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ROYAL ASSENT
Tuesday, 10 June 2014

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 10 June 2014
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

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

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy and Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate to the house
that I have been informed by the Australian Labor Party
that it has selected a person to be nominated to fill the
seat in the Legislative Council rendered vacant by the
resignation of the Honourable Candy Broad.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That this house meets with the Legislative Assembly for the
purpose of sitting and voting together to:
1.

choose a person to hold the seat in the Legislative
Council rendered vacant by the resignation of the
Hon. Candy Broad; and

2.

elect a member for appointment to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation board;

and proposes that the time and place of such meeting be the
Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday, 11 June 2014,
at 6.15 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Assembly
informing them of resolution and requesting their
agreement.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Hazelwood mine fire
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Last Friday
the fire services commissioner, Craig Lapsley,
confirmed that evacuation triggers for carbon monoxide
levels were reset during the course of the ongoing
Hazelwood fire not at 30 parts per million over an hour
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interval but increased to 70 parts per million. When was
the minister made aware of this change of standard?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
claims made by the United Firefighters Union of
Australia (UFU) will be put to the board of inquiry, and
I am confident the board will consider any relevant
information put to it. As the chamber will understand,
the government at all times relied on the expert advice
of the chief health officer. That was based on the best
scientific evidence available at the time. The
information referred to by the UFU relates to
occupational settings, not to community settings.
Occupational standards are treated differently from
community standards because they assume the potential
for ongoing and recurrent exposure for workers.
The government took the right steps at all times in this
matter, unlike a number of others in this chamber and
elsewhere who sought to cause mayhem and who used
scare tactics to frighten people. The key point — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — What I can say is that the
government has done everything appropriate and that
the board of inquiry will look at all these matters
carefully and closely. The decision by the UFU to put
information to the inquiry, which was in part
unsourced, is important. I make the point very clearly
that the government has taken an appropriate set of
steps, always on the advice of the chief health officer
and always using the best information available.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
my question and my interjection I reminded the
minister that I relied on the words of the fire services
commissioner, Craig Lapsley. Did the minister at the
time endorse this decision, or did he only become
aware of this on 5 June?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have said to the member and to others in the
community, and as I will continue to say, the
government at all times relied on the advice of the chief
health officer, took on information and decisions based
on those pieces of advice from the chief health officer,
who made the decisions on the basis of the best
information available. I have to say very clearly that the
chief health officer’s advice was at all times pertinent
and relevant to these matters. I understand there was
also involvement of other agencies in providing
information in relation to those decisions.
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Neonatal intensive care
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Health, Mr Davis, and I ask: can the minister inform
the house of any recent announcements on specialist
medical equipment for Victoria’s neonatal intensive
care system?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to take the question from Mrs Peulich and to
indicate that the government in this state budget
provided additional funding for neonatal intensive care
unit cots. There will be five more cots and capital
funding of $4 million to boost the neonatal intensive
care unit capacity — and adult intensive care capacity
too — and there is also $5.6 million per year to operate
these new cots. It is a significant investment in
significant growth in the number of neonatal intensive
care unit cots, which will see a lift from 95 to 100 in the
number of neonatal intensive care unit cots in the state.
Every year the government has been in power — every
year the government has brought down a budget — it
has increased the number of neonatal intensive care unit
cots in this state to manage the growing demand and to
manage the challenges that have been presented by the
growing demand across our community. Victoria plays
a very significant role in managing national demand in
this area. Two new cots will be based at the Royal
Children’s Hospital, one at the Royal Women’s
Hospital and two at Monash Medical Centre — and I
was very happy to be there on the weekend making the
announcement about the placement of those neonatal
intensive care unit cots to ensure that the community
understands we are upscaling neonatal intensive care
unit capacity statewide.
That stands in stark contrast to the last government and
the last health minister, who in their last year put in no
additional capacity. We are playing catch-up on the
basis of having been left inadequate neonatal intensive
care unit capacity when we came to government. Every
year we have put more capacity, more resources and
more neonatal intensive care unit cots in place.
Mr Jennings — Every year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, which you did not do,
Mr Jennings, and your government did not do. In your
last year you did nothing. There was not one cent, not
one cracker, for neonatal intensive care unit capacity.
Mr Jennings — Did you do it in your second year
of being in office?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have to say that every year
we have brought down a budget we have put additional
capacity in for neonatal intensive care unit cots.
Mr Jennings — Are you sure?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am sure, Mr Jennings,
unlike the previous health minister, who in his last year
did nothing of the sort and who provided no additional
capacity at all — zero, zip, nothing. It was terrible to
inherit this and to have to add more capacity to catch up
because of what had been left behind by the previous
government after 11 years of waste and
mismanagement of our health system.
It is clear this will make a difference for Victoria. There
is also a very significant special care nursery capacity in
our state to manage the step-down process for those
who have been in neonatal intensive care units, which
is important for those very vulnerable babies — many
born at very early points. The baby I was able to see
and whose family I met on the weekend was a twin
born at 28 weeks, and that is indicative of what we are
seeing more of — earlier birth survival at such points
and the capacity being provided to enable support to be
put in place for those vulnerable babies.

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Last night the
minister and his ministerial colleagues would have
received an email from Julie Brown, a resident of
Morwell who describes herself as a wife and mother of
three children with asthma. Julie outlined her family’s
distress during the emergency, which has been
compounded by evidence she has heard at the current
inquiry. Julie was particularly distressed by testimony
that made it clear that high readings of particulate
matter — PM2.5 — had been evident well before the
advice to evacuate was given on 28 February.
Ms Brown calls on the government to provide posttoxin exposure health assessments for her family and
her community. Will the minister provide them?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
not as yet seen that letter but no doubt it will be brought
to my attention in due course. Certainly we will
respond to that letter. There is no question that Morwell
faced a very trying time. As the fire spread through the
mine, it impacted on not only the mine and the
firefighters but particularly the town. The plume of
smoke — which waxed and waned but was very often
quite heavy — was the subject of significant warnings
from the chief health officer. It was the subject of
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discussion in this chamber; Mr Ronalds asked a
question every day for a significant period.
The government certainly understands the concerns of
people in Morwell. I can indicate that the chief health
officer has provided advice on all these matters. All
those materials will of course be tested through the
board of inquiry process, but it is true that there is a
lack of information in the world literature about the
long-term impact of short-term exposure. The
government has indicated that it will commission a
long-term study to examine the long-term impact of the
short-term exposure that occurred through this process.
That is an area where the international literature is
inadequate or incomplete, and the study will be able to
provide some useful addition to the world literature.
The scoping of that will be undertaken by the relevant
scientists to ensure that the information is relevant and
that the design of the study is of sufficient capacity to
provide reliable information over the longer haul.
It is true that it will take some time to understand the
long-term impact of that short-term exposure that
occurred to many people throughout the Morwell
township. Many in the chamber will remember the
respite centre that was opened by the government to
provide support to the community.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The Minister for
Community Services was very much at the forefront of
the establishment of the respite centre and also the
health assessment centre, which — and I have informed
the chamber of this already — has actually won awards
internationally now for its successful operation. The
health assessment centre was able to assess several
thousand people over the period, including with
significant carbon monoxide testing. Relatively small
numbers of people were found to have any elevated
level of carbon monoxides, and those who did were
referred, as is appropriate. A number of them were
smokers of course, and obviously there are different
levels that are appropriate in the circumstances of each
individual.
The key point here is that the health assessment centre
was put in place swiftly. Thousands of patients were
tested at the health assessment centre. I pay tribute to
the work of the nurses and in particular the Ambulance
Victoria staff who helped manage the health assessment
centre. They were able to provide not just serious
medical advice and appropriate referral but in many
cases significant reassurance to the community.
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Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
As part of my supplementary question I remind the
minister that the long-term health study that he relies
upon has not commenced and that the ability to
benchmark the health status of anybody close to the
emergency in February is now diminished as the
months go on. Ms Brown has asked the minister and
the government specifically to make an assessment
based upon the here-and-now effects of her family and
her community. Will the minister respond to the here
and now or is he going to continue to rely on long-term
studies which have not commenced and which will not
give any answers, apart from scientific interest in a
decade?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — We
have indicated we will support a long-term study. I
think it is an important step, and the department is
taking advice from relevant experts on the design of the
study. Announcements will be made very soon. But it is
important that it is designed in a way that leads to
reliable long-term results and that the design of the
study is such that the set-up is sufficient to enable
conclusions to later be drawn.
In terms of individuals who may have health issues, I
encourage them to attend either their local general
practitioner or Latrobe Regional Health. I know
Latrobe Regional Health has closely monitored many
of these aspects and is in a position to take whatever
steps are required in any individual case. I note the
commitment of the government to the expansion of
Latrobe Regional Health, a $73 million commitment
that was made in the recent state budget.

Crime prevention conference
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Crime Prevention, the
Honourable Edward O’Donohue. Can the minister
inform the house about the Crime Prevention and
Communities Conference 2014, supported by the
coalition government, and the opportunities this
conference will provide to advance crime prevention
responses in local communities?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Crime
Prevention) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question and
his interest in crime prevention. Members on this side
of the house understand the importance of working with
local communities and responding to crime and
perceptions of crime. Members on this side of house
understand the importance of having a dedicated crime
prevention minister at the cabinet table as part of
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government. Not all members of this house understand
that importance.

importance of partnering with local communities to
respond to crime and perceptions of crime.

I was very pleased this morning to open the 2014 Crime
Prevention and Communities Conference at the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre. This
conference is being organised by and run in partnership
with the community crime prevention unit within the
Department of Justice, the section of the Department of
Justice that manages the crime prevention initiative this
government — —

The focus of the conference is encapsulated in the
theme Building Better Local Solutions. That is
precisely the focus of the Victorian coalition
government. We believe the best ideas come from Main
Street and not from Spring Street. We believe in
partnering with local communities, we believe in
responding to crime and perceptions of crime and we
are very proud to have opened the conference this
morning.

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I was very proud to
open this conference. I note the interjection from
Ms Mikakos that it was a short presentation and a short
conference. That demonstrates how little the opposition
understands about crime prevention and working in
partnership with local communities. We know that over
170 days ago the Leader of the Opposition and member
for Mulgrave in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews, sacked
the shadow minister for crime prevention from the
shadow cabinet table, so those opposite have stated
very clearly their priorities when it comes to partnering
with local communities and crime prevention
initiatives. This government is proud to have a crime
prevention portfolio and a crime prevention minister.
The keynote speakers at this conference are global
leaders in this space: Professor Richard Catalano, the
professor for the study and prevention of violence and
the director of social development research at the
University of Washington in the US; Professor Nick
Tilley, the director of the University College London
security, science and research training sector and a
foremost international authority on crime prevention
and policing; Karyn McCluskey, director of the
Scottish Violence Reduction Unit, who has worked for
many years championing a public health approach to
preventing violence; and Superintendent Bruce Bird,
the national manager of the New Zealand National
Prevention Centre.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I note the
interjections, the mockery by opposition members and
their laughing at the concept of a crime prevention
minister, but I note the comments of Dr Adam
Tomison, the director of the Australian Institute of
Criminology. In his opening address this morning he
noted the importance and significance of Victoria
having a dedicated crime prevention minister and the
strong signal it sends to the community about the

Health funding
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In the
minister’s letter of 16 May headed ‘Recent state and
commonwealth budget allocations’ and addressed to
centre health services chief executive officers in
response to the federal budget, he stated:
The complexity of these and other matters means my
department will spend the coming days calculating the
financial result. I have asked that this be expedited knowing
that critical decisions on funding and staffing from 1 July are
pressing.

Now, more than three weeks later, can the minister
update us on what his department has calculated as the
financial result of Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s cuts.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Let me
be quite clear with the member. He has been out around
the countryside running a bit of a beat-up campaign
about reductions. Mr Melhem let the cat out of the bag
on Thursday of the last sitting week when he admitted
that the calculations were done in the Labor Party
offices and that they were part of a ‘notional
allocation’, to use his words; the table was headed
‘Notional cuts’. The answer is there are no cuts because
the calculations have not yet been concluded. They
have been concluded only in Mr Melhem’s mind and in
the opposition’s offices, where staff have had their
word processors working overtime, doing notional cuts
on their word processors.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Away they go! Notional cuts
is what you said. You let the cat out of the bag. We now
know that it was all a fiction.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, the
minister is clearly debating. I referred to numbers that
appeared in the commonwealth and state budget papers.
I have on every occasion, including today, referred to
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those numbers. Whatever Mr Melhem may or may not
have said is not relevant to the question that I asked and
is providing the minister with the opportunity to debate
something that is not the question that I asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
the minister is entitled to refer to other sets of figures
that have been raised in the house with regard to the
same matter, and in that sense his reference to figures
that were provided by Mr Melhem — at a time when I
think I was in the chair — are fair game for the minister
in responding to the answer. However, I also accept that
the member who has put the question on this occasion
has been specific in his figures. Therefore I think the
minister needs to give greater weight to the figures put
by Mr Jennings in this matter in his response, and I am
certainly not keen to see debating within the answer.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, in his question the
member referred to the word ‘cuts’, and around the
community Labor has been peddling cuts — notional
cuts as we now know from Mr Melhem — based on a
set of notional allocations around the cuts. The member
referred to these notional cuts, so in effect I am directly
responding to his question by saying that I do not
accept the premise of his question. What I accept is that
there are a number of very tough things in the federal
budget. The government has indicated directly — and I
have indicated to this house repeatedly — that the
indexation formulas proposed for post-2017 will not be
advantageous, will not assist Victoria and will be
inadequate to keep up with demand. I cannot be clearer
than that.
Let me be clear too that the 2015 announcement in the
federal budget of a co-payment is not supported by the
government. I have said in this chamber a number of
times that the government will not be imposing a copayment on emergency departments, as was suggested
by some. We will not be doing that.
Let us come back to 1 July 2014 and the period ahead. I
make it quite clear, as I did in the letter the member
referred to, that the time period is short. This is one of
the flaws of this calculation system that relies on an
alphabet soup of commonwealth agencies that are
doing these calculations. I have indicated to the
member in other forums that we believe the figures in
the commonwealth budget will not reflect Victoria’s
allocation.
We accept on one hand that the end of the national
partnership agreement on improving public hospital
services, which contains funding for the subacute beds,
will not assist Victorian hospitals; we have been quite
clear about that. That agreement was signed by the last
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Victorian Labor government with a commonwealth
Labor government for four-year time-limited funding.
The funding runs out on 30 June. That is a loss to the
state, and we are going to have to work through the
issues of the subacute beds. At the same time the main
agreement is there, and the calculations around the
main agreement are not yet completed.
I can indicate to the member and to the chamber that
the calculations in my department are now very well
advanced. I know for a fact that we are probably the
most advanced in the country in terms of these
calculations, but I can also indicate that decisions have
been made through this process by the Independent
Hospital Pricing Authority and by other agencies which
directly impact on those calculations. I can give an
example of funding for tube feeding.
The PRESIDENT — Time!
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
my supplementary question I will make the minister an
offer. If he can provide the chamber with a briefing
paper from his department which refutes my assertion
that $982 million has been cut by the Abbott federal
government in the forward estimates in health, if he
tables that document provided by his department, I will
not ask any more questions on this subject. But until he
tables that document, will he provide the chamber with
information on the impact of those cuts that will be
inflicted on Victorian hospitals as soon as 1 July?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not going to divert the Department of Health to finding
responses to notional cuts that are put together in Labor
Party offices — fanciful documents, fairyland
documents, produced in Labor offices. He let the cat
out of the bag. It was knocked up on a word processor
in Labor Party offices, and out it went everywhere,
saying, ‘woo hoo!’, when actually it was a work of
fiction; that is the problem. We know that the numbers
are not correct; we know that they are flat wrong.
Mr Melhem has let the cat out of the bag — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — ‘Notional cuts’ knocked up
on a word processor in a Labor Party office. Who did
it? Did some work experience student knock them up
quickly? Is that how it worked? And you want the
department to come back and spend time with that? No,
no, no. The department is working on behalf of
Victorians to make sure the calculations are right and to
advocate to the commonwealth directly for Victoria’s
share.
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My Team project
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question without notice is to
Mr Drum in his capacity as the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. Could the minister inform the house on
how the Victorian coalition government is supporting
multicultural youth to participate in community sport?
Hon. D. K. DRUM (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank Mr Dalla-Riva for his question
in relation to multicultural youth and their involvement
in our sporting clubs. Last Tuesday I had the privilege
of meeting some exceptional young men and women,
and boys and girls, who are putting themselves in the
public domain to highlight the advantages of becoming
involved in a range of sporting clubs throughout
Victoria. These participants are all newly arrived
Australians who have settled in Victoria and who had
previously struggled to break down the barriers and feel
connected to their community. They have found that by
joining a community-based sporting club they were
able not only to join in the fun and activity of their
chosen sport but also to speak about meeting many new
people. They spoke about the similar interests they
were able to share and about creating new friendships.
A common goal amongst many of these new
immigrants is that they are able to help many people in
their community who they previously did not know.
The stories of these new Victorians and their
experiences have been captured on short films that
collectively form part of a documentary to further
encourage more young people from different
nationalities to get involved in their community by
joining a sporting club. The stars of the documentary
are Habib Khan from Cranbourne Football and Netball
Club, Kazim Mosawi from Williamstown Swimming
and Life Saving Club, who has achieved a sixpack you
would kill for, Nyabaroo Gai from Gippsland netball
and Riad Aden from Collingwood All Stars Basketball
Club. At the launch of the My Team project last
Tuesday at the State Netball and Hockey Centre the
stories we heard were of individuals going from a life
of loneliness and not belonging to one of welcoming
and inclusion. It really is an amazing transition that
takes place in these young people’s lives.
The state government has invested $77 000 in this
project through the sport and recreation development
program, along with $20 000 from the Centre for
Multicultural Youth. This has certainly been money
well spent in helping to break down these barriers. It is
not just the participants who benefit; it is also the
families. Over time many of these young people
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become entrenched in their sport and their clubs, and
then it becomes a situation where they are more than
happy to bring along their parents, who quite often
initially show signs of reticence about their children
getting involved in these sports and activities with
which they were previously unfamiliar.
I congratulate Carmel Guerra, the CEO of the Centre
for Multicultural Youth, on driving the My Team
project — it is a fantastic project; and I thank the
individuals who put themselves forward to be the focus
of these short films. There was quite a bit of
embarrassment in the early stages, but they are certainly
very proud of what they have achieved when they look
back and see themselves on film. I have no doubt that
projects like these will lead many more recently arrived
migrants to get involved in their communities through
community-based sporting clubs.

Health funding
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. As the
minister acknowledged in the last sitting week, the
Abbott federal government has refused to renew
funding for the improving public hospital services
national partnership beyond 1 July. As a result, in three
weeks hundreds of subacute beds across Victoria will
close. Page 165 of budget paper 5, part of the Victorian
budget brought down on 6 May, is the interesting
statement:
… Victoria will not meet any funding gap left by
commonwealth funding agreements that do not continue.

In that context, what is available to the minister to
guarantee that those patients will be cared for, the
doctors and nurses will continue to be employed and,
most importantly, those beds will not close?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
outlined in answer to the last question, there are a
number of matters in the federal budget which are
difficult for Victoria and other states and territories to
manage. One of those is the ending of the improving
public hospitals services national partnership
agreement, fondly known as the subacute bed national
partnership agreement. It is clear that agreement was
signed under the previous government with the then
Labor government in Canberra. It is a four-year timelimited agreement. There was no phase-down
arrangement put in place by the previous government.
The previous minister did not sign in or work out a
phase-in or phase-down arrangement, but it was left to
finish cold.
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We have made it clear to the commonwealth
government that we think there could be some
arrangement struck here, and we will continue to pursue
that point. But parallel with that is the main health
agreement. The commonwealth has committed to an
indexation or growth factor in the federal budget.
Indeed the federal Minister for Health made a
commitment to me and the Prime Minister committed
publicly to the growth that is outlined in the federal
budget. It is not a single number but is actually
calculated from the contributions of the states and a
series of complex formulas undertaken by a number of
national agencies. The Independent Hospital Pricing
Authority (IHPA), the administrator and other bodies
have roles in calculating these matters.
For example, the IHPA’s role is not just about
calculating the specifics but is also about calculating the
indexation. It is also about — and I started to outline
this a moment ago — deciding what is in scope and
what is out of scope. The IHPA spent quite a bit of time
in the last month deciding whether tube-fed patients
were in scope or out of scope. This is an important
decision because it relates to hundreds of millions of
dollars of costs nationally for the commonwealth. If it is
not supported by the commonwealth through the main
agreement, there will be increased costs on the states.
The IHPA eventually came to the right conclusion, but
my point is that that is a recent conclusion. I am using
this as an example of the complexity of these
calculations.
The main agreement calculations are still proceeding.
Victoria is well advanced in this process. Other states
are also working hard to do the necessary calculations.
The various national agencies involved — the alphabet
soup of national agencies — are working hard to do the
calculations under pressure and with the understanding
that July is approaching quickly. We need to get to a
point where we can indicate directly to our health
services where the aggregate outcome in the budget
will be.
When we have the figures from the agencies and the
calculations are completed, we will then be in a position
to work out the aggregate budget for health in the
whole state, including the main agreement’s
component. When that is completed, we will be in a
position to advise services directly of their final
budgets. This is an important point. I have been
working hard with the department to make sure that
Victoria is in a robust position to advocate for a good
outcome for the state.
However, the subacute bed challenge — and I accept
that challenge — needs to be seen in the context of the
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overall or aggregate funding, including the funding
under the main agreement.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for one of the most complicated
answers I have ever heard in my life. Let us try to keep
it simple. On 6 May in the state budget the budget
papers said, ‘We’re not going to make up the shortfall;
Victoria is not going to pick up the shortfall if these
programs are cut and we lose over 300 subacute beds’.
Yet in the Herald Sun of 30 May the Premier is
reported as saying that the Victorian government will
find the money to make up for any shortfall. Keeping it
simple, which is correct: the budget paper on 6 May or
the Premier on 30 May?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Let
me be quite clear here. I will give the member a little
bit of a lesson in temporality. The state budget came
down before the commonwealth budget. We did not
know what was going to be in the commonwealth
budget — —
Mr Jennings — You did know; of course you
knew.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, we did not actually
know. I would have loved it if Joe Hockey had picked
up the phone and said, ‘I’m telling you what’s in and
I’m telling you what’s out’. We had to make decisions
on the basis of the information that was available at the
time; we had to make decisions at that point.
When the aggregate result for the state is known and
calculated, Victoria will be advocating very hard to
ensure that it gets every cracker — every dollar — that
it is entitled to. All services expect us to advocate hard
like that, and they know that I am advocating hard.
There have been conversations not just with the federal
department and agencies, but also with the federal
minister. We will continue to advocate for an outcome
and for patients in Victoria.

Social housing
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Ms Lovell. Can
the minister update the house on any recent investments
that will assist vulnerable elderly Victorians to access
social housing?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for her question and her ongoing
interest in vulnerable Victorians who need government
assistance to provide them with housing. The Napthine
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government is committed to ensuring that our most
vulnerable elderly Victorians have access to social
housing. Last week I was very pleased to announce a
grant of $2.3 million to provide community housing for
elderly people in South Melbourne. This funding will
ensure that the 31 one-bedroom units in Emerald Street,
South Melbourne, known as the Rathronan flats, which
currently provide accommodation for elderly people,
will remain available for vulnerable Victorians into the
future. The building’s current owner had planned to sell
the property, which could have led to the eviction of the
elderly tenants who have lived there for a number of
years.
The government’s $2.3 million investment was made
available through a grant to help the South Port
Community Housing Group, a local not-for-profit
housing agency, which contributed the remaining
$2.7 million to purchase the property. South Port
Community Housing will own, maintain and manage
the property, and we have worked very closely with
South Port Community Housing to make this happen.
The outcome demonstrates what can be achieved when
the state government works with the community sector
to accomplish positive housing outcomes.
I would also like to acknowledge members for
Southern Metropolitan Region Georgie Crozier and
Andrea Coote, as well as the Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Albert Park, Shannon Eeles, for their
tireless efforts advocating for the future of the Emerald
Street housing. This investment aligns with the
objectives of the coalition government’s $1.3 billion
social housing framework by enhancing the role of
community housing and is another way the Napthine
government is assisting the most vulnerable Victorians.
I know that Ms Crozier, together with the Liberal
candidate for Albert Park, had the pleasure of going
down to the Rathronan flats last Friday to talk to the
residents and advise them that they will be able to stay
in their homes, and the residents were absolutely
delighted. They were delighted with the representation
they had from their members of Parliament and from
their coalition candidate, Shannon Eeles, and with the
support given to them from the Victorian government.

Royal Children’s Hospital
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. The front
page of today’s Herald Sun again draws attention to the
ongoing crisis facing the Royal Children’s Hospital
emergency department. On Monday, 19 May, the
hospital took the extraordinary step of posting a
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message on Facebook advising community members
not to attend the hospital’s emergency department given
unprecedented demand and likely waits of up to
6 hours. Since 19 May up until today has the minister
provided, or will he provide, any additional resources to
the Royal Children’s Hospital to cope with this extra
demand?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Over
the last three years the government has lifted spending
to the Royal Children’s Hospital by more than
$50 million. There will be further significant increases
in spending to the Royal Children’s Hospital in the
forthcoming budget. The exact size of those — —
Mr Jennings — In the forthcoming budget?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — In the year ahead, this year’s
budget that we are dealing with. I might add that the
budget is not yet through the chamber.
Mr Jennings — When will we know that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — As we have just gone
through a significant exercise in discussing the
commonwealth government’s contribution and how
that will be calculated, we are awaiting the final
calculations. We will then know how much the total
state component and commonwealth components are
and be able to calculate the final budgets for each health
service. There will be a significant increase on all
possible eventualities for the Royal Children’s Hospital.
There is no doubt that the hospital is facing significant
challenges. It has become very much a successful
hospital in terms of people wanting to take their
children to the emergency department because of the
very high standard of service provided.
It is also true to say that we are prepared to look closely
at primary care support in the community and linkages
with local primary care providers across the state. It
appears that it is not just a challenge at the Royal
Children’s Hospital but, more broadly, Sunshine,
Northern and other hospitals are facing significant
challenges with less paediatric patients going to their
local GPs and more going through emergency
departments. That is undoubtedly true. The government
is supporting the Royal Children’s in working to
understand that and to provide responses in that sense.
Equally, the government understands the importance of
providing paediatric services across the metropolitan
area. The state government has made a commitment to
the Monash Children’s hospital. It will provide
$250 million worth of children’s hospital services to the
south-east. That stands in stark contrast to the previous
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government, which was not prepared to provide that
support, which never provided a dollar. It never
provided one cent for the Monash Children’s hospital.
This government has put $250 million down and will
shortly be making announcements.
Mr Jennings — How much have you spent?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We have spent millions in
terms of scoping work and preparatory work, which is
proceeding. I can indicate that the government is
determined to see the Monash Children’s built and to
provide services for the people of the south-east.
Members representing the south-east in this chamber —
Mrs Peulich, for instance — are very strong advocates
for the Monash Children’s hospital and are prepared to
advocate for that hospital, unlike the Labor Party,
which was not prepared over 11 years to provide
support for the Monash Children’s.
I can indicate that additional funding has been provided
to the Royal Children’s Hospital to date. Further
funding will be provided in the new financial year
under the new budget, which will hopefully come
through in the forthcoming period, depending on the
behaviour of the Labor Party in the lower house. I make
the point that there is a linkage between primary care
and our emergency departments, and we will be
working with the team at the Royal Children’s and at
other services to find better ways to manage paediatric
demand.
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do a spreadsheet and spread this out here, a bit here and
a bit there?’. Notional cuts — the reason they are
notional cuts is they are not real cuts. They are notional
cuts, even on Labor’s spreadsheet, let out by
Mr Melhem.
The final outcome of federal funding for health in
Victoria and nationally is not yet known because the
calculations have not been finished. When they are
known, we will certainly be working with health
services. In the meantime we are advocating on behalf
of Victorian patients, and we are prepared to fight hard
with whichever government is in Canberra to get the
best deal for Victorian patients, including paediatric
patients.

Docklands development
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question this afternoon is to my good friend and
colleague, and Melbourne City Football Club’s newest
member, the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. I wonder
if the minister could inform the house of what action
the Napthine coalition government has taken to
enhance livability in Melbourne’s Docklands.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my good friend and colleague Mr Ondarchie for that
question and reaffirm, for those who suddenly thought
that I had given up on St Kilda, that it is Melbourne
City Football Club and not Melbourne Football Club —
although I must say there were times, but never I will.

Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
my supplementary question I urge the minister to seek
advice from his department about the potential impacts
on the Royal Children’s Hospital, given what I believe
to be $982 million of cuts that will occur in the next
four years, $42 million worth of which will be made at
the Royal Children’s Hospital. I would like to get the
minister’s advice about how the hospital will deal with
that dimension of cuts, or deal with the issue in the
budget that the minister does recognise — that is, the
$7 co-payment on GP visits — and what impact that
may have. Can the minister assess what impact those
two items may have on the emergency department at
the Royal Children’s Hospital?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — These
are the notional cuts that have been made on the
spreadsheet in Labor Party offices. You have to treat
that as a bit of jocularity, because it is just not true. That
is the reason; it is just not true. Mr Melhem let the cat
out of the bag. It was knocked up in Labor Party
offices, probably by an intern who was asked, ‘Can you

I inform the chamber of some great announcements for
Melbourne Docklands. Around a week ago I joined the
Premier and the Lord Mayor at the opening of Library
at the Dock, which is the centrepiece of the new library
and community centre at the heart of the new
Melbourne Docklands Victoria Harbour precinct. This
multimillion-dollar facility is part of a suite of
initiatives that the Napthine government is moving
towards in this second phase of the Docklands precinct,
about returning it and that precinct to the people. That is
so important because Docklands for a long time has
been seen as an urban renewal site, a construction site
or a site that is just one of large, unfriendly building
frontages. Now this government is putting in the people
and the structures to bring people back to the
Docklands — of course, the centrepiece of that being,
as I said, the brand-new library at Melbourne
Docklands.
As I said, it is not just a library. This community centre
and library is a joint initiative of the state government,
Places Victoria, Lend Lease and the City of Melbourne.
Importantly, it includes state-of-the-art facilities such as
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digital and traditional library collections, a recording
studio, editing suites, a gallery and exhibition space and
a raft of other community facilities that will make this
library the hub of Melbourne Docklands.
Importantly, this library is centred at a geographic
location that might make Robert Hoddle turn in his
grave, because it is at the corner of Collins and Bourke
streets. One of the centrepieces of this new iconic street
intersection for Melbourne is not just the library but
also the brand-new park that we opened at the front of
the library to welcome people to this iconic area of
Melbourne. Some cities in iconic locations like Times
Square have built form. Trafalgar Square has a large
area that is open space but with built form. Here at
Melbourne’s iconic corner of Bourke and Collins
streets we have put a park and a library. That says not
only a lot about Docklands and where the government
wants Docklands to go in the next incarnation of its
growth but also says a lot about Melbourne. As our city
grows to an international city beyond 5 million people,
it needs to be a city that also focuses on livability and
open space. That is why this park is so important.
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ruling on a matter previously debated by the house that
referred to the suggested amendments to the State
Taxation Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. I wish to
inform the Council of my thinking in regard to those
amendments.
I wish to provide the house with some clarification on
why amendments proposed by Mr Lenders and
Mr Barber to the State Taxation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014 in the previous sitting week
were required to be proposed as suggested amendments
to the Legislative Assembly. The Acting President, in
his capacity as chair of the committee of the whole,
advised the committee:
As the bill primarily deals with taxation within the meaning
of sections 62 and 64 of the constitution, the Legislative
Council may only suggest amendments to the bill for the
Legislative Assembly’s consideration.

Members are reminded that suggested amendments are
motions, not direct amendments of the bill, and are
moved in the form, ‘That it be a suggestion to the
Assembly’ that it makes a certain amendment, which
can include the omission of a clause from a bill.

In conclusion I point out that this is part of a suite of
initiatives that is about putting the community focus
back on Docklands — not just a community space or
the library or this park but also Western Park, which we
will soon turn the sod on, the brand-new park at the
northern end of Docklands. Again, there will be
community space, playing space and playgrounds —
facilities for people to be outdoors and to be part of a
suburb, not just a development site. The upgrade to the
esplanade, which again is so important, docking
facilities which are brand new and of course the brandnew Jim Stynes Bridge — all of these initiatives are
about putting the people and the initiatives for people
back into Docklands and not just about bigger
buildings.

