable expectation that they will be heard
this week and be relevant to their electorates and to
their constituents about issues associated with the
budget. There are numerous issues, but that is not the
subject of this debate. The subject is that it is relevant to
those people to have their representatives heard in this
place on the budget. By all accounts, the way this is
now fronting up, they are not going to be heard this
week, and goodness knows what will happen next
sitting week. Again, the relevance of the budget is
slipping away in those people’s minds. Their questions
are unanswered. The information is not there. The
public debate that needs to be had is not there, and
therefore the scrutiny is not there, because we are not
giving these members the time in this sitting of the
house to deliver the responses to the budget. So clearly
this is an important point of order, Speaker, and I ask
you to consider your ruling on this for the constituents
who have not had their voices heard on the budget.
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Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Both the
member for Mildura and the member for Ringwood by
way of points of order seem to be labouring under the
misapprehension that we are speaking on a point of
order here. We are not. We are speaking on a motion
before the house. It is a debate that has now been going
for close to 20 minutes, which I think gives the lie to
the crocodile tears we are seeing from members
opposite, including the member for Mildura, about
there not being enough time to debate the budget. If that
was their genuine concern, they would not be spending
20 minutes on a debate about whether or not something
should be adjourned until later this day.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — I know it is disorderly to take up
interjections, but I will take up the interjection of the
member for Hawthorn. The Leader of the House sought
to rise to her feet to provide the house with information,
and leave for her to do so was denied by those opposite.
So if members opposite genuinely want to hear a
rationale from the Leader of the House, they will
provide her with leave to give that information to the
house.
I see the member for Brighton gesticulating wildly as I
make this contribution. Let me simply make the point
to the member for Brighton, who used to sit where the
Leader of the House sits now, that the member for
Brighton knows full well that despite the presence of a
government business program, from time to time
matters arise where a motion is brought before the
house for other matters to be dealt with instead. She
knows that that is the case, because when she was
Leader of the House, she did it. There is nothing
unusual about it. So I say to members opposite who are
wringing their hands about wanting to debate the
budget that there will be plenty of time for that. I note,
as the Minister for Education noted, that there has not
yet been a question put to the Treasurer about the
budget, which suggests that the excitement of those
opposite about the budget is somewhat manufactured.
This is a very normal motion before the house — for
the government business program to be superseded by
other urgent business — and if members opposite are
serious about not wanting to rob time from the budget
debate, it would be better for the motion that has been
moved by the Leader of the House to be put before the
house without further delay.
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
not clear to those on this side of the house in relation to
the matter that has been under discussion regarding the
Leader of the House whether the point she made has
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actually been put to the house. It is a very significant
matter that we are contending with today — on the
basis of the 88 electorates around the state and the
interests they have in the matter — and there should be
clarity and due process in relation to the matters before
the house. Certainly I raise a question as to whether the
issue has been clearly put and ruled upon in the present
context.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until later
this day.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
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GRIEVANCES
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Education
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am pleased
to lead this grievance debate. I grieve for Victorians, I
grieve for Victorian families and I grieve for Victorian
students, considering the way in which this government
is treating families with regard to its education policy. I
would have had the opportunity to talk about education
during the debate on the budget, but obviously that has
been stopped and this government has sought to limit
debate on the budget. So I am very pleased to talk about
this issue now during the grievance debate.
This government was elected on a promise to make
Victoria the education state. This government was
elected on a promise to deliver for all Victorians. There
are a number of promises that this government made,
but when you scratch away the veneer, it actually
becomes very clear that what this government has said
it will do is very different to what it is actually
delivering with respect to education.
I would like to start with a commitment that was made
by the now government in opposition. This government
said that it was going to remove all asbestos from
Victorian government schools by 2020. So by the
year 2020 every inch of asbestos would have been
removed from every government school in the state.
Well, that is what the government promised Victorians,
and the government has said it is committed to that
promise — very noble. But when you actually scratch
away the veneer, you learn that what this government is
doing is very, very different.
We have learnt, after 18 months of this government,
that this government, firstly, does not know how many
school buildings in the state contain asbestos. Those
opposite do not know how many buildings contain
asbestos. Secondly, we learnt through the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings
that the government does not know what it will cost to
remove the asbestos. We do know that this government
has allocated $28 million to achieve its target of
asbestos removal, but what we also know is that the
Department of Education and Training has advised the
government that the potential cost of removing the
asbestos is upward of $800 million.
So $800 million is the cost for asbestos removal and
those opposite have a funding allocation of $28 million,
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and this is from a government that says it will remove
every inch of asbestos by the year 2020. You would
have thought that this government, after 18 months,
would know what it would cost and how many
buildings in this state will have to be fixed to achieve its
target.
But it gets worse. It gets much worse, because we know
that last year there were two incidents involving
asbestos that affected young children in their own
schools. They involved asbestos that was revealed in
the school playgrounds. Kerrimuir Primary School was
undertaking works to build a long jump pit when soil
was removed and asbestos revealed. At Footscray
Primary School, in the member for Footscray’s
electorate, asbestos was discovered on the — and I
quote from the Maribyrnong Weekly —
‘asbestos-riddled oval’ of the school.
With two significant incidents, that were covered in the
mainstream media, of asbestos discoveries in schools,
the Minister for Education was asked one very simple
question: with respect to his auditing of schools to
achieve his target to make our schools asbestos free by
2020, how many schools were audited for soil testing
with respect to asbestos? Was it 1000? Was it 500?
Was it 400? Was it 100? In fact, amazingly, the answer
from the minister was zero. Under this government not
one school has been audited with respect to asbestos in
soil.
But this government stands by its promise to make our
schools asbestos free. We know that this government
has no plans to deliver on that commitment. The
Victorian community knows it, and I know when I
travel the state talking to principals, whether they be in
metropolitan areas, in coalition-held seats or Labor-held
seats, they collectively tell me this government has no
plans to deliver on that promise and they do not expect
their school to be asbestos free under this government.
The other area I would like to quickly touch on which is
causing grave concern for Victorian families is this
government’s attack on them with respect to the agenda
that it is imposing on our schools. One only needs to
look at the way this government has enacted programs
such as the Safe Schools program, the respectful
relationships program and the Doctors in Schools
program. We know very clearly that the views and the
role of parents are not to be considered by this
government with respect to those programs taking place
in Victorian government schools. During the recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings the Minister for Education said, and I quote:
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… I would not want any politician to be put in the position or
want to be put in a position where they are deciding what
curriculum and resources are provided for our students.

This is the Minister for Education saying in the PAEC
hearings that he does not believe it is the role of
politicians to be dictating the curriculum in our
Victorian government schools. One only needs to look
at what this government has in fact done with Safe
Schools to see it is the absolute, complete opposite.
With respect to the imposition of the Safe Schools
program on every Victorian government secondary
school in this state, the government has said it will be
mandatory for every school to subscribe to that
program.
Further in respect of the operation of the Safe Schools
program in government schools, during PAEC the
minister was given the opportunity to allow Victorian
parents to have a say on whether or not their children
participated in the program. We know the answer from
the minister was very clear. The message from the
minister was: if you are a government school, you will
deliver the program, and if you are a parent of a student
in a Victorian government school where the program is
going to be delivered, I tell you what, you are going to
have to put up with it, because it is going to be
delivered within the school for your child.
The quote that I just mentioned was in regard to
whether or not politicians should be involved in
deciding curriculum and resources. The question was
asked in relation to an anti-Jewish play called Tales of a
City by the Sea, a play that is an attack on the Jewish
community, an attack on people from Israel and an
attack on people of the Jewish faith. The minister was
asked in PAEC whether he would take action and
intervene on that matter. He said, ‘It’s got nothing to do
with me. I don’t get involved in curriculum. I don’t get
involved with regards to what’s taught to our
schoolchildren. That’s for others to decide. Don’t ask
me to get involved’. But when it comes to the Safe
Schools program or when it comes to parents’
involvement in the respectful relationships program, the
minister is more than happy to dive right in and dictate
to Victorian families what the government believes.
I am more than happy to stand in this place and say
that, when it comes to the education of our children, if it
is a decision between parents and the Premier deciding
what is in their children’s best interest, I will be backing
Victorian parents every day. That is the difference
between this side of the house and those opposite. They
are more than happy to dictate to Victorian families
when it comes to whether or not their children should
participate in a play which is an attack on Israel and on
Jewish people. Those opposite may want to try to
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defend it, but it is very clear that under this government
when it comes to parents’ views on whether or not their
children should participate in the Safe Schools program
or where parents are concerned that their year 7 or
year 8 child is going to be involved in looking at
sexually explicit ads, parents are being told, ‘You just
have to put up with it’. That is simply not good enough,
but from this government we do not expect anything
better, because this is a government that does not
consider the views of parents.
The case in point is the rollout of the Doctors in
Schools program, which is being rolled out at
100 schools. The Australian Medical Association not
only raised concerns about the different aspects of the
program prior to the last election but is still maintaining
its concerns with the program. The question was asked
of the Minister for Education: will a parent have the
right to determine whether or not their child will
participate in this program? Will a parent know if their
child is going to see a doctor in their school? The
answer from the minister was he had no idea. He has
got no idea. He is rolling out a program and he has not
even developed a policy around this fundamental issue.
When people like Waleed Aly and others on The
Project were raising criticism of this program
nationally, one would have thought that the government
would have thought through this issue because it is not
an issue that has just been raised now. It was not an
issue that was raised after the budget announcement.
This was a concern that had been highlighted prior to
the implementation of the program.
You would have thought the government would have
had the opportunity within its own department to get a
brief on how it is going to be implemented and to at
least put an explanation out to school communities on
how the program will work with regard to parental
consent. What the government has in fact done is throw
it back onto the individual schools to develop their own
policy. Therefore the schools themselves are going to
have to develop a policy on this, and again the
government is not willing to do the hard work and get
this problem fixed before it is actually implemented.
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for that growth? We know that within Cardinia shire
417 babies are born each quarter and five new families
are moving into the municipality each day — so 20,
maybe 15, maybe 10? Under this government the
answer is?
Mr Paynter interjected.
Mr WAKELING — The member for Bass is also a
member representing our community. How many
parcels of land were purchased in his community for
new schools? The answer is zero.
Mr Wynne — No; one.
Mr WAKELING — Zero.
Mr Wynne — He has got his finger up saying one.
Mr WAKELING — Zero. Not one parcel of land
was purchased by this government for a potential new
school. In fact the government is only building one new
school in that entire municipality, and that was off the
back of work that was done by the former coalition
government. When it comes to planning for growth
under this government, this is a government that has
done very little.
I would just like to finish on the sorry tale of the South
Melbourne Park Primary School. This is a school that is
to be constructed on a site next to the Albert Park Lake.
The government promised that there was a building that
contained Parks Victoria and Orchestra Victoria, and
Orchestra Victoria was going to work in collaboration,
in partnership, with the school and develop a program
of education for young people. What a fantastic idea. I
think that is a great idea. There was only one problem.
It would appear that nobody in the government actually
asked Orchestra Victoria whether it wanted to
participate in the program.

We know that the population of the state is growing at
the rate of 100 000 residents each year. You would
think that the government would get on with the
planning of new schools in our growth corridors. We
know the Grattan Institute has identified that there is a
potential need for upwards of 220 additional schools.

We now know that when a study was done of how the
school was going to be rolled out, Orchestra Victoria
said that it had expressed strong views against sharing
facilities with the school, noting that the goals of the
organisation are not aligned with music education. So
what has happened? Instead of Orchestra Victoria
staying on site working in collaboration with the new
school, this government is having to bail out Orchestra
Victoria to find it a new home, potentially at a cost of
upwards of $1.4 million — $1.4 million in relocation
costs!

I will use the Casey-Cardinia corridor as an example.
The member for Gembrook, who is beside me, has
constituents in the Shire of Cardinia. How many new
parcels of land has this government purchased to plan

Government members said a lot when they were in
opposition. They claimed to make Victoria the
education state, but when you look at asbestos, when
you look at the way that they ignore the views of
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parents, when you look at the planning for new schools,
or when you look at the way they have handled South
Melbourne Park Primary School, as just one example, it
demonstrates this government will not deliver.

Infrastructure
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a bit galling to
follow the lead speaker for the opposition in the
grievance debate, because it was his government that
effectively shut down Greensborough TAFE in our
community. Greensborough TAFE was shut down by
those opposite, and when we do reopen it in the near
future we will invite the member for Ferntree Gully
along to the opening. He can wear his ‘Sorry’ badge
and apologise to our local community for shutting that
TAFE down, along with all the other TAFEs around the
state that his government closed while it was in office.
I want to come to this grievance debate and talk about
population and managing the population growth in
Victoria. In particular I grieve for those members
opposite who, under the leadership of the current
Leader of the Opposition when he was planning
minister, failed to plan properly and deliver the
infrastructure and the services needed for Melbourne’s
population growth.
We all know that one of the successful outcomes from
our great economy and our great livability is that more
people want to live here. More people are confident
about raising families in Victoria — that is a good
thing — but we all know on this side of the house that
we have to manage that population growth properly.
We have to invest in infrastructure, and we have to
invest in the services that people need — schools,
hospitals, social infrastructure, sporting
infrastructure — to make sure that people have all of
those great opportunities to participate fully in life here
in Victoria.
What we saw during the four long, dark years when
those opposite were in power was a failure to invest in
any of the sort of infrastructure that is needed. It is
amazing to see — just 18 months after the then
planning minister, now Leader of the Opposition, lost
his job as planning minister at the election — that he
has discovered population growth. He has discovered
that there is a population that is growing here in
Victoria. Recently he was quoted as saying:
Our roads are clogged, our trains are full and we can’t get
inside trams let alone find a seat on one.

He is not entirely accurate. He is trying to play up the
negatives and run down Victoria, but what an
admission of failure! If he as planning minister had
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delivered the sort of infrastructure we need as he sat
around the cabinet table, our transport system would be
a lot better off, but of course we know that the former
government did not do that. We know that all that was
delivered in their four years in office was a contract that
was rushed into to build a tunnel in the last dying
minutes of that government — a contract for a project
that was found to be of negative economic return to the
state of Victoria. It was rushed into, with a return of
45 cents in the dollar.
I do not know how much financial experience those
people on the other side have, but you do not need to be
a genius to work out that if someone offered you an
investment and said, ‘For every dollar you invest, you
are going to get less than a dollar back’, you would
probably have a long, hard think about putting money
into it. But then again, that investment, that contract
was not about the long-term interests of Victoria; it was
about the coalition’s own political survival, and it will
hang around their necks for a long, long time to come.
When the Leader of the Opposition was interviewed
12 months after being booted out of government, he
said in an article in the Age:
… I am very, very sure that the four-and-a-half million people
of Melbourne think … our city is bursting.

He then said:
Can you imagine it with another million people on top of this,
as it will be within 15 years time?

As I say, this is a guy who seems to have only
realised — or wants us to believe that he has only just
come to the realisation — that Melbourne’s population
is growing, but of course we know that he knew this in
government. We know that Plan Melbourne — his
planning blueprint, the Napthine government’s
planning blueprint for Melbourne — set out the
population growth for Melbourne. In particular it
indicated that the cohort of young people, school-aged
people, was expected to grow by over 450 000 — so
450 000 more school students in Melbourne by the year
2050. That is an enormous growth in the number of
young people, people who need schools and sporting
facilities.
At that point you would have expected a government to
start investing in schools, to start putting schools into
growth suburbs to address that. You would have
expected that when you looked at the capital spend of
government, when you looked at the capital spending in
education, you would see that that capital spend would
be rising to meet that challenge, and that the
government would be providing those services, but of
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course we did not see that. What we saw was a halving
of the education capital budget in Victoria, which
means that we are playing catch-up. We are investing in
infrastructure and we are delivering the services that
people want, but we are having to meet the demand that
should have been met years ago when those opposite
were on this side of the house.
Plan Melbourne indicates that in the northern
suburbs — in the northern subregion of Melbourne
where I come from, where my electorate is — the
municipalities of Banyule, Darebin, Hume, Moreland,
Nillumbik, Whittlesea and part of Mitchell at that point
had a population of 869 000 people, and the former
planning minister’s document estimated future growth
to 2031 of some 400 000 to 470 000 people,
approximately a 50 per cent increase in population for
2031. So why would you not invest in the transport that
was needed in the northern suburbs of Melbourne?
Why would you not put the roads in place? Why would
you not put the transport infrastructure in place to meet
that growing demand? But of course those opposite did
not. They did not do that. They failed to do that.
As I said, they went to the election with one major
transport infrastructure project, the east–west link,
which has been discredited. It is not a political issue;
the Auditor-General has found — —
Mr Battin interjected.
Mr BROOKS — You should have a read of this
Auditor-General’s report. The Auditor-General found
that the contract for the east–west was rushed and that it
was a dud project.
Of course on this side of the house what we have done
instead is invest in infrastructure. We have said that the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel is an important project for
Melbourne’s future. We want to unclog the city loop by
putting trains through Melbourne Metro, a massive
infrastructure project. We understand that the people of
Melbourne support that project.
In the end the people of Victoria voted for Labor and
Melbourne Metro over the Liberals and their dud
east–west project. I think that is something that those
opposite have not yet grasped, because they are still
clinging to the east–west link; they just do not want to
let go of east–west. We know it is a dud, and I think
deep down they probably know it is a dud, but the
politics are difficult for those opposite. So it was great
to see the environment effects statement released for the
metro rail tunnel project. This is a great project that is
going to see trains taken out of the city loop so that we
can have much better services.
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In our part of Melbourne, in the northern and
north-eastern suburbs, we have got the Mernda rail
extension — a much-needed project. The previous
planning minister was quite happy to see subdivision
after subdivision in the growth corridors in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne go ahead without infrastructure.
We now have a government that says, ‘Yes, we want to
grow, but we also are going to deliver the transport
services that people need in the communities that they
live in’. Mernda rail is a great project, one advocated
for strongly by the member for Yan Yean for so long.
Now we are going to see the Mernda rail extension
happen, with this budget providing $588 million. That
will provide for about 8 kilometres of extra track and
two extra stations, including a premium station out in
Mernda.
An interesting thing about the Mernda rail extension is
the recent comments by Mr David Davis from the other
house, who was out there criticising that project. Not
only do those opposite fail to deliver infrastructure
when they are in government but when Labor rolls out
that infrastructure they are out there complaining that
the whole rail line is not going to be at grade. I think
they have got this thing about level crossings: they love
level crossings and they hate the fact that Labor is out
there removing level crossings and building rail
infrastructure without level crossings. It is impossible to
build the Mernda rail extension underground because
there is a water table lying some 37 centimetres under
the ground level, so you cannot go below ground. If
you go at grade, you are going to divide communities
and have level crossings. So in some sections the
government is looking at building bridges — —
Mr Battin — Sky rail.
Mr BROOKS — Those opposite now refer to any
bridge as a sky rail. It is just an indication of the joke
that they have become in terms of transport
infrastructure that they would label bridges sky rail —
unbelievable! Anyway, it is probably a sign of the
desperation of those opposite that they are criticising
infrastructure that they themselves could not put into
place.
The Hurstbridge rail line for a number of years has had
problems with its reliability and constrained operation,
especially during peak hours, because of the single
section of track between Heidelberg and Rosanna. Due
to your good work, Acting Speaker Ward, and that of
the member for Ivanhoe there has been a concerted
effort to ensure that the most recent budget includes
funding so that the line can be duplicated and a new
tunnel built next to the existing tunnel to allow trains to
run in both directions all the time. It means that when
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there is a problem with the timetable, if there is
someone sick or injured on a train line or if there is a
train breakdown, we will be able to get trains through
that area.

edges, so it is an important road to be upgraded. Again,
the member for Yan Yean has pushed hard for that, and
it is great that it has been highlighted in the budget as
well.

It means there is going to be much better reliability for
people in my community, in the member for Ivanhoe’s
community, in the Acting Speaker’s community of
Eltham, and in the member for Yan Yean’s community.
This is a great project. Again it is about delivering more
transport services into the north-east of Melbourne to
make sure people in that growing area can get transport
into the city and enjoy the livability that other
Victorians also enjoy.

The O’Herns Road project is one that the member for
Thomastown has pursued. Around $40 million has been
allocated by this government to deliver the project. We
are waiting for the federal government to put its fair
share in. We will wait and see if the Prime Minister is
interested in investing in infrastructure in the suburbs of
Melbourne. We will just have to wait and see. But
certainly the Andrews Labor government has been very
proud to put its money up for that particular project,
which is the interchange at O’Herns Road and the
Hume Freeway.

Another project that we are delivering in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne is the new Chandler Highway
bridge. This is a great project. It is meeting some
opposition from some Liberal-aligned local councillors,
but again it is a great project that will remove a
bottleneck. It will also improve, I might say — with a
level of some personal conflict of interest — the bicycle
facilities and bike track along the Yarra, because that is
a set of steps that this particular member of Parliament
is sick of climbing! That is a great outcome for the
many cyclists who use that track.
Mr Wynne — The Gipps Street steps?
Mr BROOKS — No, the ones a bit further along,
Minister, at Chandler Highway. The removal of that
bottleneck on the Chandler Highway will mean that the
traffic flows much better both along Heidelberg Road
and on Chandler Highway itself. It is a project that has
been championed strongly by the member for
Northcote.
Then there are a whole range of road projects in the
northern and north-eastern suburbs that I am really
proud this government is implementing, again
demonstrating that it is ensuring that it gets the
infrastructure in place to meet population growth. Just
north of my electorate there is $140 million for Plenty
Road to be duplicated from McKimmies Road right up
to Bridge Inn Road. This will particularly service those
people living in areas like Mernda, but it will also
provide some relief on that congested road for people
who live in the Mill Park area. This is a fantastic
project.
The duplication of Yan Yean Road is a project that the
member for Yan Yean pushed very hard for. That is
going to duplicate Yan Yean Road right up to Kurrak
Road. Members may not be aware that the road is now
servicing a major new growth area, but effectively it is
still a single-lane track in each direction with unsealed

There is a great project on Bolon Street, Eltham, that
you, Acting Speaker, pushed for. That is a
$10.2 million project to improve the safety of that road,
which has become a major thoroughfare. It is to make
sure that there are turning lanes, paths for bikes and
pedestrians and to remove as much as possible the
potential for any issues between motorists and other
road users. That great project is long overdue.
In the area of health Labor is providing services to the
people in the suburbs as well. We have seen a
$40.8 million infrastructure investment in the last
budget going to the Austin Hospital. There is
$17 million to establish an elective surgery unit out at
Broadmeadows Health Services, and this means that
more people are going to be able to get the surgery that
they need. The funding that has been provided is just
over $300 million to make sure people get the surgery
that they want. That sort of money means the
equivalent of around 3100 coronary artery bypass grafts
or around 6700 more hip replacements. This makes a
difference to people’s lives, and it protects people’s
livability. Again, it stands in stark contrast to the
actions of those on the other side of the house who,
when they had the chance, failed to invest in these
important services.
In conclusion, along with all the schools we have
delivered right throughout the northern and
north-eastern suburbs — new schools in growth areas,
where those opposite failed to install new schools —
we are building schools and renewing schools in
existing suburbs. We are getting on with the job of
investing in that important infrastructure and showing
up the Leader of the Opposition for his failures when he
was the Minister for Planning.
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Dairy industry
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to the grievance debate,
but before I do, could we acknowledge the wonderful
school of Yarrawonga College in the gallery up there,
with Kim Stewart and the teachers and parents? It is
great to have them here today.
I grieve today for the dairy industry. The Victorian
dairy industry is a combination of farming families,
farm staff, corporate farm processes and employees of
over 4000 Victorian farms. They come from Orbost and
Maffra in the east. They come from Leongatha and Fish
Creek in the south. Dairy farmers hail from
Warrnambool and Scotts Creek in the west and of
course from Cobram, Yarrawonga, Rochester, Oxley
and Corryong in the north. In so many communities
across Victoria we have hardworking dairy farmers
with a strong work ethic and a can-do attitude not just
on the farm but within their local communities as well.
They say before you can really understand a person’s
predicament you need to have walked a mile in their
shoes. I spent most of my working life as a dairy
farmer, and we milked in excess of 1000 cows, so I
have seen enough cows to know which end the milk
comes from. Yes, I have walked many miles in their
gumboots. The dairy industry is a cyclical industry, but
I do feel the need to give a short 101 lesson to all in this
place who maybe do not quite understand the
intricacies of the dairy industry as those on this side of
the house do.
The Victorian dairy industry is basically an export
business. To be perfectly honest, there is a greater level
of concern around the value of the Australian dollar
against the US greenback than there is about Coles and
Woolies selling milk at $1 a litre. Do not get me wrong;
I disagree with the cross-subsidisation the supermarkets
enter into, which basically devalues milk in the eyes of
consumers, but that is not the root of the problem; that
is not the problem that the dairy industry is facing
today. Approximately 10 per cent of a farmer’s income
comes from liquid drinking milk, so if we double the
price of drinking milk, it would still be only a small
percentage of the family farm income. Cheese is sold
for around 69 cents a litre in milk equivalent, so we
need a competitive Australian dollar, and we need
strong demand in international commodity prices.
Lesson two is that milk production is more about
mathematics than it is about luck. It is a matter of
energy in, milk out — simple as that. The basic formula
is to understand the opening price at the beginning of
the season and then factor in a couple of step-ups,
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which are milk price increases, and backdate them to
the beginning of the year. Then you have a budgeted for
estimated final price, give or take 5 per cent. It sounds
quite simple. Then you decide how much milk you
want your cows to produce — either high input and
high yield, or low input and low yield. You do this by
establishing your input costs, whether it be grass, hay,
grain, irrigation water or other energy and protein, then
bingo, a spreadsheet tells you whether you are in line to
make a profit or not. As with every other business, you
then decide your model for the coming year, and
obviously you still have a few variables, with Mother
Nature and water allocations to decide your preferred
pathway.
Always remember that it is an industry where the peak
dairy product, or the farm-gate prices, are narrow at the
peak, and the troughs can be quite wide. Then throw
into the mix European Union subsidies and other
international production variables and of course Russia
and China, and you have a fairly volatile mix. So even
when prices are good, you do not always get the
opportunity to upgrade the farm or machinery; it is
small changes rather than wholesale changes. That is
some of the background.
What has happened in the Victorian dairy industry is
that it has been shamefully let down by the two most
senior people in the Victorian dairy industry: the CEO
of Fonterra and the CEO of the Murray Goulburn. Do
not get me wrong; I am a staunch advocate for Murray
Goulburn, and you will rarely find someone who
speaks more highly about Murray Goulburn than I do.
It sets the benchmark. It sets the price for the entire
Australian dairy industry. That is not the Victorian
dairy industry but the entire Australian dairy industry.
On a typical year some of the proprietary companies
and the smaller cooperatives wait for Murray Goulburn
to announce its opening price. So if Murray Goulburn
opens at 45 cents equivalent, then others will open at
47 cents a litre. If Murray Goulburn opens at 25 cents a
litre, the others will then open at 27 cents a litre, and
that is the way the dairy industry sets its price — on the
benchmark of Murray Goulburn. So Murray Goulburn
underpins the entire price. In fact some companies
quote their price in the season as Murray-Goulburn
price plus 2 or 3 cents a litre.
Now the mismanagement and the long-term denial of
the senior executives has let the farmers down; they
have led them down the garden path. It is like leading
foxes to the chookhouse. Hence we have a major
problem. The shareholders, or the farmers, need to
seriously look at the Murray Goulburn board or the
Fonterra board and be absolutely clear that they have
the right leadership structures to take that business

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 25 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

forward, because without good leadership, without
good governance and without strong confidence by
farmer suppliers towards the board and senior
management, we have a time bomb waiting to explode.
Now is the time to make any further tough decisions,
because you do not get two bites at this cherry.
If you want to take a look at it in other terms — if you
look at it in terms of football, and I do not want to take
this lightly, but if you are like Freo, you have nine
losses and zero wins. The seagulls are starting to circle,
and now it is time for a 12-point turnaround. The
problem is that you are standing there with a certain
goal to kick — the dairy farmers have made all the hard
decisions throughout the year; they have the cows
producing well and are ready to kick a goal — when all
of a sudden the ball flies at the other end, and the
opposition kicks a goal. This is very similar to what has
happened in the dairy industry. It has set its team up
really well for the year, and all of a sudden it has been
let down at the critical time.
The fact that Murray Goulburn is asking for a clawback
is disgraceful, and I call on Murray Goulburn and
Fonterra to immediately reverse the decision of the
clawback. This is a decision that gets the board and
management out of difficulty but throws the farmer in
at the deep end, literally. I agree with United
Dairyfarmers of Victoria when it says, ‘Remove the
clawback, and we need to remove it now’, because that
is disgraceful action by Murray Goulburn and Fonterra.
Let us consider the young farming family who has just
purchased its first farm. It is a brand-new share farm
which works on a third-share arrangement. This family
is now making approximately $36 a day. We are about
to decimate a whole generation of young farmers
through the mismanagement — or more like
unconscionable conduct — of a board of management.
This is sacrificing the next generation of farmers so that
boards can save face. Well, this is not on; it should be
overturned, and overturned immediately.
Of course I grieve for the families, I grieve for the
employees on farm and the employees in processing
factories and small businesses. The small businesses
become the unofficial second bank or the short-term
lender to the farming business, the pressure rises within
the community and everybody pays the price. I have
just been out on the front steps, like many on this side,
talking to farmers who just do not know — there is so
much uncertainty in their industry at the moment —
where they are going, and they need some certain
direction.
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For those who do not know, farmers have a habit that is
generations old, and that is spending their money to
make their workload easier. They buy new tractors,
they buy new milking machines and they improve
pastures and irrigation systems. All that money goes
directly back into the local community. But now
everyone is feeling the pain. Although some farmers
might, most dairy farmers do not, have a history of
buying blocks of shares in a Macquarie Bank portfolio
or an investment unit on the Gold Coast; they reinvest
back into the farm and back into the community. When
we talk about the flow-on effect, no community
understands the flow-on effect better than the dairy
communities. For every dollar spent, this can be
re-spent seven or even eight times back into the local
community, so the very fabric of our family farms and
our local communities is now at risk.
The Andrews Labor government says that it governs
for all Victorians. It has collected $400 million for the
sale of Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria, and it
has stashed that money somewhere. It has sold off the
port of Melbourne for approximately $7 billion. The
dairy industry is the single largest food exporter
through the port of Melbourne. Yesterday the
government committed $4.5 million for dairy
support — yes, that is right, $4.5 million, which is
about 1 per cent of what it sold Rural Finance
Corporation for or 0.00064 per cent of the proceeds of
the sale of the port of Melbourne. That is a bit
embarrassing, as I see it. We have got an industry that is
in crisis, and the Premier has come out, got the headline
showing support but really has offered very little to the
Victorian dairy industry. Bear in mind we are talking
about 85 per cent of the farmers in Victoria supplying
Murray Goulburn or Fonterra. This is primarily a
Victorian problem at the moment, and the Victorian
government is not standing up when it needs to most.
We could look at it with a different perspective. If we
look at the amount of money the government
contributed yesterday compared to, as I said, the port of
Melbourne sale, and imagine the MCG with
100 000 people sitting in it, the amount of money the
government has contributed is equivalent to the players,
the umpires and the emergency umpires. That is how
little it has contributed when we look at the income it
has taken from rural Victoria, that has been built off the
back of rural Victoria, and I think it is quite shameful. It
is a short-sighted bandaid that will only infuriate
farmers rather than unite them.
We have a saying in country Victoria that says fires
bring communities together and floods can rip
communities apart. This government needs to step up to
the plate and offer some real solutions before this
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becomes a tidal wave right across regional Victoria. We
need this government to meet with local government
authorities. They can help to remove rates for the dairy
industry — for the farmers who are struggling.
Irrigation water is going to be the next straw that breaks
the camel’s back. There is low allocation. Farmers will
probably need to pay for water that they may not even
get, and the cost of delivery should be waived. Our
dairy farmers and farming families need real support
not just warm and fuzzy headlines.

will provide sustenance to our communities and
sustenance to the rest of our state, but if the government
fails them, if it throws peanuts, it will be responsible for
the demise of a wonderful industry. I say to the
Premier, the Minister for Agriculture and the Minister
for Water that destiny lies within their hands. Are they
really going to help, or are they going to turn their
backs on dairy farmers.

At the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings last week we heard that the agricultural output
budget was slashed by $36 million, which is disgraceful
at a time when we really need support in the
agricultural sector. At least the federal government
stepped up to the plate, and it has put a substantial
package together. As I said before, Victoria is 85 per
cent of the Australian export industry, and Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra are 65 per cent of the entire
Australian dairy industry. At the moment Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra suppliers are hurting, but others
will hurt as the new financial year unfolds, because as I
said, Murray Goulburn underpins the price, the rest will
follow, and then everybody will be feeling the financial
pressure.

Mr McCURDY — If the member for Melton
missed the news this morning, they made a package of
$600 million. We will accept half of that from the
Victorian government. Half would be good; a quarter of
that would be fine. The member obviously has not read
that.

In other disasters we have made sure that farmers are
contacted by phone or personally contacted to offer a
suite of services. We have not just waited for the family
to pick up the phone and ask for help. This government
should be proactive in reaching out to our dairy farming
communities, families and employees, not just setting
up the local footy ground and waiting for the crowd to
turn up. That is a recipe for a very poor result. We need
a proactive approach, not a reactive one.
This government is boasting a $2.9 billion surplus, and
it offered up $4.5 million yesterday. I just cannot
understand it when there is a real crisis going on. When
there is a crisis going on, it throws peanuts.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr McCURDY — Please, don’t insult our
hard-working families; they are up before dawn, they
go to bed late and they do it seven days a week.
China and Russia — well, their purchases are out of our
control. The Australian dollar against the US greenback
is also out of our control, and Mother Nature is
certainly out of our control as well. However, the
support that this government can give is well and truly
within our control, and I urge and I beg the government
to support these fine families. Give them a chance, and
they will bounce back. They will bounce back, and they

Mr Nardella interjected.

Their destiny lies in the hands of the Premier, and I
urge him to speak up, and speak up soon, because his
time starts now.

Dunkley federal electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I take the
opportunity to rise and grieve on behalf of my
community in Frankston in regard to the chance that we
could actually have a federal Liberal government get
back in and hit our community for six. First I would just
like to take the time to say that yesterday — and these
are words from my very, very wise friend, the member
for Dandenong — the Andrews government did
something wonderful and progressive by making a
much-deserved apology to those convicted under old
laws that criminalised homosexuality.
A progressive state and progressive leadership —
probably the most progressive leadership we have ever
seen in this state — and yet today the Greens voted
with the Liberals to expel the very progressive Leader
of the Government in the Legislative Council for six
months. Shame! Unprecedented and purely politically
motivated punishment — base politics — and yet more
evidence that the Greens are anything but progressive.
They are not. One Green who walked into this chamber
did not even know what was going on. This also means
that we have one less progressive voice in debates like
the one that is going on in the upper house at the
moment about women’s reproductive rights. So, well
done, Greens.
Ms Williams interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — Nothing but Libs in designer
hemp, that is all. I thank the member for Dandenong.
That is beautiful and it really sums it up, because what
an act today.
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An issue we have in Frankston is that we have some
people acting like locals — and it is funny, the extent
they will go to. But we know that the federal Liberals
will be hitting my community of Frankston for six and
people are really feeling the pressure, knowing about
the cuts that are coming on 1 July, like them having to
pay for their Pap smears, blood tests, urine tests,
X-rays, ultrasounds and MRIs. They are no longer free
from 1 July. What kind of government does this? This
is disastrous for my community. We have people living
in some areas of Frankston and Frankston North who
have conditions that remain undiagnosed because they
feel that they cannot attend a GP clinic because they
cannot pay for prescription medicine. We know that
under the Liberal government, if it gets back in, a
family with two healthy kids will be forced to pay $412
a year more for essential health care. That is for healthy
kids and a healthy family. That is $412 that the federal
Liberal government, if it is re-elected, will take out of
people’s back pockets.
My community already has people living on the edge,
so to speak. Part of our community is no. 4 on the
dropping off the edge list, one of the most
disadvantaged communities in Victoria, if not the
nation. Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull needs to
prove to Victorians his plan for health and medical
research. What he is really doing is just cutting health
funding in the federal budget. We saw the effect of this
in Frankston earlier this year and last year, when
$100 000 was cut by stealth from the Frankston
Medical Centre, which services 10 000 patients a year.
The centre takes the stress off and ramping away from
the emergency department and the ambos at Frankston
Hospital, which has one of the busiest emergency
departments there is. We heard nothing from the federal
government but excuses. I thank God that we have
ministers like the Minister for Health, who are willing
to step in and get some skin in the game and redress
things like that, because they really affect my
community.

2047

government, our cabinet — being at the forefront of
policy for the nation, there is something particularly sad
about our national leadership.
Unfortunately Turnbull’s budget was, as we saw, just
Abbott’s leftovers, with cuts to family tax benefits,
work until you are 70, cuts to paid parental leave, and
$29 billion cut from schools. How the hell does anyone
stand up in public and raise their head when people are
reading that in the budget there is $29 billion cut from
schools nationally?
Mr Nardella — Shame!
Mr EDBROOKE — It is a shame. This is in stark
contrast to the Andrews government’s budget, which
shows that the government is listening to the people in
electorates like mine.
I would like to take members through the irony in some
of what we are experiencing in the federal election
campaign in Dunkley and my electorate of Frankston.
Bruce Billson has announced his retirement. Bruce
certainly leaves big boots to fill and I wish Bruce all the
best in his future career. I know that he will be an asset
to whoever he is working with. His leaving means that
the voters of Dunkley have a very clear choice.
I ask: what the hell would someone who has been the
chief executive of an economic development
corporation in regional Victoria as well as an
international lawyer in Kosovo, no less, know about the
effect of slashing penalty rates from people in
Dunkley? It is an electorate that runs from Seaford
down south to Mornington and, according to the
Australia Institute, has a mortgage belt and is a majority
blue-collar area where 89 per cent of people earn under
$87 000 per annum. I guess it should be asked: is this
federal candidate even local?
I refer to an article in the trusty Weekly Times of
24 February, and I quote:

Victorians also continue to get ripped off with
infrastructure funding, with Victorian taxes continuing
to pay for projects in Sydney and Brisbane. We know
that although Victorians make up 25 per cent of the
national population we get barely 9 per cent of the
infrastructure budget. It is shameful. Malcolm Turnbull
has not reversed Tony Abbott’s cuts to Victorian
schools and hospitals. He is the same policy mongrel.

Interesting to see Chris Crewther has won Liberal Party
preselection for the federal set of Dunkley on the
south-eastern edge of Melbourne. Chris will be well known to
readers in the Mallee for his unsuccessful tilt at the safe
Nationals seat of Mallee in 2013. Presumably Chris, who now
lives in Frankston, will tout his local credentials during the
campaign — as he did in the Mallee battle.

Malcolm Turnbull has also failed the test of national
leadership on family violence. He provided — I hear
you ask, ‘How much?’ — $472 million less than
Victoria has provided to combat this national
emergency. While I do not mind Victorians — our

‘My parents still live in Horsham. I did all my schooling in
Horsham and Murtoa. I am the only candidate from Horsham,
and the reason I stood is because I am passionate about the
electorate’.

‘I grew up in Horsham’, he told the Wimmera Mail-Times in
2013.
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No doubt he will be assuring Dunkley voters he is just as
passionate about their electorate.

And indeed he is.
But there is a pattern here. We have seen this before; it
is a well-worn path. The Liberals decide to put in an
anointed candidate, a yes-man, if you will, and they tell
everybody they are local. We saw this in the previous
state election. We get more yes-people in government
and less people who are willing to stand up and fight
for their community. The candidate for Frankston was
from Carlton, not Frankston. He is so local he is
nowhere to be seen now. My advice is. ‘You ain’t in
Kansas anymore, Toto’. In Frankston we smell untruths
an absolute mile away — and let me tell you there is a
thick stench of crap in the air right now.
I have spent the last two years fighting for Frankston
and investing in the Frankston community to make it
better for the people who live there. We have taken
some major steps, and I will not stand by while we have
candidates selling their souls to get a seat in Parliament
whilst delivering nothing for our community. I offer no
apology in not being backward in coming forward.
The Frankston community is being stonewalled as far
as facts are concerned by the Frankston council as well.
I am being asked daily by punters coming into my
office: why would this candidate lecture us about
penalty rates and the advantages of cutting penalty rates
whilst he employs the service of a councillor from
Frankston council who has little to say about allegations
put before him? These questions come from our
community and have been aired on the 3AW Drive
show.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — The former mayor allegedly
held the most expensive fundraising cocktail party —
tell me if you stand by this — in recent memory. This
party catered for 60 people and it cost the ratepayers of
Frankston $21 000. But it was a fundraiser too and it
raised $4000. So he has catered for 60 people and he
has paid $21 000 of ratepayers money and made $4000.
Now, this is alleged, because we are being stonewalled.
No-one in the council will come out and tell us what is
going on. He has allegedly had such poor judgement
that he wanted the ratepayers to pay for 5000 business
cards for him to use as a councillor until the October
local government council elections.
So the community is expected to believe that he dishes
out 1000 cards a month or 30 a day while being actively
involved in the anti-level crossing removal campaigns.
Funny, that! He has ratepayers forking out $11 049 for
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his child care. Anyone in here get their child care paid
for? I did not think so. This bloke does — and it is on
the ratepayer. The list goes on.
These are all unanswered questions. I am not even
asserting or alleging that this person broke rules, but I
think you need to be impartial and you need to be
responsible to the people of Frankston as per your oath.
I do not think that has been happening. These are all
unanswered questions asked by people in my
community who wonder, ‘Why, if these allegations are
unfounded, aren’t they rebutted and refuted by
councillors or this federal candidate that stands by
him?’. If any of these allegations are unfounded, prove
it. But I ask: if they are true, and someone is hiding,
how can this candidate and his manager possibly be
wanting to cut penalty rates from ordinary people who
actually pay for their own child care and will pay more
under the federal Liberal government — over $14 more
a day for Frankston people and up to about $100 a day
for child care all up?
Have they ever worked a night shift? Have they ever
worked a Christmas Day and not seen their family but
at the same time consoled other people’s families while
they were picking bits of their kids out of their cars?
Have they ever spent the weekend cleaning someone
else’s hotel room? Have they ever missed their
partner’s birthdays, their kids’ birthdays or their Easter
or their Christmas? Have they ever experienced the
pressure of working a 10/14 shift not knowing what day
it is and having that pressure on their family? Do not
dare tell people in Dunkley that they do not need
penalty rates.
We are lucky because the candidate did write a
comment piece in a newspaper about penalty rates, and
we know exactly where he stands. If he had his way,
we would all be working seven days a week. I think the
concerned locals are putting two and two together and
are asking themselves, ‘This Liberal federal candidate,
how can we take him seriously when he employs what
could be Victoria’s most expensive councillor to help
him sell his story that people can live without penalty
rates on near $100 a week?’. It is an absolute debacle.
He might not see it from his lofty tower, but he is
actually consigning people to work seven days a week,
or work weekends away from home at standard rates. It
is an absolute debacle. What does this mean for
Dunkley residents? It means that a vote for Liberals is a
vote for less pay in your back pocket while they make
you pay for services that are free now.
The leader of the ALP visited Dunkley recently. It was
a town hall event, we had weeks in advance of
advertising, and 350 people turned up and had a full
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opportunity to discuss any matter with him. The
alternative was the current Liberal Prime Minister, who
visited a fantastic local brewery. He visited there for
40 minutes, had some happy snaps, a couple of
Instagram shots, a bit of Twitter, a bit of Facebook and
refused to answer questions. The choice is very, very
clear about who we need to vote for in Dunkley.
I see those people opposite have nothing to say about
paying for pap smears, about paying for blood tests,
paying for X-rays, paying for MRIs and paying more
for general health care. They have nothing to say about
cuts to family tax benefits, nothing to say about
working until you are 70 — and when you are in a real
job and you are on the tools, working until you are 70
just ain’t an option. A lot of these people are not
investment bankers, Mr Turnbull, yet they have to
suffer cuts to paid parental leave and $29 billion worth
of cuts from schools. I am flabbergasted that these
candidates — the candidate for Dunkley and for federal
Liberal seats everywhere — can hold their heads up
and be selling themselves to people.
I would like to conclude by saying that at the moment
in Frankston we have a scorecard of what our
candidates are giving us. I could be seen as being
partisan — and yes, I am partisan towards Frankston
and I will stick up for Frankston. At the moment we
have a federal Labor candidate who has committed
over $10 million to help our community in Frankston.
Unfortunately at this point in time we have a federal
Liberal candidate who has committed zero —
doughnuts. The choice is clear. There is only one way
to vote in this federal election to protect our community
from the ravages of a bunch of people who are just
making this up as they are going along.

Electricity prices
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to grieve
for the Victorian public on being hit by the Andrews
Labor government with excessive power bills that they
will be forced to pay and they are currently paying, due
to lack of action and a government that is full of
reviews and full of spin but has done nothing to affect
electricity prices other than make them skyrocket here
in Victoria.
We have currently a ministerial reshuffle; a minor one,
many would say. In part of that reshuffle we saw a
change with the former Minister for Energy and
Resources having the resources portfolio removed and
we have the new Minister for Resources sitting in the
chamber today. What we see with this current
government is, for the first time in up to 20 years if you
like, a complete change from what we have been used
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to — a very deliberate change in separating the
resources and energy portfolios. This will ensure that
Victorians will continue to pay more for their
electricity, under an Andrews Labor government. Not
since the disastrous Kirner Labor government have we
been without an energy and resources minister. The
Kirner days have been brought back under the Andrews
Labor government.
What we now have is the combining of the climate
change, environment and energy portfolios under one
minister. What this means is resources is being
separated off, and resources, as many would be aware,
includes the Latrobe Valley, and the Latrobe Valley is
the heart of the cheap energy supply that we have been
afforded for many, many years. We are saying that
there is a complete disconnect between what happens in
the valley and what happens with energy as a whole.
Combining climate change, environment and energy
allows there to be a complete conflict between the
portfolios. Having one minister dealing with all three
means compromises will be made, and the people who
will be affected the most will be Victorians, who will
be paying more for their energy, more in their power
bills.
Under the Premier we have seen in the current budget a
new electricity tax and soaring energy prices. Again
this reshuffle shows exactly what this current
government has in store for Victorians and its complete
disregard of Victorians who are struggling to pay their
energy bills. The government has shown absolutely no
regard for those who are on a low income and those
who are experiencing hardship. It has said, ‘Do you
know what? We’re actually going to turn our backs on
them. We’re going to make sure electricity prices
continue to rise, and we’re going to do that by slapping
an electricity tax on Victorians. We’re also going to do
that by ensuring that we separate off energy and
resources, and we’re going to do our absolute best to
shut down the valley over the next few years’.
There has been uncertainty for the last two years when
it has come to the valley. The former minister for
resources has not met with any of the power producers
in the valley since she was elected and has been in the
resources portfolio. She has turned her back on the
valley. I certainly call on the new minister to go and
meet with those energy providers, who have been
fundamental to Victorians getting cheap energy, to not
turn his back on them, and to talk to them about how
we can ensure we have affordable energy into the
future. That is not taking away from the importance of
renewables, and it is not taking away from the
importance of having a transition into new and clean
energy. But it needs to be done in a way that actually
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brings the community along with it, and not by shutting
down and turning your back on something that has been
the backbone of Victorian industry, Victorian
manufacturing, jobs, growth and efficient and cheap
power, and which all Victorians have benefited from.
We have seen a minister for energy who has done
nothing but conduct reviews and shown indecision and
uncertainty. We certainly need a change from that if we
are going to move any further. One of the things the
new minister for energy has on his desk, which the old
minister had completely neglected, is the — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr SOUTHWICK — No, I did not. I said one of
the things that the new Minister for Resources has on
his desk currently — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The minister will cease interjecting!
Mr SOUTHWICK — I do not need the minister’s
help. One of the things that the new — as in current —
Minister for Resources has on his desk is the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) strike. The CFMEU strike, which has been
an important part of ensuring that energy prices do not
skyrocket, has been sitting there and the previous
minister has not done the work, has not intervened and
has let this go by, which has seen a lot of uncertainty
come into the future of the Latrobe Valley, and there is
certainly potential for a hit to energy prices again in
Victoria. Let us look at what the CFMEU — the good
mates of the Labor Party, the good mates of the
Premier — is actually looking for when it comes to
AGL and the valley in terms of an increase. The
union’s demands include $180 000 per year base salary
for a four-day working week; a 20 per cent rise over
four years; a 14 per cent superannuation payment
payout, up from the current 12 per cent; time spent
walking from their cars to work to be paid —
Ms Victoria — No!
Mr SOUTHWICK — that is right, time spent
walking from their cars to work is to be paid. Also,
overtime to be paid at triple time if the pay office delays
processing; $15 a week mobile phone allowance; $800
for prescription glasses every two years — it is a
fantastic gig if you can get it — paid paternity leave to
be increased to two weeks; the right of employees to
not use a company email; and the choice of companies
to provide lease car arrangements. I tell you what, we
would all be lining up for that job if we could have it.
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This is an industry that has not seen an increase in its
base wholesale pricing for 10 years. You would think
that the current government and the CFMEU would be
working with the industry to say, ‘How can we keep the
lights on? How can we get the industry working
together? How can we get some productivity? How can
we move forward on this?’.
We have the aluminium smelter in Portland. Again the
Andrews government has failed to do anything about
Portland — there is absolutely nothing there. It is
another big power user, and we have seen the workers
in that instance say, ‘Well, we will have a bit of a wage
freeze because we want to keep the lights on. We want
to keep this industry going’. We have seen nothing
when it comes to the valley. We have seen this
government completely inactive. It has been inactive in
Portland; it has been inactive with AGL. What does that
tell you? The government does not care. The
government is saddled up to its CFMEU union mates. It
is more worried about the here and now than the future
of Victoria. Government members are more worried
about their jobs and their union payouts than the future
of Victoria, than about bills, power prices and people’s
jobs.
These are government members that in opposition
stood up and said, ‘We are going to create
100 000 jobs. We are going to stand up for Victorians’.
Government members are standing up for nothing
except their own — their own lunches, their own meal
tickets. They are not looking after one Victorian. This is
what this government is made of. This is what we have
to deal with, and this is what Victorians need to
understand.
There is the carbon tax, the electricity tax, which is
seeing a 300 per cent increase. This shows you what the
current energy minister understands about the whole
energy sector. The energy minister says, ‘Well, you
know what? We have got other states that are paying
their fair share, we need to pay our fair share too in
terms of the mining tax’. Hopefully the new minister
will be able to understand something the former
resources minister did not understand, and that is that
the brown coal that is being used is all used for
electricity. We do not export brown coal. If we
exported brown coal, we would see whatever ship that
it went on end up on fire in the bay. Why? Because it is
combustible. Brown coal does not export; black coal
does. So every bit of brown coal that comes out of the
valley is used for producing electricity — the sort of
electricity that each Victorian uses. It is all directly
related to Victoria. For the minister to say, ‘Well, you
know what? It is connected in terms of other states and
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export royalties’ is an absolute fallacy — it is a
complete fallacy.
There will be $252 million collected from this tax. Get
this! We asked the minister how much of the
$252 million will go back to the valley, because the
government has said that it wants to transition the
valley. So we have got $252 million collected from a
new tax, and how much of the $252 million will
constituents in the Latrobe Valley get? The answer is a
big zero. A big nothing. It is all going, according to the
minister, to consolidated revenue. That is where it is
going. Do not trust me, trust what the minister said
herself. It is all going to consolidated revenue.
The Andrews government has done everything it can to
push up electricity prices in Victoria. The Andrews
government rejected the energy pricing reforms in
favour of an opt-in approach to distributor network
arrangements. Now the Australian Energy Regulator
has said, ‘No, this is what we are going to do’. This is
because the minister has said, ‘We want an opt-in
approach. We do not want to ensure that we smooth out
the electricity use to get a better low payment to
ultimately give Victorians a better deal’. The energy
director of the Grattan Institute, Tony Wood, said:
This decision is a setback for electricity tariff reform. Not
only does it lock in unfair tariffs, it sends the wrong signals
for new investment. Most of the cost for smart meters will be
wasted and an opportunity for lower prices for all Victorians
will be missed.