In most instances amendments do not engage
sections 62 and 64 of the constitution, and in these
instances if a member opposes a whole clause, they
simply vote against the question, ‘That the clause stand
part of the bill’. The onus is therefore on those who
support the clause to get a majority of votes for the
clause to be passed. However, in the case of the
suggested amendments, which must be put in the form
of a motion, the onus is on those opposed to the clause
to get a majority of votes in favour of the motion, ‘That
it be a suggestion to the Assembly that they omit the
clause’. This is consistent with other motions in which a
member seeks the house’s agreement to a particular
proposal.

I am very proud to be associated with this initiative, an
initiative of the Napthine government, an initiative of
the coalition who said it is about time to put the people
back into Docklands. I again pay tribute to and thank
Lend Lease, Places Victoria and the City of Melbourne
for partnering with the state government in this
initiative. This initiative shows that this government is
well and truly building a better Victoria.

During the previous week’s committee stage
Mr Lenders illustrated the procedural distinction by
pointing out that he would need a majority of votes to
defeat a clause because the Acting President had ruled
that all amendments be moved as suggested
amendments. Mr Lenders sought further consideration
of the constitutional implications on amendments by
me and the Procedure Committee.
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The Assistant Treasurer noted that the issue raised by
Mr Lenders, particularly in relation to the procedure for
seeking to omit clauses from a taxation bill, is an
important one. The Assistant Treasurer observed that if
the Legislative Council does not have the power to
directly omit a clause from a taxation bill ‘it would

Suggested amendments
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to provide the house with information in respect of a
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seem somewhat redundant to put the question that the
clause stand part of the bill’.
These are important matters and may well be addressed
by the Procedure Committee. At this stage I provide the
following response for the information of members.
First, section 62 of the constitution provides that a bill
imposing a tax must originate in the Legislative
Assembly and may be rejected, but not altered, by the
Legislative Council. In other words, the Council cannot
amend a taxing bill, but it can defeat such a bill. The
overwhelming purpose of the State Taxation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 was to deal with
various state tax provisions.
Second, section 64 provides that the Legislative
Council may suggest an amendment to a taxing bill to
the Legislative Assembly. However, any such
suggested amendment cannot increase the burden of the
tax on the people. Mr Lenders’s and Mr Barber’s
suggested amendments did not increase the burden and
they were therefore in order.
Third, the Council’s standing orders make no reference
to the way in which suggested amendments are to be
dealt with. It is Council practice that any amendment to
a taxing bill, whether directly or indirectly related to
tax, is to be a suggested amendment.
Fourth, the effect of this procedure is that a majority of
votes is required to pass a motion suggesting an
amendment. This includes a proposal to delete an entire
clause from a bill. Whereas a member may seek to
delete a clause from a non-financial or non-taxing bill
by simply opposing the question, ‘That the clause stand
part of the bill’, a member must proactively move a
motion suggesting such deletion of a clause from a
taxing bill. This is supported by Australian Senate
Practice, in which Odgers states on page 351 that the
Senate cannot simply negative a clause in an
unamendable bill. Further, Odgers confirms that a
request to delete a clause must be put in the form that
the request be agreed to, not that the clause be agreed
to, and that ‘requests must be agreed to by majority
decision’.
Fifth, the Assistant Treasurer, Mr Rich-Phillips, raised
the question as to why the question, ‘That the clause
stand part of the bill’, is still put in committee. As
mentioned, the standing orders do not prescribe the
procedure for suggested amendments. Standing orders
provide generally for the questions to be put in
committee of the whole. Standing order 14.12(3) states:
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After debate on a clause has concluded, the question must be
put ‘That the clause (or the clause as amended) stand part of
the bill’.

Therefore this standing order does not explicitly
differentiate between ordinary and suggested
amendments. It may be that any review of the standing
orders which recommends an express procedure for
suggested amendments might well address this matter
in future.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — With
the indulgence of the house, it may be a matter that the
Procedure Committee could take up in its more general
deliberations.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my intention to
refer the matter to the Procedure Committee.

PUBLIC RECORDS AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) introduced
a bill for an act to amend the Public Records Act
1973 to provide for the public release of cabinet
records 30 years after their creation and to make
other changes to clarify and improve the operation
of that act and for other purposes.
Read first time.

MELBOURNE MARKET AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Melbourne
Market Authority Act 1977 to provide for the use of
land under that act and for other purposes.
Read first time.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 7
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 7 of 2014, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report on the Operation of the Act, 2013.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3) in relation to the Waste Management Policy
(Storage of Waste Tyres).
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Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 46.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 45.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 47 and 48.
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — No. 44.
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013 — No. 41.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Banyule, Boroondara, Brimbank, Cardinia, Casey,
Darebin, Glen Eira, Greater Dandenong, Hume,
Kingston, Knox, Manningham, Maribyrnong,
Melbourne, Melton, Monash, Moreland, Mornington
Peninsula, Whitehorse, Whittlesea, Wyndham and Yarra
Planning Schemes — Amendment GC06.
Brimbank, Melton and Wyndham Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC1.

Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 39 to 44 and 46 to 48.
A Legislative Instrument and related documents under
section 16B in respect of an Order in Council of 20 May
2014 for the Declaration of a class of motor vehicles to
be tractors under the Road Safety Act 1986.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:

Gannawarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C38.

Sustainable Forests (Timber) and Wildlife Amendment Act
2014 — Remaining Provisions — 28 May 2014 (Gazette
No. S159, 27 May 2014).

Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendments C55 (Part 1)
and C69.

Travel Agents Repeal Act 2014 — 1 July 2014 (Gazette
No. S170, 3 June 2014).

Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendment C69.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Amendment
Act 2014 — 2 June 2014 (Gazette No. S159, 27 May 2014).

Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C171.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Amendments
C291 and C293.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — Amendment
C140.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C133.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C96.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Acting Clerk — I have received the following
letter from the Minister for Ports headed ‘Order for
documents — Webb Dock East’.
Letter at page 74.

Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C136.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C155.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C141.
South Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C80.
Southern Grampians Planning Scheme — Amendment
C29.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendments C80 and
C88.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC106.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Child Employment Act 2003 — No. 43.
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 — No. 40.
Corporations (Ancillary Provisions) Act 2001 —
No. 48.
Crimes Act 1958 — No. 42.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 11 June 2014:
(1) notice of motion given this day by Ms Mikakos in
relation to the liquidation of Mentone Gardens;
(2) notice of motion 779 standing in the name of
Ms Tierney in relation to youth unemployment;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Ms Hartland to
introduce the Gambling Regulation and Casino Control
Amendment Bill 2014;
(4) notice of motion given this day by Mr Barber to
introduce the Road Safety Rules 2009 (Overtaking
Bicycles) Bill 2014; and
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(5) notice of motion given this day by Mr Barber in relation
to the renewable energy target.

Motion agreed to.

Standing and sessional orders
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That the standing and sessional orders be suspended to the
extent necessary to enable the following business to be
transacted on Wednesday, 11 June 2014 —
(1) messages;
(2) formal business;
(3) members statements (up to 15 members);
(4) general business;
(5) at 12 noon questions without notice;
(6) answers to questions on notice;
(7) general business (continues);
(8) at 4.30 p.m. statements on reports and papers;
(9) at 5.30 p.m. government business; and
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making sure that we have good services to Werribee
and bus services to train stations are the kinds of things
that people are looking for. They are not looking for a
dirty great toll road that is going to cost people to travel
on it. Yet again public transport is being ignored.

Foster care
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I rise to call
on the government to provide adequate support to that
remarkable group of Victorians who provide foster
care. I recently met with a number of foster carers in
Ballarat who provide a service in conjunction with
Child and Family Services Ballarat, which cares for and
supports up to 5000 individuals and families each year,
including 80 children a night through the provision of
foster care. These are in communities including
Ballarat, Ararat, Bacchus Marsh and Daylesford.
The job of foster carers is becoming harder. The
children who require care are presenting with more
difficult histories and much more complex needs.
Funding arrangements put children’s support into
categories of varying degrees of need, and there are
quotas that are placing pressure on those conducting
assessments of children to re-categorise them into a
lower funding category.

(10) adjournment (up to 20 members).

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Today
I stood on the steps of Parliament House with many
people who were here to protest against the east–west
link. These are people who will be profoundly affected
by this project; their houses will be acquired. On the
part of government there is no transparency in relation
to what the business plan is. In the western suburbs we
are now being told that the government intends to go
ahead with the western section of east–west link, yet we
do not have the route, we do not have a map and we do
not have a business plan. Every time I raise this with
members of government I am told that it will be in the
industrial areas. Exactly which industrial areas are they,
because in the western suburbs all of our industrial
areas are surrounded by people’s homes? How is that
going to be dealt with?
I would have thought a government that wanted to
spend wisely would be looking at public transport. The
electrification and duplication of the line from Melton
to Bacchus Marsh, fixing the Altona rail loop and

The people I met with had a combined foster
parenting experience of around 70 years, and they
said that the level of support that is available is
making it harder and harder for them to continue to
support the children in their care. This experience is
absolutely consistent — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Victorian Disability Sector Awards
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week I had the great honour of presenting the
2014 Victorian Disability Sector Awards. This year
there were 182 nominations, which is literally double
the number received in 2013. The awards are sponsored
by National Disability Services and the Department of
Human Services. The winners are chosen by a panel of
people who work in this sector, and the ceremony is
uplifting and inspirational.
I will read out the names of some of the recipients. The
marketing services team at Villa Maria received the
Excellence in Improving Participation Award, and the
G21 Disability Inclusion Partnership, which is part of
G21, the Geelong Region Alliance, was highly
commended in this category; Michael Cromie of the
Department of Human Services received the Excellence
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in Advocacy and Rights Promotion Award — that was
a very well-deserved reward; the team at Frankston
Peninsula Carers received the Excellence in Personal
and Community Support Award; the Committee for
Geelong’s inclusion, integration and empowerment
project team received the Excellence in Improving
Learning and Development Outcomes Award; Family
Planning Victoria’s disability services team received
the Excellence in Improving Health Award; Global
Ballooning Australia and Burt & Davies received the
Business and Community Supporting Disability
Award; BrainLink Services received the Volunteer
Award; Vision 2020 Australia received the Emerging
Leader Award; and Wendy Kelly of Nexus Primary
Health received the Lifetime Achievement Award.
The ceremony was a seriously uplifting event. I want to
congratulate everybody who was nominated, including
the runners-up.

Youth employment
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Under the
Napthine government Victoria now holds the
unenviable title of the state with the highest youth
unemployment rate in mainland Australia. Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures show that Victoria’s youth
unemployment is at 20 per cent, but figures are higher
in some regional centres in my electorate. Sadly, these
statistics do not come as a surprise to the people of
Victoria, who have witnessed the Napthine
government’s full frontal assault on opportunities for
young people to get the best start in life.
To date, this government has cut more than $1 billion
from Victoria’s TAFE system, making it so much
harder for young people, particularly in regional
Victoria, to access education to help them gain
employment. Along with this the Minister for
Employment and Trade, Louise Asher, has now
admitted that the Napthine government has reduced the
number of traineeships in the Youth Employment
Scheme from 450 to 280. The government has also
slashed the amount of funding per traineeship from
$4500 to $500.
We have seen Prime Minister Tony Abbott join in the
act of his close ally Denis Napthine by slashing tens of
billions of dollars from education funding, legislating to
increase university fees, defunding important youth
diversion programs such as Youth Connections and
telling every young person that, even though the
government is making it more difficult for them as
young people to get a job, if they are unemployed, they
will not receive government support until they turn 25.
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It is now crystal clear to all Victorians that if you are a
young person and there is a Liberal government in
power, you are on your own.

Hyland and Strzelecki highways
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN (Eastern Victoria) — On
Friday I had the pleasure of representing the Deputy
Premier and member for Gippsland South in the
Assembly, Peter Ryan, in opening one of two
overtaking lanes — one on the Hyland Highway in
Carrajung South and the other, which is soon to be
completed, on the Strzelecki Highway near Mirboo
North. The Hyland Highway overtaking lane cost
$4.66 million, and the second overtaking lane on the
Strzelecki Highway will be completed in coming
weeks, weather permitting.
These two projects were coalition government election
commitments, and they will deliver significantly
improved road safety and traffic flow for motorists on
these important links in Gippsland South. Each day
there are about 4500 vehicles travelling on the
Strzelecki Highway and 1200 on the Hyland Highway,
with a high proportion on both highways being trucks.
Both the dairy and logging industries were closely
involved in designing the two overtaking lanes.
The logging industry is one industry that uses these
roads — in particular Australian Paper at Maryvale,
which I also had the pleasure of visiting last
Wednesday. Julian Mathers and Howard Lovell from
Australian Paper showed me around their fantastic site.
Australian Paper provides 900 jobs, being a critical
employer in the Latrobe Valley.
These overtaking lane announcements show that the
coalition government is delivering safer and better
roads for Victorian motorists and supporting strong
regional registries such as Australian Paper.

Alzheimer’s disease
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
29 May, along with some of my parliamentary
colleagues, I attended an interesting but sad briefing
organised by Alzheimer’s Australia and held in the
Parliament’s Federation Room. We were provided with
Alzheimer’s statistics in the form of written material
outlining the demographics for each Victorian state
seat. The information session brought home the
seriousness of this widespread disease. Dementia may
afflict most of us in our old age, so funding is critical
for research now before our ageing population
succumbs to this distressing and pitiful ailment.
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Australia Lebanon Chamber of Commerce
& Industry
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Friday,
30 May, I was honoured to attend a function, along
with several of my parliamentary colleagues, hosted by
the Australia Lebanon Chamber of Commerce
& Industry. This organisation was founded only three
years ago, but already it has managed to establish a fine
reputation within the business sectors in Australia and
Lebanon. I wish the president, Mr Faddy Zouki, and his
board of directors continued success in their future
endeavours.

City of Hume citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Tuesday,
3 June, I was pleased to attend and address a citizenship
ceremony organised by the Hume City Council. It was
a great night, and I congratulate the Hume councillors
and officers on making it a night to remember for all
our new Australian citizens residing in Hume.

Climate change
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The Lowy
Institute has monitored public opinion on global
warming for a decade, since concern peaked during the
great drought of the 2000s when the coalition under
then Prime Minister John Howard’s leadership fully
supported carbon pricing. Tony Abbott taking the
Liberal leadership coincided with the breaking of the
drought and the failure at Copenhagen, leading to many
Australians losing their nerve and acting against their
own interest. But new figures from Lowy Institute
show that around 66 per cent of Australians now think
that the country should lead in addressing global
warming.
Lowy Institute research shows that Australians now
think that global warming is a significant problem and
that action should be taken, even if it involves serious
and immediate costs. We know that popular concern
over climate change increases when people directly
experience climate turbulence. The recent UK floods
have had this effect, and the predicted recurrence of el
Niño will further deepen Australian’s concern over
global warming.
Tony Abbott’s federal administration and the state
coalition governments have done much to harm this
country and the world with their anti-science and antireason rhetoric, and they are finding themselves
increasingly isolated. The world — notably the US and
China — are stepping up, following the European
Union’s leadership in climate change action, and Tony
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Abbott and the Victorian coalition are increasingly
being left behind.
If Tony Abbott refuses to admit that climate change is
an economic issue, stands against the G20 consensus to
put the matter on the agenda and ignores the urgings
from China and the USA, this country will be relegated
to irrelevance in international research and in moral
leadership.

State and federal budgets
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Once again
Victorians who are doing it tough have not been
considered in the budgets of the Napthine government
and the Abbott federal government. The federal
government’s axing of the contribution of funds to
Victoria’s concession programs has been done with
total disregard of the hundreds of thousands of
Victorians who rely on concessions to assist in paying
household utility bills. So many Victorians are in need
of those concessions, and many of them include
families, low-income earners and age pensioners in my
electorate. In fact one in four Victorians are concession
card holders, therefore these cuts would affect a
significant number of Victorians.
The Abbott horror budget has taken away
$73.7 million which it was supposed to have
contributed to the 2014–15 state budget. The Premier
has already made it clear that this gap will not be
funded from the surplus, so how will such a
significant gap be filled without making excessive
cuts to Victoria’s much-needed services? It is already
bad enough that the cost of living is increasing. The
Napthine government needs to explain where the
funding of the $73.7 million gap will come from, and
if indeed it is to come from other areas of the budget,
then what services will be cut? And who will be hurt?

Regional and rural drug use
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — The
Melbourne summit on methamphetamine last week
highlighted the ice epidemic facing Victoria.
Increasingly ice is the drug of choice in rural and
regional areas, and parents and the wider community
desperately want information and access to resources
on how to deal with this issue without having to travel
to the city.
In this month’s issue of the Australian Women’s Weekly
we read of the widespread effects of the drug ice on two
families in the Goulburn Valley. Leonie, a medical
receptionist, recently told a drug forum in Kyabram of
her heartbreak at what ice had done to two of her sons.
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Her 19-year-old son is in a secure psychiatric facility,
with no light in his eyes and no memory; another son is
in a rehabilitation facility. Her family, particularly her
younger children, have been through hell witnessing
psychotic episodes, violent outbursts and their brothers
being pepper sprayed and removed in handcuffs.
As a result of the increase of the use of ice, ambulance
call-outs have increased by 198 per cent in regional
Victoria, and so have hospital admissions. Paramedic
Michael Whelan from Shepparton said that his team
need to use police protection, as people who take ice
can be very aggressive. He says it often takes three
paramedics and six police officers to get one ice user
under control. The mental, emotional, social and
economic implications of this drug are enormous. I
believe the state government, as a matter of urgency,
needs to increase its funding to rural and regional areas
to address this critical issue.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Time!

Child protection
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
concerned about reports detailed in the Age yesterday
that one of our largest welfare agencies, the Salvation
Army, will hand back two residential care units for six
children in Melbourne’s east to the state government at
the end of August, as it can no longer afford to
subsidise the $500 000 needed each year to ensure that
the units are staffed appropriately. It was also reported
that another welfare agency, Menzies, handed back
residential care units earlier this year, citing similar
funding issues.
Captain Jason Davies-Kildea from the Salvation Army
was quoted as saying:
These children are complex and at risk of sexual exploitation
and criminal activity … With one staff member in a unit, you
basically can’t keep them safe.

Anglicare CEO, Paul McDonald, was quoted as saying
that the lower staffing levels are ‘simply unsafe and
neglectful’. The government has known for two years
that paedophile rings are preying on kids in residential
care. Half the residential care units are understaffed, yet
the Minister for Community Services, Ms Wooldridge,
still refuses to take action. Neither the minister’s fiveyear out-of-home care plan nor the state budget
addresses these issues.
It was also raised by the Auditor-General in his report
entitled Residential Care Services for Children that the
use of a single-parent staffing model ‘creates risks for
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both the child and the staff member, particularly in the
event of a critical incident’. It is absolutely clear that
there is a crisis in Victoria’s child protection system,
when the Salvos have no other choice but to do this. It
is incumbent on the minister to address the issues of
understaffing in residential care now because she is the
minister responsible for these vulnerable children, and
she must act to keep them safe.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 May; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014. I indicate that the opposition
does not oppose this bill, which makes a number of
changes around the make-up of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) board. It addresses activities of the
forest industry brigades; we have a number of concerns
about that and I will return to them in a minute. It
clarifies responsibilities around community fire refuges,
particularly in relation to the role of local councils, and
again that is something we do not oppose.
As I said, the bill amends the Country Fire Authority
Act 1958 to reduce the number of people on the board
from 10 to 9 and to reduce the quorum from 6 to 5. This
will have a broad range of impacts but will have a
particular impact on councils. Councils will lose their
capacity to nominate through the Municipal
Association of Victoria, people from both urban and
rural councils, and of course this will have an impact on
the way the CFA board is represented and the way it
operates.
The concern we have about the bill, and indeed about
the way the government has operated its fuel reduction
program, stems principally from a resourcing issue
which has led to a reduction in staff, a reduction in the
budget and consequential impact on the community’s
ability to be fire ready. We have seen a commitment by
the government to burn some 390 000 hectares of
Crown land each year to meet the recommendations of
the royal commission into the 2009 Black Saturday
bushfires, but that commitment has never been met. In
2012–13, 275 000 hectares were burnt. That came
close, but it is worth remembering that those figures
were inflated because they included land destroyed by
bushfires. In 2011–12 half of the committed
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390 000 hectares, some 197 000 hectares, were burnt,
and in the previous year 145 000 hectares were burnt.
We see significant shortfalls in the amount of burning
on Crown land, which is one of the greatest defences
the community has against bushfires, and that is
something that concerns the opposition. It is certainly
no coincidence that at the same time we have seen
some 500 Department of Environment and Primary
Industries (DEPI) staff lost and the fire services budget
cut by some $66 million, the correlation being that if
you cut the budget and you cut staff, you are going to
reduce the ability of our fire services to undertake
controlled burns. That is a direct risk to the community.
It flows from the inability of the fire services to do their
work, and that is certainly of concern to the opposition.
There are a couple of other issues in the bill that are of
concern. The main one relates to forest industry
brigades, which are really private sector brigades set up
to manage large-scale forest plantations. There are
some 15 to 20 forest industry brigades, and in effect
this bill permits the CFA to allow those private sector
brigades, which are set up, funded and equipped to look
after private plantations, to roam across Victoria doing
so-called controlled burns. We on this side are very
concerned about that development for a number of
reasons. In our view the scope of this power is
incredibly broad. There is no limit in terms of where
these brigades can operate. They are not limited to
operating inside the private plantations, which they are
trained and equipped to do; they can operate in any
country area of Victoria, and we are very concerned
about that. For that reason the opposition will be
moving an amendment to oppose that development. I
ask that our amendments be circulated now.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr TEE
(Eastern Metropolitan Region) pursuant to standing
orders.
Mr TEE — As I said, our concern is that this is
quite an extensive change because it has a number of
consequential impacts. It will allow these forest
industry brigades to obtain liability and immunity under
the CFA act. These powers of immunity will allow the
brigades to enter any land, building or property; to take
water; to close off roads to traffic; and to remove or cut
fences. The brigades will have immunity for any
damage done during firefighting operations and indeed
be able to direct other firefighting brigades. We are
concerned about these considerable immunities. As I
said, we are concerned about the range of operation of
these fire brigades, which are now for the first time not
limited to the geographical area they are trained and
equipped to deal with. We have concerns that they can
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operate in such a broad, undefined part of the state. As I
said, there is no definition to what area they can operate
in. It can be miles away from any of the plantations.
We are concerned that these brigades may increasingly
be used essentially as a way of contracting out the
services and work of both the CFA and the paid staff.
We are concerned that this how the government is
trying to meet the targets for planned burns, which it
has consistently failed to do. In our view this is not the
way you approach such an incredibly important
community issue. You do not cut the budget, cut staff
and then try to rely on these brigades to fill in the gaps.
That is not what their members are trained to do, that is
not what they are equipped to do and that is not their
experience or background. We are concerned about this
provision and its attempt to outsource private burns to
private contractors, and that this will be the way the
government will try to meet the targets that have been
set for planned burns.
Concerns have been raised with the opposition that the
members of these brigades simply do not have the same
fitness requirements, the same medical examinations,
the same rigorous testing or the same machinery that
Department of Environment and Primary Industry
brigade members are required to have. Will this group
be able to undertake, in a safe and responsible way, the
work that really should be undertaken by firefighters
who are professionally trained and engaged to
undertake it? There is a risk to regional communities,
and we on this side of the chamber do not believe that,
as a cost-saving measure, this is the way the
government ought to deliver its planned and targeted
burns.
The view of those on this side of the house is that we
will not allow standards to slip in this way or allow
those communities to be put at risk as a result of this
bill. As I said, my amendments are simply directed at
omitting clauses that permit planned burns by industry
brigades outside of plantation areas, and that is really
the focus of our concerns with the bill. The reason for
our concerns is that industry brigades are not the
appropriate group to undertake that work. That work
should be undertaken by DEPI brigades which have the
appropriate resources to carry out planned burns. It
should not be done in this underhanded way of
outsourcing or contracting out by stealth. There is too
much at stake for the communities that may be affected
by these fires.
The opposition is very concerned about and will not
support these provisions. The amendments I have
circulated seek to contain the work of these brigades to
areas of private plantations, work for which they have
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been trained and for which they have the proper
equipment to deal with fires and planned burns. With
those few words, the opposition will not oppose the bill,
subject to that amendment.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Following on from Mr Tee, the Greens have similar
concerns around the issue of the privatisation of
brigades. The Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
amends a range of emergency services acts, including
the Country Fire Authority Act 1958, the Emergency
Management Act 1986, the Emergency Management
Act 2013 and the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Act 2004. The bill
amends the Country Fire Authority Act to change the
nomination, appointment and eligibility processes for
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) board and it reduces
the number of members from 10 to 9, changes the
quorum threshold from 6 to 5 and stipulates that the
board will include four members from volunteer
brigades. It is good to see that board members will be
required to have commercial, technical, operational,
legal or financial skills or expertise in fire services
emergency management, land management or other
relevant fields.
However, what surprises me is that there is no mention
of career CFA officers. There are a number of career
CFA officers, but there is no provision for them to be
members of the board. I also understand there will no
longer be a local government representative, which
really surprises me considering that local government
has an absolutely pivotal role in issues of recovery after
fires and warnings et cetera. It surprises me greatly that
local government representatives have been taken off a
board that is trying to ensure community safety.
The Greens certainly support the change of the outdated
language of ‘chairman’ to the gender-neutral term
‘chairperson’, especially considering the numbers of
female volunteer and career fire officers in the CFA.
We also share Labor’s concerns about and do not
support the use of industry brigades for planned
burning outside plantations. Considering the huge cuts
the government has dealt to both the CFA and
Metropolitan Fire Brigade budgets, this section of the
bill is particularly concerning, because it feels like the
government is just trying to shift its responsibility to
private organisations. We do not believe that is
appropriate in any way, and we will be supporting the
Labor Party’s amendments.
This bill will remove local government responsibility
for designating community fire refuges. However, I
hope the government will act and work closely with
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local government on this issue because I am aware of
how much grief this has caused local government. I
sincerely hope the government coordinates and
cooperates with local government on this issue in
particular.
Lastly, this bill amends the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Act 2004 to clarify that
the authority has the power to manage contracts
associated with community communication services,
including contracts for issuing community alerts. This
is highly appropriate because, as we all know,
technology has moved on dramatically in the last
10 years and we have to make sure the authority has the
ability to act and undertake functions related to
emergency warnings and communications to the public.
This is a reasonable change and will not be opposed by
the Greens, but as I said we will be voting with the
Labor Party on clauses 6, 9 and 10.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise to talk on the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. In the
context of the debate that has been had so far it is
interesting to note that the legislation before the
chamber was presented to the other place by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is
also the Minister for Bushfire Response, the
Honourable Kim Wells. A press release dated 27 March
this year made clear that there would be significant
reforms to further improve the Country Fire Authority
(CFA).
It is important to put some points on the record to
counter some of the arguments raised by Mr Tee and
Ms Hartland. In terms of the minor amendments to the
emergency management legislation, this bill is about
clarifying the obligations of municipal councils to
include the location of community fire refuges in their
emergency management plans and ensuring that the
forest industry brigades can continue to support the
CFA in both fire suppression and prevention.
It is interesting to note Ms Hartland’s comments about
cuts to the CFA’s funding. For the record, a
significantly improved and increased investment in fire
services has provided the CFA with funding of more
than $1.84 billion. Interestingly, the coalition
government’s budget for fire services is higher than in
any year under Labor, and it increased again in the
2013–14 budget. The CFA budget for 2013–14 is
$446 million, which is $47 million more than in the last
Labor government budget.
With the CFA being one of the largest volunteer
organisations, with more than 55 000 operational and
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non-operational volunteers, it is important to ensure that
we do not let the facts get in the way of the fiction that
some members of this chamber would like to paint. As
I have indicated, there is significant investment by this
government in the CFA and CFA resources. I want to
put that to bed so there is no misapprehension in the
broader community as to what we are doing.
The bill itself is in four parts, so I propose to go through
the four parts and outline in terms of policy positions
why they have come about. In terms of the first part
which relates to Country Fire Authority board
appointments, I know Ms Hartland indicated some
support in terms of the gender neutral terminology and
a whole range of other matters, but it is important to
note that the government’s appointment and
remuneration guidelines for Victorian government
boards, statutory bodies and advisory committees
recommend that public sector boards have members
with a broad range of skills and expertise.
To better align the legislation with the approach
recommended by the guidelines, the bill will amend the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to introduce a formal
requirement that appointees to the authority possess
knowledge of or experience in commercial, technical,
operational, legal or financial matters and/or expertise
in fire or emergency management, land management or
in any other field relevant to the performance of the
functions of the authority. The bill will reduce the
number of board members from 10 to 9.
The bill also recognises the crucial role volunteers play
in the CFA. It retains the existing arrangement for four
of the board’s members to be appointed from a panel of
names put forward by Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria.
These nominees will be subject to the same skills
requirements as other board members, as I have just
outlined. These changes will align the appointment
requirements for the CFA board with those that apply to
the boards of the Victoria State Emergency Service and
the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority. The changes will better position the CFA
board to guide the authority to meet future strategic and
operational challenges.
In terms of community fire refuges, recommendation 4
in the final report of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission was that the state introduce a
comprehensive approach to bushfire shelter options. In
particular the recommendation addressed the
replacement of the 2005 fire refuges policy and the
designation of community fire refuges. In October 2011
the fire services commissioner released the Victorian
Community Fire Refuges policy. The policy provides
the framework for identifying, establishing, managing
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and maintaining community fire refuges in areas of
very high risk where other bushfire survival options are
limited.
The 2013 annual report of the bushfires royal
commission implementation monitor recognises that
progress was being made around developing standards
for community fire refuges and replacing of the old
community fire refuges policy. The implementation
report acknowledges difficulties, complexities and
delays in the designation of these new community fire
refuges. As of January 2014 three community fire
refuges have been assessed by the fire services
commissioner’s office and designated by the respective
municipal councils.
This bill will remove a municipal council’s role in
designating community fire refuges and instead provide
that community fire refuges will be those prescribed in
regulations. As they are effectively articulated in state
policy, it is appropriate for the designation process to
reflect the state’s primary goals. Prescribing refuges in
regulation will provide the state with greater control
over the rollout of these facilities and remove or reduce
the potential for delays in rolling out any future refuges
where they are supported and approved by government.
In terms of the third part of the bill, the amendments put
forward by Mr Tee and supported by the Greens relate
to what they call the privatisation of fire services. In
fact the bill recognises important role that forestry
industry brigades play in the CFA’s fire suppression
activities by providing specialist expertise in fire
management planning and fire suppression for
commercial forestry plantations.
The reality is that they support the volunteers in the
CFA. They do this by responding to plantation fires,
which can often burn for longer than other types of
fires. The support of forestry industry brigades at a
plantation fire frees up volunteer firefighters to tackle
other parts of the fire. They also ensure that plantations
have the adequate expertise and capacity to plan for and
respond to fire incorporation with other CFA brigades.
It is therefore appropriate from the government’s
perspective that industry brigade members and officers
benefit from the same regulations, immunity provisions
and compensation schemes under the CFA act that
apply to CFA officers. Providing this coverage to
industry brigades promotes their willingness to engage
in fire prevention and suppression work outside their
plantations.
I point out that one of the clauses proposed to be
omitted relates to the immunity provisions for those
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industry brigades that are assisting the CFA. I find it
quite interesting that the opposition and the Greens are
not willing to support those people in the industry
brigades who are providing support to the CFA by
giving them the same protection. They do not want to
provide them with the same immunity provisions. For a
range of reasons we do not see the need to support the
amendments that will be proposed in committee by
Mr Tee.
The final part of the bill relates to the Emergency
Services Telecommunications Authority. The 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission final report
emphasises the importance of clear and timely
emergency warnings. Emergency alert services are
important to promote the safety of communities under
threat from fire. The bill clarifies the authority’s
functions, which include providing emergency warning
advisory services and the administration of contracts for
emergency warning services such as emergency alerts.
As I indicated, there are four parts to the bill. This is a
sensible move towards continuing to ensure that the
bushfire season is managed well and in an appropriate
way across various brigades with the appropriate
responsibilities. It also appropriately recognises
expertise and modernises the CFA board. With those
few words, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to contribute to the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. The coalition
government is committed to reforming the state’s
emergency management arrangements to improve
Victoria’s ability to mitigate, respond to and recover
from our state emergencies. I know how important this
legislation is firsthand due to my experience of the
tragic Black Saturday bushfires. As the house would be
aware, I lost many friends in that tragedy, and my
children, whose school was significantly affected by the
loss of students, also lost many friends. I have said to
people in this house before: try explaining to your kids
about the tragedy of bushfires as you bury their friends.
This government always encourages reasonable
efficiency measures. The changes to the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) board will mean it is made up of
people with the specific skills necessary to their roles.
The process for appointment will not be encumbered by
bureaucracy as to who can nominate people for various
roles.
To touch on what others have said today — and I
compliment Mr Dalla-Riva on his contribution — the
reason plantation brigades are being allowed to fight
outside their area of coverage is that fires do not respect
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arbitrarily defined borders. The bill will provides
plantation brigades with a legislative framework
enabling them to fight fires outside their area of
coverage and receive help when the danger is in their
area. The bill also updates the language used in the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to reflect the modern
values of Australia, where both men and women are
treated as equals in the workforce.
As Mr Dalla-Riva outlined, this bill is an omnibus bill
relating to the make-up of the CFA board. It clarifies
the role of councils in relation to community fire
refuges, alters the areas in which industry brigades are
legislated to operate, clarifies responsibility for the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority to
manage emergency telecommunications and creates
gender neutral terms within the act. The bill will
transform the existing CFA board appointment process
by requiring that board members have the critical skills,
knowledge or experience while continuing to recognise
that the CFA is essentially a volunteer-based
organisation.
When it comes to the challenges others have raised in
relation to the forestry industry brigades, let me cover
them this way. The CFA has said, ‘This is what needs
to happen’. It has also said that the forestry industry
brigades have themselves recognised that this is an
important step to protect Victoria’s assets and their own
assets. In fact for 12 months the CFA has been calling
for these changes to the CFA act to ensure that it can
protect these assets. There is no hidden plan or agenda
by the government; this is a response to a callout from
the industry and key stakeholders asking the
government to get on and do something about this.
Guess what? We are doing something about it. We are
following up after the outcry from people in the
community, who want to ensure their assets, homes and
most importantly their lives are protected.
The amendments in the bill are intended to enable
forestry industry brigades to better protect their
privately owned commercial forestry plantations and
assets, which is the prime reason for the establishment
of forestry industry brigades. The amendments will
remove the prohibition on industry brigades from
undertaking fire prevention activities on land outside
their forestry plantations. The amendments also extend
the immunity provisions to industry brigade officers
and members when they voluntarily provide support to
the CFA for fire suppression, fire prevention and the
protection of life and property outside their plantation
areas. Currently industry brigades conduct fire
prevention activities, including planned burning in their
designated plantation holdings area. The CFA is