Here we have a government that gave us a $800 million
blow-out on smart meters. It gave us these smart
meters, that all Victorians have in their homes, that are
not being used. There is an opportunity to be able to
take some of this information from our smart meters
and balance the load, because what happens is that all
the pressure on the load is during the peak period and
people are overusing on the peak load. This puts
pressure on the peak, which means that we have to
build more distribution and there is more cost. Rather
than doing that, we smooth out the load. This is a great
opportunity for this government to actually show some
vision and leadership when it comes to electricity. What
has it done? It has turned its back. And what is it going
to result in? It will up electricity prices.
You just have to see what has been happening.
CitiPower users in the inner city have seen prices go up
in the Melbourne CBD, Brunswick, Carlton, Fitzroy,
Northcote, Richmond and Collingwood with an
increase in price of $110 compared to last year. We
have seen the areas of Hawthorn, Camberwell, Balwyn
and inner-south areas like Prahran, Armadale, Toorak
and Caulfield with a $100 increase compared to last
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year. With AGL, it is a similar situation in St Kilda,
Port Melbourne, Albert Park and South Melbourne
where we will see a $125 increase. In Yarraville,
Williamstown, Footscray, Broadmeadows, Moonee
Ponds, Braybrook and Flemington we will see a $30
increase. We have seen Bundoora, Thomastown,
Preston and Reservoir have a $45 increase compared to
last year. Moorabbin, Bentleigh, Springvale, Noble
Park and Keysborough have an $80 increase compared
to last year. Seaford, Frankston and the Mornington
Peninsula — another $50 compared to last year.
Bulleen, Templestowe, Box Hill, Doncaster, Mitcham,
Vermont, Glen Waverly and Chadstone — $55
compared to last year.
We have members of Parliament who are meant to be
representing their constituents — as I have just read out
here, all of whom are seeing electricity price rises
thanks to the Premier — who are all turning their backs
in terms of Victorian users. We are seeing a
government that is absolutely inactive when it comes to
power prices.
Now let us go to the fundamental core. The Labor Party
is meant to be standing up for the working class. This is
the real contradiction and the hypocrisy of the Labor
government. We have seen nearly 60 000 energy
customers experience hardship and disconnections and
we have over $50 million in unpaid electricity bills.
What are we going to do? What is this government
going to do? What is the big plan? What government
members are going to do is say, ‘Let’s ask those people
experiencing hardship to prepay their bills up-front.
Prepay it up-front; then you will not get disconnected’.
What a joke! They are going to ask people to prepay
their bills up-front so they will not get disconnected.
We have an article saying the Victorian Council of
Social Services’ Emma King:
fears forced prepayments will worsen poverty.
‘This could lead to people making really dire decisions, such
as going without food …’

It is a choice between food and power — which is on
the heads of those opposite — for those people who
have to choose between keeping warm in winter and
putting food on the table. Do members opposite know
what? They are meant to be the party of the working
class. They are only a party of looking after themselves
and their union mates.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — That is who you are. You
look after themselves and your union mates.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Just before I call the member for Geelong, it is
inappropriate for the member for Essendon to count
down the remainder of time on the clock.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Essendon! People can see the clock,
they know what the time is. It is inappropriate.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will not reflect on the Chair.

Corio and Corangamite federal electorates
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I grieve for the people
of the federal seats of Corio and Corangamite and the
thought that they may be subjected to another term of a
federal Liberal government. Geelong is a proud
working-class city. Its people are smart enough to know
that good social policy is fundamental to the wellbeing
of our community and its future. They know how
important jobs, education and health are not only to
them and their families but to the greater community as
well.
Unemployment is one of the key factors of poverty, and
governments must play a significant role in creating
and maintaining jobs in our communities. Governments
should not leave scars on our community; they should
leave positive legacies for future generations. Those
opposite and the Abbott and Turnbull federal
governments will leave a deep scar with the closure of
the car industry in this country.
In Geelong the closure of Ford is imminent, and the
ramifications of this are devastating for many workers
and their families. Workers watched as the federal
government did nothing. The workers at Ford now face
retrenchment or unemployment in October this year,
and they are desperately looking at what their future
holds. For the older workers it is perhaps not so
devastating, but a lot of younger workers, who still
have young families, who still have mortgages, are still
very, very concerned about their futures and what is
going to happen. Of course the Andrews Labor
government has put in place a number of projects
which I will talk about a bit later.
The federal opposition leader, Bill Shorten, was in the
Geelong region recently, joined by the Premier — and
it is a great Premier we have in Victoria, I have to
say — when he announced federal Labor’s
commitment to funding the Local Industry Fund for
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Transition program and the auto transition fund
established by the Andrews Labor government. That
contribution from the federal Labor opposition is quite
significant and in fact has raised the hopes of a lot of
those Ford workers who will be relying on those
programs, and not just them but also the businesses
affected by the closure of Ford. It is not just the
businesses directly providing to Ford; there is the
flow-on effect at the local milk bar, at the local
drycleaner and those sorts of small businesses that have
relied on the work of Ford over many years.
The support for jobs for Geelong is critical, and we all
know that. Geelong has some challenges. As I said,
with Ford closing in October and with Target making
the decision to leave Geelong, which will not happen
for another year or two, people are concerned about
jobs. The federal government does have a responsibility
to work with the states to ensure that job creation is
there.
I think it is important that the Andrews Labor
government has focused on jobs in Geelong, and part of
that is our commitment to regional rail and increasing
jobs there. There are the VLocity trains, the
maintenance depot at Waurn Ponds and bringing the
WorkSafe office to Geelong — building has now just
started. These are good job creators, and we have seen
an increase in employment in Geelong. The last
Australian Bureau of Statistics data shows there has
been a significant increase in Geelong, in particular for
our young people.
The federal opposition leader announced funding for
the rail duplication from South Geelong to Waurn
Ponds and joined in with the Andrews government’s
commitment to a $3 million feasibility study for the rail
duplication. This is an important project for Geelong.
We have a growing population, and between South
Geelong and Waurn Ponds there is huge growth with
Armstrong Creek and a number of other housing
developments. That will have a significant impact on
Geelong overall in terms of our public transport. So
preparing for that is really important. It is a great
transport minister we have who has looked at what our
vision needs to be for Geelong and has focused on that
quite strongly over the last couple of months,
particularly in this last state budget.
The federal Labor opposition has also supported the
Andrews Labor government in its massive
infrastructure projects in Geelong, which will create
jobs. This is what Labor is all about. These are Labor’s
values. It is good policy. It is about looking after young
people and working people in our city. In contrast the
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Abbott and Turnbull governments have delivered
nothing for Corio or Corangamite.
Part of my electorate is in the federal seat of
Corangamite, and I know that my constituents in this
part of the electorate have real concerns about the lack
of commitment the federal government has to their
community. It is a real concern that the Liberal member
for Corangamite continually takes up state issues and
not federal issues. My constituents are raising concerns
on a regular basis asking: why is the federal member
for Corangamite taking up issues that are state issues?
She is wasting her time on those — —
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms COUZENS — I think you are right; she does
not have anything to talk about, so she is using state
issues to try to make herself look good with her
constituents.
The Prime Minister visited Geelong yesterday, and
when he was asked about major infrastructure projects
such as the Geelong convention centre and the rail
duplication between South Geelong and Waurn Ponds
there was no commitment. He said he would be looking
at them. His key message was that he wants the
government to be more than an ATM. I am not quite
sure what that means — whether it was an excuse for
not making any commitments to the people of Geelong
or Corangamite leading into this election. The people of
Corio and Corangamite are pretty smart, and I think
they have cottoned on to this. Unless we see some
significant commitments from the member for
Corangamite she may find herself in some trouble.
The Andrews Labor government has announced a
$335 million funding boost to help reduce elective
surgery waiting times in Geelong. My constituents
know how important it is that we have a great health
system that gets people into surgery and back home to
their families much sooner.
The impact of the Abbott and Turnbull governments’
health funding clawback as it relates to Barwon Health
is of real concern to my constituents. We know that
Barwon Health is facing a $3.5 million cut to its
bottom-line budget as a result of the latest round of
savage health cuts from the Abbott and Turnbull
governments. These cuts have created a funding black
hole for Barwon Health.
The Abbott and Turnbull governments’ health cuts will
reduce bulk-billing and hit families every time they see
a doctor, have an X-ray or try to get essential
medicines. Access to doctors is a real issue for my
community. Not only do people have problems actually
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accessing doctors, or their GPs, but if they do not have
the money to pay, what is going to happen to them?
Already we are seeing a number of issues with people
who cannot afford to pay and who have trouble getting
into bulk-billing clinics. The impact on low-income
people is becoming quite significant. We are already
seeing these problems with people not being diagnosed
although they are clearly unwell and people who are
diagnosed but who cannot afford to go to private
specialists or to access the medical facilities they need
because they are not being provided without charge.
This is of real concern to me and I know to other
members of Parliament in this place who have areas in
their electorates where people have very low incomes
and who understand that the struggle for those people to
access the services is already difficult. As of 1 July, as
we have already heard in this house today, it will be
even more difficult for people to access services, to
have their x-rays, their blood tests and the medical
services they need. Unfortunately a lot of those people
may not get to do that. It is just not good enough, and
the people in my electorate deserve a lot better.
My constituents are also concerned about the education
cuts by the Abbott and Turnbull governments and how
they have turned their backs on Gonski. They have
dumped the Gonski reforms and ripped out $29 billion
from our schools. This means that those students that
need support and resources will just not get them.
Labor will deliver and implement the Gonski
agreement. Labor believes in education as an
investment, and it will deliver on areas such as more
one-on-one support, early intervention, remedial
literacy and numeracy support, a focus on
evidence-based teaching and skilling teachers in
science, technology, engineering and maths. Federal
Labor will also invest in Indigenous students, including
a commitment to closing the gap in Indigenous
disadvantage. We know from recent reports that we are
still nowhere near closing that gap. Education of course
is one of the big factors in closing that gap.
The Andrews government has delivered on education
and fully supported Gonski. The Geelong region
schools have had $35 million in funding across the
region. This was a commitment in the recent state
budget. Unfortunately we have had nothing from the
Abbott and Turnbull governments except for cuts. This
really does impact on my community. In my electorate
and in the federal electorates of Corio and Corangamite
people are gravely concerned about what is going to
happen with education. It is a shared responsibility. The
state and federal governments should be working
together to ensure that every child has access to a good
standard of education. They should have access to good

GRIEVANCES
2054

ASSEMBLY

facilities, and they will have that in my electorate.
Many of my schools have received some of that
$35 million to upgrade their schools, which is really
significant.
The Andrews Labor government’s commitment to
special education has also come out in the recent report
through the education state review. That will also have
a great impact on my electorate. But again the massive
cuts by the federal Turnbull government will impact
greatly on what teachers can deliver in schools. If
Gonski is not delivered, the most disadvantaged schools
will suffer. I have a number of schools in my electorate
that are desperately wanting to see the full Gonski
rollout at a federal level to ensure that their students get
the best possible education. Parents want their kids to
have the best possible education. This is a move out of
a life of poverty. Education plays such a vital role in
our community, and our young people, particularly
young children, should have an opportunity to access
good education.
I think the tax cuts for those who do not need them is
quite a disturbing issue for my community. Many
people have asked why are people who do not need tax
cuts getting them and those that do need them not
getting them. They are getting nothing. A city like
Geelong, which is a very working-class city, does not
have big numbers of high-income earners. They really
rely on those tax cuts. They rely on being able to earn a
decent wage and to live a decent life and provide for
their families not only through education but also
through health and those sorts of things that families
have to access.
At a time when the Andrews government is making
unprecedented commitments on the basis of the report
of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, the
federal government is making cuts to family violence
services right across the country. This is really
disturbing. I think the federal government needs to look
seriously at what it is doing in regard to family
violence. The Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to all of the recommendations from the
royal commission has been welcomed very
enthusiastically by my electorate of Geelong, and I
know just about every other electorate is the same.
Family violence is a shocking issue. I do not think the
states should be expected to deal with the issues alone,
although the Premier has indicated that he will do
everything that has been recommended through the
royal commission. But I think the federal government
has a responsibility as well not only to Victoria but to
the rest of the country, and we need to be dealing with
these issues now and not later. There must be a shared
commitment from state and federal governments; that is
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clearly what should be happening. I think if we can
elect a federal — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member’s time has expired!

Dairy industry
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — I rise in the
house to grieve — to grieve for my fellow dairy
farmers. I grieve for Western Victorian dairy farmers. I
grieve for Victorian dairy farmers. Farmers have taken
a massive hit in the last few weeks. Two large dairy
companies began this. Murray Goulburn started it with
a very big oversight in the amount of sales it was
predicting to make this year. I am a dairy farmer, and
we will see a 70 per cent cut in our income in the next
two months. So 10 months into the financial year, when
most of the payments that we have had to fork out —
for cows to be fed, grass to be sown and costs to be
incurred so that we can farm — have already been
outlaid.
The CEO is now gone, and this is a time for the board
and the governance structures to be examined. Let us
not forget that farmers need to have influence over the
supply chain, if we are not going to be peasant farmers
into the future. So take this opportunity, and make sure
you make the best out of it and review how things can
be done better into the future. That is Murray
Goulburn’s problem, and it will be farmers who help
solve it, because farmers need it to survive and do well
into the future.
I do not understand Fonterra’s action; I really do not.
This is extremely opportunistic, and the CEO said, in
his own words, last week that he is going to take the
money out of Australia and send it back to another
country, because Australian farmers are not really
Fonterra’s problem. That is why I talk so strongly about
the fact that we need to make sure that we look at the
governance, we look at the board’s skill set and we
invest in future skills so that we can do this better.
Through my Nuffield scholarship four years ago, I
looked at agriculture in 29 countries right around the
world and studied the different structures where farmers
can have influence over the supply chain. We do not
want to be where England is — 25 years after losing
control and still trying to claw back.
Things are tough on a world scale. Murray Goulburn
made a financial disclosure mistake, but the strategy is
right. As a country, we need to value-add. We have
good manufacturing in the dairy industry, unlike many
other parts of this country where manufacturing has
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failed. Dairy does have a future, and dairy can persist
into the future doing very well and supporting a vibrant
manufacturing sector.
Do not get me at all wrong: this is the fault of world
milk prices, supermarkets to a degree and the failure of
the companies making mistakes in decisions. But
farmers are incredibly skilled. I will just let you know
that 19 years ago, when I began dairy farming, I was
incredibly impressed with how farmers make
scientifically sound decisions every single day when
they work the land and turn grass into milk, like I do.
Every single day I put 300 cows into a 3-hectare
paddock. I know that 2500 kilograms of dry matter is in
the paddock — or 3000 or 1100 — and I know they
will graze it down to about 1500, so I can work out how
many kilograms of energy they get from that part of
their diet. I know the fibre content they take in every
day. I know the amount of protein that they require to
take in, what they get and what they need to lactate and
at the time that they are at in their lactation stage. That
is pretty impressive stuff that we, as farmers, need to
know. We have to understand the science required. We
understand the environmental management and I am
always impressed with the proactive nature of the
farmers of my community.
We talk about the triple bottom line these days in the
corporate world, and I believe that that is something
farmers invented. We know that people are important,
we know that cows and the soil are important and we
also know that if we do not get those things right, we
certainly do not have any profit at the end of the day.
But we will still keep prioritising the cows that we care
about and the soil that we understand so that the
microbes work together and we get the balance required
to be successful.
Our communities, particularly in western Victoria,
northern Victoria and eastern Victoria, that are dairy
oriented contribute $8 billion to the Victorian economy.
My area alone produces a third of Victoria’s milk or a
quarter of Australia’s milk. There are over 6000 people
employed directly and indirectly in the dairy industry,
and that is without the accountants and electricians that
also make a living from the economic benefit that dairy
brings to my region.
To demonstrate how much we produce every day, if
you lined up one-litre milk cartons, not end to end but
side by side, you would take that line from Melbourne
right through to the South Australian border — it is an
impressive amount of milk — or maybe you can picture
2000 Olympic swimming pools more easily. So what
we are going to see over the next six months is about
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$300 million come out of the local economy, just from
my region alone.
Like I say, this is not an industry that is a dying
industry; it has a bright future and is going through a
very challenging time, and the reasons include the
sanctions that we have put on Russia, which I am not
arguing about, and the quotas that we have seen come
off in Europe. It is a complex world market, and this is
a problem considering the short period of time and the
bungle that Murray Goulburn made with its
management issues. So I do think we have a situation
we need to deal with, and I do applaud the government
putting forward the solutions in the form of some
packages that we have heard announced in the last
couple of days. I am applauding the social and
emotional wellbeing support that we are seeing for
farmers.
Farmers are very resilient, and they are very
independent. As I said yesterday in the meeting with
the Minister for Agriculture, we cannot just give them
the opportunity to seek help; we actually need to reach
out. We need to make sure we touch base with all the
farmers, because unless they have got a plan, it is not
just farmers that are going to go to the wall; it is the
small businesses, the vet clinics and the feed
companies. Together we will work as a team and
support each other.
But can we do more? Absolutely, we can do more, and
what I see in my region is a community crying out for
assistance with the roads. The roads, my friends, take
our product to market, and every day those roads are
crumbling. From the potholes that those tankers hit and
the grain trucks that bring grain to my farm hit, they
pass that cost straight to me, the farmer, because the
truck drivers do not pay for those trucks alone — they
hand those costs back to me.
We have $345 million sitting on the table from the
federal government waiting to be matched by the state
government to address country roads. There is
$700 million that we are supposedly seeing out of the
port of Melbourne coming to fix our roads. Where is
the plan? I want to hear about it. My community wants
to see this. We do not want what we saw last week, and
that was the suggestion we reduce speeds to fix this
problem. It is quite clear that that will reduce
productivity, that it is inefficient and that it will result in
costs being passed back to the farmer. This is not
helpful, and we can do better.
We cannot cross the bridges in my community with
trucks loaded with milk or hay because we do not know
if they are safe. VicRoads has not been given enough
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money to assess the bridges, so drivers go around the
long way. It takes twice as long and it reduces
productivity. Is this good for our state? Is it good for the
economy if we cannot get product to market
efficiently?
Then, my friends, we talk about electricity costs. We
are tripling the cost of electricity — are you serious? I
milk the cows for 3 hours in the morning, I milk them
again at night and then I cool the milk to 4 degrees or
less within 2 hours so that we can have a product that is
wanted all around the world — a quality product. That
is pretty electricity intensive, but it is bringing money to
Victoria, so do not harness me. Embrace me as a
farmer. Stop tripling taxes and then claiming you are
not.
What about employment? We heard from Geelong that
they have got an industry that is closing down. Our
industry has a future, and we need jobs. We need
people filling jobs. We cannot get people into jobs.
What an opportunity! The government promised
100 000 jobs to Victoria within two years and is failing
dismally on that. Well, here is its opportunity. Get the
employment agencies, develop the programs and put
people in the dairy industry where we are wanting
people and will provide opportunities.
But I am very heartened, and just to make more clear
what I am saying about the opportunity here, in 2008
Australia exported 300 tonnes of milk powder — that
sounds like a lot — but in 2013 we exported 2.4 million
tonnes to China.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Ms BRITNELL — That is absolutely correct. The
opportunity is real. This is an industry we need to look
after because the potential is enormous. But I am
extremely heartened by the strong message we have
received from the community, a message about how
they value Australian agriculture and how they value
Australian farmers. I think it is a loud message being
sent to Coles and Woolworths to stop bullying the
farmer. As Chloe Scott, a 16-year-old who started a
petition, said on ABC News Breakfast this morning,
‘Hopefully in a couple of months time there won’t be
such a thing as $1 per litre milk’. Now I know it is only
10 per cent of the income, but there is nothing more
insulting, let me tell you, than for farmers to walk into
supermarkets and sees the milk on the shelf selling for
less than what it costs to make it.
Okay, sell your milk for less than $1 if you want to do
that as a loss leader — which means getting people into
the supermarket so you can sell them chocolates and all
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the things they do not need — that is fine, but pass back
to the farmer an honest amount so that the farmer can
be paid for an honest day’s work. That is all they are
asking for. Renegotiate your contracts, Coles. The CEO
has gone. The opportunity is now. Your community are
telling you, Coles, to renegotiate that, and 2500 farmers
will benefit from that alone. As for Woolworths, do not
tell me that you are helping the farmers by having
Farmers’ Own brand because at the end of the day,
when you sell it for $1 there are only 23 farmers right
across this country that benefit from the Farmers’ Own
brand. So get real and listen to Chloe on the principle of
the matter. Sell your milk for $1 but find a way to pass
back that profit to farmers to keep them in business. I
am saying to the supermarkets, ‘If you get this wrong,
you’ve read the tea-leaves wrong’. I would respond to
the consumer and turn the whole business of bullying
around.
But today I say thank you to the people of Australia.
You are truly demonstrating your support for the
Australian farmer and standing up to corporate
bullying. It is also pressuring the Andrews government.
Your power will stop — better than anything —
unconscionable conduct by the supermarkets, the dairy
processors or the Premier. I say to the Premier: the rural
community needs you and we want you to really care,
not just by standing in the paddocks for the television
cameras but by fixing roads because our agricultural
products need to get to market efficiently; by reducing
costs to small businesses, not by tripling the price of
electricity; and by creating employment opportunities.
Here is a chance to transition people from a defunct
industry into a much-needed, regionally benefiting and
contributing-to-Victoria industry — that is, the dairy
industry.
There is so much the government can do to keep
farmers farming, but that means getting into the country
and making it a truly better place to live. I urge the
Premier to use this time of crisis for the benefit of the
community, to see how our crumbling roads are
affecting our hardworking, much-desired farming
community and to fix them. Do not pretend that raising
electricity prices is not simply a tax. Govern for all of
Victoria and stop this city-centric approach. People in
the city are telling the government they care about the
country. That is the message I hope the Premier
receives loud and clear, because that is the message
they are telling him. The city care about the country,
and if the Premier did not hear this, he too has missed
reading the tea-leaves properly.
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Federal government performance
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise and contribute to the grievance
debate, and today I grieve for the people of Victoria at
the prospect of another three years of the Turnbull
federal government. I do this in all sincerity because the
federal government looks to almost mirror the former
Victorian state government in case, in point, in form
and in substance. It is a government that tries to be a
small target, a government that was not ready to govern
and look after the interests of its constituents and a
government that changed leaders midterm with a
message of hope and promise that was nothing more
than an absolute con.
We have seen that this Turnbull government is out of
touch with the needs of its community and out of touch
with the needs of Australians, but what I want to focus
on is what is at stake in 38 days time when Australians
go to the polls and select who will be their government
in the coming years. There are some striking
similarities between the lead-up to the 2014 state
election and the lead-up to this federal election. We see
a federal government completely out of touch, and that
could not have been more on display than during the
recent budget delivered by federal Treasurer Scott
Morrison — Slo-Mo, Sco-Mo; whatever you want to
call him. It could not have been more of a contrast. We
saw the needs of education, the needs of health, the
need to clamp down on multinational tax avoidance and
the need for great tax reform, and what we got was
some cuts to people earning over $87 000. We saw
once again the Prime Minister walk away from the
Gonski education funding reforms.
We know the secret behind the modern-day Liberal
Party ideology, and that is to cut education funding, cut
TAFE funding, cut university funding — cut
opportunity and hope in our state. There was a little
window into that from the Prime Minister while he was
taking a nice little selfie on the way to the Council of
Australian Governments meeting. He had a harebrained
idea, similar to the idea that former Premier Denis
Napthine had, where he grabbed the napkin out and
thought, ‘We will reroute the Melbourne Metro rail
route. We don’t like the previous policy that has been
longstanding since 2008’ — the biggest infrastructure
priority in Victoria, the Melbourne Metro rail — ‘We
don’t like that. We need to put our own stamp on it?’.
And what did federal government members do? They
rerouted it through existing sewerage lines. That was
the route it was going to take. Just like their
government, it was on the stench. It was a tunnel
straight through the sewerage lines, built on three
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months of planning — I mean, you could do a lot of
planning in three months on a napkin — and what did
they come up with? Reroute it through sewerage lines.
That was their greatest contribution. As the former
Premier said, that was a game changer. What did we
hear over and over? That was a game changer for our
state. That was as much as they had to offer.
They also offered a policy that was bedded down in
poor economic outcomes for our state — 45 cents in a
dollar economic benefit.
Mr Nardella — How much?
Mr RICHARDSON — Forty-five cents. They
claim to be the party that knows business, but I will tell
you what: when you are flogging a dead horse, walk
away. They had their chance on the east–west link —
they started on the eastern section — a project that did
not stack up. The federal Auditor-General is now
investigating the transfer of those funds and what
happened with the previous state government, but it
gets much worse. What did we see in the hallmarks
leading up to the 2013 election? We saw the then
opposition leader on the three-word slogan mantra:
‘Stop the boats’, ‘Stop the tax’, ‘Stop the waves’. We
saw him carping on over and over.
We saw the Baillieu government talking about fixing
the problems and building the future. Such was the
shock to Mr Baillieu that he limped over the line; he
was not ready to govern. What happened in our
departments across the board was absolute inertia. For
the first year everything was under review. Victoria
stopped. There was not an infrastructure agenda for
many months, and if opposition members were to be
honest with themselves today, it was part of the reason
why they decided to change the former Premier in the
first place. It was because of the lack of vision and
planning for our state.
Where have we seen that? We saw a lack of agenda
from former Prime Minister Tony Abbott, with his
three-word slogans and a lack of agenda and a lack of
plan for our nation, and we saw hallmarks and
similarities in the first budgets of a former Treasurer,
the member for Rowville, and that of former federal
Treasurer Joe Hockey. If you come to this place and do
not have an agenda and you are steeped in right-wing
ideology, what would you do? You would go for small
government and not go for what is based on values and
based on supporting hope and prosperity for our state.
We saw a government that wanted to be small
government, and what did we see? We saw cuts to
health, to education and to opportunity. We saw that
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from the previous Liberal government. When the
Treasurer stood up, he did not mention jobs once, but
he was quite happy to savage TAFE and savage
education, which we know savages opportunity.
We saw that from Joe Hockey. How is he going now?
He was smoking a cigar on the back steps of Parliament
House in Canberra. He was having a great old time
while schools and our health system were left in ruins.
That is the biggest challenge for Victoria. With a
growing population going towards 7 million by 2030,
we have a huge burden to manage. And we are
managing our own success as a state.
People want to come and live here. People want to be in
Victoria. People want to try their hand at the
opportunities that our state affords. It is the reason we
are, five years running, the most livable city. But then
we think about some of those right-wing ideologies and
small government not making the most of the
opportunity. In a democracy we have one certainty —
that is, that governments change — but what about
what you do with that time that you have got in place,
the opportunities that you have in that moment? What
we saw from two of these governments was absolute
inertia. That has been the hallmark of the Turnbull and
Abbott governments, and that has been the hallmark of
the previous state government.
Now we hear those opposite lecturing us about our
budget this year. Some of the contributions were
limited in the notion that, yes, you spend tax revenue to
achieve outcomes. Shock, horror! Some of the
contributions opposite were astonishing during the
appropriation debate. Shock, horror! You invest in your
communities. Shock, horror! You put money into
education, you put money into TAFEs — it is a big
revelation — and you represent the needs of your state.
One thing you did not see from one of those opposite,
one of the things you did not see from the side-letter
king himself, the member for Malvern, was one
statement about the infrastructure funding that we get
from the commonwealth. Not one of them on that side
had the courage — not one — to talk about the fact that
New South Wales gets 36 per cent of infrastructure
funding. They prop up their Liberal mates in New
South Wales, the epicentre of the Liberal Party, and
what do we get in Victoria? We have to go it alone. We
get 9 per cent of infrastructure funding. This state
should not have to fund the Melbourne Metro rail on its
own. We should not have to go it alone, but what do
those opposite say? Absolutely nothing. They are
spineless. They put the Liberal Party first and they put
Victorians second time and time again. We should not
have to go it alone on a project like Melbourne Metro
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rail that delivers significant benefits for our state, and
that is the highest priority project in our nation.
The Melbourne Metro rail project will have such
significant benefits. It is the game changer for our
state — it really is. Not since the city loop was finished
in 1985 have we had such a transport project. But what
did we see from former Prime Minister Abbott in
regard to Melbourne Metro rail? He made astonishing
remarks that there was no interest at all in funding
public transport — no interest at all. Former Prime
Minister Abbott made statements about renewable
energy based on their look and appearance. He did not
like a wind farm here; he did not like a train there. Time
and time again he was quite happy to inflict the
budgie-smugglers on us on the TV every night, but a
wind farm was not aesthetic for the eyes. This was the
kind of Neanderthal politics that had defined our
current system: the day-to-day media cycle, the 24-hour
news cycle, and the Andrew Bolt one-liners. That was
the Tony Abbott playbook that we saw over and over
again.
Now we see a Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, who
is an absolute sellout on his values — an absolute
sellout. We have an example of a Prime Minister who
is beholden to the right wing of his party and will not
stand up for anyone other than his quest to be Prime
Minister. He has not stood up for one thing that he
stood for before: a price on carbon, an emissions
trading scheme and marriage equality. You will not
hear him talking about those things. He is absolutely
silent. He is in a state of paralysis on policy. He is there
to be Prime Minister and occupy the crease and not do
anything with the agenda and the goodwill that his
party put forward. But when the Liberal Party was
elected in 2013, people expected them to have an
agenda and policy outcomes.
Contrast that to the lead-up to the Victorian election,
where the now Premier’s opposition was leading the
policy agenda. We talked about the port of Melbourne
lease, we talked about the infrastructure that we wanted
to achieve — whether it was the level crossings or
Melbourne Metro rail — and we talked about what we
wanted to deliver for this state. In the federal opposition
leader, Bill Shorten, we see the same things. We see
policy being led by the opposition. We do not see
small-target, three-word slogans. We see courage to
debate, we see courage to put policies forward and we
see courage to put funding into education.
The Gonski education funding reforms are one of the
most vital policies that we have. David Gonski created
that review in 2011. It showed that we needed to
change the way we funded education on need. Those
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opposite walked away from that, and the federal
coalition government refused to properly fund
education. It is a great shame, years on from that
significant report which says that those reforms are so
necessary, that we still do not have that policy in place.
We talk about some of the policies that have been put
forward. We have already seen from the federal
opposition the commitment to fund the Gonski
education funding reforms that will team up with states
and territories and properly fund education. We have
seen Bill Shorten commit to properly fund
infrastructure, to give Victoria its fair share —
$3 billion for Melbourne Metro rail. This is such
important policy, and this is leading policy from
opposition.
What have we seen recently? We saw Joe Hockey’s
asset recycling brainwave that he had. We have had a
little bit trickle through from that. Now the selfie Prime
Minister — who cannot talk about the tax cuts and how
much they cost to big business, because he is looking
after his mates and is not even able to cost it — cannot
even properly fund public transport that he professes to
be such a supporter of.
Where do we turn our attention to in the future? We
have an ageing population in Victoria. People over 70
will represent 14 per cent of our population by 2050.
One of the biggest challenges is in health policy. When
we talk about people that have contributed to their
communities — people who have worked hard all their
lives, put food on their table time and time again and
worked jobs for many decades — and then we talk
about them getting older and supporting them in their
old age, elective surgery and the support for people
who need this care is so vital.
When people talk about elective surgery, the reality is
there is nothing elective about a hip replacement or a
knee replacement. It is about a quality of care and a
quality of life for people who have given so much
throughout their lives and underpinned and built
through their working lives the communities that we
enjoy today. Our state government put funding into
elective surgery — a significant and record boost to
elective surgery — and what do those opposite and
their mates in Canberra do? They are slashing funding
to hospitals. The equivalent of the cuts that Joe
Hockey’s budget put in was closing two public
hospitals — two public hospitals is the impact. What do
you hear from those opposite? Not a word. It is a vacant
space on that side, an absolute vacant space, because
they are Liberals first and Victorians second.
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I will close on this remark, because we saw an
astonishing contribution by Scott Morrison, the federal
Treasurer, which gives a window into what we could
experience over the next three years. I think Peter
Martin summed up the federal Treasurer’s challenges
with succinct words when he said:
It isn’t clear … why Morrison got into politics, except
perhaps to ensure that business is ‘not unnecessarily
burdened’ by government …