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Tuesday, 10 June 2014

COUNCIL

seeking to empower industry brigades to assist the CFA
with fire prevention activities outside their area, as well
as to assist the CFA with such activities on public land
under the control of the Department of Environment
and Primary Industries.
What are those industry brigades that Mr Tee referred
to today? The Country Fire Authority Act 1958
prohibits any persons from operating as a fire brigade in
the country area of Victoria unless they are registered
under the CFA act. The industry brigades are authorised
under the CFA act to act as fire brigade units, which are
established by companies with the purpose of fire
prevention and suppression to protect forestry
plantations and plantation assets. This bill goes a long
way to bringing those things together, protecting assets,
protecting jobs and protecting lives for the sake of
Victorians. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the debate on the important
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014, which makes
further amendments to the state’s emergency
management arrangements to improve our state’s
ability to mitigate, prepare for, respond to and recover
from emergencies. The bill makes important changes to
improve the operation of the Emergency Management
Act 2013 and to enhance the efficiency of Victoria’s
emergency services organisations, thereby enhancing
the safety of our rural and regional communities,
particularly during bushfire events. The bill aims to
enhance fire prevention and suppression activities,
support the management of emergency communication
services contracts, clarify the role of municipal councils
in relation to community fire refuges and transform the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) board from a
representative to a more skills-based body that
continues to recognise that the CFA is essentially a
volunteer-based emergency service. The Country Fire
Authority is a critical organisation for rural and regional
communities across Victoria, and I pay particular
tribute to the 55 000 Victorians who serve their state as
CFA operational staff and volunteers.
In terms of the effectiveness of Victoria’s emergency
services organisations, the recent fires which started on
9 February this year provide a worthy reflection: again
we saw the CFA serving our communities to ensure the
protection of lives and property, and the outcome was
nothing short of incredible. While in fire events we
typically focus on the losses, which were indeed heavy,
and the toll of the fires continues to be borne, it is also
important to reflect on what was saved. It is significant
that although many hundreds of hectares were burnt,
not a single life was lost and not a single person was
seriously injured directly as a result of the fires. That is
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not to say that many people were not heavily impacted
upon in other ways, but we should reflect on the great
outcome of not directly losing lives during what were a
series of very large and significant fire events. This
important outcome was directly due to the efforts of
CFA brigades from across Victoria and brigades from
interstate and New Zealand.
I also reflect on the fact that while there were a number
of house losses — and I spent time with families who
lost their homes — many thousands of homes were
saved by the efforts of CFA brigades and locals. In the
Riddells Creek-Gisborne South fires only 5 houses
were lost out of a total of more than 550 houses
contained within the boundary of that fire. In the
Mickleham-Kilmore fires only 23 houses were lost in a
fire area which at its peak stretched more than
40 kilometres. During those fire days and in the weeks
thereafter when I was travelling in the fire-affected
areas I saw the same scene time and again: burnt
paddock after burnt paddock with perhaps only a 2metre unburnt radius around the house where CFA
volunteers had stood to save it.
Dozens and dozens of CFA brigades attended those
fires, and each made a contribution which should not be
forgotten. Right across the affected areas there are still
signs up showing thanks and appreciation for these
efforts, especially around Kilmore and Wallan. There
are too many brigades to thank individually here, and
for every remarkable and amazing story about each of
the many CFA volunteer members I personally know,
there are many thousands of other stories. I therefore
note the contribution of the following CFA volunteers
as a tiny representative sample of the overall
contribution.
The township of Romsey, which was also supported by
many Lancefield locals, coordinated an outstanding
staging area supporting dozens and dozens of CFA
crews. During those weeks many CFA members from
as far away as Swan Hill and Eaglehawk spoke to me
about this being the best run staging area they had ever
seen. The township kept the volunteers fed, rested and
supported. The children from Romsey Primary School
also supported and motivated the volunteers by writing
thankyou notes that were placed in lunch packs
provided to the volunteers. It has been my great
privilege to support the amazing Romsey CFA brigade
as it plans for a new fire station, construction of which
has already commenced with the turning of the sod last
month. The members of this brigade can only be
described as solid gold — and that does not only refer
to their uniform. At the Romsey staging area I also met
with aircrews from New South Wales and our own
Victorian aircrews who played such a huge role in
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bringing these fires under control. The skill of these
crews was notable in that they were able to very
precisely target fires, which had a direct impact on the
outcomes of the fire events.
I also had the opportunity to visit the Gisborne incident
control centre and meet with local brigade fire
members, including Mr Ian Large, a hugely committed
CFA volunteer, who is the Gisborne CFA brigade
communications officer, and also with the visiting
specialist communications team from the Queensland
Fire and Rescue Service who travelled down in
advance of this high-risk fire day to enhance support
over this period.
When returning home each day I would drive down
past the Mount Macedon CFA station to check whether
the trucks were in, and if they were out, I wished for
their safe return, as I think we all do with our local
brigades. I know all Mount Macedon locals highly
value the contribution made to our safety by the
members of this great brigade. Their responsiveness is
second to none, a fact central to many incidents being
brought under control before a fire situation has
escalated. These are just a few of the dozens of brigades
that responded to and fought these fires. I note the
contributions of their members, knowing that other
efforts are under way to more formally recognise and
acknowledge their achievements and contributions. The
bill delivers some important enhancements to the way
in which we undertake emergency management,
including prevention, suppression and response. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I too would
like to make a brief contribution to the second-reading
debate on the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
2014. First I note that, like my parliamentary colleague
Mrs Millar, I am a member of a local fire brigade and
have been for the last 30 years. I would also like to
thank the 55 000 operational and non-operational
volunteers of our Country Fire Authority (CFA) for the
work they have done in keeping Victoria fire safe. It is
fitting that over this very month the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, Mr Wells, is coordinating a
range of thankyou barbecues right across those more
fire-sensitive areas of the state of Victoria in a gesture
of thanks for the work the CFA does. It is also
interesting to know that the CFA as a brand is one of
the best-known and largest volunteer organisations in
the world, and it is great to see that we are actually
enhancing that brand by making some minor
amendments to the legislation through this bill.
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I would also like to put on the record that, as my
colleague Mr Dalla-Riva said, the 2013–14 budget of
$446 million for the CFA is one of the largest budgets
that any state government has provided. As Mr DallaRiva said, it is $47 million more than Labor’s allocation
to the CFA when it was in government. There is no
doubt there is a substantial commitment from the
Napthine government to the CFA. In fact due to the
reforms the coalition government implemented and
legislated this year regarding the fire service levy, all
the moneys collected through the levy are transferred to
fire services in Victoria. Obviously that gives greater
capacity for the CFA in the future.
I have seen that firsthand as a member for Western
Victoria, where a considerable part of my weekend
work is having the wonderful task of providing those
small fire stations and CFA brigades like Birregurra,
Colac, Wingeel and Teesdale with new trucks, new
state-of-the-art appliances, new safety equipment and
new fire stations right across the length and breadth of
western Victoria. Not a weekend goes by that I am not
participating in opening either a new fire shed in
western Victoria or providing a new appliance to those
volunteer brigades across western Victoria. I do so with
a great deal of satisfaction, knowing that we are making
those volunteers and communities safer with the very
best of equipment and structures that can be afforded.
This bill in essence strengthens and modernises the
membership of the board to a skill-based membership
in line with the other emergency service boards. I must
say, given the work I do on behalf of the minister in
relation to fire service activity, that I have a lot to do
with the board members of the CFA, who are also in
attendance at many of these functions, awards and
openings. I know they are all very passionate and
committed, and they certainly also have skills that they
bring to the board. It is satisfying for me to see that now
the CFA board will come into line with other industries
to have a membership based on a broad range of skills
and knowledge rather than on factions. This will
provide a stronger and more diverse range of skills for
the board’s work.
The bill reduces the number of board members — only
by 1: from 10 to 9, as has been said — to make it a
more cohesive and consolidated board. The bill
recognises the critical role played by CFA volunteers,
and consequently retains the existing arrangements
requiring four of the board members to be appointed
from a panel of names nominated by Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria. It is important that Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria still has the opportunity to have some
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ownership in the nomination process in relation to the
CFA board.
The bill makes minor amendments to emergency
management legislation, including providing
clarification of the obligations of municipal councils to
include the location of community fire refuges in their
emergency management plans and ensuring that forest
industry brigades can continue to support the CFA in
both fire suppression and prevention. I note that Mr Tee
has circulated a number of amendments in relation to
that particular point about what roles and
responsibilities forest industry brigades will have given
that they will no longer be restricted to conducting fire
service activity solely within the designated areas of
their responsibilities. Now there is an opportunity for
them to lend assistance, upon request, to planned burn
activities of the CFA under the CFA act.
Given that I have been given the wind-up, I will close
by saying that, since coming to office, the coalition
government has invested significantly in fire services,
providing the CFA with funding of over $1.84 billion
over the last three and a half years. As I said, it has been
with great pleasure that, as a member for Western
Victoria Region, I have spent a considerable amount of
my time in supporting local communities with that
significant investment. These are small reforms that
will further improve the CFA, and I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN (Eastern Victoria) — I too
have great pleasure in rising to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014, which provides for a number of
changes to fire safety, fire planning and emergency
management issues. In particular I want to talk about
removing impediments to forest industry brigades in
assisting in planned burning. Planned burning is a
critical issue for my electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region, and one that has been raised with me numerous
times in the very short time I have been in this
Parliament.
As recently as last week residents in the high country,
slightly out of my electorate in Woods Point but also in
the area around Licola and other points in the alpine
regions, were complaining bitterly to me about the lack
of prescribed burning and the disaster that it has
brought upon our forests and mountain areas,
particularly the need to improve prescribed burning to
ensure that wildfire is minimised and that we manage
our forests and mountain areas carefully. I support the
intent of the bill to allow forest industry brigades to
assist in planned burning.
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I grew up in Traralgon just a few miles from the
Australian Paper mill at Maryvale, which was known
for its extraordinarily talented and hardworking
industry brigades. At sporting competitions around the
state they were always very successful. They were a
professional resource in fighting fires and in their
planning, training and preparedness to fight fires. It is
only appropriate that we use the resources of people
who understand fires to assist us with planned burning.
That is particularly important in the light of recent fires
going back to 2002, 2003, 2006 and of course the
horrific Black Saturday fires in 2009.
I note the opposition is proposing to move amendments
to the bill. In many respects it is not surprising that it is
trying to remove the part of the bill that allows industry
brigades to assist in planned burning, because when in
government the opposition showed that it did not like
planned burning. I heard parts of the contribution from
Mr Tee attacking the government for its supposed
failures in planned burning. I recall the Bracks and
Brumby governments were significantly behind almost
every year in their targeted burning, sometimes by as
much as 40 per cent. The then Labor-dominated
Environment and Natural Resources Committee
recommended tripling the amount of controlled
burning, and I support that.
We need to manage our forests, and we need to manage
our estates, particularly those in the high country in my
electorate of Eastern Victoria Region where we have
seen significant fires in recent years that have caused
damage to life and property and great grief and
hardship for people who live in those areas. In addition,
those fires significantly reduced the amount of timber
resource that is available to the Victorian timber
industry. It is important that we undertake planned
burning, and it is important to allow well-trained and
professional forest industry brigades to assist. I hope the
chamber will support this legislation, which allows
forest industry brigades, those that are well versed, well
trained and well drilled in dealing with this issue, to
assist. We do not need to rely only on government to do
this sort of work; we need to use those who are able to
assist and who can get the job done when it is not being
done by government.
Other matters raised by the bill include the transforming
of the board of the Country Fire Authority. The
authority does a fantastic job throughout country
Victoria and nowhere more so than in eastern Victoria.
Changing the board to a skills-based one highlights
modern management techniques and the modern skills
needed in such a significant organisation in our state.
There are a number of other minor issues, including
clarifying the functions of the Emergency Services
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Telecommunications Authority to allow it to perform
its operations better in the event of emergencies,
particularly in relation to emergency alerts. The bill also
clarifies the role of councils in relation to community
fire refuges, which I will not go into at this point.
I support the changes that will allow forest industry
brigades to assist in planned burning. It is critical that
we undertake more planned burning. Our environment
has been managed this way for tens of thousands of
years by the original inhabitants of our land. Fire is a
natural part of our country, but we need to ensure that
we manage it well, that we reduce the fuel loads and
that we reduce the impact of wildfire when it comes. I
commend the bill to the house, and I wish it a speedy
passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Tee has a number of proposed amendments
to the bill. These are related to the same issue of
industry brigades being able to carry out fire prevention
work. I therefore propose that Mr Tee’s amendment 1
be considered as a test for his remaining amendments.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to formally move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 1 and 2, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

As you have indicated, Acting President, the
amendments seek to confine industry brigades to the
plantation limits or geographical areas in which their
members have been trained to work and for which they
have been equipped to work. As members heard during
the second-reading debate, the concern of opposition
members is that there is no geographical limit to the
areas in which the brigades can operate. The concern
we have, which is the reason for moving this
amendment, is that we do not have the confidence that
the members of those brigades have sufficient training
or equipment to undertake the broad-ranging role
envisaged by this bill. Our concern is for the safety and
care of the communities in which prescribed burns will
occur.
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We understand, and we have heard through the debate,
that the government has failed repeatedly to meet its
targets in relation to prescribed burns, but in our view
contracting out that work to brigades is not an
appropriate way to work to fill that deficiency. The fire
services should be properly funded, trained and
equipped to do that work, not these brigades. For those
reasons, we oppose the broad-ranging duties prescribed
for industry brigades and seek by this amendment that
they be confined to their current areas.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support the amendment.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — On the
first point about the industry brigades, on which
members of the Labor Party state they will move
amendments because they are concerned with the safety
and care of communities in relation to the training of
members of the industry brigades, I again put on the
record, which I understand was done in the secondreading speech, that they have the same level of training
as a Country Fire Authority (CFA) officer has. The
same level of training is given to someone from the
local CFA fighting a fire as is given to members of an
industry brigade, who the opposition’s amendment says
are not properly trained. On that premise, if the
opposition’s amendment is to be agreed to, we would
accept that CFA volunteers are not properly trained and
thus they should be withdrawn from providing safety
protection to communities because, in the opposition’s
words, they are not properly trained.
I say again clearly that the people in industry brigades
have the same level of training as CFA volunteers. As a
consequence, it is completely and utterly factually
incorrect to state otherwise. We should also
acknowledge, of course, that fires do not respect
borders. A fire may start in an area outside a plantation
and sweep through it or move around it. We need to be
conscious of that point and also the fact that these
industry brigades are not funded by anyone except the
owners, not the state, and thus the CFA requests their
use, should they need to be engaged, and they need to
be accepted by the owners of those plantations to be
used.
I again state that if the opposition’s concerns are around
training, I am advised that the members of the industry
brigades are trained to exactly the same extent as CFA
volunteers. Therefore, there is no differentiation
between the training of one and the other and thus the
amendment is flawed.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The minister has
raised the issue of training and the level of training. The
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opposition is very concerned that the members of the
industry brigades do not receive the same training on
the same equipment as members of the CFA do. They
are not trained outside their geographical areas and, as
the minister has just indicated, the brigades are funded
by the private sector. I think the minister has just let the
cat out of the bag — that at the end of the day this is
about saving money. That is where this amendment to
the legislation starts and finishes, and members of the
opposition consider that the safety of the Victorian
community is much more important than allowing this
change as an underhanded way for this government to
save money.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That
was a statement, not a question.
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about it, because most of the time when he comes into
this chamber — his colleagues talk about it and we on
this side certainly do — he is armed with opinion rather
than fact. This is just another example of it, and that is
why we on this side of the chamber are not supporting
his amendment.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — What is very
clear is that the minister has stated on the record that
this is an issue of funding. It goes to the fact that the
industry brigades are funded by the private sector. It is
very clearly our position that this is simply a costcutting
exercise and that the Victorian community should not
be put at risk because this government wants to save
money.
Committee divided on amendment:

Mr Tee — You gave a statement.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I was responding on whether or
not I was going to vote for your amendment.
Mr Tee — Where are you going now?
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am going to make a statement
about your idiocy, Mr Tee, which comes naturally to
you.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The minister should address his remarks through
the Chair.
Mr Tee — If there is no question, why are you
standing?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Can I make a statement to you,
Mr Tee, in response, or would you like to state it again?

Ayes, 17
Barber, Mr
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Millar, Mrs
O’Brien, Mr D. D. (Teller)
O’Brien, Mr D. R. J.
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Ronalds, Mr

Mr Tee interjected.

Pairs

Hon. M. J. GUY — Hang on, Chair; I will sit down.
Mr Tee has not finished.

Viney, Mr

Kronberg, Mrs

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The minister has the call.

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 16 agreed to.

Amendment negatived.

Reported to house without amendment.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Thanks, Chair. I was just
wondering if Mr Tee did, because he could not shut his
mouth over there but, as I said, idiocy comes naturally
to him. I will go on to one key point — that is, that of
course Mr Tee’s comments are typically ridiculous.
They focus not on facts but more on spin from a typical
member of Labor’s socialist left, who is more interested
in engaging in fear campaigns and spin. They are not
facts. In terms of guidelines that are in place, they are
around the training of individuals and people have to
follow them. He has not mentioned that in any of his
speeches. That is probably because he did not know

Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy and Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation
Message received from Assembly informing Council
that they have agreed to joint sitting to choose
Legislative Council member and to elect a member
to the board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation.

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Debate resumed from 29 May; motion of
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2014–15.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Having
looked carefully at these budget papers, I have
discovered that the budget is visionless and careless;
that its centrepiece project, soaking up $18 billion, is a
project from 1969; that climate change is ignored; that
economic change is neglected; that social crises are
addressed, if at all, as an afterthought; and that given
the size of the accumulated surpluses — with
$11 billion in surpluses and a $21 billion cash flow
after operations, there are hardly any excuses to be
made. It is like being in a taxi with Premier Denis
Napthine as the driver having his foot flat to the floor
and his eyes firmly fixed on the rear-view mirror. From
getting around the Victorian community, I know that
many others feel the same — —
Mr Ondarchie — Really?
Mr BARBER — I was doorknocking in Frankston
on the weekend, you might be surprised to find out,
Mr Ondarchie. People are waiting for the government
and for that matter for the opposition to put forward a
vision for the future and to back it up with investment
to maintain what is great about Victoria and deal with
the challenges that are coming down the line.
Everybody I meet says Victoria is a great place to live
and work, but four years of lazy government and bad
policy have put these problems front and centre.
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Mr BARBER — You have been busy
implementing the past government’s policies, Mr Guy.
I am still waiting for you to repeal Melbourne 2030.
Hon. M. J. Guy — It’s gone — two months ago.
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Mr BARBER — No. The centrepiece of this budget
is an $18 billion road tunnel that is going to push more
cars into the inner city and yet, we are told, somehow
cure congestion. When it comes to the important
problem of rising power bills and the challenges our
energy grid faces, there is money to keep coal ticking
along for a few more years but no action to boost
renewables or to prepare our grid for the future, let
alone to implement the limited promises this
government made in relation to renewable energy back
in the glory days of 2010. There was the 5 per cent
solar target the government was going to deliver, and
there were the improvements to energy use around the
home we have seen no sign of.
In recent days there has of course also been the
scrapping of every program government members can
find that would have helped businesses, large and
small, to reduce their energy use. This at a time when
our population is growing by 1900 people a week, our
roads are clogged and our trains and trams are
overcrowded. The promised investment in public
transport just never happened.
In the meantime a bunch of other irrational laws have
stopped the development of renewable energy in its
tracks, and I see that the Essential Services Commission
proposes to cut the amount paid for excess solar energy
exported to the grid from 8 cents down to 7 cents and
then down to 6 cents, meaning those who have invested
in solar panels are going to find they get a paltry rate of
return from the power they export to the grid. It is quite
simple. The power company sells you electricity for
25 cents a kilowatt hour, it will buy your excess solar
power for 8 cents and it will sell it to the bloke next
door for 25 cents. By any measure that is a completely
unfair position of market dominance that the big power
companies hold, and there is nothing in this budget to
put forward a different way of doing things, while
through the planning scheme and through other laws
brought into this place renewables have been held back.
There is $50 million though to throw at various
companies to do various things with coal, when at
present solar and wind are cheaper than new-build coal
and gas in terms of generating electricity.
You barely even hear government members talk about
some of the important economic changes that are
occurring right now, let alone what to do about them.
Suffice to say that everybody I have met and spoken to
as I have moved around the state over the last few
months understands immediately that this is not the
time to put the wrecking ball to the TAFE system,
which has been high quality and highly supported for
many years. That is the mechanism that is in place to
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help retrain workers with new skills so that nobody is
left behind during an economic transition and so we all
feel that this is a problem we are facing together as a
community.
There are truly massive surpluses in this budget in its
out years, and I give credit to the government where it
is due for turning in those surpluses, but that money is
being thrown into a hole in the ground called the
east–west tollway when it could have been used to
develop public transport in the city and country. An
immediate economic boost would have come with
such an investment, with a new industry set up to
build rail, tram and bus vehicles here in Victoria. That
could have benefited out-of-work car industry
metalworkers. Improved public transport in Victoria
could break down social isolation, whether we are
talking about people in country areas who do not have
effective public transport services or those in outer
suburban areas who basically do not have public
transport come evening. That opportunity has been
missed.
We have a major social problem right now in relation to
domestic and family violence, and the government has
provided very little extra money to meet the calls of
groups out in the community who are trying to do
something about this problem. With 29 domestic
murders over a 12-month period, the government
appears to be too focused on its own internal problems
to address this situation adequately. Police and
community workers have made many effective
interventions in relation to both the victims and
perpetrators of domestic violence, and these
interventions have been effective in preventing
continued problems. The interventions have been
piloted in relation to certain types of groups and in
certain places in Victoria, and it should be absolutely
clear that with a bit of extra money, this is a problem
that can be reduced.
Now, post budget, the government is starting to make
new announcements in relation to domestic and family
violence, and I applaud that, but it was quite clear on
budget day that this was a problem. This is another
crisis the government had neglected for too long. It took
its eye off the ball, and it has moved belatedly when a
full-blown crisis has been front and centre for everyone
to see. I am not saying this is the only government that
has ever had this problem — I had the misfortune of
being here in the dying days of another government
cycle, during my first term. Through this strange
experiment in government we have had over the last
four years, political common sense has been hard to
find.
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As I said, it is not through a lack of financial resources
that this budget was framed the way it was. Victoria has
a relatively robust economy with some problems in
some sectors, and we have a healthy budget with a
healthy credit rating. In relation to Victoria’s ability to
finance its investments, I point out that as of this
morning the Treasury borrowing rate was 4.09 per cent
on 10-year borrowings. There has never been a better
time for the government to roll over borrowings and
invest for the future. The government should be
borrowing for future investment in infrastructure. As I
said, there is also a very healthy surplus.
Just yesterday I noticed the latest on-time running
figures for V/Line. I was out in Ballarat — another
great part of Victoria — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — To take up the interjection of
Mrs Peulich, I was in Frankston on Sunday and I was in
Ballarat on Monday.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — I went down on the train, of
course. I visited the Eureka museum for lunch, which I
enjoyed. While I was in Ballarat I noticed that under the
cover of the long weekend the government released last
month’s on-time running figures for V/Line. Members
representing regional Victoria will be interested to
know that last month’s figures were below average and
that the average itself for the last 12 months is nothing
to write home about.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr O’Brien asked if I am
factoring in that the government is building the regional
rail link. It is up to the Minister for Public Transport,
Terry Mulder, who is hiding behind V/Line, to explain
each and every one of these delayed trains, bearing in
mind that the government’s definition of a train running
on time is one that is running 5 minutes late. I always
thought that on time meant on time. The minister needs
to explain each and every one of these failures and
attribute causes to them.
There has also been some commentary in Ballarat
about what a great thing the east–west road tunnel is
going to be for that community.
Mrs Peulich — Have you doorknocked Ballarat?
Mr BARBER — I have doorknocked Ballarat on a
couple of occasions, Mrs Peulich.
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Mrs Peulich — You are still wearing the same
boots though — you haven’t worn them out!
Mr BARBER — I get myself around. There was
some commentary that when the regional rail link is up
and running it will solve all of the overcrowding and
on-time running problems that Ballarat V/Line trains
seem to experience. I have been trying to find out how
many extra trains will be running in the morning peak
from Ballarat once the regional rail link is up and
running; I believe it is one — one extra train. The
strategic operations plan V/Line put to the government
early in its term contains a range of modest requests for
funds to improve operations to cope with at least some
of the growth in patronage, but V/Line has been
knocked back again and again by this government. The
budget really was a disappointment from that point of
view, with no extra V/Line services and no plan the
government can articulate to address the liability.
It is disappointing that this government appears to have
squandered the opportunities handed to it with the
change of government in 2010. It is something of a
mystery as to how time has gotten away from it, but
clearly the voters have been left cold by the proposal. It
is a little bit too late for the government to start, after
four years, explaining what it might do in another four
years if it is re-elected. I will be interested to hear the
story put forward by speakers from the government on
this budget, but I think they have missed their chance. I
think the voters are no longer listening.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is always a great honour, privilege and opportunity to
follow Mr Barber’s contributions, because
Mr Barber — —
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — I would prefer to respond
than follow.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, following him does open
up opportunities. Mr Barber is a very clever politician; I
would call him a consummate cynic. You can afford
the luxury of being a consummate cynic when you are
never going to be held accountable for making any
decisions, let alone implementing them. Mr Barber has
found some things he believes are pressure points, and
his job is obviously to criticise, but I think he is being
totally one-eyed about the achievements of this
government considering the mess it inherited.
Our slogan when we were elected was ‘Fixing Labor’s
mess and building the future’. Indeed the south-east —
which many credit as the region which delivered the
win to the coalition government — has not had a better
budget in 50 years. It is a visionary budget. It is a
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budget that I believe addresses some of the chronic
problems suffered by residents of the south-east.
Mr Barber’s contribution diminished the huge
investment in public transport, and I will go to that in a
moment. Public transport was terribly neglected under
Labor.
Mr Barber talked about a wrecking ball being taken to
the TAFE system, when he knows full well that the
reform of the TAFE system by the Labor government
in 2009, which opened the TAFE system up to
contestability by the private sector and registered
training organisations, was always going to have the
impacts and consequences we have had — that is, some
money moving out of the TAFE system into the private
sector. The overall amount that our vocational
education and training system attracts is bigger and
better than ever before. Mr Barber is disingenuous in
the way he spins truth or fact, or rather things that he
purports to be fact.
What disappoints me the most is the fact that he is so
out of touch with the south-east. We see anti-roads
vitriol from him, without him giving any concessions.
He has been saying that the east–west link and
significant road project announcements have failed to
resonate. Let me tell you, they are resonating across the
south-east, which has been gridlocked by a failure by
Labor to invest for many, many years.
I believe the budget is a balanced budget and is a
sensible budget. It future-proofs us. It invests
significant money currently and will make a difference
in the future for the south-east that we believe augurs
well for our region. Any government has a complex
role. No. 1 is obviously managing the budget and the
economy — managing the finances of the state. This
involves making sure that revenue continues to be
generated, the private sector is robust and that we can
actually collect taxes, because at the end of the day the
government does not print money; it manages money
on behalf of Victorians. It needs to do so in the most
frugal and effective way so money is not wasted. One
of the significant reasons we were elected was the
substantial waste and mismanagement of the former
government, which meant that it could invest less in
significant infrastructure that we needed or in the
improvement of services.
The government must manage the economy and
manage the budget in a way that is open, accountable,
democratic and fair. It must also invest in the
infrastructure that we need and improve the services. It
is not all about money, though I am happy to come
back to the money. It is also about reforming and
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making sure the money is well spent to deliver the
desired outcomes.

people about what some of the Greens policies were,
and I intend to do so again.

We talk about improving services. It is not just about
increasing funding to keep up with population growth
or elevating the standards of the service delivery; it is
also about making sure that what we do improves the
outcomes of the community. That is certainly a
common theme that comes from the Auditor-General
time and again, and I have seen minister after minister
implement reforms which mean we do deliver better
services.

In addition we cut payroll tax to 4.85 per cent for
around 39 000 Victorian employers and their
1.6 million employees, saving businesses more than
$234 million over four years. We have abolished stamp
duty on life insurance. We also subsequently
announced a $100 reduction on water bills, and there
have been a number of other cost of living
improvements that I will mention in a moment.