‘Not unnecessarily burdened’; that is what the federal
Treasurer said in his first speech in federal Parliament.
He seems to believe in not getting in the way. He does
not have an agenda, and he does not have a vision or
hope for our communities. It is all about just getting out
of the way; it is all about just occupying the crease. We
saw that for four years from the Neanderthals sitting
opposite, who wasted opportunities and set our state
back four years. At this federal election elect a Bill
Shorten government.
Question agreed to.
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Debate resumed from 24 May; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport):
That under standing order 171, this house requires the
government to produce to the house documents relating to the
Vertigan independent review of state finances provided to the
government in 2011 by 5.00 pm on Monday, 23 May 2016.

And Ms ALLAN’s amendment:
That the expression after ‘5.00 p.m.’ be omitted with the view
of inserting in its place the expression ‘on Monday, 6 June
2016’.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I wish to
raise with you an issue about the appropriateness of
what is listed on the notice paper in relation to this item.
It lists a resumption of debate on a question referred to
as arising from the Minister for Public Transport’s
motion and on an amendment in terms of the date. The
point that I want to put to you is that I believe that the
forms of the house and the requirements of the house
have not been complied with in terms of how this
matter comes before us. This was the matter that was
dealt with in part by Acting Speaker Pearson yesterday
but not in full. The issue relates to whether or not it was
in order for the minister to move a motion to amend her
own motion at the time and in the manner in which she
did.
As Acting Speaker Pearson referred to, standing
order 157(1) says that ‘A member may amend a
question that has been proposed’, and then it lists the
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ways in which that can occur. But I submit to you,
Speaker, that no question had been proposed to the
house at the time that the minister sought to amend her
own motion, and accordingly her attempt to move an
amendment to her own motion was out of order.
Therefore the matter is not correctly listed on the notice
paper.
Speaker, I expect you will be aware of the difference
between a moving of the motion and a proposing of a
question, and you will be aware of standing order 153,
which says:
When a motion has been required and, if required, seconded,
the Speaker must propose a question on a motion to the
house.

A right to move an amendment to a motion only arises
when a question has been put to the house by a
Speaker. That is clear from the opening words of
standing order 157(1), ‘A member may amend a
question that has been proposed’. I submit to you that at
the time that the minister purported to move an
amendment to her motion yesterday, there had been no
question proposed to the house under standing
order 153, and that was because the question is only
proposed to the house after the mover has completed
his or her speech to the motion. That, Speaker, is
consistent with Erskine May, and I refer you to
chapter 21 and in particular page 391, where it says
that:
A matter requiring the decision of the House of Commons is
decided by means of a question put from the Chair upon a
motion made by a member. The essential stages in obtaining
a decision of the house are the moving of a motion; the
proposing of a question by the Chair; and the putting of the
question and collection of voices by the Chair.
At the conclusion of the speech (if any) made by the member
moving a motion, the Chair proposes the question (which
repeats the terms of the motion).

Now clearly it follows from what I have quoted from
Erskine May and it also follows from our own standing
order 153 that a question could only be proposed after
the mover of a motion has moved that motion and
spoken to it. Therefore it is not open to a minister or
indeed anybody else moving a motion to move an
amendment to their own motion until their speech has
been completed and the Chair has then put the question.
That is not just a technical point, Speaker; it is about the
principle of the house being informed of what is going
on and having notice of when there is going to be a
change.
Yesterday there was discussion about the provisions
relating to how one could alter a motion on the notice
paper — advance notice has to be given. So the
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substance of this is that the house should not be taken
by surprise by the mover of a motion moving an
amendment to his or her own motion at the time that
they move it. For those reasons I submit that the
amendment the minister purported to move is out of
order.
I further submit — I have not had a chance to confirm
this through the Votes and Proceedings — but my
recollection is that at no stage so far has a question been
proposed from the Chair. That can be remedied more
quickly, but that also ought to be done if it has not been
done already.
This does not have to be resolved on the spot, Speaker.
If need be, it is a matter you could take time for and
come back later with a ruling on, as long as you rule
prior to the conclusion of the debate. But I think it is
important that the correct procedures be followed and
that the way this house conducts itself is consistent with
our standing orders and consistent with Erskine May
and that you make a ruling that gives guidance to the
house not only on this matter but on future matters so
that everybody is clear where they stand and the house
is not taken by surprise by sudden amendments being
moved to motions — which, for the reasons I have
outlined, is inconsistent with both the form and the
logic of our standing orders and the form and the logic
of Erskine May — and we follow proper procedures so
that the house is fully informed in an appropriate
manner as to what it is debating.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the manager of
opposition business for his point of order and
submission. The Chair will reflect and take us —
including the Chair — through the potential procedures
that could have taken place. First, of course there was
an option available to the government, in this case, to
have withdrawn the motion. That did not happen.
Subsequently, the other option could have been to have
altered that notice and to have provided advice to the
Clerk. That did not happen. These were open options to
the mover. The third option could have been to have
moved an amendment by leave.
What actually happened yesterday, as the Chair
understands, is that the mover, having stood up in her
place and moved the motion, immediately moved the
amendment, which could be read as being somewhat
corrective in practice. However, on reflection — and, as
members would appreciate, in consultation with the
Clerk — it would be the preferred option for the Chair
that the mover is not the person who actually moves the
amendment. Therefore it is open now for the mover or
the government to have somebody else on the
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government benches move that amendment as a
preferred option of ongoing practice.
Therefore, if I may conclude, the Chair in this case does
uphold the point of order advanced by the manager of
opposition business and indicates to the government
that it is open to the government to have somebody else
move that amendment.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, just to
clarify, if I interpret your ruling correctly, should one of
the government speakers, before this debate concludes,
move the amendment that I had proposed yesterday,
that amendment will stand as part of the motion and we
can proceed with the discussion on this matter?
The SPEAKER — Order! Correct, and if I may, I
make the comment that the Chair failed to comment. Of
course these matters will be taken into consideration on
an individual basis and on their merit. But I do remind
all members, as the Chair sees it, that the amendment
referred to a change of date — the amendment did not
refer to a change in content or intent of that notice of
motion. Therefore the Chair feels it is very practical and
correct to give that opportunity now.
Mr Clark — On a further point of order, Speaker, I
am sorry to trouble you about this aspect, but there is
the issue of whether or not a question has been formally
proposed from the Chair. The clerks and Votes and
Proceedings may recall that more accurately, but my
recollection is that at no point so far has a question been
proposed, in which case it would be appropriate that the
question formally be proposed by the Chair prior to
anybody seeking to move an amendment.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is the understanding of
the Chair that the question has been put. I do not uphold
the point of order that the manager of opposition
business has put.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
continue my contribution from earlier. I move:
That the expression after ‘5.00 p.m.’ be omitted with the view
of inserting in its place the expression ‘on Monday, 6 June
2016’.

As I indicated yesterday in my contribution, and as the
Leader of the House and the Attorney-General
indicated in their earlier contributions, what is before
the house today recognises the fact that the Leader of
the Opposition is the custodian of the documents in
question. Really all this motion is seeking to do is to
enable the Department of Premier and Cabinet to liaise
with the Leader of the Opposition in relation to the
release of these documents.
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I mentioned yesterday in my contribution that the
member for Mornington questioned whether there was
much public interest in relation to the Vertigan report. I
note the fact that at the time the Australian reported that
the Vertigan report talked about a revolution in the way
government services are delivered. This is not
something from ancient history, this is not something
from the Kennett government in the 1990s, this is
something that happened four years ago. The reality is
that this is something that is quite newsworthy — —
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, I
apologise for interrupting the member for Essendon,
but I seek some clarification, if that is okay.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is on his feet and I request the member for
Warrandyte to resume his seat.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte must understand that the Chair has to be
able to hear and listen to the member for Hawthorn, and
the member for Warrandyte should choose to walk
behind the chair and talk to the Clerk on the other side,
not in between. The Chair must be able to focus on the
point of order.
Mr Pesutto — Thank you, Speaker, and I do
preface that there does not appear to be any precedent
on this, so I am really seeking guidance. My
understanding is the member for Essendon has moved
the amendment relating to the date for compliance, and
he has done that under standing order 157.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Pesutto — Thank you, the member for one less
portfolio.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order, the
member, to continue.
Mr Pesutto — My understanding — can I conclude
the point of order — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will
continue.
Mr Pesutto — Speaker, I am seeking clarification,
because if it is the case that the member for Essendon
has moved a motion to amend the question, then my
understanding is that his remarks under standing
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order 157(4) have to be confined to the amendment. I
seek clarification on that. I do not know what the
answer is. I would be grateful for your guidance.
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undertook yesterday in a bipartisan sense. No, we are
not debating that; members are being denied the chance
to make a contribution on that important issue. Why?
Because we are here debating a Labor stunt.

Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The practice of the house
is that when the member moved that amendment, the
member moved the original question and the
amendment, which is what has actually happened. The
Chair does not uphold the point of order. The member,
to continue.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, if you
could clarify, given that the motion has been amended
and re-put by the member for Essendon, is it correct to
say now that those who have previously spoken on this
motion can speak again? Is it your position now that
members who have previously spoken in regard to the
previous motion that was put incorrectly can now
recontribute to the debate under the new amended
motion?
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, I
believe that it would be in order for those who have
spoken to speak to the amendment, if not to the motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The manager of
opposition business is entitled to make a point of order.
The Chair is seeking advice from the Clerk, and the
Chair would appreciate that all members cooperate with
that.
On advice, as members will appreciate, the Chair rules
as follows: given that the member for Essendon had not
spoken to the original notice of motion and amendment
he is entitled to continue to speak on those two items.
However, members who have spoken to the original
notice of motion will be regarded as having spoken on
the subject matter. Therefore I do not uphold the point
of order. The member for Essendon’s time has
concluded.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — What an absolute
shemozzle; what a mess this is! As the Leader of the
House departs the chamber, leaving the mess behind
her that she has created through her own incompetence,
you have to worry about a government which cannot
even get its own stunts right. This is a week in which
we should be discussing and debating the budget — the
budget which this government believes should be the
centrepiece of its economic agenda for this year. But,
no, we are not debating the appropriation bills, are we?
We are debating Labor’s stunt, a stunt it has cocked up.
We are not debating the historic apology that this house

Labor members think that this stunt is more important
than debating the budget. They think that this stunt is
more important than debating the very important and
historic motion that this Parliament passed yesterday in
relation to an apology to the people of this state who
have been very adversely affected by bad laws over
many, many years. This is the mark of members of this
government: they are more interested in stunts than in
the heartfelt words we heard yesterday. Those heartfelt
words, can I say, start to ring a little bit hollow. They
start to ring a little bit hollow when we see the priority
of this government today.
Ms Graley interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The member for Narre Warren
South may say that is not true. Why does she not
demonstrate it by pushing this ridiculous stunt of a
motion back down the notice paper, where it should be?
But no, we had a debate this morning about the
government bumping this up the notice paper to take
precedence over the budget and to take precedence over
the take-note motion on yesterday’s apology. This is a
stunt, no more and no less.
We know that this is a government which has
demonstrated it has no respect for cabinet in
confidence — no respect whatsoever. When it was
elected, what did it do? It released
cabinet-in-confidence documents of the previous
government. Did it seek the approval of the Leader of
the Opposition to release those cabinet-in-confidence
documents? No, it did not. Why did not the Secretary of
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC),
Chris Eccles, who in law is the guardian of those
documents, seek the approval of the Leader of the
Opposition before those east–west link
cabinet-in-confidence documents were released? Why
was that? Why was Chris Eccles put there in the first
place? The incoming government sacked Andrew
Tongue, who was a well-respected secretary of DPC
and served governments of all complexions. He was
sacked on day one and replaced with Labor’s
hand-picked choice, Chris Eccles — and Chris Eccles
did not seek the approval of the Leader of the
Opposition to release cabinet-in-confidence documents.
So that is how we know that this is an absolute stunt.
Labor members are quite happy to release
cabinet-in-confidence documents of the former
government when it suits their political purposes. When
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it suits them, they will release the documents. They will
not ask the secretary of DPC to seek anyone’s approval;
they will just go and do it, because they do not care.
They do not care about convention; they do not care
about rules. All they care about is their short-term
political interests. They do not care about the practices
or the privileges of this place.
If this motion is passed and it is enforced by the
government, members should make no mistake: we
may as well just set up a live stream of every cabinet
meeting, because this motion seeks to rip up cabinet in
confidence. For members who have not had the
privilege of serving in cabinet, I can tell them that any
government will have strong and robust discussions
around a cabinet table. Departments will be providing
material to ministers for discussions in those cabinet
debates. It is absolutely important under our system of
Westminster government and cabinet government that
that information be able to be discussed freely and
frankly and without the risk that it will be disclosed. If
members want to have proper debates around the
cabinet table, with competing and contrasting views put
forward, that needs to be done with the sense that those
views will be kept around the cabinet table.
This government does not care about cabinet in
confidence. If this motion is to go ahead, this is the new
precedent, this is the new normal — that Labor says,
‘Cabinet in confidence doesn’t matter’. Let me just give
members opposite a foretaste of the sorts of documents
we on this side will be seeking when we are next in
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The gambling licences
auction.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am glad the member for
Essendon piped up, because we know he was part of
the problem. He was part of the problem over the
gambling licences. He was acting as a lobbyist with his
mate David White, walking into the gambling
minister’s office and walking out with armfuls of
documents he had no entitlement to, getting his hands
on some grubby fees, grubby lobbyist fees, in breach of
the rules, as the upper house inquiry found. Well, those
documents are now on the table — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will come to order.
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Mr M. O’BRIEN — Importantly, the criminal law
does not have a statute of limitations, so the member for
Essendon should not think that he is safe.
What about the desalination plant? We are going to go
through the desalination plant with a fine-tooth comb.
What dirty deals were done with their union mates to
load the cost onto Victorians? They had Treasure Island
down there. They had people being paid six figures to
hold lollipop sticks — dirty deals with their union
mates that are being paid for by Melbourne families
through higher water bills. We are going to find them
all out: the smart meters debacle, the myki mess.
What about this current government and the western
distributor? This was a proposal that was never taken to
the election, but we know that the Treasurer had secret
discussions with Transurban before the election. So let
us get our hands on all that correspondence, all the
documents between Transurban and this government.
What about all the enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations that are going on, all the secret deals that
are being done between the United Firefighters Union
and the Premier, sidelining the Minister for Emergency
Services and undermining 60 000 Country Fire
Authority volunteers? We are going to get our hands on
all of those.
What about the dirty little sky rail lie, the lies that are
being told to the people on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham-Dandenong lines, the lies that
are being told to the people on the Frankston line — all
those lies? How about the Minister for Women who,
according to the newspapers, came into the cabinet
room with a list of Labor Party-friendly women who
should be appointed to water boards? Well, that is a
cabinet document. We are going to get our hands on
that now, are we not? Because this is the new
precedent; this is the new normal.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We are going to knock you
out, mate. We are going to knock you out. Don’t you
worry about that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — This is a stunt of a motion by a
government whose members are more interested in
trying to run political interference for the Leader of the
Government in the other place than they are in debating
the budget, more interested in running political
interference for the non-disclosure of documents in the
other place than they are in debating yesterday’s
historic apology. This is the disgraceful level to which
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members of this government have stooped. They
cannot even do it competently. We had the member for
Essendon, as the Acting Speaker, make a completely
wrong ruling yesterday.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We asked him to get
somebody competent like yourself, Speaker, in. But,
oh, no, the member for Essendon knows best. Of
course, Speaker, you corrected his erroneous ruling
yesterday because he is just not up to the job. He thinks
he is up to every job in this place, but he is not up to
any of them.
This is a joke of a motion, a stunt of a motion from a
joke of a government. It is belittling to this government.
It is trashing every convention of cabinet in confidence
that this Parliament has operated on for over 150 years.
If this motion is proceeded with, it will be one which
members opposite will live to regret — because they
have skeletons in their closet and we are going to
uncover every single one.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — What an
unedifying performance by the member for Malvern. I
have to say that one thing that we on this side of the
house are agreed on is that we do not take lectures from
the disgraced, dodgy former Treasurer, whose poison
pen signed that side letter and sold Victorians out. That
is where it begins and finishes for us: we do not take
lectures from him.
This motion is a very simple request. I remind those
very simple minds over there that it is a simple request.
I recall a couple of days after those opposite won their
last election — looking at them now, you wonder how
that ever happened — listening to the Premier at that
time, Ted Baillieu, on the radio. He was being
interviewed by Jon Faine and he was asked, ‘What is
the state of the books, Premier?’. He said, ‘Well, I’ve
had the blue books come up to me and we’ve opened
them out and we’ve had a good look at them, and I’ve
got to say the books are in good order’. He said, ‘The
books are in good order’. I thought, ‘Good on you, Ted.
You’re honest about this, and it is a pretty good start for
your government’.
We on the side of the house were not surprised by that
comment because we knew that the Bracks and
Brumby governments ran a very tight ship; it was a
very fiscally responsible government that delivered on
good-quality government services and facilities. But
what did we get? A few weeks later it was as though
the ghosts from the Kennett-Stockdale era were back in
charge and had whispered in the ear of the former
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Treasurer, the now member for Rowville, who had
been down to his local accountant to get some advice
about how to balance the books in opposition. So now
Kennett and Stockdale are back in, and they say to him,
‘You need to get an independent audit’, and they go out
and commission the Vertigan report.
We know that the Vertigan report was done for a very
specific reason. The fact that the opposition does not
want to produce it is for a very specific reason too. We
know that the Vertigan report, in the tradition of other
reports that were done elsewhere around Australia
under Campbell Newman and in New South Wales,
indeed even David Cameron in Britain, was about what
is quite rightly reported in the Australian — a secret
government plan. I quote:
A secret audit commission report calls for a revolution in the
way government services are delivered, with charities and
private businesses taking responsibility from bureaucrats.

We know why the opposition does not want us to have
a look at it — it is because we know that it was about
cutting public servants, 4200 public servants, in this
state. We know it was about taking the apples out of the
mouths of babes. We know that it was about cutting
aged care. So we want, as is the right of everybody in
this chamber, for the house to see what is in this report.
The Victorian public deserves to see it because it needs
to be forewarned about voting for a Liberal
government, even here in the state. As much as the
member for Malvern might think he is going to be back
over here pretty soon, I have got to say that if the public
sees the Vertigan report, as they will before a federal
election if this is to go through, everybody will be on
red-hot alert to make sure that neither a Victorian
Liberal government nor an Australian Liberal
government is elected. I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is a pleasure to
rise to join the debate and to reject the motion. There is
no-one in this house who does not know why we are
debating this motion. If the Leader of the Government
in the other place, the Honourable Gavin Jennings,
MLC, were allowed to set foot back in that chamber in
the next sitting week, then we would not be having this
conversation. This is nothing more than a stunt, a
Mexican stand-off, in order to force the opposition and
other parties to back down from their position of
suspending the Leader of the House in the other place
because of his reluctance, his absolute defiance in fact,
to produce documents that the Council has asked him to
produce. There is nothing more than that going on here.
We can talk about reports. The member for Narre
Warren South can, for all she wants, say what this
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motion is about, but the fact of the matter is that the
member — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — I’m following her. There is no
doubt in anyone’s mind why we are here. Cabinet in
confidence is sacrosanct.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will allow the member for Warrandyte to continue in
silence.
Mr R. SMITH — Cabinet in confidence is
sacrosanct. In fact, the invention of cabinet secrecy is a
central pillar of the Westminster system of government
as it is applied in Australia. There is no benefit to any
government, whatever its flavour, to have
cabinet-in-confidence documents out in the public
domain. For those who are fortunate enough to have
served in a cabinet, the fact of the matter is that you
consider all options when you are in cabinet in
addressing an issue. You consider an extreme of one
point of view, an extreme of the other and, if I can use
these words, the more palatable views in the middle,
and you need the extremes in order to consider the ones
in the middle. If any government is unable to do that, if
any government is unable to sit around a cabinet table
and talk about all the options that are possible, then it is
very simple to say that government cannot operate.
If the government wants to go down this line, we will
be asking for a number of documents: desalination
documents, myki documents and north–south pipeline
documents. Maybe a former member of this place
would like to know how he was completely dudded by
that decision and how that decision got made. A former
member for Seymour, Ben Hardman, actually used to
say that he had his job for life. His community loved
him. That particular project certainly made that
statement seem as silly as it actually was, and I am sure
he would love to see the circumstances under which
that project went forward.
Regarding the ultranet, I have to say that I have heard
from a former departmental officer that the Minister for
Public Transport was a very, very big proponent of
ultranet. She actually said that it should get pushed
through at all costs. I would love to see the detail about
that particular project. I would love to see what her
involvement was and how appropriate her involvement
was. I would love to see if she pushed the department in
directions that it was uncomfortable with. I would like
to see if she actually took the advice from her
department or ran roughshod over it.
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I would like to hear the views of former Minister for
Water, Tim Holding, having been told, also by
departmental officials, that he was given advice
numerous times from many different officials that his
deal on the desalination plant was wrong and that he
should not proceed. I would love to see those details,
and I am sure that the Victorian public would also like
to see those details. I am sure that the Victorian public
would like to know why their water bills jumped
significantly under the Bracks and Brumby
governments. I am sure they would like to see why
hundreds of millions of dollars were wasted on the
myki ticketing system. I am sure they would like to see
why the costs of these projects were blown out to an
extraordinary degree.
If the documents that are being asked for by the
government are presented, if cabinet in confidence is
broken, if the Secretary of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet does go forward to the Leader of the
Opposition and ask for permission and if those
documents ever see the light of day, then they will not
be the only cabinet-in-confidence documents that see
the light of day, I can tell you that.
I also have some issue with the method by which this
motion could possibly proceed. The Attorney-General
yesterday told us very clearly that the Leader of the
Opposition would be asked for his permission for those
documents to be released, yet the member who spoke
before me said that those documents would come out in
very short order once this motion was put through.
Well, the member for Narre Warren South is missing a
vital step that the Attorney-General put forward to us
yesterday. Is the Attorney-General wrong in what he
said? Because most of his contribution was about the
process by which this would happen, which does not
conform at all with what the member for Narre Warren
South said.
The government seems to be unsure how this motion
would progress anyway. If government members
through their ill-informed and ill-executed stunts cannot
tell us how the process is going to happen should the
motion pass, then what hope do we have of
understanding what the government is trying to
achieve? It is quite ridiculous. It is quite obviously on
display to anyone that the government has taken this
approach without too much understanding of how to do
it. We have seen just the simple wording of the motion
be botched by the Leader of the House, and it continues
to be botched going forward.
I have to agree with the member for Brighton, who said
in this house today that it was nice to see in a former
time that we actually had some competence from the
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person who occupied the seat of the Leader of the
House, because we certainly do not have it now in any
way. As the member for Malvern rightly said, the
Leader of the House scurried out of this chamber during
this debate, leaving a trail of wreckage behind her —
wreckage that she asked her backbencher colleagues to
pick up. It is quite damning on her that she has left it
that way.
The other issue is of course that Victorians did not elect
this government to go back in time and pull documents
out from the previous government for all to look at. If
this is an example of the paucity of the government’s
agenda and it has nothing else to occupy its time with,
then that really is an indictment of the government. You
would think that the Leader of the House would have a
few other things on her plate. You would think that the
flawed and unfunded metro project may be something
that might be occupying her mind. You would think
that the enormous community fallout that is occurring
in the electorate of Oakleigh, much to the member for
Oakleigh’s dismay, would be an issue that the Leader
of the House should be dealing with. You would think
that the V/Line crisis would be something that she
should be dealing with. You would think that there are
so many other issues she could be dealing with. You
might think that instead of looking at the Vertigan
report the Leader of the House might want to have a
look at the review on Uber. That would be something
that she could spend her time doing, if she has so much
of this free time.
Instead, it is this government’s agenda to pull out a
document from — what? — four, five or six years ago
and present it to the Victorian people and say, ‘Aha,
look at what the former government was going to do.
Look at what potentially future Liberal governments
could do’. Well, it is just complete nonsense. I could
just as easily hold up Infrastructure Victoria’s options
paper and say, ‘Well, as with the forms that we see with
these reports, this is what you are going to do’. Maybe
that is right. Maybe the government is going to build
the east–west link. Maybe the government is going to
write off the $1.1 billion that it threw away to tear up
that contract and actually build it. I mean, is that right?
Is that Infrastructure Victoria paper that has been
commissioned by the government something that it is
going to use? That is the same logic that it is trying to
use with this Vertigan report.
The opposition certainly rejects this motion. We reject
it not on the basis that we are concerned about the
report coming into public light. We are concerned
more — far, far more — about the precedent of a
cabinet-in-confidence document being made public
before its time. We are concerned that it will affect the
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frank and fearless advice given to cabinet by
government officials. We are concerned that the frank
and fearless conversations around the cabinet table by
whatever government is in office, whether it is Liberal,
Labor, Liberal-Nationals in coalition, whatever the
government’s flavour is — and that are needed will not
happen as a result.
We are concerned that on the whole suite of options on
any given challenge that Victoria faces, the discussion
will not be had — a discussion that is needed to be had
for the best interests of Victoria. That is what this is
about. This is about making sure that Victoria’s future
is looked after — not a short-term political gain, not a
short-term Labor stunt, not a short-term vision about
how these things should be carried out. It is about
responsible government, and this motion, almost more
than any other thing that this government has done in
the last year and a half, shows up this government as
being irresponsible and politically driven and certainly
does expose the paucity of its agenda.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The member
for Warrandyte says the opposition is not concerned
about this report being made public. Well, thank you
very much; that is what we want. The choice is here,
right now. Why does the Leader of the Opposition not
come straight into the chamber and say that he agrees,
that he will put it on the public record? That is all we
ask. It is a simple proposition. There it is. This is the
proposition. Those opposite are saying there is no
public concern. I take up that point. So there is no
public concern? Let us see what it is. My call is for the
Leader of the Opposition to come into the chamber and
make his statement clear. That is the proposition. The
Leader of the Opposition is the custodian of this report.
Let us actually go to the fundamental propositions of
what happened here. This was set in the context of new
coalition governments coming into power around the
country, and this was the strategy that was adopted to
give them an economic framework and to mount their
political case and their arguments. That is what
happened. We saw this going on throughout the
country. So what do we actually know about this, and
what is still hidden from the public record?
What we do know is the former government released
the interim report that recommended that the private
sector be used to deliver public services. The former
Treasurer and the Premier used the unreleased final
report to explain decisions to cut public service
numbers, but we know that there was more. We have
insight into this in an article reported in the Australian
newspaper of 28 August 2012, where it detailed its
account of the final report. It called it a revolution — a
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revolution — in the way that government services are
delivered, with charities and private businesses taking
responsibility from bureaucrats.
According to the Australian, the report outlined
$5.5 billion in cuts. The member for Warrandyte said
there is no concern about it being made public. Well, let
us bring it in. Let us have a look at it then. Let us get on
with it. The article said the report was borrowing from
the so-called big society plans of David Cameron’s
government in Britain, which had sought to get
charities and volunteers to take over the delivery of
government services, so this was a major economic
reform that was being proposed.
The article said officials associated with the review had
said that wherever possible the government should get
out of directly delivering services such as welfare, early
childhood education and housing rather than simply
outsourcing government functions. It called on the
government to create competition, a competitive
market, so that charities and other private bodies would
bid for government contracts. According to the
Australian the report says state governments should
retain no more than a residual capacity to provide
services to cover a potential failure by the private
provider.
So this was, as defined by the Australian, a revolution
in how governments would operate. This is clearly in
the public interest. I take up the member for
Warrandyte’s proposition that there is no concern to
make this public, and call on the Leader of the
Opposition to come into this Parliament and state his
position to the house on this motion.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I have been a member of
this Parliament for some 24 years, and this is one of the
most short-sighted motions that I have seen brought
before the chamber. It is short-sighted because it is
actually asking for a cabinet-in-confidence document to
be brought before the house.
I just want to start off by touching on the Vertigan
report. The Vertigan report was, as has been said, a
report — and this is ostensibly what it is all about, the
fuss over the Vertigan report — that was commissioned
by the previous government. It was a cabinet
document — and I note that no-one on the other side is
disputing that it is a cabinet document; indeed the
member for Melton is acknowledging it is a cabinet
document — the document came to cabinet, and it was
dealt with in the normal processes of cabinet. I am not
revealing anything untoward. Some of its
recommendations were accepted, and a lot of its
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recommendations were not accepted. It is a historic
document.
I know that Labor members have been excited about
this for some time to see what the whole document said
as opposed to the summary document that was released
by the government at the time, but I can assure the
house that the document was dealt with a long time ago.
It is a historic document, as I said, and the cabinet
accepted some of the recommendations but did not
accept others, which quite frankly is what happens with
most documents that go to cabinet.
But why is government so intent on retrieving the
Vertigan document? I think the Leader of the House
very openly divulged her three reasons for wanting the
Vertigan report. The first reason is that she claims,
incorrectly, that Vertigan influenced the former
government’s thinking, which again I find an
incongruous case to put because so much of that report
was not adopted by the previous government.
Secondly, the Leader of the House said something
along the lines that the Vertigan report goes to the heart
and soul of Liberal Party policy development. That is
pretty interesting, because I chaired Liberal policy
development for some time and I can assure the house
that the Vertigan document played no role in Liberal
policy development. And I have to say that I have never
seen Mr Vertigan at a Liberal Party meeting. Again I
can assure the house that the Vertigan document has
played no role in Liberal Party policy development.
The third reason the Leader of the House put — I think
she let the cat out of the bag here, and it was picked up
in fact by the member for Narre Warren South — as to
why she wishes to secure the Vertigan report is that she
claimed that the document would allow people to see
what a future Liberal government in Victoria or indeed
a future Liberal government in Canberra might do.
What we are seeing here is the Leader of the House
wanting the Victorian Legislative Assembly to trash the
worthy tradition of cabinet-in-confidence documents to
participate in a federal election campaign. That is of
itself very base level politics.
The second comment I wish to make is that the
principles of cabinet in confidence are absolutely
fundamental to the operation of the Westminster
system. Anyone who is a university student of politics
should learn this very early on. It is bad enough to
demand this document for the base political purpose of
wanting to participate in a federal election campaign,
but to actually want to smash cabinet confidentiality on
the way through is reprehensible on the part of the
government.
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I refer to an article written by George Williams and
published in the Sydney Morning Herald of
24 February 2014. Other members have referred to it,
but I think it is very important to understand this
concept. I quote:
Cabinet documents … are protected by public interest
immunity on the basis that good governance, and thus the
public interest, demands that such documents be kept private.

He goes on to argue, correctly:
The convention of cabinet secrecy is a central pillar of the
Westminster system of government applied in Australia. It is
essential that cabinet, the key decision-making forum of
government, be a place in which ministers can freely air their
differences and debate the full range of policies, laws and
actions.

He goes on to say:
The importance of this principle has meant that courts have
denied access to documents concerning cabinet deliberations.
The High Court has found that access should only be granted
in ‘exceptional circumstances’.

I do not believe that the High Court would regard the
Labor Party’s decision to participate in a federal
election campaign as exceptional circumstances, by the
way.
This is a longstanding principle of the whole tradition
of government in the Westminster system. Indeed, as
was pointed out by the member for Box Hill, the
manager of opposition business, the Labor Party at a
federal level in the person of Mark Dreyfus recognised
this well. Dreyfus went in to bat quite articulately,
saying that cabinet documents should not be released.
But as other speakers have pointed out, the real reason
that this motion is before the house is that the
Legislative Council has demanded documents, the
Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council
has been suspended and obviously what the
government is trying to do is have this house pass a
motion calling for a cabinet document, and then
obviously the Leader of the Opposition would be
approached and what he would do is a matter for
him — I have not had a discussion with him about this
particular element — and I imagine the Labor Party is
wanting to have a tit-for-tat motion on the Leader of the
Opposition.
However, even in the Legislative Council there are
processes and procedures in relation to cabinet
documents. Indeed this has been touched on briefly but
not sufficiently in this debate. According to Legislative
Council standing order 11.04, if documents are deemed
or thought to be cabinet in confidence, there is a
mechanism to follow. Indeed the idea of this is that the
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document is supplied to an independent umpire such as
a former judge who can make the judgement that the
document is or is not cabinet in confidence. It would
then be beholden to a responsible house to not persist
with the demand if the document is deemed cabinet in
confidence. And again I emphasise, it would be
beholden to a responsible house to not insist on the
document if it is a cabinet-in-confidence document.
Where I understand things have gone awry in the other
place — I am not a member; it is just my
understanding — is that this process has not been
triggered even though it is provided for under the
standing orders.
What we have before us is a motion whereby the
Legislative Assembly wants to extract a
cabinet-in-confidence document — again many
speakers before me have warned of the dangers of
this — and in addressing this issue speakers on this side
the house have indicated that if the Victorian
Legislative Assembly wants to completely and utterly
trash one of the central pillars of the Westminster
system, then I would imagine the Legislative Council
will follow suit as well. That is what I would imagine; I
am just speculating here, based on what I know
happens in politics once something is trashed. It is a
very, very important decision for the Legislative
Assembly to make in the course of this debate. It is a
huge decision to actually call for a
cabinet-in-confidence document.
Unfortunately, as I indicated earlier, the Leader of the
House gave three reasons as to why the government
wishes to have this document, none of which are
particularly important. She made an allegation that the
document influenced the former government’s
thinking. She made an allegation that it was about
Liberal Party policy development, which is not true; it
influenced a very little part of the former government’s
thinking. It was one document put to the cabinet over a
very long period of time. The third reason, which is the
most crass and base political reason, is, as she
indicated, that she would like to use this document to
show what a future Liberal government in Canberra
might do.
I think the price of this is too high. I understand that
Labor Party members are bound, as indeed we are on so
many occasions, but I would urge those who are more
sensible and deep thinkers on the side of the
government to understand the point that to throw away
cabinet in confidence and to simply ask for a document
to participate in a federal election campaign is an act of
bastardry.
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Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on this
motion and to express my absolute dismay at what is
happening here. I have not been in this Parliament very
long at all, and I have heard from a number of speakers
who have been in this Parliament for a very long time
and who may have seen something like this happen
before. I have not had the full benefit of a briefing from
either side on this, but I am very acutely aware that
there is a lot of politics going on here. There are things
happening in the other house that are leading to things
happening in this house. I have seen the media reports,
and I have an inkling of what is going on.
It does seem to me that cabinet confidentiality is a very
important foundation of our government. While the
notion of cabinet is not embedded in our constitution, it
is nevertheless a fundamental element of our system of
government. It is my understanding that the two main
features of cabinet are that there is a place of
developing collective responsibility and that there has
to be confidentiality around that process. I assume that
means that cabinet is a place where there can be full
and frank discussions about all the issues that come
before it and that there are documents that can be
produced to enable cabinet to ultimately formulate the
view that it then takes out to the world and that it
expects the whole of government to abide by as the
government governs as the people of Victoria expect it
to. So cabinet will of necessity have a whole lot of
documents before it, whether they are submissions,
reports, minutes or other formulations of material.
What are we doing here today? I think members on
each side — and even though I am on this side I am not
a member of a party — all probably have a fairly
intimate knowledge of what is going on. Again I cannot
help but be concerned that what is happening in the
other place is a reflection of what is happening here. I
can only assume that some of the documents that are
being asked for in the other place are perhaps also
cabinet-in-confidence documents. In this house we now
have a motion before us requiring the production of the
Vertigan report, and it does seem to me, really, that
politics is running amok.
I believe that the people of Victoria, the ordinary voters
out there, would be very unimpressed with how we
have been spending our time in this Parliament
yesterday and today. We have only one day left to
debate five separate bills, we have a budget reply
debate and we have a number of motions before us that
have not yet even been reached. So from where I sit in
this house, I am unimpressed too — as I believe many
people would be — with how this is playing out. If I
were a judge in a court, I would send everyone out to
mediation with a strong mediator, and I would tell them
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not to come back until they had sorted things out,
because it would be a waste of money in the court
system to be behaving like this. In this place I suspect it
is perhaps a waste of good government time, when
there is so much left to debate — things that are really
important to the people of Victoria. Some of these bills
people will consider are important. They are bills that
have been put by the government to be debated in this
house, and there is now going to be very, very little
time to do so.
So I would urge everyone, rather than voting on this
motion, to take a deep breath, move on to something
else and go and try to sort it out so that the people of
Victoria can look on this Parliament with the respect
that it deserves.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — Under
standing order 155 I move:
That the question now be put.

The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to take us through
the following. A member may move a closure motion
to a question, seeking that it now be put without notice
at any time during debate on the question in the house,
whether or not the member is addressing the Chair.
However, the Chair must put the question immediately
without amendment or debate unless he or she believes
that, as per 155(2)(b), ‘it is a denial of the rights of the
minority’. The Chair does indicate that it would have
been the Chair’s preference to have had the members
for Melbourne and Prahran indicate their point of view;
however, in their absence, the Chair now accepts that
the question now must be put. The question is:
That the question now be put.

All those in favour say ‘Aye’; to the contrary, ‘No’.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will continue
through the procedure. The Chair will take a
point — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair had begun to
put the question. Those in favour say ‘Aye’; to the
contrary, ‘No’.
House divided on Ms Hennessy’s motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
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Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
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Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
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Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment agreed to.
House divided on amended motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
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Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
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Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amended motion agreed to.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to rise to speak on the 2016–17 budget, a budget
that delivers on what we promised prior to the election.
We promised the people of Victoria that we would be a
government focused on jobs, on health, on education
and on transport, and that is exactly what we have
delivered. In my contribution I would like to focus on
education.
We came into government on a promise that we would
make Victoria the education state. In last year’s budget
we made the single biggest injection of education
funding in Victoria’s history, providing almost
$4 billion in additional funds — money that was
desperately needed after years of underinvestment;
$1.4 billion of that funding was needed to, for the first
time ever, fully acquit Victoria’s commitment to the
Gonski agreement for 2015, 2016 and 2017. When
schools returned at the start of 2016, they did so with
the knowledge and the confidence that there was an
additional $566 million for school budgets over and
above enrolment and indexation. That means that this
year the Andrews Labor government has delivered a
70 per cent increase in needs-based funding. This year’s
budget builds on huge gains in last year’s budget by
making an unprecedented investment of $1.1 billion in
our school infrastructure. Last year’s figure was
$730 million, but we knew we had a lot of ground to
make up, and I will come back to this point later on.
We are providing a massive $155 million boost to
support for children with special needs. We are making
it easier for students to access health services. We are
helping people arrive here to make a new life, fit in and
get on, with $49 million for initiatives that support
refugees, asylum seekers, new migrants and students
learning English as an additional language.
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In terms of Gonski, this year we are investing a further
$644.6 million to acquit our commitment to Gonski for
the 2017 school year and make sure that every child
gets the opportunities to succeed at school. We are
providing extra support for students with special needs,
better IT equipment, access to health services and more.
Our unprecedented investment of $155.8 million in
special needs education means we can upgrade
20 specialist schools that desperately need
modernisation. It means we can meet the increased
demand for the support provided by the program for
students with disabilities (PSD) and immediately
respond to 21 of the 25 recommendations arising from
the PSD review. We are considering the remaining four
recommendations. They relate to a new funding model.
We will be responding to the recommendations of the
PSD review in regards to funding and the Bracks
review in next year’s budget process.
In terms of our support for special needs students,
$49.7 million is allocated to support an extra
1750 students who are expected to be eligible for the
PSD in 2017. There is also $22 million to help students
with autism and dyslexia by increasing the number of
speech pathologists, providing reading intervention
programs and language screener tools and providing
extra teacher training, as well as developing and
delivering Victoria’s first dedicated strategy to help
students with learning difficulties like dyslexia.
This additional funding also means we can now support
students who, in the past, fell through the cracks as they
transitioned from primary school to secondary school;
so there is additional funding to support those students.
There is $15.6 million to help students with disability
travel between home and school, and that includes the
replacement of up to 56 old buses. Plus, we have got
the special school capital, which I will talk about in a
moment.
It goes without saying that one of the most important
preconditions for good education is good health, so we
are investing $43.8 million to have GPs in
100 secondary schools, each one with modern,
fit-for-purpose examination rooms. This was a
commitment we made in the lead-up to the 2014
election. We spent a lot of time working out the details
of the program. We will be rolling that out this year and
next year with this funding. We are also expanding the
fantastic Stephanie Alexander kitchen garden
classroom program to teach more kids about healthy
eating and healthy lifestyles.
If students need some help from our student support
services staff, they will get a faster and more efficient
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service, thanks to over $6 million worth of support for
that workforce — new phones, iPads and access to fleet
cars. These workers travel long distances between
schools providing essential support and welfare for our
kids, and this is an important additional support that we
can provide for that workforce.
As well as being happy and healthy, we want our kids
to be safe and happy at home. That is why we are
providing $21.8 million to meet the recommendations
of the Royal Commission on Family Violence for
respectful relationships education in every school. We
rolled that out as part of the new Victorian curriculum
last year, delivering the respectful relationships
curriculum for years P to 10. The recommendation
from the royal commission was to expand that program
across all school years, and that is exactly what we will
be doing with this additional funding. That
$21.8 million also includes funding for 17 new
dedicated health officers to help schools deal with
instances of family violence. This is of course part of a
much wider whole-of-government response to the royal
commission’s recommendations.
One of the key focuses of the education state is about
ending the cycle of disadvantage and poor educational
outcomes. The focus of the Gonski report and the focus
of the Bracks review was the unacceptable link in our
education system between disadvantage and poor
educational outcomes. Children and families from
refugee backgrounds are amongst the most vulnerable
and disadvantaged people in Victoria. Our state will
become home to approximately 4000 new refugees
from Syria and Iraq over the next 18 months. These
refugees have experienced recent severe trauma, and it
is anticipated that schools will need increased support
to help them feel at home. We are putting over
$49 million into three initiatives to support them, their
families and other new migrants who have come to
make Victoria their home.
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notebook computer and $202 million to sustain the
current IT on-site technical support in Victorian
government schools. We are talking about 300 jobs,
and this will maintain that very important workforce in
our schools.
If I can turn to infrastructure, and I spoke a little bit
about it earlier today, this budget delivers $1.1 billion to
fund, plan, build and maintain our schools. Broken
down that includes $924 million for capital works and
an extra $200 million for additional much-needed
maintenance each and every year. To put that into some
perspective, last year’s capital budget was $730 million,
including $610 million for government schools and
$120 million to deliver our commitment to the
non-government school sector, and we are providing
$924 million this year.
I am particularly proud of the $68.5 million investment
in infrastructure for children with disabilities to fund
upgrades to 20 specialist schools, which includes each
and every one of those identified as being in the worst
condition. We are upgrading every specialist school
identified as what we call a red school. We are also
providing a $10 million boost to the Inclusive Schools
Fund. This fund has been oversubscribed. We have
already delivered $10 million; that was a commitment
we made. We are doubling the Inclusive Schools Fund,
which provides funding for predominantly mainstream
schools, whether that be for a sensory garden or a quiet
space for students with additional needs or for
additional staff facilities.

We are expanding the refugee education support
service and the Learning Beyond the Bell homework
clubs. We are providing funding to meet increased
demand for English as an additional language
programs, and we are helping parents to meet the costs
of teaching their children their native tongues through a
significant increase in funding of $4 million to
community language schools.

There is $287 million to acquire land to build or
complete 23 new schools where they are needed most
in outer suburban growth areas like Taylors Hill, where
we are investing $12 million to build a new secondary
school. If you think about the pressures from growth,
you realise we need to accommodate an additional
90 000 students over the next five years. It takes a
couple of years to fund, plan, design and build a new
school. Because of the lack of investment under the
previous government, there is not one new school being
opened in Victoria in 2016. We are providing funding
either to purchase land or to complete or build
brand-new schools — that is 23 this year. We now have
42 in the pipeline. Labor has tripled the investment in
annual school infrastructure funding across our growth
areas compared to the previous government.