The Minister for Planning has worked assiduously to
reform the planning system. The former Minister for
Local Government and the current minister have
continued the good work by introducing key
performance indicators for the local government sector,
introducing the My Council website to enable
ratepayers to compare their council’s performance
against others and also by introducing a mechanism by
which individual rogue councillors can be dealt with
rather than having to dismiss an entire council. This sort
of stuff is just common sense, but Mr Barber has
skimmed over it because, as I said before, he is the
consummate cynic.
Let me go into a bit of detail to illustrate why we in the
south-east are excited about the budget. Before doing so
I want to compliment the Treasurer and the Premier on
the overall parameters of the budget for 2014–15,
which delivers an operating surplus of $1.3 billion in
2014–15, rising to $3.3 billion in 2017–18, which
enables us therefore to invest the surpluses in
infrastructure. That is going to be a huge advantage for
our state and our economy. Our economy will grow by
2.5 per cent in 2014–15, and that will rise to 2.75 per
cent by the following year.
Employment is scheduled to grow, with the
unemployment rate forecast to fall to 5.5 per cent. In
fact we now have 70 000 more people in jobs than we
did when we took office. Net debt is forecast to be
6.3 per cent of gross state product by June 2015,
declining to 4.5 per cent by June 2018. These are
important trends that will ensure that we protect our
AAA credit rating and future-proof Victoria from the
sort of economic vagaries that have forced other states
into some difficult positions.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — We cannot future-proof
ourselves with the Greens, but I think the Greens
policies deserve greater exposition. In fact during the
last election I took the great opportunity to inform

I would like to focus on the south-east of Melbourne in
terms of Mr Barber’s allegations that there has not been
sufficient investment in public transport. We have made
a $2 billion to $2.5 billion investment in the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail improvement project, which
includes the removal of the Centre Road and Clayton
Road level crossings. The Clayton Road level crossing
is a deplorable crossing, and I have been campaigning
to have it removed and committed since I was
preselected back in 2005. It should have been removed
to begin with, given it is only 200 metres from Monash
Medical Centre, where I often see ambulances caught
behind the boom gates with critically ill patients in the
back. It is sixth on the safety audit list. It should have
been done when the hospital was built, but it has taken
this government to make that commitment, and let me
say, even members of the Labor Party are applauding
that commitment.
The extension of the zone 1 public transport fare is
going to be a huge boon to the south-east, in particular
for those who are not in the cafe latte society and
cannot ride their bikes to work. Being able to travel
daily from the Casey and Frankston areas into the city
will mean a saving of $1200 a year, which is huge. A
brand-new railway station is to be built at Clayton; we
have committed $211 million for 12 new schools,
including Casey Central East Primary School,
Cranbourne South West Primary School and Heather
Grove Primary School. Understandably these are
growth areas, and we need to provide these services.
We have allocated $797 000 to upgrade Brandon Park
Primary School. We have allocated funding to continue
the good work of Good Money Hub in Dandenong for
those families that need to manage money carefully and
frugally.
The state budget also delivers major investments in
infrastructure to families in the south-east by improving
the public transport system and school facilities for our
students and investing record amounts into our
education and health systems. Of course these
initiatives are on top of all those that have already been
committed to, including funding of the new Monash
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Children’s hospital, $81 million for the redevelopment
of the Frankston Hospital emergency department and
$100 million for the Bayside rail upgrade project.
We have provided $159 million to remove the
Springvale level crossing, and I went to the launch. All
members of Greater Dandenong City Council turned
up. Of course many of them are members of the ALP. I
cannot remember whether Matthew Kirwan — the
Greens member who got elected on blue colours —
turned up, but they all applauded the announcement. In
particular Cr Angela Long, the former mayor and a
passionate Labor member, said it was the best thing that
had ever happened in her neighbourhood and
something she had been waiting for for over 40 years.
The impact it has already had on traffic is phenomenal.
In addition to that we have heard recently the
announcement that $10.7 million is being committed to
advancing the plans for the extension of Frankston
Freeway, which has been renamed the Mordialloc
bypass; full funding for the Kingston leg of the Dingley
bypass; and further funding of roadworks at the end of
Westall Road to connect it with the freeway. These are
the sorts of road connections we need because in the
south-east we have the largest number of businesses in
the state of Victoria. Businesses do not want to get
caught up in local traffic. They want a more efficient
and effective way of moving freight and getting about
their business. At the same time residents deserve
improved amenity in their residential suburbs.
Investment in roads as well as public transport, as has
occurred in the south-east, means that the south-east has
had its best deal for many decades, and I would like to
applaud the state government. I believe it will be
rewarded come the next state election.
In addition there is $49 million to duplicate Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road to cut congestion. For those
who are interested in reading more thoroughly about it,
I put out in the local papers a wraparound which looks
at the state budget highlights. Of course there are many.
As I said, they are only highlights. What we look at are
the initiatives to secure our finances, fireproof our
economy, maintain our AAA credit rating and invest in
infrastructure that not only improves our
competitiveness but also creates jobs.
We also look at cutting payroll tax, building stronger
communities through schools and school upgrades,
record health funding, boosting elective surgery, the
1700 additional police officers and the protective
services officer program. That is widely canned and
criticised by the ALP. I believe it is one of the most
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successful programs that has come out of the 2010
state election commitments.
There is the $447 million to expand prison capacity,
and at the other end, the east–west link. It would be
remiss of me not to speak about the east–west link,
because the building of the east–west would mean a
17 per cent reduction of traffic on the Monash
Freeway.
Mr Barber — A reduction of traffic?
Mrs PEULICH — A reduction of traffic on the
Monash Freeway.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — The traffic will go down on the
Monash Freeway. It is very sad that the shadow
Minister for Roads, the member for Narre Warren
North in the Assembly, Luke Donnellan, who lives in
Carlton, is campaigning against the east–west link,
which will reduce the traffic on the Monash Freeway,
which is used by his voters. That is the irony.
My colleague Lee Tarlamis has been campaigning
saying, ‘Denis Napthine cancels all Flinders Street
services’. What a lot of boloney; talk about misuse of
taxpayers money. He talks about people being ‘dumped
at Southern Cross’ and says that the Frankston rail line
will no longer run to Flinders Street or Richmond
stations. Obviously those lines have been ripped up.
Talk about the greatest load of misinformation.
The reason? It is that people out there see the results on
the ground, they see the investment in public transport,
in the grade separations and in the road projects. They
see the investment in schools. I have opened more
kindergartens in the last 12 months than I could
possibly have imagined. They also see the rolling out
and co-location of services at schools, kindergartens
and primary schools. These are all absolutely amazing
investments for the south-east that will improve the
lives of people not only presently but also well into the
future. I would like to commend the government and
commend the budget, and I look forward to seeing
many more of those projects being delivered to improve
the lives of people who live in my region — from
Berwick to Frankston, down to Moorabbin, right across
to Rowville.
An honourable member — Including Frankston?
Mrs PEULICH — Including Frankston. They are
all very ably represented by coalition members, both in
the upper house and many in the lower house, although
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we hope the numbers increase further at the next
election. I commend the budget to the house.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The debate
over the features and consequences of the Victorian
budget are now overwhelmed by the Abbott federal
government’s budget, and the entirely expected and
understandable furore that has been unleashed is
fundamentally concerned with how the wealth of the
nation is distributed. Labor has noted that budgets both
define governments and tell the community about the
values and priorities of the government, and I think that
budgets must be assessed against the criteria of how
seriously they take this distribution question. What do
this budget and the three budgets that have been handed
down during the current parliamentary term tell us
about the values and priorities of this particular
coalition government in Victoria?
In the conclusion to the budget speech the Treasurer
refers to the government’s commitment at the 2010
election to fix the problems and build the future, and he
asserts that three and a half years later the government
has stayed true and has capably managed the state’s
finances. But in what follows and right through the
speech the Treasurer pushes the old lie that Labor had
left the state with escalating debt and that the coalition
has, through prudence and austerity, rebalanced the
accounts, producing a surplus of $1.3 billion.
Now at last, the Treasurer proclaims, after three and a
half years of penance, the state can invest and
Victorians have a budget, on the eve of the election,
that is crammed full of what in the end will be little
more than promises. Victorians remain on the nevernever, with an ever receding future and a brave new
world of commitments heaped on still more
commitments.
What are the facts on wealth distribution? Recent
information from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
(ABS) shows that 20 per cent of Australian households
possess 60 per cent of the nation’s wealth, whereas
60 per cent of Australian households possess 20 per
cent of the nation’s wealth. The 20 per cent of
Australian households who have the least share possess
less than 1 per cent of the nation’s wealth, the next
20 per cent around 5 per cent, the next 20 per cent
around 12 per cent of the wealth, and the 20 per cent
after that around 20 per cent. According to the ABS,
middle Australia is losing household wealth by just
under a per cent, whereas for the wealthiest households
there is an increase of just less than 2 per cent. The
ABS also shows that the household net worth of those
who live in cities is 22 per cent above the mean for
households in other areas.
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The correlation between household wealth and income
is complex because, for example, younger households
have higher incomes and lower net worth and older
households have lower incomes but higher net worth.
But the ABS has produced standardised data that shows
that income distribution is seriously unequal as for
90 per cent of households incomes range between
around $24 000 and around $44 000 per annum,
whereas 10 per cent of households have incomes of
around $105 000 per annum. We know that wages
growth has flatlined. In fact, workers’ wages are going
backwards and wages growth has fallen to its lowest in
17 years. The ABS reported last week or the week
before that wages grew by 2.6 per cent last year — the
lowest since records began in 1997 and well behind
CPI, which rose 2.9 per cent. So there is certainly no
wages explosion, despite the alarms being raised in
some quarters.
I have made the point in previous contributions that this
country is not immune from global forces that are
transforming production, and that the old verities —
that education and employment are the paths to social
and economic equality — are under considerable threat.
The data on wealth distribution and income disparity
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics which I have
just quoted is reflected to a greater or lesser extent
across the globe and will accelerate unless the problem
is taken seriously. I agree with the view most recently
and powerfully presented by French economist Thomas
Piketty, in his book Capital in the Twenty-First
Century, that it is the distributional question that lies at
the heart of economic analysis.
The shocking fact is that there is not a single mention in
the Treasurer’s speech of the delivery of any
commitment made to the Victorian people in the 2010
election campaign. Surely out of the grab bag of
statements that the previous Premier, Ted Baillieu, the
member for Hawthorn in the Assembly, made to the
Victorian voters in 2010 there should be something that
could be pointed to as a defining achievement after
three and a half years in government, but the fact is
there is nothing. If there was, it would have been there
front and centre of this, the government’s final budget,
to demonstrate that this is a government of achievement
and integrity that should be re-elected for the good of
the state and the community.
The Treasurer slipped in here and there references to
increases in funding for health care, education services
and infrastructure, but these what I call muted
references are just the normal expenditure of
government in a state where the population is growing
and we would expect increased expenditure in the
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normal course of events. The Treasurer’s budget speech
says absolutely nothing about the problems the
coalition said in 2010 needed to be fixed, and it says
nothing about how those problems were fixed. The
truth is this is a government that has done very little
other than review and continue on with Labor’s key
projects, cutting ribbons and borrowing the plumage.
Where it was captive to a constituency it has
mothballed important infrastructure assets, such as the
desalination plant — which I guess in a not too distant
time Victorians will come to be thankful for.
The budget speech proclaims a list of major projects as
state-shaping infrastructure to build a better Victoria.
The Melbourne rail link — an inadequately planned,
11th-hour re-election pitch, a botched mishmash that
has cut stations and services to reduce costs to help pay
for the east–west link — is touted as a transformational
project. The western section of the east–west link, the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor, the CityLinkTullamarine Freeway widening, the level crossing
removals, incidentally instigated under Labor’s Project
10 000 commitment, all of these are for the future.
Given that no major infrastructure project has been
commenced by this government over the last three
years, we know this government has form and is not to
be believed.
The Liberal Party has never really stood for anything
other than, in a nebulous way, the maintenance of the
status quo and a grab bag of notions derived from
various traditions that disproportionately privilege the
interests of those who hold private property against the
interests of the wider community.
Norman Abjorensen wrote an instructive piece in the
Guardian earlier last month examining the Liberal
Party. He notes that the Liberal Party is elusive,
contradictory, not given to reflection and that it exists
only reluctantly because its principal purpose is to keep
Labor out of office. In case we think this is just some
abstract ideological point, I draw the attention of
members to the first speeches of the most recent
members of the coalition to take their seats in this place.
These speeches espouse the belief that small
government is good, that large government diminishes
the individual, that resources should be privately
owned, that government should get out of the way of
the private sector and that its role should be restricted to
stepping in where markets fail.
Abjorensen answers the question why those opposite
want to be members of Parliament, or hold government,
and the answer is not actually to use power for the
collective formation of government to do something but
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to do as little as possible or to use power to dismantle
policies and programs that Labor has set in place for the
benefit of the community. This is why Labor has
described this budget as one so modest and faint of
pulse.
Let us not be beguiled by the sentimental and bucolic
nostalgia in the language of these first speeches to
which I refer, because modern conservatives — as we
see in the budgets of both the Victorian and federal
coalition governments — are a ruthless lot. The
evidence is in the savagery of their funding cuts to
public services, their wilful, reckless dismantling of the
automotive and manufacturing industries, and the
thousands of jobs, families and communities that have
been profoundly and irrevocably harmed. That of
course is a shining example of government getting out
of the way.
The Victorian coalition has presided over a vicious
slashing of billions of dollars to almost every service
that working people rely on to maintain and better their
lives. These include elective surgery waiting lists where
patients languish in queues for years, cutting training
programs for nurses and health workers, the collapse in
acceptable ambulance callout rates, and the failure to
deliver the 800 hospital beds promised. I was going to
say failure to deliver even 1 bed, but let us say that
43 beds were delivered and we are still waiting for the
rest of them. This is certainly a triumph of government
getting out of the way.
When Labor was last in office, day by day, week by
week, schools were being refurbished, renovated or
completely rebuilt. Every school community knew that
their turn would come. Except that when the coalition
was elected to government, Martin Dixon, the Minister
for Education, after promising when in opposition to
continue the program, tore up the commitment and
trashed the Victorian schools plan because, as those
opposite say, government was getting out of the way.
Among the tragedies visited upon Victorian working
people, none is greater than the destruction wrought by
this government when it slashed $1.2 billion from the
TAFE sector. Advance TAFE in East Gippsland
sustained a drop of $6.8 million in coalition
government funding and last year lost a massive
$9.2 million. This together with GippsTAFE’s loss of
$5 million means course and campus closures and job
losses. In effect it will mean a merger of financially
crippled institutions.
The consequence of this for the people of the Latrobe
Valley is incalculable in terms of the erosion of the skill
base of the community and the harm this will exact on
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the massive efforts to lift productivity and diversify
industry there. This is another powerful example of the
benefit of government getting out of the way.
Table 1.1 in budget paper 3 lists the output initiatives
that will go to supporting the Morwell community,
which suffered from the Hazelwood coalmine fire in
February. The table allocates a total of $11.5 million to
remedy some of the impacts of the fire. They include a
clean-up package managed by the City of Latrobe,
environmental and water monitoring to the
Environment Protection Authority, funds for affected
schools and early child-care centres, including
temporary relocation, relief funds for businesses
impacted by the mine fire and funds to assist affected
residents.
The board of inquiry into the Hazelwood mine fire may
well show how the level of the allocation was
determined, whether it met community needs and how
adequately it was used, but from what I have learnt
directly from Morwell residents, the support that was
provided was woeful and many felt they had been hung
out to dry. The $11.5 million budget allocation is way
below the $50 million the Victorian and commonwealth
governments provided for the further development of
new ways to use brown coal. In general I support
research that can improve the way coal resources are
used, but such research money must be invested back
into the community to create jobs.
The state budget has been overwhelmed by the
rapacious budget of the Abbott federal government.
Both governments are motivated by the kind of
austerity that inflicts great pain on working people. It is
basically about reducing consumption and public
expenditure and withdrawing state regulation, which
can have disastrous effects on the capacity of citizens to
access the services and commodities they need.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this evening to speak on the Victorian
budget 2014–15, which was delivered by Treasurer
Michael O’Brien on 6 May, which was just a few
weeks ago. After listening to Mr Scheffer’s
contribution I see that the opposition is trying to divert
attention away from the very good budget that was
delivered in Victoria by the Treasurer. The Treasurer
and the Napthine government should be congratulated
and commended on the work undertaken in putting this
budget together. It is a tremendous result for Victorians.
I think Victorians understand that it is a very good
budget. Despite Mr Scheffer trying to blur it with the
federal budget I will be talking only about the Victorian
budget.
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There is a real focus on infrastructure in the budget,
with $27 billion worth of infrastructure projects that
will really put Victoria on the map. The budget has a
surplus which is the envy of other jurisdictions across
the country. Other governments and administrators are
looking to Victoria to understand what has gone on
here. They have congratulated Treasurer O’Brien on his
work in this area.
I want to highlight some of the key service areas that
Mr Scheffer and others have addressed in their budget
speeches. We know the infrastructure projects are going
to create thousands upon thousands of jobs. It is very
reassuring for the Victorian community to see
industries transitioning from one sector to another. It
will improve amenities, it will improve productivity
within the general sector and it will be good for our
overall economic management and ability right across
the state. Victorians understand that these infrastructure
projects will not only enhance the capacity for job
opportunities, they will also enhance the overall
economic growth of our state.
I will just turn to the area of health care for a moment.
There is $1.4 million over four years to boost health
care, which is a record amount of funding in the health
services area. This is unlike the former government,
which did not fully recognise our growing and ageing
population or the requirements of health services — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Mr Lenders, you were the
Treasurer in the former government, and your legacy is
the desalination plant, which costs $1.8 million a day.
Certainly the Victorian population understands the
legacy of Labor; it understands the failed and bungled
projects left by Labor that we are fixing.
One of those areas is in health infrastructure. As
Mr Lenders well knows, there are many health
infrastructure projects that are going ahead. Mr Lenders
mentioned the Monash Children’s hospital. That was a
project his government commenced, and I commend
his government for that. But the Monash Children’s
project that we are undertaking is very much needed in
the south-east area of Melbourne, which was neglected
by the Labor government. Labor looked at that project
in 2002 and denied people from the south-eastern
suburbs of Melbourne and Victoria an amenity that
would cater to that growing population.
I am very pleased that the Monash Children’s project
will be commencing soon. It will be a great asset to not
only Melbourne and Victoria but also the growing
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community there. One million people in the southeastern suburbs will benefit from that asset alone.
The government has also been very focused on
providing ambulance and transport services, including
investment in state-of-the-art helicopters. That is a huge
bonus which will especially benefit members of our
regional communities.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Ms CROZIER — As Mr David O’Brien says, it
will be critical in the first hour when a patient requires
acute care. In addition there is the issue of maintenance
of our hospitals and health services, an area which was
overlooked, severely undermanaged and bungled by the
previous government. It did very little in infrastructure
replacement programs to upgrade and replace vital
engineering equipment throughout our hospitals and
health services. Victorians understand that something
needs to be done, and that is certainly something our
government understands.
On the topic of maintenance, there is a huge backlog of
maintenance required in our schools, an area that was
completely neglected by the former government. We
are working through that backlog. I note that the
website of the member for Oakleigh in the Assembly
says that schools in her electorate have missed out on
funding. She is misguided or has misunderstood the
budget, because in fact part of the education budget
provides $390 000 for Glen Huntly Primary School. I
would like to reassure the member for Oakleigh that
money has been directed to her electorate, which is also
part of the area I represent in the upper house.
Turning to the government’s very important
infrastructure building projects, I want to refer
particularly to the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor
project, a significant project that will benefit not only
people in the area — —
Mr Melhem interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I can tell Mr Melhem it is going
to cost $2 billion to $2.5 billion when completed. It is
also going to improve services with the upgrade and
removal of level crossings. This government has taken
a considered approach in identifying level crossings for
removal. We have allocated funding in a managed and
strategic fashion and are in the process of removing, or
are planning for the removal of, 40 level crossings —
unlike those opposite, who would have everything
ripped up, causing complete chaos across the city. As I
said, the removal of level crossings on the CranbournePakenham rail line will affect the residents and the
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community of Oakleigh, as well as those living in other
areas. Commuters travelling along that line will
certainly benefit greatly.
Members opposite are saying, ‘It’s a disaster, it’s
mismanaged’, or a train is not going to this station or
that station. I remind members who have travelled
overseas, and I presume many have, of the London tube
experience. When you go to a station like Victoria
station, which is one of the biggest stations on the
tube — in fact it is probably one of the most wellknown stations in the London tube system — you find
that of the 14 or 15 different lines that cater for the city
of London only 3 lines stop at Victoria station. People
have to get off various tube lines and get on other lines
to get where they need to go to. A lot of people in
Melbourne who understand how complex rail networks
in big cities operate will understand that not every line
goes directly to every single station.
Mr Lenders’s criticism that trains from certain stations
will no longer go to this station or that is completely
ludicrous and demonstrates how short-sighted Labor is.
Labor is unable to understand a complex transport
system in a modern 21st century city. That is something
this government is planning for. We know our
population is increasing. We are looking at improving
services and providing services to new areas such as
Fishermans Bend and additional services that will be
required at various stations to get to the Domain or
South Yarra, or even a railway line extension to
Tullamarine Airport. That is going to be of huge benefit
to the whole city. Anyone who flies out of Tullamarine
Airport knows about the traffic chaos on the
Tullamarine Freeway — and our government is
widening that freeway to cater for those very necessary
rail links that will be built — and they understand what
this government is doing.
Victorians fully appreciate what has been undertaken
by Treasurer Michael O’Brien, along with other
members of the government, in managing our budget in
a sustainable fashion. It is telling and quite
overwhelming that in an analysis of the budget papers
the alternate Treasurer, Mr Pallas, the member for
Tarneit in the Assembly, made an obvious billion-dollar
blunder. The Victorian public should be concerned and
alarmed that somebody who could be the state’s next
Treasurer cannot get his figures right. As the Treasurer
said, it demonstrates that ‘Labor cannot manage
money’, and we have seen that from Labor
administrations, whether in this state or at the federal
level — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
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Ms CROZIER — I say to Mr Lenders that at a
federal level Australian communities are paying a
billion dollars in interest a month. Something has to
give. Labor is very good at spending money, but what
Mr Lenders fails to recognise is that as indicated by
Mr Scheffer, that money has to come from somewhere.
It has to be generated. Governments administer
taxpayers money, and that is exactly what this
government is doing. It is administering taxpayers
money in a responsible manner — not borrowing and
blowing budgets as Labor continually does.
To take up Mr Scheffer’s comments in relation to
TAFE and funding for vocational education and
training, again the budget provides a clear and
manageable process. We are investing more money for
the vocational education and training sector, with
$1.2 billion allocated every year for the next four years.
Participation amongst a number of disadvantaged
groups has grown, which is very encouraging for
various student groups. The number of unemployed
people in training is up by 116 per cent, the number of
Indigenous people in training is up by 35 per cent, the
number of disabled people in training is up by 49 per
cent and, very importantly, the number of people
training in regional areas is up by 33 per cent. These are
very good figures showing what is happening in TAFE
and vocational education and training. We have some
very good initiatives on the way.
The Treasurer has done a superb job of managing the
budget, putting it onto a sustainable footing for the
future, enabling Victorians to have confidence in a
growing economy in a growing state, getting and
enhancing opportunities from offshore markets,
encouraging people to invest in Victoria and putting
more services in place to cater for a growing and ageing
population. This government has done that. Victorians
are very astute. They understand what was required,
and they understand that we are putting more money
into the delivery of better services. I commend the
budget to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MELHEM
(Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant 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 act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation
(2014–2015) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014 will provide
appropriation ‘authority’ for payments from the Consolidated
Fund for the ordinary annual services of government for the
2014–2015 financial year.
The amounts contained in schedule 1 to the Appropriation
(2014–2015) Bill 2014 provide for the ongoing operations of
departments, including new output and asset investment
funded through annual appropriation.
Schedules 2 and 3 of the bill contain details concerning
payments from advances pursuant to section 35 of the
Financial Management Act 1994 and payments from the
advance to Treasurer in 2012–2013 respectively.
Human rights issues
The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not raise a human rights issue.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

APPROPRIATION (2014–2015) BILL 2014
1816

Incorporated speech as follows:
The budget lays out the most ambitious infrastructure agenda
seen in this state for decades. It delivers transformational
projects that will connect and grow Victoria like never before.
In doing so, this budget will build a better Victoria with jobcreating infrastructure and stronger local communities.
It builds on the difficult but necessary decisions we have
made in each of our four budgets to bring and keep
government spending under control.
It builds on our measures to reduce red tape, grow the
economy and create more jobs.
It builds on our record investments in health, in education and
in regional Victoria to support our growing population.
This budget of the Napthine coalition government delivers an
infrastructure investment program of up to $27 billion that
will shape Victoria for the next decade and beyond.
Over the past three and a half years the coalition government
has restored Victoria’s budget from the structural deficit we
inherited to the strongest state finances in Australia.
Restoring Victoria’s finances has been very challenging. If
budget surpluses were easy in the current economic
conditions, everybody would have them. While some would
opportunistically oppose the measures necessary to strengthen
our finances, we are determined to keep Victoria strong.
Economic overview
Low interest rates, improved consumer and business
sentiment and an improved global outlook will, along with
our policy settings and infrastructure investment, drive
economic growth over the near term.
As the investment phase of the mining boom recedes in
favour of the less labour-intensive production phase, Victoria
is well placed to benefit from emerging drivers of economic
growth.
As measured by gross state product (GSP), economic growth
is forecast to be 2.5 per cent in 2014–15, and 2.75 per cent
thereafter.
Unemployment is expected to remain stable at 6.25 per cent
in 2014–15, before falling to 5.5 per cent by 2017–18. This
demonstrates the resilience of Victoria’s economy and its
capacity to adapt to changing circumstances and structural
adjustments.
Since the coalition government came to office more than
60 000 new jobs have been created in Victoria and we have
the lowest regional unemployment rate in the country,
notwithstanding a participation rate that is higher than any
other non-mining state.
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Net debt will fall from 6.3 per cent of GSP in 2014–15 to just
4.5 per cent in 2017–18. Victoria stands alone as the only
government in Australia — federal, state or territory — to be
forecasting operating surpluses over the next four years.
These strong operating surpluses are critical to Victoria’s
future. They fund our major infrastructure investments
without having to resort to unsustainable debt.
These surpluses are not there to be frittered away by those
who cannot otherwise fund their election promises. Victorians
should understand that maintaining these strong surpluses is
crucial to delivering this transformational infrastructure.
Victoria has a AAA credit rating — the strongest of any
state — reflecting the government’s efforts to prudently
manage net debt and resulting in lower interest costs.
Key to responsible financial management is ensuring that
expenses growth is limited and sustainable. The budget
forecasts expenditure growth of 2.8 per cent in 2014–15 and
2.6 per cent per year on average across the forward estimates.
This contrasts with the average expenditure growth in the
decade to 2009–10; an unsustainable 8 per cent per year.
By limiting expenses growth the budget can deliver strong
and growing surpluses across the forward estimates. By
2015–16, net infrastructure spending will be fully funded by
cash from operations rather than debt.
Building for the future
The coalition government will continue to act decisively to
keep the economy strong, because that is the best way to
generate new jobs, investment and a better quality of life for
all Victorians.
We are determined that Victoria be a great place to grow a
business and create more jobs.
I am therefore pleased to announce that from 1 July 2014, the
rate of payroll tax will be reduced from 4.9 per cent to
4.85 per cent, saving Victorian businesses around
$234 million over four years.
This measure, which benefits around 39 000 Victorian
employers, confirms Victoria as having the second-lowest
rate of payroll tax in Australia. Indeed, for payrolls between
$4.7 million and $26.7 million, Victoria will have the lowest
effective payroll tax rate of any jurisdiction in the country.
In addition to this payroll tax cut, I announce that from 1 July
2014 the duty payable on life insurance in Victoria will be
abolished entirely, saving consumers $16 million over four
years.
This quarter of a billion dollars in tax relief is a dividend of
good economic management.

Population growth is forecast to be 1.8 per cent a year over
the forward estimates, continuing to generate economic
activity in the housing sector.

From 1 September 2014, eligible Victorian first homebuyers
will see the stamp duty concession rise from 40 per cent to
50 per cent, further supporting families and our building and
construction industry.

Stronger finances

Asset recycling

The 2014–15 budget will deliver an operating surplus of
$1.3 billion in 2014–15 growing to $3.3 billion by 2017–18.

The commonwealth government’s asset recycling initiative
provides financial incentives for jurisdictions to divest assets
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so the proceeds can bring forward the funding of new,
productive infrastructure.

major construction in mid-2017. The project is expected to
create up to 3700 new jobs at its peak.

Consistent with this initiative, the coalition government has
determined to enter into a medium-term lease over the port of
Melbourne’s operations and to divest the business of the
Rural Finance Corporation (RFC).

The MRL includes the airport rail link, which will provide a
mass transit option for the 30 million passengers each year
who currently use Melbourne Airport. This number is
expected to rise to over 60 million by 2034.

The lease of the port of Melbourne’s operations is part of the
government’s integrated ports strategy and will support the
development of the port of Hastings as Melbourne’s second
major port.

This project will deliver an electrified rail service on
dedicated tracks from Melbourne Airport to Albion where it
will join the existing rail network and run through to Southern
Cross station.

The decision to divest the RFC business recognises that, in
the 21st century, the core business of governments is not to
own and operate retail financial institutions. This comes
24 years after a former Labor government sold the State Bank
of Victoria in 1990.

East–west link — western section

Net proceeds from RFC’s sale will be earmarked for
productive new infrastructure in rural and regional Victoria.
State-shaping infrastructure to build a better Victoria
The 2014–15 budget delivers a record infrastructure program
of up to $27 billion that supports thousands of new jobs and
will dramatically transform the way people, goods and
services move throughout Victoria.
There are those who suggest that Victorians must choose
between investing in better public transport or better roads.
This is a nonsensical proposition; they may as well ask
Victorians to choose between breathing in or breathing out.
The fact is, with a large and growing population, we must
invest in better public transport and better roads to ensure that
Victoria maintains the livability that makes us the envy of
many.

In the 2013–14 budget I announced the coalition government
would build the first stage of the east–west link as a vital road
link between the end of the Eastern Freeway at Hoddle Street
and CityLink at Parkville.
One year on and in the 2014–15 budget, the coalition
government is now funding planning and construction of the
$8 billion to $10 billion western section which completes the
full east–west link.
East–west link — western section will join the eastern section
and provide access to the Western Ring Road via a mixture of
tunnel, viaduct and freeway-grade roads.
This project will relieve chronic traffic congestion across
Melbourne’s inner north and west, further develop transport
links for the western suburbs, and provide travellers from the
regional centres of Geelong and Ballarat with an alternative to
the West Gate Bridge.
It will enhance Victoria’s position as the freight and logistics
hub of Australia, and vastly reduce the vulnerability of the
transport network to unexpected road closures and incidents
on the M1 corridor.

Melbourne rail link
Almost half a century ago, the Bolte government had the
vision and foresight to plan and commence construction of
the city loop underground rail tunnel, which revolutionised
travel from the suburbs into the CBD.

Supported by a $1.5 billion grant from the commonwealth
government, construction of the western section is expected
to commence by late 2015 and will create around 3000 jobs at
its peak.
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor

While successive governments have made piecemeal
improvements to the network, no government has undertaken
an expansion of the scale I am announcing today.
President, it will be the Napthine government that will now
fund and build the next chapter in the metropolitan rail
network — the Melbourne rail link (MRL) at a cost of
$8.5 billion to $11 billion.
Linking Melbourne’s north and south, the MRL includes a
new rail tunnel from Southern Cross station to South Yarra
via Fishermans Bend, with new underground stations at
Domain and Montague. Two new platforms will be
constructed at Southern Cross and South Yarra stations.
This project will remove bottlenecks and untangle the central
rail network which is nearing capacity.
The MRL will increase the metropolitan rail network’s
capacity by 30 per cent and enable 30 additional peak-hour
services.
With $830 million provided in this budget, Victorians will see
the commencement of early construction in mid-2016 and

Melbourne’s south-east is home to more than 1 million
people, as well as one of the largest concentrations of jobs
outside the CBD. The coalition government will give this
corridor a significant boost in the 2014–15 budget by
delivering the $2 billion to $2.5 billion CranbournePakenham rail corridor project.
The project will eliminate four level crossings, fund planning
for the removal of a further five, deliver 25 next generation
trains, new stations and high-capacity signalling to boost
capacity on the line by around 30 per cent.
The project will also benefit V/Line passengers from
Gippsland, providing a more reliable journey through the
metropolitan area.
The Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor is the first project to
be progressed under the government’s new unsolicited
proposal guideline.
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CityLink-Tulla widening
In addition to a commitment to building the east–west link —
western section and a new airport rail link, the coalition
government will oversee an $850 million widening of
CityLink, including additional lanes from the Bolte Bridge to
Melrose Drive on the Tullamarine Freeway.
This project will increase traffic capacity by around 30 per
cent and reduce travel times from the West Gate Freeway to
Melbourne Airport by around 16 minutes in the peak,
providing a productivity boost to business, freight and
commuters. This project, financed by Transurban, will create
around 700 jobs at its peak.
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deliver far more efficient movement of freight from the state’s
west.
This long-awaited investment will deliver modern rail
infrastructure and transform Victoria’s freight network,
improving productivity and enhance access to the ports of
Geelong, Portland and Melbourne for Victorian exporters.
Rural and regional Victorians will also benefit from the
progressive opening of the regional rail link project, which
has been successfully turned around by the coalition
government.

Level crossing removals

This budget provides $362 million for the duplication of
37 kilometres of the Princes Highway between Winchelsea
and Colac, supporting around 250 jobs at its peak.

The coalition government understands that eliminating level
crossings delivers significant benefits to all Victorians,
increasing productivity, reducing accidents and providing a
better quality of life.

A further $42 million has been allocated to the Princes
Highway East including new overtaking lanes between Nowa
Nowa and Orbost and an upgrade to the Sand Road
interchange near Drouin.

Since coming to office, the government has provided around
$1.8 billion to remove or start planning for a program of
40 level crossing removals and grade separations — the
largest such initiative on record.

In addition to road maintenance and restoration funding of
more than half a billion dollars in 2014–15 — a figure over
$120 million more than the comparable budget allocation in
2010 — this budget provides a $50 million regional roads
package which will focus on removing regional road freight
bottlenecks, increasing capacity and safety.

Five level crossings have already been removed or
significantly progressed at Springvale Road, Springvale,
Mitcham and Rooks roads, Mitcham, and at Anderson Road
north and Anderson Road south at Sunshine.
The 2014–15 budget provides in excess of $1 billion to
remove a further eight level crossings at Ormond, Blackburn,
Glen Iris and St Albans with four level crossings at
Murrumbeena, Carnegie and Clayton being part of the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project.
Further transport initiatives
Public transport travel will be more affordable under the
coalition government.
From 1 January 2015, tram travel will be free within
Melbourne’s CBD and Docklands, while bus, train and tram
commuters will be able to travel in zone 1 and 2 for the price
of a zone 1 fare, reducing cost of living pressures by saving
zone 1 and 2 daily commuters up to $1200 a year.
From 2015, the government will provide subsidised travel on
public transport for eligible international students in
partnership with higher education providers. This will
enhance Victoria’s reputation as a leading international
student destination.
Construction of a new station at Southland shopping centre
will commence this year, easing congestion at neighbouring
stations and improving access to the bus interchange and
shopping precinct.
Rural and regional transport initiatives
Rural and regional Victoria will also benefit from major road
and rail infrastructure investment.
In a major boost for rural and regional Victoria, the coalition
government is investing up to $220 million on the Murray
Basin rail project; a transformational rail project that will

$3.6 million has also been allocated in 2014–15 for planning,
project development and the preparation of business cases for
the Drysdale bypass, Westall Road extension, Edgars Road
extension in Epping and a northern extension of the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway to bypass Mordialloc.
Investing in our future
Victoria is well positioned to take advantage of new markets
to drive economic growth.
The 2014–15 budget invests $17.8 million over three years in
the Global Health Melbourne Plan to help leverage Victoria’s
competitive advantage in health and medical research through
increased exports of health-related products and services.
The budget also allocates $4 million for the implementation
of the Victorian coal development strategy to drive economic
development and potential new export markets for Latrobe
Valley coal. $30.2 million has been allocated for stage 1 of
the Ballarat West employment zone to stimulate growth in
this regional centre.
In line with the coalition government’s strategy to actively
seek new opportunities for Victorian industry, $8.7 million
has been allocated to assist local defence and national security
companies to target major defence projects.
The $1 billion Regional Growth Fund has now provided
almost $400 million in direct funding support for regional
projects, generating over $1.6 billion of total investment
across more than 1400 projects to create strong vibrant cities
and country communities.
This budget also invests $35 million to increase the volume
and value of regional Victoria’s food exports through the
government’s Food and Agriculture into Asia plan.
Funding to further develop Melbourne as a sport and events
destination and to develop key Victorian export markets is
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designed to capitalise on the success of the government’s
super trade mission agenda.

for additional individual support packages for Victorians with
a disability.

These measures include:

The budget also provides $25 million over three years to
establish the headquarters of the National Disability Insurance
Agency in Geelong, creating 300 jobs.

more than $366 million for stage 2 of the Melbourne
Park redevelopment, including a new pedestrian bridge
over Batman Avenue;
$13 million to attract new air services from priority
international markets;

This budget funds diversion responses for young people at
risk of entering the youth justice system at a cost of
$17 million and allocates $34.9 million over four years to
address the harms of ice and other drugs in the community.

$1.2 million to open a Victorian government business
office in South Korea, building on the new free trade
agreement recently signed between the two countries;
and

We will also contribute $4.5 million to protect women and
children at high risk of family violence, because there is no
place — and no excuse — for family violence in our
community.

$17 million for marketing activities, advertising
campaigns and partnerships to promote Melbourne and
$14 million in continued support to increase visitation
for regional Victoria.

Record education investment
President, this generation of Victorian schoolchildren will be
tomorrow’s leaders. The coalition government is investing in
their future to build a stronger Victoria.

Strengthening health care and community services
The coalition government is investing in key social
infrastructure projects to secure Victoria’s prosperity and
deliver the services our growing population needs. Total
additional funding for the health portfolio over the next four
years is $1.2 billion, plus an additional $223 million in new
capital projects. This includes an additional $190 million to
boost elective surgery.
Victoria’s health system continues to lead the nation in
providing responsive, integrated and innovative health-care
options.

The budget delivers an additional $1.6 billion over five years
to deliver high-quality education, in addition to state funding
growth of $1.2 billion.
This funding boost contributes to the coalition government’s
commitment to providing $5.4 billion in additional funding
over six years.
We recognise the importance of providing modern, vibrant
learning environments, which is why this budget includes
$500 million for:
new schools in growing communities;

Major regional health initiatives announced in this budget
include:
$73 million for the Latrobe Regional Hospital to
increase capacity and responsiveness, as well as lifting
the number of specialist services on offer to the local
community;
$28 million for the Barwon Health North health hub to
deliver a range of community-based services to cater for
growing demand;
$14 million for the Boort hospital redevelopment;
over $8 million to expand mental health services across
Warrnambool and Mildura; and
$60 million to replace and improve medical equipment
and statewide infrastructure.
These build on current coalition government health projects
including the $250 million Monash Children’s hospital, the
$448 million Box Hill Hospital redevelopment, the $1 billion
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre in Parkville and the
largest regional health project in Australia — the new
$630 million Bendigo Hospital.
The Napthine coalition government has increased support for
the most vulnerable in the community and the 2014–15
budget builds on that record.
Over the next four years the coalition government will spend
almost $100 million to boost services for people with a
mental illness. In addition, $121 million has been allocated

upgrades for existing schools; and
land acquisitions to meet demand for new schools in
growth corridors.
Twelve new schools will be delivered, including 11 through
public-private partnerships (PPPs), to provide better local
access and learning facilities in growing communities across
Victoria. PPPs involve the private sector designing, building
and maintaining schools, freeing up educational staff to focus
on quality learning. Using PPPs as the delivery method
enables principals to be educational leaders rather than
‘handyman-in-chief’.
The government remains committed to supporting students
with disabilities and their families. More than $270 million
has been allocated over the next four years in additional
funding to government schools to support students with
moderate to severe disabilities. Students attending specialist
schools will benefit from new funding to provide transport
assistance.
This government believes that better education outcomes are
not as simple as merely spending more money. That is why
we have implemented reforms to Victoria’s education system
to give school principals more autonomy over safety and
discipline, improvements in teacher training and recruitment,
as well as a greater emphasis on professional development.
Vocational education and training
The coalition government also recognises the need to invest
in skills and training. Since coming to office, the number of
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government-subsidised enrolments in vocational education
and training has grown by more than 50 per cent.

gathering intelligence to measure, track and respond to illegal
dumping.

The government’s subsidies to students in training have
likewise increased and are now $1.2 billion a year, compared
to a budget of a little over $800 million in the former
government’s last year.

The government will also contribute $11.6 million for
preformed incident management teams to ensure local
communities are better protected on days of high bushfire
danger.

Our reforms have led to students undertaking fewer lifestyle
courses in favour of more job-ready training.

This initiative delivers on a recommendation of the Victorian
bushfires royal commission.

In this budget, on top of the $1.2 billion investment in skills
training, the coalition government will be investing
$30 million over two years to retrain employees in the
automotive sector and the supply chain.

Other measures include:

This government’s strong economic management and
infrastructure program will create thousands of new jobs. We
will invest in skills and training to ensure that those workers
whose industries are in transition have access to the support
they need to take advantage of the many job opportunities to
come.
Protecting a growing Victoria
President, the coalition government was elected on a clear
platform of making Victorian communities safer, and we are
delivering on that commitment.
By November this year there will be an extra 1700 police on
our streets and 940 protective services officers to patrol
metropolitan and major regional train stations from 6.00 p.m
every evening across the network. These measures, combined
with reforms to the justice system, are helping to build a safer
Victoria.
The 2014–15 budget builds on the comprehensive community
safety package provided over the past three years. Specific
initiatives include:
$447 million for prison capacity expansion to support
the coalition government’s parole reforms and to keep
pace with population growth;
$73 million to redevelop Shepparton’s court precinct
into a new multijurisdictional court complex; and
$33 million in funding for a new police station in
Echuca, the relocation of the St Kilda Road police
station and the development of a new emergency
services precinct in Ballarat West.
More than $13 million has been allocated to equip first
response operational units at 24-hour regional police stations
with 580 taser stun-gun devices.
The budget provides $457 million in 2014–15 for the Country
Fire Authority and funding over four years for 78 new
vehicles and over $20 million to replace respiratory protection
equipment. The Metropolitan Fire Brigade will receive
$326 million, a rise of 3.1 per cent from 2013–14.
Environment
The 2014–15 budget continues the coalition government’s
commitment to protecting our environment.
New funding will be provided to the Environment Protection
Authority’s illegal dumping strike force, which is tasked with

$13.4 million to boost national park assets; and
the establishment of a conservation area within
Yellingbo Nature Conservation Reserve to protect rare
and endangered fauna including the helmeted
honeyeater and Leadbeater’s possum.
Supporting arts, culture and heritage
The 2014–15 budget secures Victoria’s reputation as an arts
and cultural leader.
The government’s $45 million arts funding commitment — in
addition to core arts spending of more than $470 million —
will preserve our cultural heritage while also building for the
future.
This will protect the state’s much-loved cultural assets,
support the creation of new work, and bring the arts to more
Victorians.
Initiatives include:
a $16.4 million building upgrade and maintenance
package for Arts Centre Melbourne and the National
Gallery;
$3 million to Museum Victoria to continue its successful
program of renewal of the permanent exhibition spaces,
including the development of new children’s
exhibitions; and
$5 million for the Arts and Cultural Facilities
Maintenance Fund, which supports essential
maintenance works at state-owned arts facilities.
In 2014–15 Australia will commemorate the
100th anniversary of the Gallipoli campaign; a defining
moment in the history of this state and nation. The coalition
government is providing $6 million for Anzac centenary
commemorative activities.
Conclusion
President, in November 2010 Victorians elected a coalition
government to fix the problems and build for the future.
Three and a half years later we have stayed true to that
commitment and capably managed the state’s finances in
challenging times.
We have ended the unsustainable growth in government
expenses, refocused the public sector on front-line services
and provided the right framework to support business and
grow the economy.
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The Napthine coalition government has demonstrated that it
can manage Victoria’s finances and it can manage major
projects.
It is the strength of Victoria’s finances, alone amongst the
states, which now provides the basis for an infrastructure
program that will connect and grow Victoria like never
before.
Building Melbourne rail link and the airport rail link,
completing the east–west link, eliminating more level
crossings, upgrading the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor,
the CityLink-Tulla widening, and delivering the Murray
Basin rail project will create benefits that will endure for
decades to come.
This budget builds on our record of delivery for the Victorian
community over the past three and a half years.
This budget builds stronger services to ensure more
Victorians are safer, healthier and better educated.
This budget builds a once-in-a-generation infrastructure
program of up to $27 billion that will create thousands of new
jobs, grow our economy, drive productivity and secure our
quality of life.
This budget will build a better Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to.
Schedule 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
question for the minister. I understand from reading the
budget papers that $290 million is appropriated here for
the east–west road tunnel. Is the government able to tell
me whether there will be a requirement for enabling
project-based legislation for that road tunnel proposal to
go forward, or is the passing of this budget alone the
last time Parliament will have a formal role in
approving the project?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am unable to give Mr Barber the answer
he seeks about legislation for that project. As members
would appreciate, what we have before us is a bill to
appropriate certain funds for the project. I have
insufficient information to advise Mr Barber whether
there will be enabling legislation for the project.
Obviously that will be in the purview of the Minister
for Roads.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand that the Assistant Treasurer’s advisers in the
box do not necessarily have that information, but he
does sit at the cabinet table.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — Yes, I do.
Mr BARBER — I am seeking from the minister
any information as to whether during the few remaining
sitting weeks for the year the government will require
any further legislation from the Parliament to enable the
project to proceed.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Notwithstanding that I sit at the cabinet
table, I would not be in a position to disclose what is
discussed at the cabinet table in any case. My answer to
Mr Barber’s original question stands: I am not in a
position to advise him whether enabling legislation for
that project, or indeed for any other major projects,
would be required. Obviously that would be in the
purview of the minister with responsibility for that
portfolio.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have a
question on the schedule dealing with the Department
of Transport, Planning and Local Infrastructure and the
appropriation funds. In budget paper 3 there is
provision for a levy. The broad question is: does the
funding allocated in this schedule include that levy or is
that levy additional funding? It is a levy on permits.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — This is the
metropolitan planning levy?
Mr TEE — Yes, that is right. It is a levy on permit
applications that will go to the implementation of Plan
Melbourne and to the Metropolitan Planning Authority.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — The revenue from that levy is being paid
to the Consolidated Fund and therefore it would need to
be appropriated under this appropriation bill, so the
revenue from that is appropriated by this bill.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The figures in
the schedule include an estimate of that amount, and
then at page 56 of budget paper 3 there is the heading
‘Metropolitan and Regional Planning and
Development’ and there are the subheadings
‘Implementation of Plan Melbourne’ and ‘Metropolitan
Planning Authority’. There is an allocation of some
initial $2 million rising to $2.4 million and then to
$3.4 million. Is the $2 million and the $2.4 million the
estimate of the income we hope to get from that levy?
In 2014–15 will it be the $2 million for Plan Melbourne
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plus the $9.5 million for the Metropolitan Planning
Authority?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — The revenue from the metropolitan
planning levy is disclosed separately under ‘Revenue
measures’ in the budget, which are set out on page 78
of budget paper 3.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The figure on
page 78 is $17 million. I take it, then, that essentially
what the Assistant Treasurer is saying is that the
$2 million on page 56 is in addition to the $17 million
disclosed on page 78?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — No, that is not correct, Mr Tee. One of
those is a revenue figure and the other is an expenditure
figure.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — On that
$17 million for Plan Melbourne versus the
Metropolitan Planning Authority, is there an estimate in
terms of the division? Is that $17 million from the levy
going to be split 50-50? Has that been determined or is
there some other breakdown for it?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — The $17 million on page 78 is a revenue
stream. That goes to the Consolidated Fund, so it is not
necessarily directly tied to an expenditure, in the sense
that it is not hypothecated revenue. The expenditures
Mr Tee is referring to are shown separately on the
expenditure tables but there is a separation, if you like,
between the revenue and the expenditure to the extent it
is not hypothecated. The revenue goes to the
Consolidated Fund and then expenditure decisions are
made separately regarding the total pot of revenue,
including what goes to the Metropolitan Planning
Authority.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just for my
benefit, essentially $17 million is estimated to come
from those permits. What we know from page 61 is that
that $17 million will go into consolidated revenue. On
page 61 it says that funding for the planning authority
‘will be aligned with a new levy on planning permit
applications’. I took from that that $17 million via the
Consolidated Fund would then be aligned with both the
implementation of Plan Melbourne and the
Metropolitan Planning Authority. Is that a fair
description of how those pages interrelate? One is a
revenue measure and the other is an expenditure
measure; it is the revenue from the levy that is going to
be expended on both Plan Melbourne and the
Metropolitan Planning Authority.

Tuesday, 10 June 2014

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — It is not a fair statement to the extent that
the expenditure items shown here are new expenditure
items. If there is existing expenditure in the
departmental base for those areas, that will not be
shown in this expenditure table. These are new
initiative expenditures rather than existing continuing
expenditures. The revenue from the levy can fund
existing activity as well as new activities, and this
expenditure table will only show those designated as
new activities.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Since
$17 million will go via consolidated revenue to Plan
Melbourne and the Metropolitan Planning Authority, it
may not be as is articulated on page 56, which is
essentially additional funding. The question I really
want to ask is: will all of the $17 million be allocated to
Plan Melbourne or the Metropolitan Planning
Authority? Will that revenue be expended on the
establishment of the Metropolitan Planning Authority
and the implementation of Plan Melbourne?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — To the extent that it is not hypothecated
revenue, there is not a direct link. But in practice if you
look at the two items on the expenditure table — and
without having added them up — they are basically
equivalent to the revenue. While that is the effect, it is
not technically what is happening.
Schedule agreed to; schedules 2 and 3 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank members for their contributions
thus far and for their future contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2014–2015) BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
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Read first time on motion of Hon. G. K. RICHPHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer); by leave, ordered
to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant 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 act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation
(Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014.
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2014–15 financial year, including ongoing liabilities incurred
by the Parliament such as employee entitlements that may be
realised in the future.
Honourable members will be aware that other funds are
appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of special
appropriations contained in other legislation. In addition,
unapplied appropriations under the Appropriation (Parliament
2013–2014) Act 2013 have been estimated and included in
the budget papers. Prior to 30 June actual unapplied
appropriation will be finalised and the 2014–15
appropriations adjusted by the approved carryover amounts
pursuant to the provisions of section 32 of the Financial
Management Act 1994.
In line with the wishes of the Presiding Officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament.

In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015)
Bill 2014, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

The total appropriation authority sought in this bill is
$115 756 000 (clause 3 of the bill) for Parliament in respect of
the 2014–15 financial year.

Overview of bill

I commend the bill to the house.

The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015)
Bill 2014 is to provide appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of
the 2014–15 financial year.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not raise a human rights issue.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MP
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill provides appropriation authority for payments from
the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the bill. I will use this as an
opportunity to speak about the fairly extraordinary trio
of bills that have just come from the Assembly, and in a
sense to provide context as to why the Labor Party is
supportive of this process.
Three bills have come to us. It is obviously no surprise
to anyone following the political process that there has
been a debate between the government and the
opposition for the last several days, if not longer, over
who is going to make sure the budget is passed quickly
enough to ensure that the wages and programs of state
public sector employees are not impinged upon by the
political and ethical debate over the actions of the
member for Frankston in the Assembly, who is holding
hostage — for want of a better term — the services
delivered by the state and the lives of the tens of
thousands of public sector workers over whose wages
there would be a question mark if these bills were not
passed.
From the Labor Party’s point of view, this house can
only delay the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014 for
one month in any case. We have had the privilege of all
22 ministers and two Presiding Officers being
scrutinised by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. Part of the reason I am putting this on the
record now is because the parallel motion that the house
take note of the budget papers will continue so that
every member of this house will have the opportunity
speak on the state budget. It is worth putting on the
record that this house in the end has no ability to amend
or block the appropriation bill. The constitutional
changes introduced by the Bracks government brought
this state in line with the House of Commons, the New
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South Wales Parliament, the Canadian Senate and a
number of other Westminster parliaments.
In that regard scrutiny of the appropriation bill has not
been diminished. I have forfeited the opportunity to
spend several hours of quality time with the Assistant
Treasurer, something we have done for the last three
years — that has been forfeited in the interests of the
certainty that all parties have described as being
important in relation to this debate.
The second bill we are debating today — and it is
unusual to do this on the same day — is the
Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014. This
is partly the result of how the debate evolved in the
Legislative Assembly, which involved this being a
package of budget bills. We called for this to create
certainty and so the government had no ability to hide
behind budget bills in its not dealing with the member
for Frankston. We will honour that in seeking to get
these bills through both houses of the Parliament.
However, I think it is worth commenting briefly on
what scrutiny has been applied to the Appropriation
(Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014. We have skipped
the stages we would normally have; after receiving a
bill we would normally adjourn the debate until the
following sitting week, when we would debate the bill.
The Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014
has been scrutinised by the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Both presiding officers were
questioned by the committee.
Parliamentary appropriation bills are pieces of
legislation that many members of Parliament scrutinise
quite thoroughly. We had one of the most interesting
and informed debates I have heard in 15 years in the
Victorian Parliament on an earlier parliamentary
appropriation bill. That one year when we had a very
detailed and serious debate on the parliamentary
appropriation bill was, from memory, 2011. During the
committee stage of consideration of that bill you,
President, participated in the debate as a member of the
house, and there was interesting scrutiny of the bill.
We have applied scrutiny to the long-term aspects of
this legislation. There are matters in here we have issue
with. We always have issues in relation to the
correlation between what is in the parliamentary
appropriation bill and how this place works, but that is
a political debate. At the end of the 56th Parliament we
set up a committee system for this place that would
replicate that of the Senate. We have seen the
government use its numbers in this place so Legislative
Council references committees do not see the light of
day, and the legislation committees only see the light of
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day when the Minister for Health has given orders to
members who march in and deal with the matters. That,
however, is a political debate.
In terms of debate on this bill, we use it as an
opportunity to scrutinise the government but in the
interests of certainty and given that both sides have said
we need to put the paying of the wages of our public
sector employees ahead of the political debate over
Geoff Shaw, the member for Frankston, we are
prepared to support this bill.
The third bill is a state tax bill which has some
amazing name the Treasurer has concocted that
sounds like something out of Nineteen Eighty-Four.
We will address it during the second-reading debate
and will not detain the house with that now. I
thought, however, I should put on the record the
reason the Labor Party is prepared to see the
Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014
dealt with as expeditiously as it is being dealt with.
While we are certainly prepared to also deal
promptly with the third bill, one the Treasurer calls a
budget bill, for the record I note that this is not the
treatment members of the now government afforded
to Labor Party members when we were in
government. Every time we called a bill a budget
bill it was almost a red flag, meaning it would be
treated with enormous scrutiny, particularly the
revenue measures contained in it. That treatment
included bills being held up in the house, clauses
being delayed and a range of other such things.
That, however, is a debate separate to what is
happening here — the circumstances of these bills
being dealt with expeditiously as part of the political
debate that has gone on.
There has been an understandable apprehension among
a lot of our public sector workers about their wages
possibly not being paid after 30 June. We gave a
commitment that we would get the budget through, and
this is part of how we are seeking to reflect that.
Without establishing a precedent, we will expedite the
state tax bill, which will be the next bill coming into the
house, so that it can go through today. I will be the only
Labor Party speaker on that bill, but that should not be
seen by this government’s members — if they darken
the doors of government again after 29 November — as
something we would be willing to do again. We are
expediting these bills today because of the Shaw-mania
we are going through at the moment and in the interests
of providing certainty to our public sector. I indicate
that the Labor Party will support the bill and not just not
oppose it.
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a notice of acquisition where an electronic lodgement
network is used to process the land transfer, make minor
technical amendments to clarify the operation of the
primary production land exemption and trust provisions,
and allow the SRO to use certain valuations returned for
the fire services property levy to assess land tax;

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I move:

Payroll Tax Act 2007 (Payroll Tax Act) to reduce the
rate of payroll tax on taxable wages;

I thank the house for its cooperation.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 (Planning and
Environment Act) to introduce a metropolitan planning
levy;

Motion agreed to.

Road Safety Act 1986 (Road Safety Act) to increase the
base registration fee for light vehicles;

That the bill be now read a third time.

Read third time.

Taxation Administration Act 1997 (Taxation
Administration Act) to enable the SRO to disclose
information collected during the administration and
enforcement of its taxation laws to a number of
government agencies; and

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

Taxation Administration Act to allow for the disclosure
of taxation information to other state and territory
revenue offices for the purposes of administering their
first home owner grant.

Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. G. K. RICHPHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer); by leave, ordered
to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant 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 act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Building a
Better Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Building a Better Victoria (State Tax and
Other Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014, as introduced to
the Legislative Council, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the:
Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act) to increase the rate of
motor vehicle duty and to abolish duty on life insurance
policies;
First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (FHOG act) to
enable the SRO to disclose protected information to a
number of government agencies;
Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax Act) to align the
boundary currently used for the purposes of the primary
production land exemption with the urban growth
boundary, provide that a person is not required to lodge

Human rights issues
1.

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

This bill engages the following human rights protected under
the charter act:
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 35 inserts a new section 96Y in the Planning and
Environment Act, which will permit the commissioner of
state revenue and persons engaged in the administration of the
metropolitan planning levy to disclose information obtained
in the administration of the metropolitan planning levy in
certain circumstances including with the consent of the person
to whom the information relates, in connection with the
administration of the act and in accordance with a
requirement imposed under another act. It will also permit the
disclosure of information to certain authorised recipients
including the Secretary of the Department of Treasury and
Finance, the Secretary to the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure, a responsible authority or
planning authority.
To the extent that clause 35 permits the disclosure of personal
information, such as the name and address of an applicant for
a planning permit, it may engage the right to privacy.
However, this clause does not limit the right to privacy
because disclosure in the circumstances is neither unlawful
nor arbitrary. In each instance, the relevant disclosures will be
expressly permitted by the Planning and Environment Act,
and are reasonable and necessary to administer the
metropolitan planning levy and protect the revenue.
Clause 12 amends section 50 of the FHOG act and clause 39
amends section 92 of the Taxation Administration Act to
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allow persons involved in the administration of those laws, to
disclose information to Centrelink, the child support registrar
and the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC). These clauses also permit the
disclosure of information to certain persons involved in the
administration of the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act
1975 of the commonwealth, namely the commonwealth
Treasurer, Secretary of the Department of Treasury of the
commonwealth and members of the Foreign Investment
Review Board (FIRB).
Centrelink and the child support registrar form part of the
commonwealth Department of Human Services, and provide
Australians with access to social, health and other payments
and services. They work closely with other government
departments to protect the integrity of these payments
including the detection and prosecution of serious noncompliance and fraud.
The FIRB considers applications by foreign persons to invest
in Australia and, along with the Secretary of the Department
of Treasury of the commonwealth, advises the federal
Treasurer on such applications. IBAC seeks to strengthen the
integrity of the Victorian public sector and enhance
community confidence in public sector accountability.
The purpose of these amendments is to enable the SRO to
provide information to these agencies to assist them with their
various compliance activities. It will allow the SRO to
disclose personal and business information to Centrelink and
the child support registrar to help those agencies manage
serious non-compliance and to advise entities involved in the
administration of the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act
1975 of the commonwealth when breaches of foreign
investment rules are identified. The amendments will also
allow the SRO to provide information to IBAC regarding
land-holdings and trust arrangements that may be relevant in
establishing whether a person has engaged in corrupt conduct,
such as deception that confers a benefit. Permitting disclosure
of information in these circumstances would support IBAC to
meet its public interest objectives of identifying, investigating
and exposing serious corrupt conduct.
To the extent that information disclosed is personal
information, the right to privacy may be relevant. Personal
information disclosed may include, for example, the name,
address and phone number of a taxpayer or recipient of the
FHOG. Disclosure in these circumstances will support the
core functions of the various government agencies and, as
such, is in the public interest. Furthermore, the agencies will
be subject to the strict secondary disclosure rules in the
Taxation Administration Act and FHOG act, which will limit
further disclosure of this information. Under these provisions,
it is an offence to disclose information obtained from the SRO
unless expressly authorised.
For these reasons, the disclosure of information to FIRB, the
commonwealth Treasurer, the Secretary of the Department of
Treasury of the commonwealth, Centrelink, child support
registrar and IBAC is not unlawful or arbitrary and does not
limit the right to privacy in the charter act.
Clause 39 also amends section 92 of the Taxation
Administration Act and facilitates the disclosure of
information obtained under a taxation law, such as the Land
Tax Act 2005, in connection with the First Home Owner
Grant Act of another state or territory. The disclosure is
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intended to assist other jurisdictions with their compliance
activities and protect the revenue base. Again, any person
who obtains information under these provisions is governed
by the secondary disclosure provisions in the Taxation
Administration Act. For these reasons, the disclosure of
information is not unlawful or arbitrary and does not limit the
right to privacy in the charter act.
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter act gives a person the right to
freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, whether
within or outside of Victoria in a variety of forms.
Clause 35 inserts a new section 96X in the Planning and
Environment Act which prohibits the disclosure of
information obtained under, or in relation to, the
administration of the metropolitan planning levy, except
where expressly authorised.
To the extent that this clause prohibits a person from
disclosing information it may engage the right to freedom of
expression. However, it does not limit that right, as
section 15(3) of the charter act provides that the right to
freedom of expression may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons. The prohibition on disclosure is intended to
protect a person’s right to privacy in respect of personal
information that may be obtained by the SRO in the
administration of the metropolitan planning levy.
Accordingly, the right to freedom of expression is not limited
by the new section 96X in clause 35.
Clause 35 also inserts new sections 96S and 96W in the
Planning and Environment Act. Section 96S requires a person
who intends to make a planning permit application, before
making it, to provide certain information to the commissioner
of state revenue, and section 96W requires a responsible
authority to provide information relating to a planning permit
to the commissioner of state revenue. To the extent that
clause 35 requires a person to impart information it may limit
the right to freedom of expression.
The purpose of the limitation in sections 96S and 96W is to
ensure that the commissioner of state revenue has access to
the information required so that it can effectively administer,
collect and enforce the metropolitan planning levy.
In the case of section 96S and section 96W, the categories of
information required to be provided to the commissioner of
state revenue are expressly provided for in the bill. In each
instance, the information that must be provided is limited to
that required for the administration and enforcement of the
metropolitan planning levy.
Companies will be the most frequent levy payers because the
metropolitan planning levy only applies on the application for
a permit required for the development of land in metropolitan
Melbourne if the estimated cost of development exceeds
$1 million. Therefore the notice requirement under
section 96S will generally apply only to companies, which are
not encompassed by the charter act. Likewise, section 96W
requires the responsible authority to provide information to
the commissioner of state revenue. In most cases this will be
the relevant municipal council, who are not encompassed by
the charter.
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Overall, this limitation is reasonable and necessary so that the
commissioner of state revenue can effectively administer the
metropolitan planning levy and protect the revenue by
ensuring that the right amount of levy is collected.

the large number of car purchasers means only a small
individual financial cost to Victorian motorists. Importantly,
Victoria’s duty remains competitive compared to other states
and territories.