We are making sure that every student has access to a
great education. We are also making sure that they have
the latest educational software on their school
computers as well as on the devices they bring to
school with an additional $9.3 million. There is
$75 million so that each teacher will have their own

In our 10 interface local government areas Labor has
invested an average over our two budgets of
$196 million — that is, over $392 million in our first
two budgets. Our average funding in our first two
budgets for growth areas is the same as in the
coalition’s first three budgets for the entire state. We are
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also tackling the pressures in the inner city. We are
building the Ferrars Street Primary School and the
Prahran High School, and we are tackling enrolment
pressures at Richmond High School, South Melbourne
Park Primary School, the Footscray learning precinct,
Beaumaris High School and others. Ferrars Street
Primary School, Richmond High School and Prahran
High School are particularly interesting because they
are what known as ‘vertical schools’. They are
inner-city schools on smaller parcels of land, so you
have got to build the schools vertically. You have got to
provide for open space, both for recreation and open
learning spaces for students. It is a quite interesting
design but very expensive; Ferrars Street is costing
$44 million and Richmond High School, $43 million.
I talked earlier today about the Victorian School
Building Authority, so in the time I have remaining I
will not talk about that. We are also providing an
additional $92 million to establish 10 cutting-edge tech
schools at TAFEs and universities across Victoria and
over $63 million to buy more modern relocatable
classrooms. We inherited an absolute mess. Because of
the lack of investment in upgrading or building new
schools there was a 500 per cent increase in the
movement of relocatable classrooms. Many relocatable
classrooms, possibly in your community, Acting
Speaker, were taken out and put into growth areas to
cater for enrolment pressures. The purchasing of
modern relocatable classrooms through this budget and
the last budget hopefully will alleviate much of that
pressure. There is $50 million for new shared facilities,
a $28 million dedicated asbestos removal program and
$16 million for the new School Pride and Sports Fund.
We are trying to get ahead of the game, so $12 million
will go towards planning and designing 35 schools.
In terms of regional Victoria there is a great story to
tell, with 60 regional school projects. The budget
invests $221 million, and in terms of the number of
projects and the quantum of funding, there is well over
40 per cent being invested in regional Victoria, and I
am really proud of that.
In the last minute and a half I will turn to my local
community and my local electorate. In terms of
schools, for Mooroolbark East Primary School, a
fantastic school, there is $2.4 million to complete its
upgrade and modernisation. There is an exciting project
with Upwey High School, one of the 35 projects I
talked about, for planning and design. We are looking
at a true community partnership between local
basketball clubs and the fantastic volleyball program
that the school has, so we are planning for an additional
two courts to make it a four-court facility, plus a new
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dedicated home for the Dandenong Ranges Music
Council.
Outside of education, there is $400 000 to acquire land
to extend the habitat reserve for the helmeted
honeyeater, our state bird emblem and a gorgeous little
thing. I am officially the patron, which I am really
proud of. I was involved in the last handheld release of
the helmeted honeyeater. That was quite special as
well. We need to purchase more land and make sure
that we have great habitat for it. There is $10 million
for the Maroondah breast cancer centre at Maroondah
Hospital, which is also fantastic. I am really proud of
this budget, particularly in education.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I have sat here
listening to the education minister say he is proud of the
budget. Well, I have to say that I am pretty disappointed
with the budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — Those opposite may be
surprised! It is a major disappointment that was handed
down recently, because the Premier would say things
like, ‘We govern for all Victoria’. What he meant was,
‘I govern for all Victoria, provided you live in
metropolitan Melbourne’, as he has demonstrated
absolute disrespect for regional Victoria yet again and
members of the government have ignored country
communities, where 25 per cent of Victoria’s
population live — 25 per cent, and he has just
completely ignored us.
Those opposite gloated about a $2.9 billion surplus. If
there is such a surplus, how about handing a bit of
money out to regional Victoria? The tax revenue that
are generated in regional Victoria all comes down to
Melbourne; we send it to the Andrews Labor
government, but we are getting nothing in return. When
I say nothing, the Ovens Valley did get a commitment
for an overtaking lane. The only thing that is overtaking
us is the United Firefighters Union at the moment.
This government ignores regional Victoria. It is grateful
for the increased cash flow, the broken promises and
the higher taxes that the Premier has spoken about, and
he certainly has tried to disguise his carbon tax, which
again will hurt all Victorians. This government denies
that the royalties for brown coal have gone up threefold.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr McCURDY — That is not 10 per cent or 25 per
cent; that is 300 per cent. Is it any wonder people do not
trust Labor? Expenditure have gone up in the budget,
which is understandable, but it has not gone up for
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police or infrastructure, and it certainly has not gone up
for TAFE.
Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr McCURDY — In fact I think enrolments are
down. Clearly the extra cash has gone to the
government’s union mates to pay off the firefighters
while at the same time they single-handedly try to
dismember the Country Fire Authority (CFA). The
Premier said that he would not merge the CFA and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade boards. Well, you do not
need to merge the boards when the Premier is
orchestrating a hostile takeover.
The Ovens Valley electorate — from Cobram,
Yarrawonga and Katamatite in the west, through to the
beautiful Myrtleford, Whitfield and Bright in the east of
the Ovens Valley and with Wangaratta in the heart —
needs a train that is reliable and simply gets passengers
from A to B with no fuss, no worry, just a train. The
north-east line needs rolling stock. We have trains and
carriages, but those trains and carriages make Puffing
Billy look like a modern train. The community joined
hands and said, ‘The single most important thing that
we need in our electorate, in our community in the
north-east, is a new reliable train’.
Even Jaclyn Symes, a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the upper house, agreed. She built hope in
our communities, and then our hopes were dashed.
What did we get? We got a new carriage. Hey, hey! A
new carriage. I note that the Premier and the Minister
for Public Transport spent $1.3 billion in regional
Victoria — there was $700 million from the sale of the
port of Melbourne — but they failed country Victoria.
All we got was a carriage. How will a carriage make
our train more reliable? I just do not get it. Those
opposite can lie and cheat their way into government,
but actions speak louder than words, and their actions
are deplorable. I get a text every time a train is
unreliable in my community, and I get nearly one a day
saying that there has been a train fault and all the other
reasons. As I have said all along, it is not the train’s
fault; it is the government’s fault.
The government has stripped millions out of the roads
budget, and roads in country Victoria are deteriorating.
The road toll has gone up, but the government still
ignores our transport needs — ignores 25 per cent of
Victorians. It is like having four children and loving
three of them but choosing to ignore one. It is as if you
allowed three of your children to be educated but
ignored one. Would that be okay? If you allowed health
benefits for three and ignored one of them, would you
be a failure as a parent? The government continues to
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abuse one-quarter of the family that is Victoria. The
government claims it stands up against family violence
and for fairness and equity, yet it singles out part of this
family — 25 per cent of Victoria, regional Victoria —
and this borders on child abuse. The government has
betrayed regional Victoria.
Then there is the education state that we just heard
about from the Minister for Education. It is just a
slogan. Let us look at the Ovens Valley as far as the
education state goes and the education spend there.
There is not one cent — not one cent — for a new
school upgrade in the Ovens Valley. There is no land
for the Wangaratta District Specialist School, no
support for the Appin Park Primary School in
Wangaratta and no money for Yarrawonga or Cobram
schools. Clearly the government has turned its back on
our schools.
In the area of health funding, Wangaratta so desperately
needs $8 million to $10 million to continue its growth.
Northeast Health Wangaratta services a geographic area
nearly the size of Tasmania — Mansfield, Mount
Hotham, Benalla, Cobram, Yarrawonga, Myrtleford —
but there is no money for Wangaratta hospital.
Northeast Health was ignored, and Wangaratta is the
town in which the Premier grew up. It surprises me.
All of the smaller health services — Alpine Health at
Yarrawonga and Cobram District Health; the list goes
on — do an amazing job to service our communities
and tourists who visit our towns. The government did
not deliver; it simply does not care. The government
will gladly spend time dismantling the CFA — in the
middle of winter, of course, when the threat of fire is
much lower. The real effects of the government’s
witch-hunt are disgraceful, including this hostile
takeover, and they are going to hurt most when the fire
season hits back in the summertime.
As I said, it is like removing the organs of one of your
children, one-quarter of your family, but the problem is
that the child is not sick. The government is taking all
the wealth from one and giving it to the other three. I
think the government has underestimated its own
family, because not only does the child from the bush
have a good influence on the rest of the community but
I think government members will get a backlash sooner
rather than later. People will slap government members
when they least expect it. The member for Macedon
will find that out in due course — possibly at the next
election.
I simply cannot believe the broken promises of no new
or higher taxes. The government increased taxes by
$3.7 billion. Land tax is up 27 per cent since 2014. The
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fire services levy is up 15 per cent, and there is still no
jobs plan for country Victoria. Where is the jobs plan
that the government spoke about?
The hypocrisy of this government! It increased power
costs through the carbon tax, and then once the price of
power had gone up, turned around and banned firewood
collection. As for the Treasurer, he is the Treasurer for
metropolitan Melbourne, not the Victorian Treasurer.
As I said, the education state is a myth. The TAFE
crisis is a lie. Even David Copperfield and Houdini
could learn a few tricks from this Melbourne
city-centric government.
I want to touch on a few comments from the member
for Mordialloc, who spoke in the debate earlier and is in
the chamber. I was quite impressed because he was
accurate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — He is not here; he heard I was
going to speak about him and obviously he has left. He
said that nothing says more about a government than its
budget. He is spot on; I agree 100 per cent. In the
Ovens Valley there are no new dollars for schools, no
new dollars for health, no new trains and no new drug
rehabilitation centre. He is absolutely correct. He said
that this is a true Labor budget. I could not agree more;
it is a true Labor budget. It ignores country
communities like the Ovens Valley, yet all the while we
are paying the higher fire services levy to pay for the
United Firefighters Union demands, and my
constituents — the good people of the Ovens Valley —
are not happy. They are not happy that their fire
services levy has gone up — a levy that is paying those
who bullied and harassed good people at polling booths
in 2014.
A member for Northern Victoria Region, Jaclyn Symes,
said her no. 1 priority was new trains for north-east
Victoria. What a cruel hoax that turned out to be! While
the government ignores Wangaratta, what is the point in
a $2.9 billion surplus? You can talk about a plan for this
and a plan for that, but what about really delivering?
The further you live from Spring Street, the less you
get — there is no doubt about that, and that has been
proved in this budget. To add insult to injury, the
government started meddling in the affairs of the
Country Fire Authority. The government needs to stay
out of it because it simply cannot be trusted.
I want to touch on the dairy industry in the few minutes
I have left. We know there is a dairy industry crisis at
the moment. Again this government has not delivered
where it should. There have been small contributions,
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with another one yesterday. The federal government
has come out with a $600 million package, but we are
still waiting for this government to throw some support
to the dairy farmers of not just the Ovens Valley but
those supplying the Cobram plant, the Rochester plant
and those in Maffra and Leongatha — the main Murray
Goulburn plants; there is also one down in the western
district — and all the Fonterra supporters and suppliers.
We are waiting for this government to come good with
something. It came good with $4.5 million. That is a
drop in the ocean. That is about $1100 per farm. That
will not even buy a truckload of hay. It is disappointing,
but there is still time left. On the allocation of money
yesterday — the headline that read ‘$11.something
million’ — over half of that came from industry; from
Murray Goulburn, Dairy Australia and the Gardiner
Foundation. Although we certainly need support, that
does not go anywhere near far enough.
The dairy industry is not just in the Ovens Valley, as I
said earlier. It is in Orbost, Maffra, Cobden,
Warrnambool, Fish Creek, Leongatha, Cobram and
Corryong — it is right across Victoria. Dairy farmers
are on their knees at the moment and feeling the pain as
the new opening prices will affect all dairy farmers, not
just Murray Goulburn and Fonterra suppliers. Then we
learnt that 9 per cent has been cut from the agricultural
output budget just when we needed help. Again it is
very disappointing. The whole time this budget rewards
metropolitan Melbourne at the expense of regional
Victoria. We deserve more. It is not just the Ovens
Valley; it is the electorates of Euroa, Lowan and
Mildura — all of our other communities — that deserve
better.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — It is a
pleasure to rise and speak on the 2016–17 budget
through the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016
debate. I will first touch on some aggregates, because I
think it is important to put in context the scale of
activity within Victoria. The total expenses for the
general government sector for 2016–17 is $57.5 billion.
The government infrastructure investment is
$7.5 billion. This has been achieved during a period
when the net result from transactions for 2016–17 will
be a surplus of $2.9 billion. The estimated net result for
transactions for 2017–18, 2018–19 and 2019–20 are
surpluses of $1.8 billion, $2.1 billion and $2.5 billion
respectively.
This has been achieved at a time when net debt at the
end of the estimates period in 2017–18 is estimated to
be $22.2 billion, which is less than the revised period of
2015–16 of $22.5 billion and less than the 2014–15
actual figure of $22.3 billion. Debt as a proportion of
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gross state product (GSP) for the period 2015–16 is
6.2 per cent of GSP, which is estimated to fall in
2019–20 to 4.8 per cent of GSP. These are very strong
aggregates. The aggregate numbers within the budget
reflect the strong financial management which has been
undertaken. I pay my respect and give praise to the
Treasurer, the member who sits two seats down from
me. I work very closely with him. His work has given
Victoria a very solid financial foundation for the future,
and I think that should be acknowledged in this debate.
Before getting on to the various portfolios, I note that I
had the great honour of having a number of areas of
public policy within my direct responsibility in the
lead-up to the budget and responsibilities for bringing
forward budget bids and other procedural issues in
relation to corrections, policing, multicultural affairs
and finance. Although the portfolio of finance contains
very large areas of expenditure, most of those areas of
expenditure exist outside the appropriation process in
relation particularly to the public financial corporations
that the government has and the superannuation funds.
I will touch upon my local area because the greatest
responsibility we all have in this place is to do justice to
those good people who elect us each election. The
budget is an expression of how we seek to represent our
community and constituents. I am lucky enough to
represent the good seat of Preston. I reside in Reservoir,
pretty well smack bang in the middle of my electorate,
and it is a fabulous community. It is a community of
people who work hard and contribute. It is a very
diverse community. It is a reflection of our great
multicultural society.
I am pleased to be building on the work of last year’s
budget, which made extraordinarily significant
investments in my electorate, particularly in relation to
level crossings. Anyone who lives in the Reservoir area
is painfully aware of the need for the Reservoir railway
crossing to be addressed, and the Labor government is
in fact addressing that issue. That investment will make
a huge difference to the community in which I live,
which is a particularly divided community between east
and west Reservoir. There is a significant distance
between the areas you can travel from east to west in
the Reservoir area. That railway crossing particularly
has been long identified by organisations such as the
RACV as an area needing significant works, so that is
something that is very dear to my heart.
There was also in the previous budget funding for local
schools, particularly William Ruthven Secondary
College. There was a $10 million investment to rebuild
that secondary college, which is something that is of
great value. There was also the study into the
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establishment of future educational uses for the Preston
Girls Secondary College site. These were fantastic
investments, and building upon those investments
locally this budget makes further investments in
education.
There is a $2 million investment in the Northern
College of the Arts and Technology, often colloquially
referred to as NCAT. This will improve the buildings at
that particular facility. This facility, as members may or
may not be aware, is referred to traditionally as
Northlands Secondary College, which was closed by
the Kennett government. It had to be reopened after a
very controversial and hard-fought community
campaign. This is a school that has a very proud record
of innovation and providing vocational education in
particular, not just to students from that school but also
to students from surrounding schools through the
fantastic work it does in vocational education. The extra
funding will find a very worthy home.
There is funding for planning at Reservoir East Primary
School. This is to undertake the planning works
necessary to upgrade and modernise the school
buildings. This is the first step in needed works at
Reservoir East Primary School, a school with a
fantastic commitment to social justice. There is a really
wonderful group of teachers and parents there in an
area of my electorate which is not the richest area, in
old-fashioned terms, but it has a very proud community
and very dedicated parents and students working hard
to improve educational outcomes at that particular
school.
I could go through a whole series of issues in relation to
other, more general investments which will benefit my
community, but I will touch only upon a couple. One is
the funding for the expansion of the Regent railway
station car park and the upgrade there. That will provide
a very worthwhile and needed upgrade to car parking
spaces, which will benefit commuters. Regent station
sits between Preston and Reservoir stations. It is used
by a lot of commuters, particularly those who work in
the city. Parking is always in significant demand.
I will touch upon my portfolio areas before perhaps,
depending on time, returning to the electorate which I
am lucky enough to represent. As the Acting Minister
for Police I had the responsibility of bringing forward
budget bids and participating in the budget process, and
I am very gratified to see the significant investment in
public safety in this budget. There is a $596 million
public safety package, and I would like to pay tribute to
those members of the police force who do so much to
protect the Victorian community. The budget includes
funding for 300 police to be deployed to the front line
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by the Chief Commissioner of Police, a further
106 specialist police officers and 52 support personnel.
Mr Katos — When? Tell us when.
Mr SCOTT — I am not going to respond to
interjections because that is disorderly. I am no longer
responsible, but on the training of police in the first
year, from my memory of it, around 240 sworn officers
would be trained.
But we should understand that there are 30 new officers
and 2 support personnel for the anti-gang and illicit
trafficking teams, and 40 new public order response
team officers and 4 support personnel to increase
capacity to rapidly respond to instances involving
hostile crowds. There are 20 new special operations
group officers to increase the capacity of Victoria
Police to respond to high-risk incidents, including
terrorist incidents, and we should note the great work
that Victoria Police does in protecting our community
from those dangerous individuals in our society who
are led astray by those who seek to radicalise members
of our community.
There are 26 new specialist police and support
personnel to operate the new 24/7 Victoria Police
monitoring assessment centre. There are 24 additional
forensic officers and staff for two new forensic hubs
that will be set up in regional areas to enable police to
fast-track investigations into ice and other trafficking.
There are 10 new fingerprint experts, technicians and
support staff. They will play a really important role in
ensuring that offenders are appropriately dealt with by
the police, and there is other — mobile — technology.
I will touch upon the technology because this is
particularly important to police and to the community.
Victoria Police has very antiquated technical systems;
in fact it is one of the few organisations that regularly
has to use fax machines. There is literally a room full of
fax machines at police headquarters that requires time
to be wasted where police return to the station and then
have to write reports and send those reports off. Those
are transcribed into the police IT system. This can lead
to delays of literally days. The investment in
technology will allow modern tablets to be available to
police. That is being utilised in other jurisdictions, and
this will allow for a significant saving of time. It will
allow, from an estimate based on a study in New
Zealand, about half an hour of time to be saved per
8-hour shift, which is a more effective utilisation of
time. That is equivalent to, the estimate is, around
500 effective full-time police officers for Victoria
Police. So there is a very significant change and
improvement. There are a range of others, but because
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of the time I will try to touch upon some other portfolio
areas.
There is also investment in police infrastructure and
police stations. There is a very significant $404 million
budget investment for Corrections Victoria, including
$84 million to respond to the recommendations set out
in the Harper review. I could spend 15 minutes
discussing that issue alone. It is a very important area of
public policy, but that is a very important response to
those tragic circumstances and issues that have arisen in
relation to the management of serious sex offenders.
There are future issues and work has been undertaken,
and the Harper review touches upon it, about dealing
with the most dangerous violent offenders who may not
be sex offenders.
There is also a very significant expansion of
community correctional services with $233.4 million in
funding to provide for the expansion and reform of
community corrections, managing growth in this
particular area, so there will be an expansion in
community corrections staff to provide senior case
managers to manage high-risk offenders and to meet
the growth in the number of offenders in orders.
In the limited time that I have left I will touch upon my
multicultural affairs policy area. Multicultural affairs is
a particularly important aspect of not only the Victorian
government but also the Victorian community, and I
commend all members across the chamber for their
non-partisan support for our multicultural and diverse
society. I have attended many functions with members
from across the political spectrum. It is important that
in Victoria we have such strong non-partisan support
for diversity in our society and we regard people and
value them by their character, not their background.
This budget significantly boosts multicultural affairs
portfolio spending. In the 2016–17 financial year it is
$46.8 million compared to the 2015–16 budget of
$29.2 million. This was in 2015–16 an increase on the
previous budget. I do not state that as a criticism of the
former government, because I think the former
government contributed significantly to the
development of multicultural affairs, but we have
chosen as a government to invest further resources.
The particular investments in the budget that I will refer
to include investments of $18 million towards better
coordination and support for refugees and asylum
seekers, and an additional $6.3 million over two years
towards family violence in diverse communities. It is
worth noting that in other areas and other portfolios
there is investment in services which will be of
significant benefit to our diverse communities,
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particularly to facilitate economic inclusion and access
to services. There is within the jobs area and the
whole-of-government initiatives around jobs specific
funding that will benefit our diverse communities in the
educational area. The Minister for Education mentioned
the funding for community languages schools. That is
very important, and I pay tribute to Stefan Romaniw,
who has been a champion of community languages
schools. He is not someone traditionally associated with
this side of politics. He is someone who has served the
Victorian community well particularly in that area but
also in his work more generally in multicultural affairs.
There is also funding for English as a second language.
I really want to touch upon this in the education
portfolio because there is very strong evidence that
there is a direct correlation between English proficiency
and capacity to participate fully in the society,
particularly economically and particularly in the labour
market. Extra funding for English as a second language
in terms of secondary schools is very important in
ensuring that there is fair access to opportunities within
society. This is a really important part not just of seeing
multiculturalism as a stand-alone within the
multicultural affairs portfolio but there being a
whole-of-government approach to multicultural affairs,
which I think is a hallmark of this government and a
significant improvement, building on the good work, I
would say, that has been done previously in this
particular area.
This is a strong budget, a budget that both meets the
financial tests but also provides a significant expansion
of services and also significant expansion of the
resources to be provided to keep our community safe. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to speak on
the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016. This is a
very disappointing budget for the electorate of South
Barwon. South Barwon has the second largest growth
area in the state in Armstrong Creek, which is an area
that will see some 22 000 houses built and
55 000 people move in over the next 20 to 25 years.
The electorate has at the moment, when I last looked,
approximately 50 469 voters, so it has already
experienced growth of over 5000 people since the last
election. If I speak about what South Barwon received,
this will be quite a short speech, so obviously I am
going to have to speak about what we have not received
and what the electorate needs.
One thing the government has committed to — it was
an election commitment — is the Armstrong Creek
West primary school, which is to be located in the
Villawood development approximately where the old
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Grovedale airport used to be. The government
committed to buy land and build a school at Sovereign
Drive. There was a commitment this year to buy the
land, so the land was bought out of the fund that was
allocated to greater Geelong; it was a bucket of money,
so until we see press releases, we do not know.
However, there is no money for planning for the school
to be built, there is no funding in the budget to construct
the school, but interestingly, a member for Western
Victoria Region in the other place, Ms Tierney, was
quoted in the Surf Coast Times of 5 May:
Member for western Victoria Gayle Tierney said the school
was expected to open in about 18 months and would be a
welcome addition to the development.

If there is no money to build the school in this year’s
budget and no planning money, how is the school going
to be opened within 18 months when there is no
funding to actually build the school? Eighteen months
would be the start of the 2018 school year. We all know
that schools take at least 12 months to build. How is
this going to happen? Can any members of the
government explain how the school will be built and
operational for 2018? If Ms Tierney could clarify that
too, that would be excellent.
The other problem we have with the Armstrong Creek
West school is that Mount Duneed Regional Primary
School, which is just up the road, has very old facilities
with only one permanent building. Every building is a
portable, including even the Building the Education
Revolution (BER) program building which is
considered a portable BER building.
The school enrolment is approaching 300 students.
Julie Makin is the principal there and does a terrific job.
The problem is that the government is not talking to
them. They would like to relocate to the new site,
which is logical because the new Armstrong Creek
West site is within sight of the current school. They are
being given no clarity; they have not been told
anything. If they are going to build the Armstrong
Creek West school, then logically you would move that
school across. Members of the school community are
happy with that but no-one is speaking to them, which
is quite amazing.
The only real infrastructure that is being funded this
year is at Grovedale College, which matches a coalition
commitment to expand the school. That is taking all the
growth pressure from Armstrong Creek at the moment.
The coalition had the foresight to purchase a primary
school, secondary school and special school site in
Armstrong Creek East. We also in the 2014–15 budget
funded a special school and a primary school at
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Armstrong Creek East, which the current government
says will be open in 2018.
Everything else now is just planning money; everything
else is talk now. There is no actual other physical
infrastructure being built. There is $4 million for the
planning work to extend Baanip Boulevard — what
was formerly known as section 4C of the Geelong Ring
Road — across to Bellarine. The interesting thing there
is that VicRoads has said it is going to be an arterial
road to connect across the Barwon River to the eastern
suburbs of Geelong. Unfortunately the Minister for
Police, who is the member for Bellarine, wants a
freeway built there, against the wishes of the residents.
She put that on the record in this house when she raised
with the previous Minister for Roads, Terry Mulder, a
matter in an adjournment debate. We will wait and see
what happens there. There is also planning work for the
duplication of the Barwon Heads Road. VicRoads has
already done work around that. We know how much it
will cost. It is a $200 million to $250 million project to
duplicate the road from Breakwater Road through to
Armstrong Creek — through to Reserve Road and then
on to Boundary Road to the Armstrong Creek
development. There is a lot of talk.
Then there is the planning work for the duplication of
the rail line from South Geelong to Waurn Ponds. That
is a project that involves approximately 10 to
11 kilometres of track. It would involve five grade
separations to accomplish that. It is needed to increase
the capacity of rail but given this government’s history
of building elevated rail or sky rail, I am just waiting for
that to come now. All that track is built at grade through
the suburbs of Marshall and particularly in
Grovedale — and even in South Geelong, crossing the
Geelong electorate, where the duplication would start.
While I welcome the planning work and the increased
capacity, the minister needs to guarantee that there will
be no sky rail. People will not want sky rail built
through those suburbs, destroying the local residential
amenity.
Looking at Torquay, it has for two years running
received no infrastructure funding whatsoever in the
state budget. It is extremely disappointing to have no
money whatsoever for Torquay. Although it does not
have the same growth capacity that Armstrong Creek
does, it still has significant growth occurring. The Jan
Juc Surf Life Saving Club has missed out again, even
though Life Saving Victoria had indicated to it that it
was going to get $1.5 million in the budget. Now we
have the blame game. The minister is saying, ‘No, Life
Saving Victoria didn’t put you as a priority’ and Life
Saving Victoria is saying it did put Jan Juc forward as a
priority. Someone is not telling the truth, either the