Conclusion

Vehicle registration fees will increase by $25 to $270
including indexation. It is noted that even with this modest
increase, Victoria’s registration renewal cost remains
competitive. It is still cheaper to register your car in Victoria
than in New South Wales or the Australian Capital Territory.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I advise that the bill was amended in the
other place with respect to the metropolitan planning
levy. The effect of the amendments is that the
$1 million threshold will be indexed in line with the
consumer price index each year rather than indexation
applying to the rate of $1.30 per $1000 of the cost of
development. This will ensure that only planning
permit applications for the largest developments are
subject to the metropolitan planning levy. I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Building a Better Victoria (State Tax and Other
Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014 makes amendments to the
Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act), Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax
Act), First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (First Home Owner
Grant Act), Payroll Tax Act 2007 (Payroll Tax Act), Planning
and Environment Act 1987 (Planning and Environment Act),
Road Safety Act 1986 (Road Safety Act) and Taxation
Administration Act 1997 (Taxation Administration Act).
This bill includes important budget measures which continue
the coalition government’s prudent financial management.
Victoria continues to have the strongest state finances in
Australia. We have a AAA credit rating from both major
ratings agencies. And we are again the only jurisdiction in
Australia — state or federal — with a budget in surplus this
year, and every year across the forward estimates.
The 2014–15 budget contains some of the most significant
transport infrastructure investments in the state’s history.
However, in order to ensure that our state’s finances remain
strong and significant transport infrastructure is funded, this
bill introduces modest increases in light vehicle motor
registration fees and stamp duty on motor vehicles from
1 July 2014.
The motor vehicle duty payable on the purchase of all motor
vehicles will increase by 40 cents per $200 of the vehicle’s
dutiable value. Spreading the cost of this small increase across

In introducing these changes, the government has been
careful to ensure that all existing motor vehicle duty and
registration exemptions and concessions continue to apply to
assist those Victorians facing particular cost of living
pressures.
Prudent economic management also means that the coalition
government is able to deliver payroll tax relief to support jobs
across Victoria.
As announced in the 2014–15 budget, the coalition
government will reduce the payroll tax rate from 4.9 per cent
to 4.85 per cent from 1 July 2014. This measure will benefit
approximately 39 000 Victorian businesses that employ over
1.6 million workers in Victoria.
With this reduction, Victoria confirms the second lowest
payroll tax rate in the country. For payrolls of between
$4.7 million and $26.7 million, Victoria has the lowest
effective payroll tax rate of any jurisdiction in Australia. This
demonstrates the coalition government’s commitment to
promoting a competitive business environment, reducing
costs and supporting new jobs for Victorians.
As announced in the 2014–15 budget, the government will
also abolish duty on life insurance policies. This is an
important measure on a number of fronts. Abolishing duty on
life insurance policies will provide an annual saving of
approximately $4 million per annum and will reduce the cost
of life insurance for Victorian consumers. Moreover,
abolishing this duty will result in efficiency and simplicity
benefits for the insurance industry overall. They will no
longer have to deal with duty on two different types of
insurance at two different rates. Instead, they benefit from the
reduced administration and compliance costs of dealing with
only one type of insurance duty — general insurance duty.
This bill amends the Planning and Environment Act to
introduce a new and moderate metropolitan planning levy
from 1 July 2015 to support funding for the Metropolitan
Planning Authority and implementation of Plan Melbourne.
As Melbourne is predicted to add 3 million people and grow
to a city of 7.5 million by 2050 it will face an array of
significant challenges. Government must offer sustainable
solutions to provide more homes, jobs and services to
accommodate the predicted growth. Plan Melbourne will
provide the framework for managing these challenges and
therefore it is critical that appropriate and timely investments
are made to successfully facilitate delivery of the strategy to
ensure government can capitalise on opportunities to
strengthen and benefit from vital economic activity,
productivity and competiveness.
In response to this, government created the Metropolitan
Planning Authority to drive the implementation of Plan
Melbourne and fast-track developments. The introduction of
the new metropolitan planning levy will fund the
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Metropolitan Planning Authority and has the potential to fund
other significant programs including:
planning and development facilitation in state significant
sites such as national employment clusters, metropolitan
activity centres and urban renewal areas to open new
areas for growth;
preparation of a metropolitan-wide open-space strategy
to ensure the growing population has access to regional
parks with a range of activities.
The proposed levy is moderate in nature and does not
penalise homeowners or small investors but provides a
sustainable way for the government to enable the delivery of
land and sustainable development in light of the
unprecedented growth anticipated for our state. A similar
approach has been successfully introduced in New South
Wales and Western Australia where the revenue contributes
to statewide planning funding.
The levy amount payable prior to applying for a planning
permit is $1.30 for every $1000 of the estimated cost of
development over $1 million. For example, the levy for a
development with an estimated cost of $1 million and $1 will
be $1300. The levy will not apply to development of
$1 million or less which accounts for 95 per cent of planning
permit applications on average per annum. The levy structure
will be adjusted by the consumer price index each subsequent
levy year starting from July 2016. The levy will be applicable
to 31 municipalities that make up metropolitan Melbourne
plus an extended section of Mitchell shire within the urban
growth boundary. The levy will be administered by the State
Revenue Office, under the authority of the Minister for
Planning.
The bill also contains a number of other measures to improve
the operation of various taxation and other laws administered
by the State Revenue Office. They will ensure these laws are
up to date and operate as intended and reflect this
government’s commitment to reducing red tape.
The bill makes several amendments to the Land Tax Act
which confirm this government’s commitment to maintaining
a clear and concise statute book and cost-effective taxation
administration.
Currently, three categories of primary production land qualify
for an exemption from land tax. The eligibility criteria
relating to each category are determined by the location of the
land, specifically whether it is in or outside greater Melbourne
and whether it is zoned urban. Land inside the greater
Melbourne boundary and within an urban zone must satisfy
the most stringent eligibility criteria to gain an exemption
from land tax. This is longstanding policy aimed at ensuring
that only land owned by a genuine primary producer in areas
suitable for urban development can benefit from an
exemption.
The definition of ‘greater Melbourne’ relies on an old
Melbourne board of works definition and refers to
administrative boundaries that are no longer in use, such as
old council boundaries. It is also inconsistent with the
boundaries used for other planning regimes and, over time,
has become somewhat confusing and difficult to apply. This
bill aligns the definition of ‘greater Melbourne’ with the more
recently introduced urban growth boundary, a more
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appropriate way to define the greater Melbourne boundary for
the purposes of the primary production land exemptions.
The exemption will be grandfathered for landowners
currently subject to the less stringent eligibility criteria until
certain events occur, such as the sale or subdivision of the
land or the failure to satisfy the requirement to use the land
primarily for primary production.
Other amendments to the primary production land exemption
provisions are technical in nature and will address some
anomalies that have appeared in those provisions. There is no
revenue impact as the provisions are administered on the
basis of their intended operation.
Similarly, this bill makes amendments to the land tax trust
regime to ensure the law operates as intended, consistent with
the way the laws are currently administered by the State
Revenue Office, and will have no adverse financial impact on
Victorians but will provide clarity and certainty for taxpayers
and their advisers.
In readiness for the introduction of a national electronic
conveyancing system later this year, this government has
already made necessary legislative amendments to Victoria’s
duties legislation. We were the first state to take these steps.
The national electronic conveyancing system is expected to
provide substantial cost and time efficiencies for both the
conveyancing industry and Victorians on the sale and
purchase of land. This bill now amends the Land Tax Act to
ensure that parties who use the electronic system to settle their
transfer of land will not have to separately lodge a hard copy
notice of acquisition as the relevant information will be
captured and provided electronically. This will provide
another red tape saving.
The final amendment to the Land Tax Act introduced by this
bill is another example of this government’s commitment to
streamlined taxation administration and cost efficiencies. It
will enable the commissioner of state revenue to use
valuations prepared for fire services property levy purposes in
respect of non-rateable land or land outside a council
municipality for land tax purposes. Land tax is assessed on
the total taxable value of all taxable land of an owner, which
is an amount equal to the site value of the land. Generally, site
value is based on a valuation by a council but where land is
not subject to rates or is located outside a municipal district,
the necessary valuation is made by the valuer-general for or
on behalf of the commissioner of state revenue. With the
introduction of the fire services property levy last year,
however, councils are now required to return these valuations.
Allowing the commissioner to use those valuations, rather
than instructing the valuer-general to prepare a separate
valuation, is more cost effective.
This bill also amends the Taxation Administration Act and
the First Home Owner Grant Act to allow the State Revenue
Office to disclose information to Centrelink, the child support
registrar, the Foreign Investment Review Board and the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
These government agencies all have important roles and
responsibilities. Permitting the SRO to disclose information to
these agencies protects the interests of the community, which
are safeguarded by these agencies.
Finally, this bill facilitates the disclosure of information
obtained under a Victorian taxation law, such as the Land Tax
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Act, in connection with the first home owner grant act of
another state or territory. The State Revenue Office regularly
receives data requests from other jurisdictions. Mostly, these
seek Victorian land tax data to establish whether a first home
owner grant applicant has any Victorian property which
would affect their first home owner grant eligibility in the
other jurisdiction. Providing data to other jurisdictions in this
regard assists them with their compliance activities.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2014–15.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the budget papers, 2014–15. This is quite an
interesting time. We have just passed the budget — or
at least two bills out of three — in record time, and this
budget commits Victoria to decades of funding
infrastructure projects, most of which are half baked. In
fact some of these projects are wasteful; I will provide
more detail on that later on.
This budget further slashes funding for our TAFE
institutions at a time when Victoria boasts Australia’s
highest youth unemployment rate on the mainland. The
amount the government is spending on prison beds in
this budget is double the amount it is spending on
hospital beds, and this is a government that has presided
over a steep increase in crime.
This government inherited the benefits of 11 years of
Labor government. When in government Labor
delivered budgets in surplus every year, it delivered
AAA credit ratings every year and it spent a lot of
money on infrastructure projects. What this government
has done for the last three and a half years does not
amount to much. I cannot name a major project this
government has commissioned in the last three and a
half years.
Mr Leane — The Flinders Street station design
competition.
Mr MELHEM — That is the only one, and the
government paid $1 million for it. Government
members think that was really cheap.
One of the signature projects of this government is
the east–west link. On waking up from its coma the
government decided it had to do something, so it
committed to the first section of the east–west link.
Then the cost analyses were completed and
economists told the government that the project was
going to return 50 cents in the dollar for the
5 kilometres of the east–west link, which led
members of this government to say, ‘We cannot get
away with that, so let’s go and do the lot. We’ll do the
outer section’. At this time we do not know where the
exits or the ramps are going to be, and the
government has not put together a business case. The
government could not put forward a proper case for
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this project to convince the people of Victoria and
Infrastructure Australia of its merits.
The government’s second project will happen in the
never-never. Maybe it will happen in 5 years, maybe
10 years. We do not know. Hopefully we will find out
soon. In 2008 the Victorian Labor government, through
Infrastructure Australia, put together the Melbourne
metro rail project. That project was ready to go. It was
approved by Infrastructure Australia as a good project
to implement. In fact the Labor government locked in
$3 billion in funding for it.
In 2012 the current government applied to
Infrastructure Australia to get some advance money to
progress this project; from memory it was $130 million.
However, this government has now changed its mind
again. Government members have said, ‘We are not
going to win this debate just on the east–west link. We
need to do something about public transport. We cannot
simply concede that the metro rail project as proposed
by Labor is a good project, so we’ll change the name of
it. We’ll get a new name for it — the Metro Rail
Capacity project — and we’ll change the design. We’re
not sure what the design is going to look like. We’re
working on it. We’re not sure. We’ll say when we’re
going to do it’. If you look at the budget papers, you see
long lines of, ‘We don’t know when the project will
start, and we don’t know when it will end’. It may be
2020, 2025 or 2030 — God knows!
The comparison between the two projects is
astounding. The original project, which was approved
by Infrastructure Australia and championed by Labor,
was going to service the Royal Melbourne Hospital,
which cares for more than 250 000 Victorians every
year, and the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre,
which is opening in 2016. It is home to knowledge,
health and education sectors. The University of
Melbourne is also in the precinct. All of these train
stations that were part of the original project are no
more; instead we are going to get a new route for the
project. It is going to go through Fishermans Bend,
where no-one lives at the moment. Instead of doubling
the capacity of the metro rail and the loop, and in
particular being able to plan for a rail extension into
Doncaster and various other areas, we are now simply
told, ‘No, that’s not going to happen’.
There is no business case, no real money and God
knows when this budget is going to go ahead. It is
another promise by this government, which asserted it
is big on infrastructure, but it does not deliver. Let us
wind the clock back to 2010 and the promise of a
railway line to Doncaster. What happened to that? It is
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gone. Rowville — where is it? Avalon — where is it?
They have gone. Basically this government’s track
record is that it makes all these promises and then —
guess what? — does not deliver. Let me tell you that
Victorians are not fooled. Victorians will not forgive
the government for its broken promises, which began in
2010. The government’s promises in relation to this
infrastructure project are no different from the promises
it made in 2010.
When we talk about education we see that this is
another failure of the budget to address the problem this
government created in relation to education and
preschool funding. The universal 15-hour kindergarten
access is at risk. The commitment to funding Gonski,
which involved the Premier gloating about Victoria
being the first state to sign the agreement with
Mr Shorten under the former federal Labor
government, is now up in the air. It is as good as gone.
There is no real commitment to education by this
government. When the Minister for Education was
pressed for answers regarding the Gonski reforms
during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings following the state budget he pointed to
$1.6 billion issued to education in the budget. However,
while a capital program for school maintenance is part
of that, there is no commitment to a needs-based
funding model at all. So you can kiss Gonski goodbye,
even though the government said not long ago it was
really committed to it.
The partnership between this government and the
federal Liberal government has resulted in both walking
away from a national agreement. It is a real shame. The
same thing applies to the cessation of the education
maintenance allowance; it is gone as well. This
government has cut TAFE. It has ripped a billion
dollars out of TAFE and the vocational education and
training system in this state, and it keeps going.
I would now like to talk about jobs. The government’s
record on jobs in this state is miserable, to say the least.
We are losing jobs left, right and centre, and the result
of these cuts is dire. We need vocational education and
training now. People are losing jobs all over the place.
Where are they going to go? They cannot go to TAFE,
because there are not enough places in TAFE. The
government has been cutting TAFE. What is the
government saying? ‘We are spending money on the
private sector; it can give them certificates’. Yes, the
private sector can give people certificates, but what is
the quality of the training going to be like? Let me tell
you that it will not be the same as TAFE training. In my
electorate of Western Metropolitan Region in
particular, the youth unemployment rate is about
15.5 per cent. The only way — —
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Mr Ramsay — Get rid of the penalty rate so people
can actually work.
Mr MELHEM — I will come to that. You are
talking about cutting entitlements. That is the answer:
cut people’s penalty rates! That is what this government
believes.
This government’s submission to the Fair Work
Commission in relation to lower paid workers was for a
3 per cent increase, a miserable $18 per week. This
government argued against any pay rise for lower paid
workers in this country. Some people are on $16 an
hour, and Mr Ramsay has got the gall to say, ‘Cut their
penalty rates’. Is he saying, ‘Let them starve’? He does
not care; he is doing well. He would be on $200 000 a
year, so who cares about the lower paid workers? That
is what this government is talking about. The weak get
weaker, and it is all about cut, cut, cut. That is all this
government knows.
Let us talk about health. This government is cutting
health all over the place. It says, ‘Instead, let’s build
more prisons!’. The Premier is spending $447 million
to build a new prison but is spending $222 million on
hospital beds. In other words, those opposite believe in
spending more on prisons than on our hospital patients.
Where are this government’s priorities? We need to get
it right.
Ambulance response times are another failing of this
government. Emergency incidents responded to within
15 minutes stand at 73.4 per cent. Instead it should be
85 per cent. The government is not meeting its own
target. Instead the government is spending its time
attacking the paramedics and other workers in the
health sector. The government says, ‘Let’s attack them
so they all become union thugs’. What crime have they
committed? They have said they do not want to accept
a below-standard offer. They have had to resort to
handwriting messages on their ambulances to
demonstrate how they are being treated by this
government. Yet this government calls them thugs —
union thugs. I cannot believe this.
I would also like to mention Sunshine Hospital as a
telling example. There has been a 90 per cent increase
in waitlist times. Western Hospital has experienced an
increase of 62 per cent, while Williamstown Hospital
experienced an increase of 133 per cent in its wait
times. This government has simply got its priorities
wrong on health, education, jobs and even
infrastructure. In order to fund its so-called east–west
link project the government has taken $550 million
from a project that was part of the M80 project.
Taxpayers spent $2.25 billion to upgrade the M80 Ring
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Road from two lanes to four lanes, and that project is
now nearing completion. Only a small section needs to
be completed, and it only goes for about 3 or
4 kilometres.
The former federal infrastructure minister had agreed to
give the state $550 million. The Victorian transport
minister was glad to accept that offer last year and
committed the same amount. What happened? That
money was taken out to put towards the western section
of the so-called east–west link, with construction
probably due to start in 5 or 10 years. People are
travelling in both directions on a road that goes from
four lanes to two lanes — imagine the traffic in the
morning and the afternoon.
Instead of doing the right thing by the residents of the
northern and western suburbs of Melbourne and by the
people of Bendigo and the people of Ballarat, who are
getting stuck in traffic every day, the government has
taken that money out to sink it instead into its project,
which will not do much to ease traffic congestion. The
construction of that project should have been finalised.
Another important issue is domestic violence. We still
have not heard anything from this government on what
it is going to do about the problem of domestic violence
and what it will invest in line with the national
partnership agreement. We do not know what the
federal government is going to do. At this stage the
only thing we have heard is basically talk.
In conclusion I want to say this. In the lead-up to the
1993 federal election, the then leader of the Liberal
Party, John Hewson, produced a policy campaign
called ‘Fightback!’. I would like to say here and now
that this budget is an attempt to ‘buy back’ — to buy
back votes. It is an attempt to buy back the trust of the
Victorian voter, which this government has abused.
There is not one big contribution to Victoria’s
infrastructure. It is all going to happen on the nevernever. There has not been one new hospital bed created
or one new TAFE spot funded. This is a government
which is built on broken words and controversy. This
has been a government stuck in caretaker mode, and
this budget is testament to that very fact.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
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BUILDING A BETTER VICTORIA (STATE
TAX AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I wish to advise the house that
in relation to the resolution of the Council this day that
the second-reading speech of the Building a Better
Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014 be incorporated into Hansard, the incorrect
second-reading speech was circulated. I apologise to
the house, and I seek leave of the house for the correct
speech to now be circulated and replace the previous
speech.
Leave granted.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In the
spirit of my contribution to the parliamentary
appropriation bill I will keep my remarks on this bill
brief and make more remarks when the house further
takes note of the budget papers later this day or later
this week. I will say that the Labor Party undertook to
let what the Treasurer described as the three budget
bills pass through the houses as promptly as possible.
The Treasurer has described this as a budget bill. We do
not accept that, but we acknowledge that in the
Assembly we urged for these bills to be dealt with
promptly and agreed that we would pass them if the
government put them forward.
I flag the remarks I will make in debating the motion to
take note of the budget papers by saying that this is
nothing but a revenue grab. In particular we take
extreme offence at, yet again, the slug on motorists that
comes in this legislation. I will express this here and
confine the debate to the later motion. I can also count,
and there are 21 members of the coalition and
3 members of the Greens in this house committed to
slugging motorists; therefore this will get 24 votes
regardless of how eloquent or ineloquent I am. I flag
that I will say more on that matter when we take further
note of the budget papers.
The final comment I will make on this bill is that we are
seeing something very Orwellian coming into this
legislation. I have been in this Parliament for 15 years
now, and I cannot recall a piece of legislation called the
State Tax and Other Amendments Increasing Tax
Rates, Reducing One Bill, even though the net take
from payroll tax is up significantly — by about
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$300 million or $400 million from looking at the
budget papers. But this is becoming remarkably
Nineteen Eighty-Four Orwellian in that what is a tax
measure has suddenly become a Building a Better
Victoria Bill. Dare I speculate the next health bill will
be the Mr David Davis Looking Angry at the
Commonwealth Bill, and the next one from the Premier
will be The Premier Looking Really Angry at the Prime
Minister Bill.
I do not wish to be facetious, but I cannot let this go to
the keeper without comment. This is the first time I
have seen something as blatantly partisan and spin-like
as a bill that increases taxes being called Building a
Better Victoria. Motorists in my electorate do not think
this is building a better Victoria; they think it is making
life more expensive for citizens.
As I said I would, I will keep my remarks brief. I have
kept them to almost 5 minutes, which is longer than I
intended to go. The Labor Party will not oppose this bill
because there are only 16 of us, but we take grievous
offence at the further slug on taxpayers, particularly
motorists, that comes in this bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Even
after I was given the correct version of the secondreading speech I still struggled to understand how it is
that this is building a better Victoria. Most of what is
contained in the second-reading speech is the
government blowing its own horn about how great its
budget and its plan are. But in fact — and I have pretty
much said this every year for the last four years now —
this bill is a missed opportunity to introduce significant
reform of state taxes that is so needed.
The benchmarking by the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission — remember it? — suggests
that Victoria’s worst economic performance relative to
other states is in the area of taxation. This is largely
driven by Victoria’s relatively inefficient mix of taxes,
with the state relying more heavily on inefficient land
transfer stamp duties and insurance taxes than any other
Australian jurisdiction.
Land transfer stamp duties are inefficient because they
discourage people from buying and selling houses,
meaning that Victoria’s housing stock is not optimally
used. It is ironic then that what is being introduced in
this bill is a planning permit tax on large developments.
That has been put in so the government can create a
body — the Metropolitan Planning Authority — that
presumably can tell us what is wrong with our city and
how to fix it.

1833

The people who can least afford to pay a large slug of
tax on their housing are the people most likely to be
paying for it — that is, first home buyers, who have
difficulty entering the market, and the elderly, who
want to move out of their homes and into more
appropriate housing. The people in the middle, the ones
with the high earning potential, are in fact not paying
stamp duty. If you need to tax something, you want to
tax something that is, firstly, equitable in its taxation
and, secondly, that people are not going to try to avoid
paying tax on and in the process create distortions in the
economy. Many studies show there is a significant
distortion caused by the lock-in effect of stamp duty on
property transfers, leading to people living in the wrong
housing — that is, housing that is too big, too small, not
suitable, or is in the wrong place. People are less
inclined to sell their house and move to another part of
the state or to another state for a job when they know
they are going to get a great slug of stamp duty if they
do so.
Insurance taxes, on the other hand, increase the price of
insurance and lead to underinsurance. Over the long run
Victoria should rely more on efficient tax bases.
Whether it is about insurance on homes or businesses,
the problem is that underinsurance is itself
economically inefficient, primarily, because it means
homes and businesses struggle to get back on their feet
after a natural disaster. We are seeing more and more of
those extreme weather events. As both the Country Fire
Authority and Victoria Police noted recently, the
impacts of climate change and extreme weather events
are already upon us.
Mr Finn — British MET does not seem to think so,
nor does NASA.
Mr BARBER — Mr Finn will never be accused of
being a rocket scientist, so he probably should not put
words in NASA’s mouth. As I have said, Victoria
Police, in looking forward to the challenges, in its blue
paper certainly noted that responses to extreme weather
events were going to be a challenge for Victoria Police.
If anything, we would be subsidising insurance; but
here in Victoria we tax it and we tax it mightily. It is
nearly our second-biggest tax after stamp duty. In
addition we also have the question of tax expenditures,
as they are called, which deserve to be looked at. They
are generally known as tax expenditures but include
things such as concessions and incentives that are
delivered through the tax system and that result in
preferential treatment of certain taxpayers, activities or
assets compared with the normal taxation treatment. If
members would like to study the budget papers a little
more, they will find $4 billion of that is hidden away in
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those papers. Typically they take the form of tax-free
thresholds, exemptions or reduced rates. Victorian tax
expenditures have been introduced for various reasons
over time, sometimes to increase the fairness of the
system. It could be that someone’s view at the time was
that it would stimulate investment or meet social policy
goals. Often it is just for political gain.
The point is they have a tangible cost, because they
could, if collected, be used for other purposes that we
might like to debate in the Parliament. They are kind of
hidden. There are some tax expenditures out of that
$4 billion that improve efficiency by correcting market
failures and encouraging resources to flow into areas
that otherwise would be underprovided, such as
charities. Some just improve the fairness of the tax
system; that is where there are inequitable and
distorting taxes. Of course a concession is a good thing,
but it would be better to fix the whole tax mix rather
than just creating concessions. However, other
concessions do not seem to have any value, either of
efficiency or equity, and in fact may reduce that. The
thing about them is that they are hidden. We know the
amount, but they are hidden away in somebody’s tax
return. It is not entirely possible to find out exactly who
is getting them and whether the original aims are still
being met. They have been set and then forgotten. As
many economists have said, it would be better to create
a transparent grants program that could be regularly
reviewed rather than simply burying away a subsidy or
grant through a tax bill and then forgetting all about it.
The second-reading speech says that Victoria will now
have the lowest rate of payroll tax of any state. That
may be true, but if my memory serves me correctly, we
have also got the lowest threshold of any other state,
meaning it cuts in at a lower level of the payroll. There
could be a debate about where those different
thresholds could cut in. The point is that payroll tax has
a threshold, so it means there is a distortion created at
whatever level you choose to set the threshold. There is
an incentive for someone to keep their business small
enough to stay under the payroll tax threshold.
Therefore, if we are going to have a payroll tax, it
would be better to have a number of thresholds cutting
in slowly to reduce that distortionary effect, which is
one of the worst things about these types of state taxes.
We achieved a good outcome in terms of changes to the
fire services levy. Unfortunately it took 10 years of
campaigning and a very unfortunate $20 million royal
commission before it finally became obvious that
reform was needed. That reform was in the realm of
hundreds of millions of dollars being taken off
insurance policies and put onto a land value-based
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collection from the council rate notice. But it would be
great if there was some more energy and willingness to
continue pursuing this area of state taxation reform. The
Greens are certainly up for it. I would like to hear that
another party in this place is up for it.
The bill before us is really the most minor of tinkering,
although it does create some welcome measures. As far
as I can tell the measures do some small things in
reducing the inefficiency and inequitable nature of our
state taxation system but only in relative terms
compared to other areas of tax. If the aim of it is
building a better Victoria, then in all the many
economic debates we have in this place it should be
well understood that reforming state taxes is quite
possibly one of the single biggest measures that could
create both equity and prosperity here in Victoria. We
certainly hope there is some further political will
generated for that task.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank Mr Lenders and Mr Barber for their
contributions. I thank the house for its expedient
consideration of this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

BUDGET PAPERS 2014–15
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2014–15.

Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise to speak on the budget papers
2014–15. This is the second of two great budgets for
the western suburbs of Melbourne. There is no way that
anyone could paint it in any other way simply because
the amount of investment coming into the western
suburbs is unprecedented.
I would just like to highlight my week in the week prior
to the budget being handed down. Mr Finn and I were
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told that we needed to go to St Albans on a Sunday
afternoon — —
Mr Finn — Sunday morning.
Mr ELSBURY — Sunday morning, sorry. It was a
very nice day because we were met by the Premier and
the Minister for Public Transport to announce
$200 million to remove the Main Road level crossing, a
dangerous level crossing, which had been left there by
the previous Labor government throughout its 11 years
in office.
Mr Finn — The most dangerous in the state.
Mr ELSBURY — It is the most dangerous in the
state, Mr Finn points out. I was proud to be a member
of the Liberal Party delivering not only for the people
of St Albans but also for the people of the western
suburbs on this very important piece of safety
infrastructure.
I thought that was pretty darn good, but the next
morning I was asked to come out to the Tullamarine
Freeway — again joined by Mr Finn — for an
announcement of $850 million to widen the freeway.
That was a very good announcement as well. Widening
that freeway will allow for more traffic to get to the
airport and also relieve the traffic issues we have in the
western suburbs. I thought that was pretty good.
On Tuesday of that week our friends in Canberra
formally announced that they have provided
$1.5 billion for the western section of the east–west link
project. This is the second stage of the east–west link
and will mean about $8 billion to $10 billion of road
infrastructure.
You have to remember that on Sunday there was an
announcement of $200 million, on Monday
$850 million and on Tuesday $8 billion to $10 billion,
so I was thinking Wednesday was going to be an
absolute corker, and it was. It was fantastic for the kids
who go to Sunshine College because we committed
$6.3 million to start the works that the school so
desperately needs. It was neglected under the Labor
government when it desperately needed funds to
undertake work to improve the learning environment
for the kids there. That figure will go up to
$19.4 million when the coalition is returned in
November this year. It is a glorious thing for the people
of Sunshine that this school is finally getting the funds
it needs and their kids are getting the school they so
richly deserve. That was all announced just in the week
prior to the budget being handed down.
Mr Finn — Don’t forget Kororoit station.
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Mr ELSBURY — I am getting there, Mr Finn,
don’t you worry. What else was in the state budget for
the west? You would have thought after all of that —
considering Labor had not spent that much on the
western suburbs in its entire 11 years — that you would
not get much more. Instead $32 million was announced
for the Caroline Springs railway station — —
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — Mr Melhem interjects. However,
if Labor had not mismanaged the regional rail link
project to the point where it did not put in any signals,
where it did not have any rolling stock and where it did
not have any money for the train stations that were
needed for that project, we might have been able to
build that train station a little bit sooner. But certainly
$32 million for the Caroline Springs railway station is
welcomed by the people of Caroline Springs.
A new public-private partnership P–9 school is to be
built in the south of Point Cook, which is one of the
largest growth corridors in this state. This process will
deliver 12 schools across Victoria, one of them being
the P–9 school at Point Cook south.
The people of Truganina will be very happy to hear that
$7 million for stage 2 of the Truganina P–9 college has
been announced. That is a very important piece of
infrastructure for the people of Truganina. I was very
proud to not only join the Minister for Education at the
announcement of the first stage of Truganina P–9 but
also visit the school to see the progress that has been
made. We are now funding the second stage of that
school, which is in one of the fastest growing corridors
in this state.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — Better late than never,
Mr Melhem. You gave them nothing at all in
Truganina; you did not provide them with the
infrastructure they needed — through you, Acting
President.
The people whose children or grandchildren go to
Essendon Primary School will be relieved to hear that
$4.9 million will be spent on that school to upgrade its
facilities.
On Wednesday of the week following the budget I was
able to go to Alamanda College, again with Mr Finn.
You would almost think we were joined at the hip, but
that is not the case — and thank God for that! People
are starting to talk, Mr Finn, about how much we are
hanging out together. In any case we were able to make
the announcement with the Premier and the Minister for
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Education that Alamanda K–9 College will receive
$8 million for a second stage. This is a school we
committed to in our second budget, and we are
committing to it yet again and providing it with the
infrastructure it so very richly needs.
A further amount of money was provided for works on
Shepherd Bridge in Footscray which will assist cyclists.
Sometimes we are accused of ignoring this group of
people. Those who are disingenuous accuse us of not
doing enough for cyclists, and I am sad to see that none
of the Greens are in the chamber at the moment to try to
rebuff me in some way, shape or form. In any case,
$650 000 has been allocated to undertake works to
widen the cycling path on Shepherd Bridge, allowing
for light poles to be removed and providing people who
choose to cycle with a much safer way of getting across
that bridge.
Another measure that will provide great relief to the
people of the western suburbs is the changes being
made to zone 1 and zone 2 public transport fares. As
someone who lives in Hoppers Crossing in the outer
western suburbs, I know that being able to travel from
Hoppers Crossing into the city on zone 1 fares will be
welcomed by many thousands of people across the
western suburbs. People from Caroline Springs and
Sydenham will be able to catch trains into the city on
zone 1 fares.
Mr Finn — From Sunbury.
Mr ELSBURY — Indeed, Mr Finn, they will be
able to travel from Sunbury on zone 1 fares. However,
if they choose to stay within zone 2, they will only pay
the zone 2 fare. Someone who is travelling around
Werribee or Sunbury or from Sydenham to St Albans
will be able to travel on the zone 2 fare only, but if they
choose to come closer to the city and cross over into
zone 1, they will only pay the zone 1 fare.
When it comes to transport and education, this state
budget provides a great many benefits for the people of
the western suburbs, and that is before we even get on
to the rail link to the airport. Having a rail link to the
airport is vital for the future, not only for the western
suburbs but for the state of Victoria. We heard enough
whining from the Greens earlier on to think that we
were already at the airport, but in any case we are going
to build that rail link to the airport.
I would like to reflect on what I believe is our greatest
achievement — that is, the east–west link, the greatest
project to hit the western suburbs for many years. In
fact I would go so far as to say that it is the greatest
project since the West Gate Bridge was constructed. A
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second river crossing has been desperately needed for
the people of the western suburbs for many years. I
refer to an article published in the Moonee Valley
Weekly of 15 July 2013 which has the headline ‘Traffic
inaction “to bring decades of gridlock’” — it is an
absolute shame that would happen. The article includes
a quote from somebody who says:
… the east–west link project has been shelved in favour of an
east–east project, which ignores congestion problems in the
city’s inner west and threatens Victoria’s economic growth,
with commuters and freight carriers losing time in traffic.

Who would say such a thing? The Leader of the
Opposition and member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
Daniel Andrews. The article has a lovely photograph of
the members for Williamstown and Footscray in the
Assembly and a member for Western Metropolitan
Region, Mr Melhem. They collected signatures on
petitions and called on the government to build the
western section of the east–west link. My how a year
changes things! I suggest the member opposite
personally write to the 1385 people who signed a
petition and explain to them why his position has
changed so radically in the last 11 months. Considering
that construction of the east–west link was of such vital
importance that a van with a sign erected on it was
driven around the western suburbs, why has the
member opposite gone back on his word? Later on this
year the people of the western suburbs will be
wondering when Labor says something in one month,
what is it going to say in the next month?
With the east–west link we have committed to the
people of the western suburbs. It is a vital piece of road
infrastructure that will assist in getting freight across the
western suburbs into the eastern suburbs, into our ports
and into international markets. This is an important
project because it will deliver 3000 jobs during
construction. If it is anything like what happened when
the Western Ring Road was built, we will see a growth
in factories and warehousing right across the western
suburbs and in the Brooklyn area, allowing for further
jobs to be created, jobs which will be sustained for
many years to come.
The Melbourne rail link will assist in the efficiency of
our rail network and generate 3700 jobs during
construction. The new route will also allow more
people to gain access to that rail link in years to come.
As Mr Finn knows, we do not build infrastructure for
what is happening today, we build it for what is going
to happen in the future. With the redevelopment of
Fishermans Bend it makes sense that we would invest
such a large sum of money in the Melbourne rail link so
we can provide for the future use of the rail network
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rather than use of the rail network as it now stands.
Again, the people of the western suburbs will benefit
from the improved efficiency of our rail network,
without trains having to switch at or near North
Melbourne station. This morning I caught the train to
Parliament. It was a rather smooth run and I got a
seat — something I hope to do again in November. I
congratulate the Minister for Public Transport for the
great work done under this government to improve our
rail network.

Mr Finn — I rise on a point of order, Acting
President. You must have had some sort of powers to
foresee that I was going to take a point of order, Acting
President. I have been listening to Ms Mikakos. She is
yet to make any reference to the matter before the
house. She is talking about the federal budget. I do not
know whether she has confused the two, but as I
understand it we are discussing the state budget papers
and it would be helpful if she would make even a
passing reference to them.

I will be able to go to my local train station in Hoppers
Crossing tonight safe in the knowledge that there are
protective services officers at the station to ensure that
commuters are safe — another policy that those
opposite did not agree with, and another policy that the
Greens also felt was not adequate for the people of
Victoria. I have seen the protective services officers
doing some great work on those stations, not just in
protecting people but in being there to help people out
when they have a bit of strife in their lives.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Ms Mikakos has been speaking for only
2 minutes, so there is no point of order.

I wholeheartedly support the package of measures that
has been put up in this legislation. The benefits it will
bring to the people of the western suburbs cannot and
should not be discounted.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the budget papers 2014–15, the coalition’s
fourth and final budget before the November state
election. Just one week after the Napthine government
delivered its panicked and desperate budget, we saw the
Abbott federal government rip billions of dollars from
Victoria’s bottom line. What we have witnessed over
the last few weeks is the devastating impact that the
federal coalition government and the state coalition
government can have on Victoria.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Are you making a point of order, Mr Finn?
Mr Finn — No.
Ms MIKAKOS — Together, Denis Napthine and
Tony Abbott have declared war on some of the most
vulnerable and disadvantaged members of our
community. We have seen attacks on families, young
people and pensioners — no-one has been spared.
When the Prime Minister, Mr Abbott, was asked to
explain his $80 billion cuts to education and health, the
response was, ‘Where’s the problem?’. Ripping
$80 billion out of schools and hospitals is going to have
an impact on the Victorian budget and on Victorian
services. We are seeing a coalition in Canberra that is
committed to destroying Medicare and our universal
health care system.

Ms MIKAKOS — If Mr Finn had been listening,
he would have heard me say how his federal coalition
colleagues ripping out all that money is going to have a
devastating impact on our services here in Victoria. He
knows full well — despite the state Minister for Health
coming in here and talking about notional health
cuts — that the health cuts his coalition colleagues in
Canberra are making will have a devastating impact on
our hospitals, on our schools because of pulling out of
Gonski, on our kindergartens and in so many other
areas. We know he is seeking to defend his Canberra
colleagues. We know that Mr Finn and his colleagues
are just ducking and running for cover at the moment,
that whenever Mr Abbott visits Victoria they would
rather go into hiding than have a picture taken with
him.
But Victorians know that they are all of the same ilk —
that whether in Spring Street or in Canberra the
coalition is all about an ideologically driven agenda
which is cutting funding to important services that
Victorians rely on, be it our universal health system, our
public education system, our kindergartens or any other
important services. Victorians are not going to be
convinced by claims that angry phone calls have been
made or that leaders have written to their coalition
colleagues, because we know the reality of the matter is
that the Napthine government — —
Mr Elsbury — I rise on a point of order, Acting
President. I feel that after 31⁄2 minutes and only a
fleeting discussion about the state Minister for Health,
perhaps Ms Mikakos might want to get onto the state
budget rather than discussing something that does not
affect this particular motion.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, Acting
President, clearly coalition members are very defensive
about any mention of the impact that their federal
colleagues’ cuts are having on the Victorian budget and
on our services in Victoria. But I am addressing the
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issue of services in Victoria. It is pertinent to the matter,
and they would be better off keeping quiet than drawing
attention to the fact that they are extremely defensive
about the cuts that their coalition colleagues are
making.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
you overruled me after, I think, 2 minutes of listening to
Ms Mikakos discussing the federal budget. Mr Elsbury
has now raised a second point of order on the same
topic of Ms Mikakos discussing the federal budget. I
am just wondering how long she will be allowed to
discuss the federal budget before she is brought back to
the matter before the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! It is a budget debate, and I think it is a relevant
contribution. There is no point of order.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — I rise on a new point of order,
Acting President. I have been listening closely to the
member’s contribution. I have heard her refer to the
Premier on several occasions as ‘Naptheen’. The
Premier’s name is pronounced ‘Napthine’, and it is only
right that people give him the respect he deserves, and
the position of Premier the respect it deserves, and
pronounce his name correctly.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Ms Mikakos to continue.
Ms MIKAKOS — Unbelievable, Acting President.
That was from a member of the cabinet. If that is the
best she can do, I think she would be better off just
keeping quiet.
We are seeing a coalition at the state level that is failing
to represent the best interests of Victorians. There is
absolutely no ability and no will from those opposite to
actually fight their coalition colleagues in Canberra and
get a better deal for Victorians. We are seeing a panic
budget here in Victoria, with the government having
press conference after press conference to the point
where Neil Mitchell said on budget day that the
government was:
… so busy telling us what they are doing that they can’t be
doing anything.

He also said:
This isn’t government; it’s a sideshow.

That was Neil Mitchell. Since then we have gone from
a sideshow to a circus. Government members were
desperate to bring on the budget debate. Initially they
wanted to debate a motion on the east–west link. We
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had the farcical situation where government members
tried to slow down debate on the budget in the other
house today because they did not want to bring on a
debate about the member for Frankston in the
Assembly, Geoff Shaw. If they were so desperate to get
the budget passed today, they would not have tried to
slow down the debate in the Legislative Assembly.
What we see is a budget that fails Victorians in so many
ways. It is failing Victorians in respect of jobs. We
know the government made a number of promises
before the last election which it has not honoured. It
promised 55 000 jobs a year; that has translated into
52 000 Victorians losing their jobs under this
government. We have to wonder whether coalition
members made a significant miscalculation or they
were just lying. The government inherited a thriving
economy. AAA credit rating and a budget surplus had
been achieved in every year of the Labor government.
Since then we have seen a weekly litany of plant
closures and job losses; with despair for workers and
their families and the proud industries that once
employed them. This budget does nothing to address
these issues in any sustainable way.
Victoria’s unemployment rate is above the national
average. Young people have been hardest hit, with the
state having the highest rate of youth unemployment on
the mainland. Some 81 900 young Victorians are now
unemployed. Of those, 14 000 qualify as long-term
unemployed, which represents an increase of 52 per
cent in the last 12 months alone. We now know that the
Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, is about to make it even
more difficult for young people under 30 years of age
to access Centrelink payments. We see coalition
colleagues working hand in hand in Canberra and
Spring Street to throw young people on the scrapheap.
It is unbelievable that all of this is happening at a time
when we have the highest rate of youth unemployment
among the mainland states.
We have a government in Spring Street that is
decimating our education system. We have seen four
years of neglect of schools, we have seen cuts to
programs and cuts to investment in school capital
infrastructure, and we have seen a paltry, inadequate
amount invested in our schools. Over the past four
years we have seen cuts to the Reading Recovery
program, the Victorian certificate of applied learning,
the education maintenance allowance and the School
Start bonus. Families will judge this government very
harshly in November, because they know that the
coalition has invested just over half as much as Labor
invested in school capital in its last term of government.
That is $278 million a year on school capital compared
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to Labor’s average investment in its last term of
$467 million a year.
The government hopes Victorian families will not
notice the abandonment by the state and federal
governments of the significant Gonski reforms that
would have seen better funding and better quality
education for students in government schools. Despite
Victoria signing up to the national agreement, there is
no money in the budget for Gonski. It is interesting that
the Minister for Education’s presentation to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee failed to make any
mention of Gonski. The Napthine government said it
would provide an additional $5.4 billion over six years,
but we will not see that funding materialise. We know
Victorian families are feeling the pinch. They are very
concerned about cuts to our education system.
In my electorate, despite the population of the northern
suburbs of Melbourne growing, a number of schools
have continually missed out on capital funding over the
past four years. The government promised $5.6 million
for improvements to the Rosanna Golf Links Primary
School and a junior school upgrade, but it will only
receive $1.2 million in 2014–15, which is a fraction of
what was pledged. Viewbank College has missed out
on an upgrade, and William Ruthven Secondary
College received no funding in this year’s budget. That
school has been waiting for more than three years for
further funding. Greensborough College again missed
out on much-needed capital and maintenance funding.
Dallas Brooks Community Primary School was again
left waiting for the completion of the school.
Our TAFEs in the northern suburbs have been
extremely hard hit by the reduction of $124 million in
the budget for spending on TAFEs. With such a high
youth unemployment rate it beggars belief that the
government is continuing its systematic attack on
TAFEs, leaving our young people with fewer choices
as campuses continue to close. It has been reported that
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE is in financial
crisis and has used up all its financial reserves covering
the gaps left by this government. This has caused
concern that it will not be able to purchase the
Swinburne University Prahran campus as planned. It
has already announced it will be closing its
Greensborough campus, forcing 450 students to
relocate. It is clear that the government has absolutely
no interest in supporting education, our schools and our
TAFEs across the state.
We have seen a paltry investment in terms of early
childhood education, in particular kindergarten capital
infrastructure. In community services we have seen the
reannouncement of funding from last year’s budget. In
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a panic after explosive reports of paedophile rings
preying on children in residential care the Minister for
Community Services announced a five-year out-ofhome-care plan which was substantially a
reannouncement of $91 million in funding out of a total
of $128 million in funding from last year’s budget. You
have to wonder why the minister did not spend the
money addressing these issues last year but instead
decided to warehouse the funding and reannounce it
this year.
The government does not have a plan to address the
issues that I referred to in my members statement
earlier today about the understaffing and
underresourcing of residential care. The Salvation
Army announced recently that it is handing back
residential care units to the government because of a
lack of funding. The budget does not articulate how the
government is going to recruit more foster carers into
the system. The Auditor-General recently made some
very damning findings in respect of our child protection
system, yet the government’s plan and the funding in
the budget do not go anywhere near addressing these
issues.
With respect to seniors, we have seen $75 million in
cuts to public aged care despite our ageing population.
Since the election of the government more than
400 public aged-care beds have been lost and seven
public aged-care facilities have been closed, with
another one on the way.
We have had devastating cuts to our health system.
Local hospitals in my electorate have been devastated
by the Napthine government cutting $131 million so far
from the health system. We have had further cuts to the
health system made by the Abbott federal government
as well. All of these things, including the $7 GP tax, are
going to have a devastating impact on my constituents
and Victorians across the board in terms of access to
our health system.
There is inadequate funding in the budget for disability
services. There is nothing in terms of respite care to
support families who are in crisis and who need
support. This budget fails to address significant and
pressing issues relating to further funding in education,
health, public transport and so many other vital services
that Victorians deserve. Only Labor will invest in a
Victoria that leaves no-one behind.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is
with great pleasure that I rise to speak on the Victorian
budget papers. I do so having witnessed the passage of
the budget bills — the three appropriation bills — in
record time. Talk about sideshows! What we have seen
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from opposition members over the past week is a desire
to talk about anything but the budget. The reason they
do not want to talk about the Victorian budget is that it
is a very good budget, a very healthy budget and a
budget that opposition members have supported. It has
been passed and now hopefully is on its way to the
Governor. It is a budget that delivers on the promises
made by this government three and a half years ago
when it was elected by the people of Victoria who
made a very wise decision to get rid of the Labor
government just in the nick of time. The reason I say
that is that one has only to look, as Ms Mikakos
endeavoured to do in her contribution, at the mess that
has been inherited by the federal coalition government,
which is cleaning up after another failed Labor
government, to remember the state that Labor leaves
governments in, and it is important to remember that.
Mr Melhem talked about Fightback, which reminded
me of one of Labor’s iconic Prime Ministers in the
recent era — namely, Paul Keating. I remember Paul
Keating, and my cousins remember Paul Keating,
because they had to pay the exorbitant interest rates that
he kept in place — —
Mr Finn — Deliberately.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — Deliberately, because he
had just learnt about the J curve from one of his
economic gurus, as he has admitted. He took us down
the S bend because he gave us the recession we had to
have. Around the same time this state was doubly
cursed because it had, as we remember, the Cain and
Kirner governments in Victoria. That appalling fiscal
record of those Labor governments is in my memory.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — We could go back to
Whitlam, Mr Finn, but I want to talk about the state
budget, so I will let you take up that one, if you wish. It
is time that we saw the results of prudent financial
management appreciated. While we remember what
happens under Labor governments, we must also not
forget the hard work that results in a balanced budget
and in surpluses being promised and having been
delivered in every year of this government. That is one
of the critical distinctions between the previous state
government and this coalition government.
Those opposite try to fudge things when we on this side
talk about our AAA rating. Mr Lenders, a failed former
Treasurer, and others opposite often say they had a
AAA rating too. They did, but that was predominantly
as a result of the work that had been done by the
Howard-Costello governments to get us out of the Paul
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Keating recession and also by the work that was done
by the Kennett government in Victoria to get us out of
the Cain-Kirner wreck. In talking about what the
government has been able to deliver with this budget, it
is important to remember that it is the result of the
previous three years of prudent financial management.
That has sometimes required making hard decisions.
The government is proud to say it has delivered on its
election commitments and has delivered surplus
budgets, albeit initially with small surpluses.
The government has delivered on those commitments
time and again, and such is acknowledged in the media
and by the performance of people such as a member of
the Labor Party who used to sit in this place, Martin
Pakula, now the member for Lyndhurst in the other
place. I have had the pleasure over the past three years
of sitting as a member of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC), of which Mr Pakula is
also a member. In his most recent contribution,
Mr Lenders acknowledged that the hearings of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee are an
important opportunity to provide scrutiny of the budget.
That scrutiny has been applied.
During the three and a bit years that I have been a
member of PAEC, Mr Pakula and the other Labor
members of PAEC — for some time, Ms Hennessy, the
member for Altona in the Assembly, and now
Ms Garrett, the member for Brunswick in the
Assembly, and Mr Scott, the member for Preston in the
Assembly and shadow Minister for Finance — have
done their best to try to punch holes in the Victorian
government’s budgets. They have tried to prove that
ministers have miscalculated some aspect of each of
their individual portfolio responsibilities. What have
they managed to achieve? They have achieved nothing
in terms of actually landing any blows on this budget.
That is because it has been well put together by both the
previous Treasurer and the current Treasurer. The
budget is based on the bedrock of a sound structure
with a fiscal surplus that was put into the budgetary
forecasts from the time we on this side took
government. That has been continued with this record
$27 billion infrastructure-shaping budget that can be
implemented and that I am very proud to be speaking
on.
What did Mr Pakula do? It was similar to what we have
just seen from Mr Lenders and Mr Andrews, the Leader
of the Opposition and member for Mulgrave in the
other place. Mr Pakula decided that PAEC was the
problem. When Labor was in government Mr Pakula
asked Dorothy Dixers, but then he decided that too
many Dorothy Dixers were being asked at the PAEC
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hearings. Questions called Dorothy Dixers are asked by
government members. That was done when those
opposite were in government, and that is done now that
we are in government. Those questions are often useful
exercises to allow a minister to talk about some of the
good things in a portfolio area.
What is interesting is that Mr Pakula, like Mr Lenders,
did not seem to have any complaints about the
operations of or the scrutiny applied by PAEC during
the 11 years that people like Mr Rich-Phillips, now the
Assistant Treasurer, sat as members of PAEC and
punched hole after hole in the appalling record of Labor
in major project management. It was not only the
members of PAEC who punched those holes. Many of
them were driven like a Mack truck right through the
heart of planning for the announcements of those
projects. That was done by the Auditor-General. Some
of them were self-punched — because there was
absolutely no business case at all for them. The food
bowl modernisation project did not have a business
case. When under freedom of information the
government was asked to produce such a case its
members could not produce one. It was a simple
answer; they did not do one for a nearly $1 billion
project. Then we have the legacy of the desalination
plant.
We must not forget those records. It is probably the
easiest aspect of government by which to compare and
contrast those who sit on this side of the chamber with
those who sit on the other side. When we all talk about
the scarcities and about the tough decisions that are
made in government — and tough decisions need to be
made — let us not forget the number of tough decisions
that this government has to make to get us out of the
mess that Labor Party members left us in.
When those opposite talk about so-called cuts — which
actually are not in the Victorian budget by which the
government is delivering record spending on health,
education and many of the other areas where
Ms Mikakos alleged there have been funding cuts —
and fiscal management and accountability, let us
remember that in my lifetime, and I am sure in lifetimes
before, it has been the job of a coalition government to
clean up the mess that has been left to it by Labor.
Those thinking about the choices that will be available
to the Victorian community on 29 November should
not forget. Just because we are now starting to see the
record and the $27 billion infrastructure spend, the
operating surpluses that have been delivered, the
reduction in net debt, the $2.8 billion initiatives for
schools, the payroll tax cuts and other job creating
initiatives that this budget delivers, we do not want to
become complacent. We must not believe that by
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reason of sideshow politics it is safe to go back into the
water and put back a Labor government in this state.
That is absolutely apparent in the behaviour of
opposition members over recent weeks, in particular
today when we have had no complaints from
Mr Melhem about the actual budget, including the
east–west link project. Why? Because he supports the
east–west link. We know Mr Melhem supports the
east–west link because he said he did before he was
elected. At the time he was trying to direct the Labor
Party on where it should go.
Mr Finn — I have often told it where to go.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — I am sure Mr Finn still
will, and he will be able to tell Mr Melhem where to go
on the east–west link when it is delivered by this
government. Hopefully there will be no interference
due to a change of government in November.
This government has been very careful in the promises
it has made. My regional electorate represents a third of
the state, and the most significant promise from that
perspective is the centrepiece of not only this budget
but of budgets for the past four years — that is, the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund. That fund has been
enshrined in legislation for two terms of government,
which will cover eight years. Thank God it has been put
in legislation, because we witnessed the spectacle of
Jacinta Allan, the shadow Minister for Regional and
Rural Development and the member for Bendigo East
in the Assembly, trying to find out where this money
was when in fact it was in the budget the whole time. It
was not only in the budget, it was in legislation.
From the opposition we can see the dangers of going
back into the water. In metaphorical terms it is like it
was in Jaws 2, Jaws 3 and Jaws 4 — do not go back
into the water because there are sharks out there and
other creatures of the sea who will take this economy
down. We should not risk sound financial management
on flimsy promises and the politics of spin, which the
Labor Party is pretty good at. It is very good at running
a sideshow; it is very good at putting on political
advertisements. It is just not that good at running
businesses. It is not even that good at running unions
and has had a few problems there of late.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — Mr Finn is right; Labor is
very good at spending other people’s money. That is
quite a sad state of affairs and shows what happens
when you take your constituents for granted, as it has.
The union movement has taken hardworking Victorians
for granted. What this government is delivering with its
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very positive budget is not only sound financial
management with a $1.3 billion surplus and the
maintenance of the AAA credit rating but also
significant regional infrastructure.
I will now talk about a couple of projects that affect my
electorate. I start with the rail infrastructure and the
$220 million that has been announced to build the
Mildura to Geelong rail standardisation link as part of
the Murray Basin rail project. What a fantastic initiative
this project is. It is the sort of thing that has been called
for by communities across Victoria. It will benefit the
whole of Victoria for many years. For many years
people have talked about building this rail link,
including the previous government which in fact talked
about it for a long time but never delivered 1 centimetre
of actual track during its term in government.
The coalition has been able to announce this project as
a result of the hard work of the fantastic local member
for Mildura in the Assembly, Peter Crisp, and the work
of all coalition members representing the north and the
west of the state. The coalition’s ability to soundly
manage budgets and to deliver surplus budgets which
enable it to build infrastructure projects like this will
transform the movement of freight across this state,
particularly as we take up a dynamic opportunity that
regional Victoria has worked very hard to achieve —
that is, the challenge to double our food and fibre
exports, a target that has been set by Mr Walsh,
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security, amongst
others.
Other rail infrastructure upgrades have included
$5.8 million to improve disability access at the Geelong
station; upgrades to the Geelong bus interchange at
Moorabool Street and North Shore in Geelong to
improve links to train services; $14.3 million for rail
crossing improvements on the Ballarat line; and
$1.3 million for planning the Avalon rail link.
Road infrastructure is very important for the economy
in my electorate. We cannot just depend on rail. Much
as we would like to put as much of our freight and as
many of our passengers on rail, we have a dispersed
road network. I have talked about the east–west link
and the benefits that will have to all of Victoria,
particularly those who wish to bypass the congestion in
Melbourne. It will benefit the residents of Melbourne,
regional residents and regional businesses, particularly
our commuters and others who have to travel frequently
from Geelong and Ballarat and who have to access the
West Gate Bridge. There are also all the reasons that
were espoused by Mr Melhem when he promoted this
project, and I think he probably still supports it.
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A project that I have been particularly keen to push for
in my electorate is the upgrade of the Western Highway
and the planning studies involved in that. Over
successive budgets we have seen this government
deliver a number of important sections, and that has
also been supported by federal government
contributions. In this budget there are strategic planning
studies not only for road bypasses but also for structural
plans in the important towns in the centre of my
western Victoria electorate — Ararat and Beaufort.
I am pleased that the Minister for Planning is in the
house, because planning for long-term growth is
something the minister has spoken about for many
years, and he has heard me speak about it. As
parliamentarians and members of a government that
can deliver sound financial management, long-term
planning is incredibly important. However, those plans
must have the support of local communities. Local
communities need to be consulted, and the plans need
to reflect the dreams and ambitions of those
communities. State and federal governments can then
come to the party and deliver financially responsible
and prudently managed critical infrastructure which
will result in growth in these important areas in my
electorate.
In relation to the towns of Beaufort and Ararat, many
elected representatives of relevant shires were involved.
I commend the mayors of the various shires, starting
with the mayor of the Shire of Northern Grampians,
Kevin Erwin, who as chair of the Western Highway
Action Committee lobbied me and other members of
the government extensively on the importance of this
project. He was joined by representatives of the various
shires represented on the Western Highway Action
Committee, including mayors Paul Hooper from the
Ararat Rural City Council, Robert Vance from the
Pyrenees Shire Council, Joshua Morris from the
Ballarat City Council and Paul Tatchell from the
Moorabool Shire Council, and others to jointly put
together a comprehensive and cohesive case for the
strategic planning of these towns. It was not just about
the need for a road bypass; it was also about the
importance of having the certainty that long-term
infrastructure planning can deliver not only to the
people who would be affected by the road but to all
those who wish to see their towns grow and prosper.
This is why this government has been very careful with
programs like the Regional Growth Fund and in the
delivery of the regional growth plans — as Minister
Guy and the Deputy Premier in his capacity as Minister
for Regional and Rural Development have outlined
time and again — to ensure that these plans are built
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from the ground up, are budgeted for and can be
delivered.
As the first speaker for The Nationals I get a large
amount of time to make a contribution, and I am not
going to take it all, much as I could talk about this
budget — I will not say ad nauseam — for a very long
time.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — It’s such a good budget.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — I am confident that I can
resume my seat shortly knowing that my good
colleague Mr Danny O’Brien will speak about some of
the important things that have been delivered in the east
of the state. This is indeed a budget that delivers not
only across infrastructure but also across other areas
that matter.
I would like to finish on this important note. One other
aspect where we have delivered, through Mr Drum and
before him Mr Delahunty, the member for Lowan in
the Assembly and the former Minister for Veterans’
Affairs, is something I think represents — if we are
remembering — sacrifices made a very long time ago,
well before my lifetime; I am talking about the
centenary of Anzac funding we have delivered. Picking
up the charge a former member for Eastern Victoria
Region and former Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Peter Hall, left us with, which was to reach out
to the other side and see what unites us, I am sure I
speak on this aspect with the support of members such
as Mr Tarlamis. We are moving towards the centenary
of Anzac. I have recently witnessed the celebrations of
the 66th anniversary of Israel’s independence, and I
have also seen on television the celebration of the
anniversary of D-Day and the liberation of Europe from
the Nazis, which in a sense coalesce quite well.
In my life before coming into Parliament I had
involvement in the consideration of a very poor Labor
government decision, one which I think goes to the
heart of the way Labor members do things as compared
to the way we act. This was the decision of the Labor
government to put the Avenue of Honour in Bacchus
Marsh up for demolition. There were 11 trees,
including a tree planted to commemorate Victoria
Cross winner Rupert ‘Mick’ Moon and his brother,
whose daughter appeared at the hearing. Thankfully we
were successful, in one of those last cases, in putting
the avenue on the heritage register, and those trees have
been preserved. Mr Ramsay, Mr Mulder as the Minister
for Roads, and I and others have ensured that there is
long-term planning for Bacchus Marsh whilst those
important trees are maintained.
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Sacrifices were made by western Victorians and by all
Australians to ensure that we can live in this wonderful
democratic state where we can have intelligent debate
on occasions and fierce debate on occasions and resolve
the state’s affairs in a multicultural manner in the way
that the current and former ministers for multicultural
affairs and citizenship, Mr Guy and Mr Kotsiras, the
member for Bulleen in the Assembly, and other
ministers have outlined, whereby we celebrate what
unites us, including our diversity. We ought to be very
proud that we can do that. It relates to the fact that we
have passed this budget and that we will go to an
election, hopefully with the correct result, and we will
celebrate the sacrifices that have been made, thanks to
the funding. We encourage all Victorian communities,
the members of which made deep sacrifices, to engage
in that important centenary of Anzac. We will decide
our future democratically, and that is something we
should never forget.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make a contribution to this debate
about the budget. I say at the outset that the budget is
cold comfort for the families in Northern Victoria
Region, who were hoping for a budget that was going
to create jobs and provide much-needed support for
both education and health services in the electorate. To
all the northern Victorians on hospital waiting lists, to
those who have lost their jobs since the LiberalNationals coalition came to power, to the students who
cannot get into TAFE, to the schools that require major
maintenance work and upgrades, and to the councils
that have advocated for significant projects such as
bridges, bypasses and rail upgrades, this budget is an
abysmal disappointment.
Our hospitals are in crisis, jobs are disappearing, TAFE
has been gutted and our schools are falling apart. Once
again regional Victoria has been abandoned, receiving
only 4 per cent of the state’s total infrastructure funding
in what is a desperate attempt by the Napthine
government to shore up support in metropolitan
Melbourne in an election year. What is even more
galling is that the state government has run full-page
colour advertisements in newspapers across northern
Victoria promoting its metropolitan rail investments
and the east–west tunnel. Schools in marginal seats that
had not lobbied for money have been given huge
amounts of funding while others that desperately need
funding have received nothing. This is a real slap in the
face for rural and regional communities which also took
a significant hit in the previous budget.
The Napthine government promised increased safety
measures for our hospitals. It promised it would
decrease outpatient waiting times. It promised it would
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decrease elective surgery waiting lists and it promised
800 new hospital beds. However, we did not see any of
this in the budget. None of these promises has been met
in the budget. In fact Dr Napthine is spending more
than twice as much on prison beds as he is on hospital
beds. The Australian Nursing & Midwifery Federation
took to Twitter to register its disbelief about this. It said:
871 new beds for Vic jails? You have to go to jail to get a
bed? Where are our 800 additional public hospital beds?

This budget does nothing to promote or support the
many benefits of living in regional and rural Victoria.
The government will spend $27 billion on infrastructure
throughout the state, and it has put only $1.2 billion
towards infrastructure in regional areas — that is, only
4 per cent of the total is being spent on regional
infrastructure. The coalition will spend $124 million
less on TAFE. It will cut 542 jobs, or 25 per cent of the
workforce, at the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries, a key department supporting
regional Victoria. Across Victoria Denis Napthine has
cut $826 million from Victorian hospitals, and the
Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, will cut a further
$277 million. The elective surgery waiting list has
grown by 10 000 under the Napthine government, with
more than 48 000 people now waiting for surgery.
Denis Napthine has cut more than $35 million from
sport and recreation funding in Victoria — that is onethird of the budget in that portfolio. In addition, the
Abbott government put $55 million worth of regional
sporting projects at risk with its cuts to Regional
Development Australia. These key facts show that this
government is not supporting rural and regional
Victoria, it is not providing jobs and it is not providing
additional support in education or in health where it is
needed so desperately.
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Association has said on social media that it is
completely underwhelmed by the Victorian budget
because it provides limited funding for elective surgery
and only 20 new mental health beds for prisoners. The
number of people on elective surgery waiting lists has
grown by 10 000 under this government — it is now
the worst it has ever been.
Hospital performance data is going backwards: in
Victoria 74 per cent of emergency department patients
have been treated within time, when the target is 80 per
cent; 84 per cent of ambulance transfers are occurring
within 40 minutes, when the target is 90 per cent; and
73.4 per cent of ambulances are arriving at the scene of
emergencies within 15 minutes, when the target is
85 per cent. Our hardworking nurses, doctors and
health administrators need support, and they are not
getting it from this government. We are now seeing
poorer health services and a poorer standard and quality
of care being delivered in our hospitals. This is not the
fault of the nurses, doctors and health administrators;
the problem is that this government is not prepared to
give our health services the support and funding they
need.
At the last election the coalition promised to provide
$21 million in funding to address the growing incidence
of violence against nurses and midwives in our public
hospitals, and again that funding is missing from the
budget papers. Lisa Fitzpatrick, the secretary of the
Victorian branch of the Australian
Nursing & Midwifery Federation, has said that this is
the fourth time the Napthine government has had the
opportunity to deliver on its election promises and to
provide safe workplaces for our nurses, midwives and
other health professionals, and it has failed to do so.

Prior to the release of the budget parents and school
communities urged the Premier to reverse the
$600 million in cuts to school funding the coalition has
made since it came to government. The education
system is in crisis; the government has made cuts to
funding for Victorian certificate of applied learning
coordinators, literacy and numeracy programs, regional
supports for schools, the apprentice trade bonus
program, the Reading Recovery program and career
specialists. Across the state the government has spent
an average of $278 million a year on school capital
works compared to Labor’s $467 million a year in its
last term of office.

Ms Fitzpatrick has also said that hundreds of newly
qualified nurses and midwives will again miss out on
graduate positions because no additional positions have
been made available. In our hospitals we are seeing
nurses being recruited from overseas. We are seeing a
lot of nurses coming in and working in our facilities —
they are well qualified and very good nurses who have
been recruited from overseas. However, the nurses who
have been trained in Victoria are not able to find
employment. There are no positions available, and in
this budget the government has not made any more
provision for graduate nurses who have finished their
training and are undertaking their graduate years to find
positions within our hospitals and to get that
supervised, hands-on experience in the hospital setting.