2079

minister or Life Saving Victoria, so it will be interesting
to see what happens there. Jan Juc needs a new
clubhouse. We made an election commitment to
provide funding to go towards that new clubhouse, but
unfortunately the government is playing games with
that funding now. We also have Torquay Surf
Lifesaving Club in need of renovations, with $750 000
needed there.
I have asked the minister on two occasions to visit
Bellbrae Primary School, and I have yet to get a
response from him. Bellbrae is a rural school with
approximately 460 students. It is on septic tanks and
does not have town water; it is on tank water. That
school was originally a small rural school and now it
has 460 students. Again, the growth of Torquay has
seen Bellbrae grow. It has very few permanent
buildings; most of the classrooms are portables. The
minister is not interested in coming to see that.
When you go to the Geelong end of the electorate, there
is no funding for Highton Primary School or Bellaire
Primary School, which is in Highton as well. Highton is
also experiencing growth in its western end. The only
work that is actually going on is at Montpellier, which
was funded by the coalition. That was in response to
growth, but we need more funding. The coalition did
commit to upgrading Highton and Bellaire primary
schools, but we have nothing from this government as
we speak.
I move to police and law and order. I found it
interesting that the member for Preston, who was the
Acting Minister for Police, stated that 240-odd officers
will be trained in the first year of the safety package,
listed under ‘Public Safety — Police Response’. The
chart headed ‘Output initiatives’ on page 97 of budget
paper 3 has details of that funding in the forward
estimates. Next year there is $47 million. There is
$112 million in the 2017–18 year, $113 million in the
2018–19 year and then $117 million in the 2019–20
year. That will provide for about 406 officers.
Interestingly, the former Minister for Police has said
that approximately 240 officers will be trained in the
first year. That is more than half of the officers, yet only
12 per cent of the funding is provided for in the next
financial year.
How are 240 officers going to be trained and put on the
beat with $47 million, which is only 12 per cent of the
funding? I find this absolutely extraordinary. It is
typical Labor: it promises everything. It put out this
nice press release, saying, ‘We’re going to give you
406 new police’, but when you go into the detail of the
budget papers, they reveal the truth. Most of those
police will not be on line until 2020, four years away.
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By then Victoria will have grown by another
400 000 people.
The area I represent, South Barwon — particularly the
suburbs of Highton and Wandana Heights and also the
Torquay township — is experiencing a huge growth in
crime. There are aggravated burglaries, burglaries and
car thefts. There are gangs of youths coming down
doing that. The police numbers are inadequate. Torquay
police station should be a 24-hour station. I actually
toured the station last Wednesday with the Leader of
the Opposition. When you walk into the station, you
see it is a great station. I give credit to the previous
Labor government for building that station, but there
are no police in it. We have got 11 officers on a roster
covering the whole of Torquay. There have been so
many instances when there has been no coverage. The
officers at that station are responsible for the Great
Ocean Road all the way to Lorne, so one divisional van
out on night shift is responsible for Torquay, Anglesea,
Aireys Inlet and then Lorne. It is a huge distance to
cover.
Waurn Ponds police station was built by the coalition
government as an election commitment that I made in
2010. It is a $15.6 million station in Rossack Drive and
also accommodates the new South Barwon State
Emergency Service unit, which was moved from
Mount Pleasant Road in Belmont. It is a fine facility,
but it is a station that can hold 32 officers and it has got
only 17 on its roster at the moment. Again, there is an
underinvestment in police, and we are starting to see the
effects of that. We have had two years of no investment
in additional police in our state, and I am certainly
seeing that in our local region.
That is what is on the minds of people in my electorate.
They are not happy about the lack of police. They are
not happy about being the targets of these gangs of
thugs who are coming down and breaking into their
homes and stealing their cars. Last week a police officer
recounted to me that they steal the cars and then they go
and do burnouts in front of the respective police
stations, knowing full well that they cannot be chased.
The police are hamstrung. The police do a terrific job
with what they have got, but we simply need more of
them, and this budget is nothing but a press release as
far as police go. The detail of the budget demonstrates
when the police will be coming on line, and the bulk of
the police will not be on line for at least two or three
years. The situation is already out of control, and it is
only getting worse.
I touched on Armstrong Creek before. In this budget
there is no funding for community infrastructure, no
funding for sporting infrastructure and no funding for
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road construction. Then there are the clubs in
Grovedale. Grovedale is copping a lot of the growth
pressure. There is the Grovedale football club, for
example. It is getting all the residents from Armstrong
Creek coming to it. The first port of call is that club.
The coalition made a commitment of $400 000 to
expand the club’s change rooms and build new visitors
rooms and also a new scoreboard. The Grovedale
football club is copping all the growth pressure, but
there is no money from this government for it.
It is the same with the Torquay netball club. Although
the government did, through a grant, fund the $100 000,
it needs $300 000. So we have another project sitting
there in limbo because it has not been adequately
funded by this government. I hear members on the
other side talk about the funding they are getting for
their growth areas. Well, I have the second-largest
growth area in the state within my electorate, and the
funding is simply not coming. It is not forthcoming
from this government.
That is a complete contrast to what we delivered in the
previous four years, whether it was for schools, with a
new secondary college for Torquay, Surf Coast
Secondary College, the Torquay kinder that was
upgraded, the Jan Juc kinder that was upgraded or the
Torquay Bowls Club that was upgraded. The Torquay
Surf Lifesaving Club received an upgrade, and the Surf
Coast Highway was rebuilt. That is because there is
growth. Also Pioneer Road has been upgraded, as has
the Waurn Ponds police station, as I mentioned earlier,
and the schools in Armstrong Creek. There is the
Mount Moriac Reserve upgrade out at Modewarre,
which is very important for that local country
community. But we are not getting enough.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — It is very
disappointing that the opposition cannot acknowledge
that this is one of the best state budgets there has been
for many, many years. We hear a lot of complaining
about how there is no money being spent on this or that,
but let me talk about the Thomastown electorate and
people living in the north who were actually punished
for living in the north by the previous state Liberal
government.
In the full four years that that government was in power
the people who lived in the Thomastown electorate
received, I think it was, tens of thousands of dollars to
plan a continuation of Edgars Road. This is in an
electorate that is part of one of the fastest growing areas
in the state. Thousands of families are moving into the
area monthly, and the services are so stretched that it is
acknowledged by everybody all over the place —
whether it is the council, whether it is academics,
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whether it is town planners — that this area is far
behind in terms of infrastructure in comparison to the
growing populations that are moving into the area. It
was a great relief — and those people that I have
spoken to living in the Thomastown electorate are so
pleased with the fact — that the state government is
now looking at what is going on in the north and is
starting to provide the very important infrastructure and
other programs, because it is not just about bricks and
mortar, that people in the area really need.
I just want to go through a couple of those things. For
example, there is the ongoing commitment to the
O’Herns Road interchange onto the Hume Freeway to
try to get rid of some of the absolutely terrible
congestion. When I was driving down High Street
around the Findon Road roundabout near the Epping
Country Fire Authority brigade, which is a great
organisation — I was there on the Saturday afternoon
just gone — the traffic was bumper to bumper going
back for kilometres. This is what people have to endure
not just in peak hour but on your normal slow traffic
days, such as on a Saturday afternoon. Of course the
O’Herns Road duplication and connection to the Hume
Freeway will take a lot of that traffic off Epping Road
so that it can be used for local purposes rather than for
commuting into town or to the west for work.
The only problem or hold-up with the O’Herns Road
interchange is that we do need approval from the
federal government. While there were early indications
from the current federal Liberal government that it
would look at supporting this project — because when
it comes to business cases I think it has a figure of
something like 9 out of 10 in terms of need and
economic advantage — and it would provide the
approval and the funding to do its part of the national
roadway, there is no commitment as yet. So this thing is
stalling. In the meantime people continue to be caught
in huge traffic jams, and they are getting angrier and
angrier and losing so much valuable time that they
would otherwise have with their families. People are
going to work much earlier and getting home later to
avoid the congestion. On this project, because Labor
knows that it is such a massively needed project, we are
hoping to get on with some of the pre-construction
work in the next few weeks. I see the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety is in the chamber, and of course
he will be coming down to celebrate when that begins
in the very near future.
Another important project involves the budget
allocation of $12 million to build — last budget it was
for buying the land; now it is for building — the new
Edgars Creek Secondary School in Wollert, which
again is in the new growth area part of the electorate
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and is again so needed. At the moment people are
having to travel on the congested roads into the older
established areas of Thomastown and Lalor to allow
their children to go to secondary school. One student
told me a 2-kilometre trip for him takes 40 minutes in
the bus because of the traffic in the area. Now of course
some of the schools are having to impose caps on
themselves because they are at capacity and families
have to be within the zone. Up in those newer areas it is
very difficult for them. So the school is more good
news for those people living in the electorate of
Thomastown.
There was also — and this was not just for people
living in the electorate of Thomastown but across the
board — the fantastic announcement about cutting
those terrible waiting lists that people are left to
languish on when they are in need of what is called
elective surgery but in actual fact is really surgery
which may not be for conditions that are life
threatening but is often surgery that is needed to
alleviate pain or to correct very debilitating injuries and
illnesses. It is great to see that the Andrews Labor
government is putting over $300 million into cutting
those waiting lists. That will be of great assistance to
those people who live in the Thomastown electorate. I
know from when I have gone around talking to people
about this that they see this as such an incredibly good
step forward in making sure that we cut those lists
down.
The Northern Hospital of course is under a great strain
because of the increasing population, but what it is
looking at, in terms of getting some of this money to get
people in for surgeries that are required, is building a
new theatre in Broadmeadows as part of the Northern
Health system as well as upgrading the theatres and
increasing the number of beds in the Northern Hospital
itself. It is something that really could change people’s
lives and help people in terms of their daily living to
live pain free by not having to wait and languish on
waiting lists when they really need operations.
There has also been considerable other money put into
education in the budget in terms of maintenance for a
number of schools. There is also planning money for
the sports hall at the Lalor Gardens Primary School.
The Minister for Education visited Lalor Gardens
school earlier in the year, before the budget, and he was
warmly greeted. It was great to see the students using
all different mediums — whether it was media or
multimedia, or whether it was booklets, whether it was
essays, or whether it was projects and paintings and
drawings — to show how important it was for them to
have a school hall. The minister listened to those
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students and has provided the money to plan for the
sports hall over the next 12 months.
Another really great thing in terms of education is
Baltara School. This is a school that provides education
and support for children at other schools that may have
some challenging behaviours as a result of all sorts of
things that they might be having difficulty learning. The
school enables children from other schools in the area
to undertake a 12-week program in order to assist them
to better cope with and work within the education
system. At the moment the school occupies a wing of
Thomastown East Primary School, which is another
great school that has received quite a bit of money to
maintain and refurbish its buildings. It was quite
run-down and had very poor security, so it is great that
we have been able to announce that there is going to be
money to upgrade and modernise Baltara School to
make it fit for purpose for those children who need a
better space for learning.
The minister has been out to the school to look at what
is required. He was also told about some of the great
initiatives that the school is looking at; for example, an
outreach program where instead of children coming to
Baltara School it would provide professional
development and support for teachers in the student’s
original school. This would mean that the learning can
happen there and the student would be provided with
support in their original school rather than having to
leave and suffer disruption.
This is something that people in the area look at and
say, ‘Hey, at last we have a state government that is
listening to us, that respects us and that understands that
we deserve as much as anybody else’. When things fall
behind and when the population warrants it there need
to be more resources put into the area to make sure that
people there have what everybody in other parts of the
state has. That is definitely what is going on in the
Thomastown electorate at the moment.
Another great initiative is the funds for the growth
areas. This is a combined effort between the local
council and the state government that provides money
for joint projects. The Epping Community Services
Hub has been announced, which is an initiative
between the Whittlesea City Council and the state
government. It is going to allow for a whole lot of new
services to come into the area. Under the umbrella of
the Brotherhood of St Laurence it is going to provide a
whole suite of services to support families in the
northern suburbs, whether it is counselling, whether it is
child services or whether it is parent education
programs. They will be all under one roof so that
people can come to the one area rather than having to
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move around from one place to another. It will have
case management and will provide all the services and
things people need in one area.
This shows what partnerships can do when local
government and state government work together. It
would be good to see — it has not happened yet — a
situation where those partnerships extended to operate
between the federal and state governments in the
provision of important infrastructure and support for
those families and residents who live in the northern
suburbs.
We also know that the Mernda rail extension is about to
begin. That is on the train line that goes through
Thomastown. Looking outside the boundaries of
Thomastown there are a whole lot of other things that
really help citizens and people living in the northern
suburbs, including the Melbourne Metro rail project.
This is a project that people know is going to make
public transport better for the future, not just within the
city loop but for all those suburban trains.
People in these new areas would like to see a North
Epping rail line built. This line would branch off Lalor
station. There is nothing under consideration at the
moment, but of course it cannot be done until there is a
proper upgrade of the city loop. The metro rail tunnel
will provide that modernisation so that if the North
Epping rail line is required down the track, it will be
able to be done because the infrastructure of the metro
tunnel will allow for extra capacity and more trains
coming from more places. That will provide a further
argument as to why the North Epping rail ought to be
developed and built.
There has also been great news in terms of the ongoing
recurrent funding of the bus services that have been
provided in the area so that people can actually get
around much better than they were able to under the
previous government, when there were something like
two very limited bus services. We now have a number
of bus services that go all the way up to the new growth
areas, right up to Wollert. Obviously it was very
difficult for them to get around, and I have received a
number of thankyou cards from mostly older people
saying how much their lives have been improved by a
better bus service. It allows them to be more mobile, to
get around the community and to not have to rely on
family to pick them up and drive them to do shopping.
These are things they can now do themselves. That is
the sort of stuff that this budget has done for people in
the Thomastown electorate.
The budget provides the infrastructure that is needed for
new and younger families for education but also
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supports older members of the community to better
engage within the area. It allows them to contribute to
the area and makes sure that they can get around and
are not isolated at home. As I said, I have had many
residents tell me that they have been very pleased with
the state government budget, and they are looking
forward to the next one.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Unfortunately the budget
is a typical Labor budget. It is high taxing, high
spending and high borrowing with low results. I said
similar about the 2010 budget, and unfortunately it is
happening again now. If we look at state taxes and we
compare them to what was expected to be the level of
state taxes in the pre-election budget update (PEBU)
that was prepared by the Department of Treasury and
Finance ahead of the last election and look at the
expectations then and the figures now, we see what a
huge increase there has been. PEBU projected state
taxes for 2016–17 to be $19.7 billion. Now in this
budget we see them at $21.6 billion, which is an
increase of 9.8 per cent, or $1.9 billion, on the level of
taxes that were expected at the time the coalition
government left office.
You get a similar conclusion if you look at taxes as a
percentage of gross state product. In the pre-election
budget update it was expected that in 2016–17 taxes as
a percentage of gross state product would be 4.8 per
cent. In the current budget the figure is 5.4 per cent.
That is despite the improvement to the budget in GST
and other grants revenue coming from the
commonwealth, which are up $1.5 billion, or 5.8 per
cent, in 2016–17 compared with what was expected in
PEBU. So it is not as though the government is falling
on hard times and revenue from other sources is drying
up. It is adding its tax increases on top of the additional
revenue that is coming to it from GST and other
commonwealth sources. Of course these tax increases
are being imposed on the backs of Victorian
homebuyers, businesses and jobs.
Over two years we have seen an increase in successive
budgets in the fire services levy of over 14 per cent. In
this budget we have got a tripling of the electricity
tax — the brown coal royalty. We are slugging foreign
buyers with an extra 7 per cent stamp duty and an extra
1.5 per cent land tax on top of what any other purchaser
would pay. In total we have got taxes up by 20.7 per
cent over the two years from 2014–15 to 2016–17.
Compounding that of course we have got the
foreshadowing of extra tolls on CityLink users. There
will be 10 more years of tolls for roads that many
CityLink users from the eastern suburbs, south-eastern
suburbs and northern suburbs are seldom going to be
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using. It is going to be of little benefit to them. In a
situation where there is — —
Mr Donnellan interjected.
Mr CLARK — The Minister for Roads and Road
Safety interjects and talks about Tullamarine. The point
is that the new road that he is building, the western
distributor, is one that all of those motorists are unlikely
to use, and yet they are to be slugged with 10-plus years
of extra tolls under the policy of this government.
Let us look at spending. For 2016–17 PEBU projected
that spending would be at $53.7 billion. Now it is
$57.5 billion, an increase of 7 per cent, or $3.8 billion,
on what spending was expected to be under the
coalition. A significant part of that is employee
expenses, which in the pre-election budget update were
projected at $20.1 billion for 2016–17 and are now at
$21.3 billion, an increase of 6 per cent, or $1.2 billion,
on what they were expected to be at the time the
coalition government left office.
As part of that we have got a substantial number of
significant wage increases that have been agreed to
under this government for which the government has
not been prepared to provide proper explanations to the
community. The community is still looking for
explanations of exactly what the cost to the budget is
going to be of enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
outcomes such as for police, paramedics, public
servants and nurses. For some reason the government
does not seem to want to disclose the full cost of those
EBAs or how that cost has been arrived at. All workers
are entitled to fair and reasonable wage rises for the
work that they do, but the size of a worker’s pay rise
should not depend on how much support their union
gave to the Labor Party at the last state election.
On top of these public sector EBAs of course we have
seen the Minister for Public Transport coercing Metro
and Yarra Trams into giving massive pay increases to
the Rail, Tram and Bus Union — increases which are
either going to flow through to higher public transport
fares or to higher levels of taxpayer subsidy required for
public transport or to both of those.
So Labor has been very poor at ensuring that
expenditure increases are responsible and affordable
and that they are well directed to the areas to which
they should be directed. When we look at the quality of
the services that are being achieved, despite these huge
increases in spending, we see that, sadly, they are
failing. We have seen cuts to the numbers of frontline
police in police stations. The government has failed to
provide the Victorian community with the police

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
2084

ASSEMBLY

numbers that it needs, and unfortunately the community
is paying the price, with soaring levels of crime,
particularly youth gang crime. Alongside the
inadequate police numbers we are seeing closures of
police stations, regardless of the incorrect claims to the
contrary by the new Minister for Police.
We are seeing cuts to TAFE enrolments. TAFE was an
area where, in opposition, the Labor Party claimed
there was a crisis that it was going to fix. But what do
we see under the Labor Party? There are 40 000 fewer
young Victorians in TAFE under the Labor government
than under the previous coalition government.
The government is struggling to deliver on its promise
to reduce hospital waiting lists. We are seeing the
government spending a lot of money to put its mates on
the payroll throughout the public service, but it is
failing to deliver the services that the community is
entitled to expect. At the same time as the government
can find $10 million to provide to Trades Hall for
renovations, it cannot even find $300 000 for the state’s
contribution to the National Motor Vehicle Theft
Reduction Council, which is performing valuable work
in trying to provide remedies to tackle the soaring levels
of car theft in this state.
When we look at what the government is actually doing
with all the additional spending, we see that it is falling
far short of what it should be doing. Then, apart from
these failures in service delivery and cuts and
deficiencies to date, we see the government just making
arbitrary cuts to various departments’ budgets, with
little explanation whatsoever. If one looks, for example,
at page 118 of budget paper 3 — on service delivery —
you see that the government is budgeting for what it
refers to as savings and efficiencies in the Department
of Justice and Regulation and refers to department
expenditure reductions.
The explanation of how these savings are going to be
achieved is that:
The Department of Justice and Regulation will reduce its
operating expenditure, including through opportunities to
streamline administrative functions and deliver additional
procurement savings.

So this very much runs the risk that having purportedly
handed additional funds to the Department of Justice
and Regulation on the one hand the government is
taking back a lot of that additional funding with the
other, and the important work of the Department of
Justice and Regulation in trying to keep the community
safe will be undermined as a result.
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Let us now look at the issue of infrastructure. The
government’s boasts of record infrastructure investment
are a charade. If you look at the figures under Labor for
government infrastructure investment from 2014–15
through to 2017–18, on the current budget the figures
are projected to fall from $26.8 billion over the four
years, as was estimated in the pre-election budget
update, down to just $24.3 billion in the budget papers.
So what we are in fact seeing is that on coming to office
the Labor government, far from providing record
infrastructure investment, slammed the brakes on the
coalition’s infrastructure investment. It tore up the
east–west link, it cancelled the Melbourne rail link, it
abandoned the airport rail link and now it is scrambling
to replace those projects with its western distributor,
with metro rail and with sky rail.
So Labor’s reported virtue, much trumpeted in the
budget papers, of accelerating infrastructure investment
for 2016–17 is in fact due to its destructive folly of
scrapping infrastructure that would otherwise have been
in the full swing of construction at this very moment
along with the jobs and the enthusiasm for the state that
would have gone with them. In short, Labor members
were driven by an obsession to leave nothing that could
be recognised as a coalition major project, and
Victorians are paying the price for the government
putting politics ahead of people, with a two-year hiatus
in investment and with inferior projects.
Labor’s spend on key projects is vastly inferior to the
projects that were identified by the coalition. Labor has
stripped back and cut corners on projects because Labor
members have overpromised and are under-delivering.
There are substandard specifications for the rail stations
on the new metro rail project; they are moving to metro
rail away from the Melbourne rail link; there is no
interchange at South Yarra, no airport rail link and no
provision for a train station at Fishermans Bend. Then
of course you have sky rail — that rushed, nasty and
cheap proposal that is going to inflict an eyesore on
Melbourne suburbs for generations to come. We have
the western distributor, a short-term stop-gap project.
Transurban saw a sucker coming and said to them,
‘Have we got a deal for you’, and the Victorian
community is going to pay the price.
The eastern suburbs of course are suffering in particular
because Labor neither understands nor cares about the
needs of Melbourne’s east. Across the suburbs in my
electorate of Box Hill there is not a single new project
in this budget. There is nothing for the Box Hill
transport interchange despite the government’s
promises of a ministerial advisory group; nothing for
Koonung Secondary College after the government
abandoned the $8.8 million the coalition government
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would have provided; similarly nothing for Box Hill
High School after Labor scrapped the $5 million the
coalition would have provided; and nothing for
Blackburn High School.
Last but certainly not least, we see the fact that in
relation to the Blackburn level crossing removal, which
was fully funded by the coalition government in its
2014 budget and which went out to expressions of
interest under the coalition government, the government
is short-changing the community of Blackburn in order
to scrape up money to pay for its other underfunded
projects. So we are getting no widening of the subway
at Blackburn station, leaving the community with an
inferior subway — narrow and cramped. The Labor
government is failing to open it up and to recognise the
advice of the government’s own architect that level
crossing removals need to be treated as a matter of
urban design and not just of transport, leaving the
community of Blackburn short-changed in order to
fund other projects. Hundreds of local residents have
signed petitions protesting against what the government
is doing, but the government is failing to listen.
What adds insult to injury in that regard is that at the
same time as the Labor government is failing to provide
the new infrastructure projects that are much needed by
our community — even in breach of its own promise to
provide funding to Box Hill High School and in stark
contrast to the provision that was made for the
community under the coalition government — it is
seeking to push increased population and increased
high density into our suburbs and to tear up the
protections for residential areas that were provided
under the coalition government.
That is a coordinated approach of both state and federal
Labor parties. Labor’s federal infrastructure spokesman
recently visited Box Hill and announced that a federal
Labor government would push for more population
growth in Box Hill and surrounding suburbs as part of
what he referred to as an urban renewal project to turn
Box Hill into a second CBD. At the same time the state
Labor government is moving to extend high-density
development zones and weaken residential height limit
protections right across Melbourne. We just cannot
afford to have federal and state Labor governments
ruining the eastern suburbs by pushing inappropriate
high-density developments into ordinary residential
streets, destroying neighbourhood amenity and quality
of life.
Whatever measure you look at, regrettably this budget
is a complete failure: high taxing, increasing burdens on
the community, poor results from its spending, high
borrowing and increasing debt.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 March; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to speak on
behalf of the Liberal-Nationals coalition opposition on
the Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016.
This bill and the second-reading speech may not be
very large in number of pages, but they have some very
important content that protects an industry, particularly
the red meat industry, here in Australia.
The bill will do three things. Firstly, it will make the
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 consistent with the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 in relation to
publication orders. Full publication will be required
rather than just notice of the making of a declaration.
This amendment will apply where there are
declarations of unusual circumstances of disease or
death in livestock and will relate to declarations of an
infected area or vehicle, a control area or an importation
order. Full publication is already a prevailing
requirement under the Subordinate Legislation Act, but
this amendment to the Livestock Disease Control Act
will remove any apparent inconsistencies.
Secondly, the bill replaces section 8A of the Livestock
Disease Control Act with a new section with common
requirements for vendor declarations for the
transportation of cattle, sheep, goats and pigs. That will
now be set out in the act instead of in regulation. The
department advised at the briefing that the proposed
section 8A substitution will not materially alter current
vendor declaration requirements.
Lastly, the bill makes some alterations to section 41 of
the Livestock Disease Control Act which relate to the
prohibition of swill feeding. As the minister said in her
second-reading speech, the former government agreed
to recommendations made by the Animal Health
Committee, a national forum for state and territory
chief veterinary officers and the Australian government
chief veterinary officer, for the national harmonisation
of swill feeding legislation. Swill feeding of pigs with
material derived from mammals is well recognised as a
risk factor for the introduction of several emergency
animal diseases, including foot-and-mouth disease,
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classical swine fever and African swine fever, with the
potential for devastating impacts on Australia’s
livestock and related industries. The bill amends the
Livestock Disease Control Act, as I said, in order to
align the swill feeding provisions with the
recommendations of the Animal Health Committee.
I want to spend some time around the issue of the
biosecurity of our industries and, in this case, the red
meat industry, with the potential issues around
foot-and-mouth disease. For the benefit of those
members in the house who may not be aware of
foot-and-mouth disease, foot-and-mouth disease, or
hoof-and-mouth disease, is a fatal viral infection
disease that affects cloven-hoofed animals around the
world, including domestic and wild cloven-hoofed
animals. It has an incubation period of between 1 and
12 days and a high fever of probably 2 to 6 days for the
animal that is affected, which is then followed by
blisters inside the mouth and on the feet that may
rupture and cause lameness. It is probably the most
feared disease in the world when it comes to
cloven-hoofed animals. It can be spread by aerosols —
effectively in the air — or by contamination from farm
equipment, from clothing, from feed, and obviously by
domestic and wild animals and the predators on those
animals. Where there have been outbreaks of
foot-and-mouth in the past it has had major economic
and social impacts on the countries where it has
occurred.
When we talk about the likes of these diseases from a
Victorian point of view we are effectively talking about
protecting what is about a $2 billion a year export
industry. We export red meat around the world that is
worth about $2 billion to our markets here. If we had a
foot-and-mouth outbreak here, not only would it have a
huge cost within Australia but we would actually be
excluded from a lot of those export markets that we are
currently in, because we do have a market advantage in
quite a few countries because we have disease-free
status from diseases like foot-and-mouth disease.
To put this into some context, if we go back to 2001 in
the United Kingdom there was an outbreak of
foot-and-mouth disease on 19 February. That outbreak
ran until October 2001 before it was controlled. In that
particular case it was started by the swill feeding of
pigs. The particular gentleman, Bobby Waugh of
Pallion, was convicted of failing to inform authorities
of a notifiable disease, because he actually had
foot-and-mouth on his property and was later convicted
of feeding pigs with untreated waste.
We wonder about the consequences of what we do in
this house sometimes. There have been a number of
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changes over the years to restrict the swill feeding of
pigs, but now with the harmonisation of these rules
across the nation there is the opportunity to make sure
that we are even more vigilant about stopping these
sorts of things from happening in the future. This
particular gentleman fed this untreated waste to his pigs
and started this disease epidemic, and if you look at the
statistics across the UK and in Ireland and particularly
in Norway, you can see what devastation was caused to
the farming industries there. In the UK there were
approximately 2000 outbreaks of foot-and-mouth
disease on farms, and around 10 million sheep and
cattle were killed in the eventually successful attempt to
halt this disease. So 10 million sheep and cattle were
killed because one person did the wrong thing with
swill feeding pigs in 2001.
It is estimated that the crisis actually cost the British
economy £8 billion or AU$13 billion in costs to the
agriculture and supporting industries, as well as the
outdoor industries, over that time. Once this disease
outbreak happened, the counties where the disease was
present actually went into lockdown. There was no
movement of livestock; there was no movement of
people through those communities. I think people who
have heard the previous member for Benalla, Dr Bill
Sykes, who was a consulting vet at the time, speak in
this place will know he spent time in the UK actually
working on this outbreak. Bill always got emotional
when he talked about this issue, because he understood
the personal suffering that farmers went through, where
you had effectively generations of breeding wiped out
in a night when they went in to actually kill the
livestock. They had to be there on the property, and the
livestock had to be burnt.
The TV footage that came back from the UK at that
time was of a pall of smoke across the UK for weeks
and weeks on end, while something like 10 million
sheep and cattle were destroyed so the disease would
not spread any further. There was huge devastation in
the farming community, and it was devastating for
those families who were affected, for those people who
actually had to work with them through that time.
If you look at the wider impacts across that time, you
see the St Patrick’s Day festival in Ireland was
rescheduled for two months later because of the
foot-and-mouth outbreak. People were not able to travel
away from their homes into their communities to gather
together, because that would have been viewed as a
way of potentially spreading the disease further. If you
think about how precious St Patrick’s Day is to the
Irish, it is remarkable that the festival was put back two
months because of the foot-and-mouth outbreak at that
time.
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There were also going to be local elections at that time,
and in that year there was going to be a general election
in the UK. Again, local elections were put back for a
period of time because it was deemed inappropriate for
rural communities to come together to vote, given the
concern that the disease would be spread by people
going in to vote tramping through the same hall and
taking it back to their farms. For the first time since the
Second World War the general election in the UK was
held off as well. It was originally intended to be held on
2 April, but it was put back to 7 June, again because it
was considered too big a risk to hold a general election
and have people traversing the country and coming
together to vote and potentially spreading that disease.
All of that started with one person doing the wrong
thing — swill feeding some pigs. That is partly what
this legislation is for: to reinforce the situation here in
Australia so it does not happen in the future. Some of
the statistics around that are that in terms of the Scottish
economy, it is believed that the tourism industry for that
year lost somewhere between $200 million and
$250 million worth of gross revenue. People who
normally went to Scotland and traversed the Highlands
could no longer do that because of this outbreak.
Although this bill is not very voluminous in the number
of pages it contains or the number of clauses in it, the
impact that it will have in making sure that we keep our
biosecurity strong in this nation, particularly here in
Victoria, is very, very important. I think the thing to
bear in mind is that over time we need to be even more
vigilant. Given the number of people who come to
Australia now and the number of ways they can travel
here, we need to make sure we have good border
security from a biosecurity point of view so that people
do not bring those sorts of diseases here, let alone then
have them in swill feed that goes to pigs.
As part of that particular process there have been a
number of studies and a number of exercises done as to
what we would do in Australia if we did have a disease
outbreak of that kind and how quickly we could control
that. I think that is where there has been some concern
over time, and the ministerial council actually
commissioned Ken Matthews to compile a report,
which was called the Matthews report.
For those people who do not know, Ken Matthews was
the secretary of the federal Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry in Canberra for a number of
years and then moved on to be the Secretary of the
federal Department of Transport and Regional Services.
Ken did a very detailed study of whether Australia had
preparedness for a foot-and-mouth outbreak and how
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we could actually manage such an outbreak into the
future.
There are two of the recommendations that I wanted to
highlight in my contribution tonight. One of those,
number 4, was looking at the effectiveness of swill
feeding prohibitions, which we are dealing with in this
particular bill. The other issue concerned the
traceability arrangements in the sheep industry, and that
is where I would also like to spend a bit of time.
We talked about vendor declarations earlier. There are
some processes where there is a paper-based system
and a mob-based system that actually tracks sheep here
in Australia, and there is some conjecture as to how
effective that mob-based, paper-based system is. If you
look at the UK experience in 2001, there was the
outbreak of foot-and-mouth, as I have said, that was
started by swill feeding of pigs, but it was actually the
movement of sheep across the UK into Ireland and into
Norway that actually spread the disease. The incubation
period meant that there were sheep that were infected
that actually moved before the infection was noticed.
That meant that if you actually tracked the movement
from the original outbreak, these sheep crisscrossed the
UK into Ireland and Norway, and there was not good
traceability to actually know where those sheep had
gone for a period of time.
As I am told, at that particular time there was a
paper-based system in the UK, which was called a
sheep passport. There was an issue at the time that in
order for the farmers to receive some of the EU
subsidies, they had to prove that they had a certain
number of sheep on their properties at a certain time
when they were audited. Some farmers were sharing
sheep. They would have them on this property for a
period of time to get the subsidy, and then under the
cover of darkness they might move them to another
property to again receive the subsidies there, so sheep
were not always tracked well by that particular system
in the UK.
Following the foot-and-mouth outbreak there was a
major overhaul of how sheep were tracked so that if
there were another disease outbreak — and there was
another foot-and-mouth outbreak in the UK in 2007,
which was allegedly started by the escape of the disease
coming from a research facility — it would
becontrolled a lot more quickly because they had better
systems in place to do that.
The concern here in Australia is making sure we do
actually have a good traceability system, particularly
for sheep. We do have a very good traceability system
for cattle. Cattle are electronically tagged, and as they
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are bought and sold through the saleyards and moved
from properties, that is tracked. That system was
brought in probably 15 years ago and at the time was
very much a personal project of a gentleman called
John Wild, who was a former Victorian Farmers
Federation Livestock Group president and was
president of the Cattle Council of Australia at the time.
He put a lot of personal effort in, because farmers in
general are resistant to change, do not like new ideas
and do not necessarily like any additional cost to their
business, even if there can be demonstrable benefit at
the end of it. So John really drove that electronic
identification in cattle and made sure that that
happened.
But the same has not happened with sheep, and that is
where I come back to the Matthews report. The
Matthews report identifies that there are some concerns
about the traceability system for sheep here in Australia
and the need to have a better system. As I said, we do
have this paper-based and mob-based system where
stock agents are supposed to have the vendor
declarations from the farmers and have a mob-based
system that shows where the sheep have gone in the
future.
There was an exercise to test the system called sheep
catcher that looked at whether the system was actually
working. It depends what you look at when you do
these sorts of exercises. That exercise identified that the
paperwork was actually in the right place. The
paperwork was in the right spot, showing where the
sheep should be and what should happen. But when
you actually went back and did the audit of where the
paper said the sheep should be, it proved that the sheep
were not always in that particular place.
One of the things that was being discussed at the
ministerial council meetings when I was a minister, and
I understand it is still being discussed at ministerial
council meetings with Minister Pulford in the other
place — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call next time
this matter is before the Parliament.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Beresford–Victoria roads, Lilydale
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action I
seek is for VicRoads to install traffic lights at the
intersection of Beresford Road and Victoria Road in
Lilydale. The minister may not be familiar with this
particular intersection. However, responses to a recent
survey indicate significant concern about traffic
congestion affecting the ability of motorists to enter and
exit Beresford Road safely. In recent years population
growth in the area has increased the volume of cars
travelling through the area, which is a major alternate
thoroughfare for cars trying to avoid a choked
Maroondah Highway in Lilydale.
In the immediate vicinity we have a number of services
that are attracting greater numbers of vehicles to the
area. We have the Lilydale scout group, the Lilydale
cemetery, the Lilydale memorial crematorium, the
Gateway housing estate, Lilydale Heights College,
Lilydale West Primary School, tourist traffic from
Yarra Glen, and the Cave Hill Industrial Park. Under
normal circumstances just one or two of these
considerations would be enough to create traffic
headaches for locals. However, with eight major
contributors to traffic congestion all in very close
proximity to Beresford Road it is little wonder that
driving conditions are as difficult as they are. During
peak hour and school pick-up times it is almost
impossible to make a right-hand turn onto Victoria
Road as there is seldom a break in the traffic. As
anyone can imagine, this is becoming very frustrating
for motorists who are trapped on Beresford Road for
several minutes at a time. It can also encourage
risk-taking behaviour as people attempt to find a gap in
the traffic, merging by the barest of margins.
I ask the minister to direct VicRoads to investigate the
benefits of installing traffic signals at the intersection of
Beresford and Victoria roads in Lilydale to improve the
flow of traffic to accommodate our increasing
population and the increasing volume of traffic.

Monash Children’s Hospital
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education
and concerns the future Monash Children’s Hospital
school. The action I seek is that the minister join with
me in visiting the hardworking team that currently runs
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the vital Monash Health education program Stepping
Stones. This program was established nearly 20 years
ago at the Monash Medical Centre in Clayton and is run
through a partnership between Lyndale Secondary
College and Monash Health. Each year this fantastic
program provides much-needed support and assistance
to over 400 young people.
The program’s leading teacher, Wayne Smith, has been
relentlessly advocating for additional funding for this
program as well as the establishment of a standalone
school. I have previously joined with the minister in
meeting with Wayne and his outstanding team of
teachers to discuss their concerns and needs for the
future. Within its very first year in office Labor
commissioned a review to look at how students with
serious mental health conditions are supported and
whether the existing services are equitable, efficient and
effective.
This review found that there is a significant demand for
education services from students with serious medical
conditions, especially mental health conditions. On any
given day there are around 8600 students in hospital,
recovering at home or being treated by child and
adolescent health services. Around 2800 students, or
around 1 in 3, experiences a serious disruption to their
education. This may involve frequent or long-term
absences from any form of schooling. Of these
2800 students, only 1 in 7 received the support they
needed to stay engaged with their education.
We also found that there was significant inequity in
service provision, particularly between the Royal
Children’s Hospital and Monash Children’s Hospital.
That is why we have provided funding to establish the
Monash Children’s Hospital school, which is under
construction at Monash Children’s Hospital. This
school will provide education services to assist young
people with serious health conditions both while in
hospital and during their recovery at home. The school
is also aiming to provide vital educational services to
students, their families and their schools in rural and
regional Victoria.
We are getting on with ensuring that even our sickest
kids can still get an education and get on with their lives
once they are healthy enough to do so. I ask the
minister to join with me in visiting the hardworking
team that will make this a reality.

Fruit fly
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture, and the action I seek is
additional support for fruit fly control in the greater
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Sunraysia pest-free area. Successful control of this pest,
which is of concern to fruitgrowers in northern
Victoria, relies on strong and successful partnerships
between horticulturalists and the three levels of
government — local, state and federal.
There are three crops that are affected by fruit fly, being
citrus, stone fruit and table grapes. Growers are
members of the fruit fly control committee, which I
have mentioned before, and they are in charge of the
frontline programs. The local government is responsible
for feral, unkempt or unwanted trees, and local by-laws
use carrot and stick methods to have these feral trees
either removed or controlled. The state government is
responsible for the monitoring grid, the industry levy
structure and providing departmental advice. The
federal government works on the market access
protocols and advanced research into sterile insect
technology.
It is worthwhile talking about the life cycle of the fruit
fly for a moment to identify who acts in what areas.
The fertile female fruit fly lays its eggs in the fruit. The
egg hatches a grub, and after a few days the grub falls
with the fruit to the ground, where it pupates, emerges a
little time later, becomes an adult and then seeks to
mate. There are a number of interventions that can be
made in this cycle. Firstly, a female fruit fly only mates
once. However, as a result of that one mating, within
seven life cycles or generations you can go from 1 fruit
fly to 1 million fruit flies. The female is clever. It mates
once and stores the male sperm to use later during its
life cycle. Using sterile insect technology at this stage to
make the female sterile will break the cycle. Secondly,
because they need protein to become sexually active,
you can put protein baits out that interrupt the life cycle,
and you can also use pheromone traps to attract and
destroy the males. A saturated trapping grid is also
important.
Each level of government has a different role to play.
Now that we have everyone on board with this, much
needs to be done. The industry is now working
together, and further investment is needed. I ask the
minister to fund a successful mass trapping exercise in
Mildura. The industry is contributing its own money,
and we need a little more help from the Minister for
Agriculture to allow mass trapping to occur across
Mildura to deal with this insect that threatens our
economy.

Gap Road–Horne Street, Sunbury
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — My matter for the
adjournment debate is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is for the minister to
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urgently commit funding for a solution for the Gap
Road and Horne Street roundabout in Sunbury. As the
house would be aware, I have raised this issue a number
of times with the minister. Sunbury is a growing
community, and with this growth come of course new
jobs, new opportunities and more people to fill our
shops, cafes and local businesses. The key to growth, I
believe, is making sure it is sustainable and ensuring
that infrastructure keeps up with demand. The Gap
Road and Horne Street roundabout is an example of a
local pressure point that needs an urgent funding fix.
Due to its proximity to the train line and the high use
from local traffic, which we have seen increase over a
number of years, this roundabout experiences
significant congestion, especially in the morning and
afternoon peaks.
The Hume City Council does consider it a priority
project. The intersection was ranked 8th worst in the
2014 RACV Redspot Survey, up from 10th place in
2012. There have been seven recorded casualty crashes
in the last five-year period. I do consider this a very
important project for Sunbury. I note that for four years
under the previous government, despite the tireless
advocacy from the former member for Macedon,
nothing was done. Tonight I call on the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety to urgently fund a solution for
the Gap Road and Horne Street intersection.

National Heavy Vehicle Regulator
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the
action I seek is that he take action to address the
unworkable process for over-dimensional (OD) permit
allocation that was introduced by the National Heavy
Vehicle Regulator (NHVR) and supported by
VicRoads.
The NHVR was established during the term of the
previous government specifically to improve
harmonisation of the regulation of the heavy vehicle
industry between the states and territories. Part of that
process also transferred the responsibility for
over-dimensional permit allocations to the NHVR
based in Brisbane. Very quickly the system went into
meltdown and the over-dimensional permit application
process became inoperable. The former Minister for
Roads, Terry Mulder, acted quickly to address the
problem. He ordered the return of the over-dimensional
application process back to VicRoads in Victoria.
The over-dimensional transport operators have to have
a timely permit application process so they can respond
to requests from their customers in a timely manner. It
is my understanding that the Andrews government has
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returned the issuing of OD permits to the NHVR, and
once again the system is failing the industry. When
VicRoads was dealing with over-dimensional permits it
worked off a list of local government-approved roads
and could issue a permit for 12 months for
over-dimensional vehicle movement on these routes.
The current system does not refer to this pre-approved
local road network, and every individual movement of
an OD vehicle must have its own permit, adding huge
cost and delay to the industry and its customers.
Added to this problem is the fact that the OD permit
applications must be directed to the NHVR, which then
refers them to VicRoads for approval, which then refers
them back to the relevant local government shire
council, which then refers the application back to
VicRoads, which then refers it back to the NHVR. As
you can imagine, this process takes weeks, not days,
and the industry, both transport and those relying on the
over-dimensional machinery movements, have to suffer
significant delays and costs.
I call on the minister to urgently review the process for
the issuing of over-dimensional permits and insist that
the NHVR establish a one-stop shop for the processing
of applications based on a pre-approved local road
network within local government areas and an arterial
network with VicRoads, enabling a specified maximum
turnaround time for processing of no more than two
days.

Bundoora electorate employment
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The specific action I seek from the
minister is that he visit a number of employers in my
electorate of Bundoora to discuss ways to generate jobs
and growth in the northern suburbs. My electorate
contains a mix of organisations, including small,
medium and large businesses and also some large
institutions like La Trobe University’s Bundoora
campus and RMIT University’s Bundoora campus.
There is a range of industries, from new technology
right through to traditional manufacturing.
I have previously had the pleasure of having the
Premier, then the opposition leader, and also the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade visit
a manufacturing facility in my electorate, PWB
Anchor, which is the producer of arguably the best
quality chain in the Southern Hemisphere. It competes
against cheaper imports from other countries, but
despite those threats, that company is continuing on and
looking to grow its business. It would be great if the
minister were able to visit that company and the many
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local workers from my electorate who work at that
plant.

often ends up with transport times that are significantly
worse than before the road was actually built.

Also the government has released its food and fibre
sector strategy. I would love the minister to, if possible,
discuss ways in which we can take advantage of that in
the northern suburbs of Melbourne and understand the
importance of agriculture and the food and fibre sector
strategy, and of course food manufacturing is a key part
of the strategy. It is a key part of the future economy of
the northern suburbs of Melbourne, potentially
providing jobs for many people dislocated from the
downturn in other traditional manufacturing industries.

Take, for example, a city like Los Angeles, which has
been on a roadbuilding spree for many, many decades.
Los Angeles is now one of the top three most
gridlocked cities in the United States, despite all of
these new roads. Mammoth road projects simply trap
commuters into a negative feedback loop. They are
short sighted and ineffective, and this is not the path for
a livable Melbourne. Instead commuters are crying out
for more public transport options.

Some of those people have training and skills in
processes around manufacturing, so with La Trobe and
RMIT both having a significant investment in food
development at each of their campuses in Bundoora
and of course with all those other advantages in the
northern suburbs around food and fibre and food and
beverage manufacturing, it would be great if the
minister were able to come out and talk about the ways
the Future Industries Fund might be useful in the
northern suburbs of Melbourne. This will mean
potential growth in jobs and in economic activity in the
northern suburbs, so it would be great if the minister
could come out and discuss it with those key
employers.

Western distributor

The City of Melbourne’s recent report on the western
distributor says that the project is at odds with council’s
plans for transport into the city, that it will move
significantly fewer people than a public transport option
would and that it will result in significantly more cars
on the roads around North and West Melbourne,
Carlton and Parkville. This is on top of the other
negative effects of the road, such as the creation of
demand for car parking and storage in the city, public
amenity and safety concerns due to the increased
number of cars, excess traffic noise and undermining
conditions for walking and cycling in the areas around
the road. I have asked the minister to detail his reasons
for pouring cash into this project instead of into a public
transport solution, and I ask him to meet with the
residents who will be directly affected by this poor
decision.

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I
ask the minister to come and meet with residents in
North Melbourne, West Melbourne, Carlton and
Parkville about the increase in traffic that the western
distributor will bring their neighbourhoods. The City of
Melbourne recently released a report showing that the
western distributor will funnel significant amounts of
traffic into the CBD, creating a nightmare for local
residents and for commuters. The report calls the
western distributor for what it is: ‘a significant
opportunity cost’ given that ‘it is not clear that a
freeway with connections to the central city is the
highest priority transport project’ for Melbourne.

Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
directed to the Minister for Education. The action I seek
is for the minister to come to Eltham High School and
see firsthand the plans the school has for a new sports
precinct. I thank the minister and the Treasurer for
recognising the importance of investing in a new sports
precinct at Eltham High School. The local community
has been very grateful for the funding of the planning of
this project being provided in this year’s state budget.
This is a fantastic opportunity to not only improve
sports facilities at Eltham High School but also create
facilities that can be used by the broader community.

The age-old response to population growth of just
building more roads is not the right solution for
Melbourne, and this is not just because this road will
physically direct more cars directly into the CBD; it is
because building these types of roads encourages more
motorists onto the road in the first place. As I hope the
minister would know, building more roads leads to
induced demand. They might initially reduce some
transport time, but this then increases the appeal of
driving, encouraging more drivers onto the road. It

Eltham High School has a long history of community
sporting partnerships, including a very successful
partnership with the Eltham Wildcats Basketball Club.
This successful relationship has allowed for the
extraordinary growth in basketball in my area, which
includes the addition over time of a basketball court at
Montmorency South Primary School and courts at
Montmorency Secondary College. Many local clubs are
eager to be involved in this exciting project, including
the Eltham Junior Football Club, the Eltham Cricket

Eltham High School
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Club and the Eltham Rugby Club. There is also interest
from local schools such as Eltham Primary School and
Eltham East Primary School. This is a great project, and
I encourage the minister to visit the wonderful Eltham
High School and speak with the school and local clubs
and learn more about this terrific project.

Police resources
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter
tonight is directed to the Minister for Police. The action
I seek is that she secure the allocation of additional
resources to ensure the police station at Creswick has
increased hours and police, including a permanently
stationed officer residing in the existing police house.
Creswick is experiencing a very troubling crime wave.
Residents are feeling increasingly unsafe, even in their
own homes. Many have contacted me about this, and
tomorrow the Parliament will consider a petition
containing hundreds of signatures calling for additional
police resources in Creswick.
Today I received yet another contact from a Creswick
local pleading for help. Mr Richard Taylor asked me to
bring the situation to the attention of the minister, and I
am happy to oblige through this adjournment matter.
Mr Taylor writes:
There simply does not seem to be any police presence now
overnight between 5.00 p.m. until 9.00 a.m. the next morning
and rarely at weekends or even some weekdays. I live close to
the Creswick police station and have a fairly good idea of
when the place is staffed and a police car parked outside. I am
sure the criminal element are fully aware it is open slather for
them after hours in Creswick with little chance of being
caught. Also I believe it is very rare for a patrol car from
Ballarat to do the occasional overnight patrol of our Creswick
streets.

The Ballarat Courier today carries yet another story of
rampant crime in Creswick. Yesterday the local
FoodWorks supermarket was the focus. The Courier
article says:
Disguised thieves rammed a silver vehicle into a shop and
took off with a large number of cigarettes, police say.
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the chamber, and he and I have repeatedly called for
this. Ararat is a start; now we need Maryborough.

Ivanhoe public housing tenants
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. The action I seek is for the minister to
investigate concerns raised by residents in Hawker
Street, Ivanhoe, in relation to a public housing tenancy
and whether those tenants are abiding by tenancy
agreements.
I refer to an article which appears in this week’s
Heidelberg Leader with the headline ‘Tenants from
hell — Residents say they are living in fear’, and I
quote:
Distraught residents in an Ivanhoe street say they are being
terrorised by public housing tenants who regularly abuse and
threaten them.
One man said he had been threatened with a wheel brace and
his son nearly run over by a monkey bike, while a tenant
allegedly indecently exposed himself to another child.
They say despite taking out an intervention order, making
hundreds of 000 calls and numerous complaints to authorities,
nothing had been done to evict the tenants.
The Hawker St house from hell is well known to police,
Banyule Council and the Department of Health and Human
Services, which has now tried to arrange a ‘mediation’
session between residents and the tenants, who have lived
there for more than a decade. But in emails sighted by Leader
residents told the department they were not prepared to
‘negotiate with criminals’.
Nearby resident Ricc Germano said he had taken out an
intervention order against one of the men at the house and had
had enough of the intimidating behaviour to both children and
adults.
‘People have been told “we’ll burn your house down”, “we’re
going to get you”, “we know where you live”‘, he said.
Mr Germano said both his primary school-aged children had
been harassed, and his son sworn at.

The people of Creswick need better police, they need
more police and they need them soon.

Can I just say that in Ivanhoe I represent many public
housing tenants, particularly in West Heidelberg, in the
3081 postcode. I support and respect public housing
tenants and the contribution they make to the
community, but everybody who is a tenant in public
housing, every person in our community and every
citizen has rights and responsibilities to adhere to and to
meet.

I notice that the Attorney-General is at the table, and I
am pleased the government has recognised resources
are needed to upgrade the courts in Ripon. The shadow
Attorney-General, the member for Hawthorn, is also in

I have many people who queue up looking for
somewhere to live in my electorate — people who have
nowhere to live, nowhere to go — and who would
desperately love the opportunity to have

Police are searching for a silver vehicle …
The owner of the FoodWorks store woke up to find the front
of his shop destroyed — with shattered glass scattered around
the entrance and windows badly smashed.
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government-supported housing, taxpayer-funded
housing. They would love to have that opportunity. If
people do not respect that opportunity and do not make
the most of it, then the full force of the legislation and
the law should be meted out to those people.
I can tell you, Deputy Speaker, that there are very many
people who queue in my electorate office every day
desperate for somewhere to live, desperate for
opportunities to house their kids, their families. They
should be afforded that opportunity to contribute to the
community and to love thy neighbour in the Ivanhoe
electorate. If people do not respect that opportunity,
then they need to be dealt with and dealt with firmly. I
expect a full investigation of these matters, and the
residents of Ivanhoe to be treated with the respect that
everyone in the community deserves.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety regarding traffic lights at Beresford
Road and Victoria Road, Lilydale.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the Minister for Education regarding a visit to the
Monash Children’s Hospital school.
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture regarding additional support
for fruit fly control in Sunraysia.
The member for Sunbury raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding funding
for a solution at Gap Road and Horne Street, Sunbury.
The member for Narracan raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding
over-dimensional heavy vehicle permit allocation.
The member for Bundoora raised a matter for the
Minister for Industry and Employment regarding a visit
to employers in his electorate.
The member for Melbourne raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety about a meeting
with residents in her electorate.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Education regarding a visit to Eltham High School.
The member for Ripon raised a matter for the Minister
for Police regarding resources at Creswick.
The member for Ivanhoe raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing regarding
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concerns about public housing tenants in Hawker
Street, Ivanhoe.
I will pass all those matters on to the relevant ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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