In this budget Denis Napthine has allocated
$447 million for new prison beds and only $222 million
for new hospital beds. The Australian Medical

At least 25 specialist mental health organisations that
help the homeless, domestic violence victims or young
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people now face uncertain futures because the
government has stripped away their funding. Under
changes made by this government, only 16 of those
25 organisations will deliver community-based mental
health services across Victoria. That number is already
down; previously Victoria had 45 specialist mental
health organisations. This will have a huge impact on
patients seeking treatment in regional areas, with the
nearest health provider sometimes being hundreds of
kilometres away.
This is a sad fact, because we all know that mental
health services are particularly important. It is
important that we are able to help people when they are
in the early stages of their mental illness — to be able
to pick it up, give them the treatment they need and get
them back up and going as soon as possible. We cannot
have people with mental illnesses going untreated,
being unable to access mental health professionals and
having their illnesses simply developing and getting
worse until they need treatment over longer periods and
take a lot more time to recover.
There is no support for mental health nurses, and the
violence experienced by these important front-line
professionals is not being addressed. Data has been
collected by mental health nurses in our public hospital
system, and the government is well aware of it. Like the
emergency wards, mental health nurses are
experiencing increased levels of violence. Not only are
they encountering more episodes of violence when they
are dealing with patients but they are experiencing very
serious injuries. Some injuries have been particularly
serious, and they can take nurses out of the workforce
for some time. However, there has been no recognition
of this issue, and no funding has been provided to
address it. Our health professionals in both our general
hospital system and our mental health system,
particularly the nurses and front-line workers, have
been left to deal with this as best they can.
If we look at what is happening with our ambulances,
we see that two years down the track under the
coalition government the paramedics’ pay dispute is
still no closer to being settled. Paramedics in northern
Victoria are burning the candle at both ends. They are
working overtime several times a week just to keep the
ambulances on the road, as they continue to deal with
staff shortages, fatigue and low morale. As many as
three or four shifts a week go unfilled, putting
enormous pressure on the already fatigued and
overworked paramedics to cover those shifts.
Two key indicators of the ambulance system for
2013–14 are the statewide ambulance response times
and the time for ambulance patients to be transferred
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to hospital. For the third year in a row, code 1
ambulance response times did not meet the 15-minute
response target. The budget also shows that transfer
times to hospital for ambulance patients failed to
make the target times. More than one in six
ambulance patients are taking longer than 40 minutes
to get into a hospital bed. We know about the
ramping that has been going on in our public hospital
system, where ambulance officers, with their patients,
are ramped while they wait to get the patient admitted
to an emergency unit at hospital. Denis Napthine has
placed the ambulance system under enormous
pressure, and response times are now worse than they
have ever been.
This budget is very disappointing when you look at job
creation: unemployment continues to rise, with youth
unemployment in Victoria the highest in Australia.
Nearly 52 000 people have become unemployed under
this Liberal-Nationals government. We are still no
closer to seeing a jobs plan. We have been promised a
jobs plan, but there is no jobs plan. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics data released in March 2014 shows
that the number of unemployed 15 to 64-year-olds has
increased by 9800 from 37 100 in December 2010 to
46 900 in February 2014, increasing the unemployment
rate from 5.6 to 7 per cent in that period. Yet there is no
jobs plan and no relief in the budget. What we see are
cuts to education, cuts to TAFE and cuts to training
which would see people become job ready and have the
skills they need in order to be able to get a job.
There is no comfort in this budget at all. It is a very
disappointing budget, particularly for my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region. There is no job creation, no
job plan and none of the much-needed support for our
failing health system and our education and training
services. It is indeed a very, very disappointing budget.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN (Eastern Victoria) — It is with
great delight that I rise to speak about the budget papers
2014–15 because this is a good coalition budget. That is
what coalition governments do. This is a budget that
delivers on the good economic management the
coalition has delivered over the last three years.
Unfortunately we see a recurring pattern here. This is
once again the coalition government coming in and
cleaning up the mess left by those members opposite.
We have seen it before: we saw the Kennett
government come in and clean up the mess left by the
Cain and Kirner governments; we saw Howard and
Costello come in and clean up the mess left by the
Hawke and Keating governments; we have had to come
in and clean up the mess left by former Premiers Bracks
and Brumby; and now the Abbott-Truss coalition
government federally is having to clean up the mess left
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by the disaster that we have seen in Canberra for the
last six years under the Labor Party.
As I said, this is a good coalition budget. It is the fruit
of good economic management. We are seeing a
$1.3 billion surplus being delivered in this budget.
Surpluses are not created just for the sake of it; we do
not horde the money because treasurers like to have
money in the coffers. Surpluses are about delivering for
the future. They are about living within our means, they
are about ensuring that we have the funds available to
invest in infrastructure for our future, they are about
protecting our AAA credit rating and they are about
ensuring that our budget is kept in the black, is balanced
and that we have resources. We should be living within
our means and making sure that we deliver the services
and infrastructure that Victorians expect.
Unfortunately Labor does not get it. Labor happily
comes in and spends all the money. It wastes all the
money on projects like myki, the desalination plant and
the north–south pipeline. Then, when another
government comes in and has to clean up the mess,
Labor members start referring to it as brutal and savage.
We heard similar comments from Mr Scheffer. Labor
just does not understand that you have to live within
your means. We are seeing in the response of those
opposite during their contributions to the debate on the
budget that they still do not understand the importance
of delivering good economic management and good
budgetary and fiscal policy. The coalition does that.
We can see that through the expenditure growth
between the two governments here in Victoria. Under
Labor, the average expenditure growth from 2000–01
to that party’s last year in government in 2009–10 was
8 per cent per annum, and it peaked at 12.6 per cent in
2009–10. The coalition, on the other hand, has
managed to bring expenditure growth under control and
ensure that the coalition and Victoria are living within
their means. That is the key point here: it is not just the
government delivering within its means; it is the
government on behalf of all Victorians. That means we
are ensuring that we deliver balanced budgets with
surpluses going out into the future. The coalition has
brought annual expenditure growth down to 3.1 per
cent on average in the last couple of years. Over the
forward estimates we are intending to bring it down to
2.6 per cent per annum. That is good budget
management. It is not about savagery or being brutal. It
is not ‘Brutopia’, as the former Prime Minister once
described budget management. It is not about that. It is
about making sure that we have the money for the
future for the resources, investments and services we
need.
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If we continue to spend at rates such as 8 per cent per
annum, as Labor was doing, we will very soon get
ourselves into a significant amount of debt.
Unfortunately that is what we see all the time with
Labor governments. We have a coalition government
that has taken the hard decisions in the first few years of
government, and this budget brings it home. It shows
that we can deliver, that we have the finances back on a
sustainable footing and that we will then be able to
deliver the infrastructure and services that we need.
I might add in passing that while Labor certainly does
not get it, the Greens are even worse; they clearly do
not get it, and we heard a contribution from Mr Barber
earlier tonight that clearly demonstrated that. The
Greens are everything to everybody. They will say
anything and do anything because they never have to
actually deliver on it. I will give credit to Mr Barber on
one aspect though; it is quite an extraordinary effort to
talk on a bill about vehicle registration charges and
somehow manage to bring it back to climate change. I
give him credit for that. That was quite an achievement.
I think Mr Finn might in fact be proud of that.
Let me go to the big picture on the budget. There is a
$1.3 billion surplus, with surpluses growing into the out
years. Those surpluses will deliver a record
infrastructure investment of up to $27 billion. This
surplus and the government’s strong economic
management maintains our AAA credit rating. We are
the only state in the commonwealth to continue to have
a AAA credit rating and the only state with surpluses
continuing into the out years. We have falling debt. We
will see debt drop from 6.3 per cent to 4.5 per cent of
gross state product in 2017.
We just heard an interesting contribution to the
debate — ‘interesting’ is probably generous — from
Ms Darveniza. She said there was nothing in this
budget for jobs. In fact a reduction in the payroll tax
rate is something for jobs. Reducing the payroll tax rate
to 4.85 per cent benefits some 39 000 Victorian
employers, and given that payroll tax is indeed a tax on
jobs, that is something significant for jobs. I will come
to that issue a little bit later when I talk about regional
Victoria.
I want to touch on some of the initiatives that have been
delivered on in my electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region and in particular the great region of Gippsland.
The Deputy Premier and Minister for State
Development, Peter Ryan, has done a fantastic job
along with his cabinet colleagues. There are a number
of very important projects, including the $73 million
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expansion of Latrobe Regional Hospital, which is a
fantastic project.
Mr Ronalds — Hear, hear!
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — I know my colleague
Mr Ronalds certainly supports that one too. It will
deliver the stage 2A redevelopment of Latrobe
Regional Hospital, increasing its capacity. There will be
a new emergency department with more than double
the capacity of the existing facility. In addition there
will be a 12-bed short-stay unit, two day rooms for
endoscopy procedures, a new entrance and admissions
area and a new public car park. The addition of a
cardiac catheterisation laboratory is a particularly good
outcome for the people of Gippsland. It is a first for
Gippsland and will mean that cardiac patients will no
longer need to travel to Melbourne for treatment. That
is a fantastic outcome.
There are also other great initiatives. There is
$5.6 million for the modernisation of Korumburra
Secondary College, a fantastic project for a school that
well and truly needs it. Speaking of fantastic projects in
schools, it was an absolute pleasure to be present at the
announcement of $4 million funding to progress works
at Sale Specialist School. This project has been on the
books for a long time. The community, parents and
friends of Sale Specialist School have been chasing this
money for over 10 years. In the 10 years that Labor was
in government it did not deliver a single cent for the
school, but we have made the announcement, we have
secured the site through funding from last year’s
budget, and this year’s budget includes $4 million to
progress works for the school.
At the announcement, which I attended with the
member for Gippsland South and Deputy Premier and
the member for Gippsland East in the Assembly,
Minister Bull, parents had tears in their eyes when the
announcement was made. It was a fantastic thing to be
involved in.
Additional announcements for Gippsland include, as I
mentioned, significant funding for Korumburra
Secondary College, as well as $11 million for the cleanup of the Hazelwood mine fire site and ongoing support
for the community. There is $32 million allocated for
the Princes Highway east–Sand Road interchange, an
issue the member for Narracan has worked very hard
on for a number of years. There is $11 million for
additional passing lanes on the Princes Highway at East
Gippsland, which I know the member for Gippsland
East has been fighting for for quite some time. There is
also funding for the upgrading of the heavy vehicle
alternate route through Leongatha, which is also badly

1847

needed given the growth in the dairy industry and the
continued movement of trucks through that town. It
was certainly a priority of South Gippsland Shire
Council and will be very much welcomed by all in
South Gippsland.
I know the community of South Gippsland will also be
very supportive of the additional $130 million in the
budget for VicRoads for resealing and maintenance
work on Victoria’s roads. Since the drought broke a
few years ago, the roads in South Gippsland in
particular have been of concern, particularly after the
long period of dis-investment in rural roads by the
Labor Party. The people of South Gippsland are now
getting that investment through the additional
$130 million in the VicRoads budget, which takes the
total VicRoads budget to over half a billion dollars.
That is a significant amount of money. It is well needed
and well deserved, and I thank the Minister for Roads,
Mr Mulder, and the Treasurer for that significant
investment. It will be welcomed in Gippsland in
particular.
I want to turn back for a moment to Ms Darveniza’s
contribution. She again called for a jobs plan. I have
heard this from the Labor Party several times, ‘We need
a jobs plan’. The best jobs plan you can have is for
government to get out of the way and create the
conditions for investment. We need to ensure that the
private sector in particular has the confidence and the
capacity to invest and is given the opportunity to do so
through the reduction of red tape, green tape and taxes,
and the reduction in the payroll tax rate to 4.85 per cent
is a step in the right direction.
Ms Darveniza talked about regional employment in
particular. Regional employment grew by 18 800 jobs
in the 12 months to April 2014, and the 12-month
employment growth in regional Victoria is the second
strongest of all the states, both in absolute terms, behind
Queensland, and in percentage terms, behind Western
Australia — the two big mining states. Victoria’s
regional unemployment rate of 6.3 per cent remains
below the regional average of all states, which is 6.8 per
cent. We do not need a jobs plan; we need to look at the
facts, and the fact is the coalition government’s good,
strong economic management is delivering jobs to
regional Victoria and will continue to do so. Victoria
has the second lowest regional unemployment rate of
any state, behind WA. I might add that when Labor lost
office in November 2010 Victoria had the highest
regional unemployment rate of all the states; once again
because the Labor Party does not understand regional
Victoria, it does not understand business and it does not
understand budget management.
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The Victorian coalition government will get on with the
job of providing jobs in regional Victoria. There are
some fantastic opportunities in this budget, none more
so than the Murray Basin rail project, which my
colleague Mr David O’Brien mentioned in his
contribution. This is a fantastic project driven by the
member for Mildura in the Assembly, Peter Crisp. I
recall when I was working for the now Deputy Premier,
Peter Ryan, several years ago in opposition that this
was promised several times by the Labor Party and
nothing ever eventuated. The coalition government is
delivering up to $220 million to upgrade and
standardise country rail freight lines in western
Victoria. That will be a boon for that region and a boon
for the fruit and grains industries, the export industries
around Sunraysia and in western Victoria. It will be a
fantastic project.
I might add that it was interesting that the shadow
Minister for Regional and Rural Development, the
member for Bendigo East in the Assembly, had some
difficulty with this budget because she could not find
anything to criticise. In fact the only thing she found to
criticise turned out to be wrong. She said there was
$500 million missing from the Regional Growth Fund.
The member was in fact a minister for some time, but
she clearly did not learn how to read budget papers in
that time. The $1 billion Regional Growth Fund will be
funded for a second phase of four years with another
$500 million. The Deputy Premier has done that, and I
certainly commend him for the work he is doing in
regional Victoria to support and develop our regional
communities and ensure that there are strong industries
and a strong future there.
In conclusion, I say again that this is a good coalition
government budget. It undoes the damage that was
done by Labor which we have seen time and again at
both state and federal levels. This coalition government
has got the spending under control, it is reducing the
debt, it is investing in our future and it is investing in
the infrastructure and the health and education services
we need. In particular it is doing that in Gippsland, the
highlight being the $73 million for the Latrobe
Regional Hospital project. It is a great budget, and I am
proud to be a belatedly new member of a government
that is doing such a great job in managing the state’s
finances.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I would like
to speak on the state budget for 2014–15. In doing so I
say that I sincerely hoped for the good of all Victorians
that this government would have seriously considered
their needs over its own when delivering this year’s
budget. However, I am afraid that once again the
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government has let down the people of Victoria. This
budget should have served as the perfect opportunity
for the Premier to fix the crisis that Victoria is facing as
a result of this government, which includes the crisis in
hospitals, jobs being lost every single day, TAFEs
which are in pieces, schools across the state falling
apart, ambulances struggling, and as a result innocent,
sick people paying the ultimate price — their lives.
Instead the Premier has created policy that is rational in
his mind — that is, a desperate budget investing in
projects which are alienating the suburbs but which he
believes will somehow ensure an election victory in
November. He is gambling with projects that will not
begin for four years and will not finish for decades in an
attempt to distract Victorians from the poor decisions
the government has made since coming to office. But
the Premier underestimates the damage this
government has caused and the ability of Victorians to
recognise a botched project when they see one. Need I
remind those opposite of the vigorous opposition
Victorians voiced to the east–west tunnel, a tunnel on
which $8 billion of their hard-earnt money will be
spent.
Removing dangerous railway crossings and investing in
health and education are the top priorities of members
on this side of the house, but I am afraid they are not
priorities for this government. If they were, it would not
be spending $447 million on new prison beds and only
$222 million on new hospital beds, and it would have
delivered the 800 new hospital beds it promised
Victorians three years ago. To date it has only managed
43 hospital beds; how long will we be waiting for the
remaining 757 beds? If 43 took this long, maybe the
other 757 hospital beds will take decades.
I believed that after the savage and ruthless slashing of
the highly valued TAFE sector in Victoria this
government would at least have attempted to reverse
the damage in this budget. No such luck. In fact
spending $124 million is spending less on TAFE,
despite youth unemployment being set to rise to
6.25 per cent. But TAFE is not the only sector in
education set to suffer pain in this budget. In the past
three years this government has spent an average of
$203 million per year on school capital, compared to
Labor’s average of $467 million a year. In addition to
this, the budget highlights this government’s neglect of
the Gonski report, which required a funding increase of
$5.4 billion over the six years of the agreement. This
budget includes only $563 million towards that. Where
is the remaining $4 837 million coming from?
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This government claims that it is investing in
infrastructure. The last time I checked, ‘investing’ did
not mean axing much-needed stations, including at
Melbourne University and the Royal Children’s
Hospital, ignoring the 150 000 people who live, study
and visit their children in Parkville. This budget does
not help Victorians, it does nothing to fix the problems
created by this government, and I am certain that
whatever hopes the Premier had for sealing a deal in
November are gone with this budget.
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to make a contribution on the
2014–15 state budget, Building a Better Victoria. In my
comments tonight I wish to particularly reflect on the
impact of this budget on regional Victoria. Our
Premier, being the first regional Premier since Sir
Henry Bolte, has delivered a budget which is focused
strongly on regional Victoria. I also wish to pay tribute
in my opening remarks to our Treasurer, Michael
O’Brien, who has been a friend of mine since our time
together in the Melbourne University Liberal Club and
who is a very fine Treasurer for this state, as is
evidenced by the quality, skill and judgement displayed
in this budget.
By way of opening remarks about the budget, I note
that it delivers an amazing $1.3 billion surplus.
Remember that word? I think we are the only state that
does remember that word, but this is of incredible
significance to our state’s economy. We are also the
only state with a AAA credit rating. This is of immense
importance to both individuals and business in this state
and augurs well for a strong financial outcome in the
year ahead.
Many other members have reflected tonight on various
items which are provided for in this budget. I wish to
touch upon a few which have particular impact upon
my electorate of Northern Victoria Region. In terms of
transport, the 2014–15 budget provides an additional
$105 million over five years for the ongoing
maintenance of new stations, bridges and other
infrastructure. I meet regularly with various municipal
councils across northern Victoria, and they often reflect
on the importance of this funding in providing for the
maintenance of bridges and roads, which is of great
significance in regional Victoria, as is known to all
regional and rural members.
I also wish to note the importance of the regional
connectivity program. The government will invest
$39.7 million in the regional connectivity program.
Travellers in V/Line’s V/Locity carriages operating
between, in northern Victoria, Melbourne and Bendigo
and Melbourne and Seymour will be able to access free
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public wi-fi. As a commuter on the Bendigo line for
over 15 years, I know the significance of having
uninterrupted access to the internet in terms of being
able to ensure that your travel time, which is significant
when travelling from regional areas, is able to be both
productive and useful. There is also significant benefit
to rail commuters and small regional communities with
improvements in mobile phone coverage as part of the
mobile black spots program. To choose one example, I
know this $40 million investment to improve these
spots in our regional communities has been greatly
welcomed by the Mitchell shire, which is a shire that
faces some 129 mobile black spots.
The V/Locity train fleet will be boosted by more than
30 per cent following the purchase of 43 new carriages.
The first 40 of those new train carriages was provided
due to the efficient project management of the
government’s commitment of $261 million. That is
what this government is all about — good project
management squeezing extra value out of every project,
where every dollar counts, which is something often
missed by those on the other side of this chamber. I am
pleased to announce also that the additional three
carriages were the further result of cost savings in
relation to this project.
While I have reflected on rail, our roads in rural and
regional Victoria are also of great significance and
importance. There has been perhaps no more welcome
announcement than the investment of $86 million to fix
the notorious Calder Highway interchange at
Ravenswood. In my time in this role I have twice come
across serious accidents when travelling through this
Calder Highway interchange at Ravenswood. Almost
on a weekly basis we read of further accidents, but I am
very pleased to note that this $41 million investment by
the state, which is combined with another $45 million
from the federal government, is already fixing this very
significant road. I am pleased to say that it will also be
providing roughly 100 local jobs during the
construction phase. There is road maintenance and
restoration going on right across regional Victoria at
this time, and there is an additional $130 million for the
repair and restoration of roads across Victoria.
In terms of northern Victoria, I will just note a couple
of these projects as there are a significant number.
The $50 million of capital restoration works and
$80 million of road maintenance and resealing
includes an upgrade to the McIvor Highway at
Strathdale, which was announced last week by the
Premier and the Liberal candidate for Bendigo East,
Greg Bickley. In Macedon Ranges a significant
number of road upgrades have been recently
completed or are under way at the moment, including
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Tylden-Woodend Road, the Woodend–Romsey road,
Pyalong-Lancefield Road and a number of others,
which are very much welcomed by locals.

very clear that these decisions lie in the hands of the
school, and they will be done in consultation with the
community in Kyneton.

The CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening will also
have significant benefits for locals in the Macedon
Ranges, Sunbury and Bendigo. This will see an
investment of up to $850 million, which will have great
benefits in terms of reducing travel times for those
coming from northern Victoria to and from the city. It
will particularly assist commuters in Sunbury, Romsey
and Lancefield, and I know it has been greatly
welcomed by the locals there.

Further announcements under this budget include
$1.6 million for Eaglehawk Primary School; half a
million dollars for Maldon Primary School, which is
another beautiful local school in a fabulous town; and
$1.9 million for Quarry Hill Primary School, which is
in a flourishing area of Bendigo into which many
families are moving on a weekly basis. I was especially
pleased that Sam Ozturk, the Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Yan Yean, could join the Premier and
the Minister for Education, Martin Dixon, in
announcing $1.6 million for a much-needed upgrade of
beautiful Wallan Primary School.

The coalition government is investing an additional
$5.4 billion for schools to deliver high-quality
education over six years. As everyone in this chamber
knows, this will have benefits for many schools. I wish
to touch on only a small number of these, but there are
significant investments in schools in northern Victoria.
Castlemaine Secondary College has greatly welcomed
the announcement of $5.5 million for stage 2 of the
program to upgrade that school’s facilities. Last week I
visited principal Mary McPherson, together with the
Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of Bendigo
West, Jack Lyons, and we were delighted to view the
progress under the now completed stage 1 of those
works, funding for which was provided under a
previous budget, but also to hear the plans for how this
school will move further ahead with the $5.5 million
invested as part of this budget.
Likewise, it was particularly pleasing to me to be
present for the announcement that Kyneton Secondary
College will receive $5.3 million as part of this budget.
This great quality school in Kyneton, led by principal
Mark Ridgeway, has suffered from decades of neglect.
It was an extremely moving experience to visit the
school and understand the dedication of the teachers
and the community towards the future of this school,
which has been operating over an extended period in
very dilapidated circumstances. The $5.3 million which
has been invested under this budget has been greatly
welcomed by the Kyneton community.
This goes hand in hand with the announcement of
$3.5 million for Kyneton Primary School. This is
another amazing local school in the Macedon Ranges,
and I am extremely pleased that this amount of
$3.5 million has been provided with a choice for the
school to decide how these funds will be spent either in
relocating the school to a new site adjoining Kyneton
Secondary College or in upgrading the existing very
beautiful and historic 1857 bluestone buildings in
which the school is currently located. The Premier was

I am pleased that this budget invests in food and
agriculture across Victoria. The agriculture and food
security industries are critical to the economies of
regional and rural Victoria, and this government is
providing support to enable internationally competitive
primary industries to thrive in Victoria. The
government is investing $35.4 million to boost exports
of premium food and beverage products to Asian
markets as part of its food and agriculture into Asia
strategy.
Another significant investment in the budget, on which
others have also reflected, is the reduction of payroll
tax, which has been very much welcomed by our
business community. It will reduce the costs from
4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent from 1 July. This is a tax
on jobs that we want to see eliminated in the long run,
and this reduction is very welcome.
This budget delivers strong economic management for
our state. This is the best outcome that any government
could deliver for both individuals and business. I very
much welcome this year’s state budget.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Child protection
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise this evening is for the Minister for
Community Services. The matter relates to an issue that
I also raised in my members statement earlier today. It
relates to reports in the Age yesterday that one of our
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largest welfare agencies, the Salvation Army, is
proposing to hand back to the state government at the
end of August this year two residential care units for six
children. The Salvation Army says that it has been
forced to hand back the units because it can no longer
afford to subsidise the $500 000 needed each year to
ensure that the units are staffed appropriately. The head
of the Salvation Army’s social program unit,
Captain Jason Davies-Kildea, is quoted in the Age as
having said:
These children are complex and at risk of sexual exploitation
and criminal activity … With one staff member in a unit, you
basically can’t keep them safe.

This follows on from a very damning report entitled
Residential Care Services for Children, which was
handed down by the Auditor-General in March this
year. On page 10 of the report the Auditor-General
noted:
Missing children are at heightened risk of sexual exploitation.

He went on to say that the use of a single parent staffing
model:
… creates risks for both the child and the staff member,
particularly in the event of a critical incident.

The report also highlighted a very significant increase
in the number of children absconding from residential
care.
Just prior to the Auditor-General’s report it was
revealed that the Minister for Community Services had
known for two years that paedophile rings were preying
on kids in residential care. One of the factors involved
in this was the chronic understaffing of about 50 per
cent of our residential care units. I am disappointed that
the minister has failed to act on this issue to date. The
Salvation Army is handing back units, and that comes
on top of another welfare agency handing back units
earlier this year after citing similar problems.
I call on the minister to advise how much of the
$38 million allocated in this year’s state budget towards
the out-of-home care plan will be allocated towards
addressing the issue of understaffing in residential care
units by lifting places from RP2 to RP3 level and how
many places this represents.

Family violence
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral. Recent media reports have highlighted that the
Victorian systemic review of family violence deaths has
only produced one report in five years, despite the fact
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that each year in Victoria approximately 40 per cent of
all deaths attributed to homicide involve intimate
partners and other family members.
In the recent Coroners Court annual report it was
reported that, from 1 January 2009 to 30 June 2013, 97
of the total of 254 determined and suspected homicides
were classified as having an apparent relevance to the
Victorian systemic review of family violence deaths.
Yet despite the many cases that need analysing, the unit
has been reduced to just one part-time worker specific
to family violence since yearly funding attached to the
review program was axed in 2010. The Coroners Court
has since absorbed the program’s funding in its existing
budget, which had a $1.2 million deficit in 2011–12.
This situation has led to experts in the field raising
concerns about the program being able to conduct
rigorous reviews into family violence related deaths,
track family violence trends, look at what the red flags
are and advise on how best to prevent more domestic
murders. Dr Chris Atmore, who is a member of the
reference group for the family violence deaths review,
is reported in the Age of 16 May as having said that
having enough staff is:
… really important because … you need to have the full
picture and an understanding of risk factors at work.

Sufficient funding for the review program of family
violence deaths is critical to help us as a community
deal with this serious issue in terms of education,
prevention and law enforcement. Specialist police task
forces for family violence matters would also benefit
from more resources being provided for the systemic
review and to provide us with the information I have
mentioned above.
Given the seriousness of family violence and family
violence related deaths and the high rate of their
occurrence, I ask that the Attorney-General take action
to provide a dedicated position in relation to the
Victorian systemic review of family violence deaths
and to reinstate sufficient yearly funding specific to that
review program.

Glen Devon Primary School site
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Education, the Honourable Martin
Dixon. It relates to the Glen Devon Primary School site
in the Werribee area. I raise this matter because the
member for Tarneit in the Assembly, the Honourable
Tim Pallas, stated in his update on the Victorian budget
2014–15:
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After three and half years the Liberal government continues
to ignore the Glen Devon site, with no indication that it will
ever be anything other than a vacant lot and certainly not a
community resource as called for by Andrew Elsbury since
2011.

First of all, I thank the member for raising my advocacy
for this site in the past. I will again advocate for this site
because a process was being undertaken in conjunction
with the Wyndham City Council to try to build a
community education centre on the site, which I
thought was very worthwhile and I worked diligently to
try to facilitate it.
There was also some discussion of a trade training
centre being built on the site as part of the former
federal government’s trade training centres program,
which needed a lot of tweaking. Unfortunately that idea
fell through, as unfortunately did the community
education centre that the Wyndham City Council had
put forward. It instead chose to go with a totally
different option, which personally I do not agree with,
but them’s the breaks.
I ask that the minister give consideration to this site. It
is a large site in the middle of Werribee with good
public transport access. It is close to the former Galvin
Park Secondary College, now Wyndham Central
College. It has connections to the Werribee train station
and is also fairly central, allowing for people in the
Market Road and Glen Orden area to access
community facilities. I would not want to see it end up
just as Labor wanted it to — as houses across the
board — considering that this was a site that it closed. It
closed this school, it left it without any money for
demolition works to be undertaken and it decided that it
was going to be sold off. I want to see something better
for my community. I ask that the minister consider
what possible use that site could have in some other
capacity.

Maryborough family violence initiatives
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise this evening is for the attention of the
Minister for Crime Prevention. It relates to some very
innovative strategies being adopted by community
leaders in Maryborough in relation to a number of
issues, not least of all domestic violence.
Maryborough has a population of 7500 people, and
between April 2012 and March 2013 it recorded
85 domestic violence offences. The reporting period
that followed — April 2013 to May 2014 — saw a
dramatic spike to 107 domestic violence offences. The
president of the local Rotary Club has led a number of
other community activists and leaders in sponsoring our
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local child-care centre manager to undertake a study
tour to the Pen Green Centre for Children and Families
in the United Kingdom. This community is tired of
being constantly described as ‘resilient’. In an article
from the Bendigo Advertiser online edition of 10 June
local Rotary Club president Garry Higgins is quoted as
saying:
What we’re doing in Maryborough is importing world’s best
practice to solve a range of issues that have dogged this town.
Family violence is just one of them.

This approach demonstrates the commitment and
innovation that is to be found in Maryborough. The
study tour to the Pen Green Centre for Children and
Families provides a great opportunity for the
community to learn from what is described as global
best practice in family violence programs and keeping
young children safe. Rotary is providing the
sponsorship. The action I seek from the minister is for
him to support this community’s endeavour to create
generational change and break the cycle of violence
that is so evident in the crime statistics, and to meet
with Rotary in Maryborough and hear a report on what
its child-care centre manager has learnt about how to
prevent crime in family settings.

Tom Hafey
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning. It
is with a great deal of sadness that I report to the house
something that I am sure most people are aware of —
that is, a little under a month ago we lost a very great
Victorian and a very great Australian, Tom Hafey. As a
youngster I worshipped at the feet of Tom Hafey. He
coached the Richmond Football Club to four
premierships; at the moment that seems like a couple of
lifetimes ago. I met him after he had retired from
coaching and I then realised what an outstanding
human being he was. He dedicated his life to helping
others, particularly young people in schools. He was a
welcome guest wherever he took his gospel of fitness
and positivity throughout Australia, and I have no doubt
he improved many lives across this nation over a long
period of time.
Since his passing at the age of 82 there has been much
discussion as to what would be an appropriate tribute
and memorial to the great man Tom Hafey. What I am
proposing tonight to Minister Guy is that we take the
area of Swan Street between Punt Road and the Yarra
River — a route through the major sporting precinct in
the sporting capital of the world — and we rename it
Tommy Hafey Boulevard. It is around the corner from
the oval where Tommy made his name, within the
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shadows of the MCG where he presided over so many
great victories and from where he was farewelled by
thousands at a moving funeral service a week or so
after his passing. The street itself encloses Gosch’s
Paddock, where Tommy undertook training so often. It
contains AAMI Park, where Tommy supported with
such enthusiasm the Melbourne Storm. It even has the
headquarters of the Collingwood Football Club, a club
that Tommy took to five grand finals and for which he
almost won a flag, which in those days was quite an
achievement. It has to be said that he is loved almost as
much at Collingwood as he is at Tigerland.
This is a major part of the sporting life of Victoria, and
I believe Tommy Hafey was a major part of the
sporting life of Victoria. Without holding anything
against Swan Street or the word ‘Swan’, I think it
would be much more appropriate to declare this
particular precinct Tommy Hafey Boulevard. I believe
it would be an appropriate honour for a great Australian
and a man who was much loved throughout this nation.

Foster care
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Community Services, Mary Wooldridge, and it regards
both the physical and financial support given to foster
carers. I have been contacted by a number of foster
carers around the eastern suburbs of Melbourne. In
particular I have engaged with foster parents in the
Knox area who have outlined to me in writing some of
their concerns.
Their concern is that it is getting to a point where foster
care is getting a lot harder, and carers they know have
recently been leaving the system in droves. They write
that all the children who come into their care are
traumatised and a very high percentage of them are in
desperate need of intervention of some kind.
Counselling for mental health issues, speech therapy
and a number of other therapies that are needed are not
dedicated to the children in their care, so as foster
parents they have to spend that money themselves to
make sure the children in their care get the treatment
that is needed.
Another concern they have is that foster carers are not
valued as professionals, as a team of carers looking out
for the best interests of children. They say, ‘We are not
consulted on decisions of access arrangements or future
planning’, both of which have a huge impact on the
parents and the children they are caring for. They find
there are currently unreasonable restrictions on general
care of the children they are looking after. For example,
they said a two-year-old boy in their care had hair
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growing down over his eyes, and it took a long time
until they eventually got permission from the child’s
parents and the authorities to get the boy’s hair cut.
Foster carers are also concerned about the amount of
money they receive. There is a shortfall on what they
need to spend on caring for these children in their care.
The action I seek is that the minister look into the issue
of the financial and physical strains that foster parents
are put under.

Prison officers
Mr RONALDS (Eastern Victoria) — I rise tonight
to raise an issue for the Minister for Corrections. The
action I seek is for the minister to provide the house
with details of prison officer recruitment activities
under way in Victoria’s prisons. I recall from an
announcement the Treasurer made earlier this year that
there are 25 000 more people employed in regional
Victoria than when Labor left office. This is a very
impressive figure.
Regional employment is an issue that is very important
to my constituents and to me personally. I note there are
10 prisons in regional Victoria, and on a number of
occasions the minister has commented that the prison
system is currently undertaking the largest expansion in
the state’s history. Not only is this expansion program
delivering much-needed capacity; it is also delivering
jobs — both construction jobs and ongoing jobs. With
expansion works occurring at almost all the regional
prisons, this is fantastic news for Victoria. This Friday I
have the pleasure of representing the minister at the
Fulham prison officer graduation ceremony. This is
another way the government is building a better
Victoria.

LEAD Barwon
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
contribution to the adjournment debate this evening is
to ask the Minister for Community Services, Mary
Wooldridge, to expand the LEAD Barwon program
that has been so successful at the Barwon launch site in
the Geelong area for the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS). The coalition government invested
$400 000 in leadership, communications and advocacy
training for 19 individuals under the NDIS trial.
Successful applicants who had been through the trial
process were advocates for others who were going into
the trial to share their experiences.
This has been a win-win situation. It has had huge
implications for everyone involved. Certainly the
people going into the system in this new way are
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learning so much from people who have already
experienced it, but the people who have been part of the
LEAD program have also obtained skills they never
expected to have. The first Victorians to experience the
NDIS have developed their media, communication,
leadership and advocacy skills and have shared their
experience of the NDIS with government, the National
Disability Insurance Agency and the broader
community.
The minister and I, along with the member for South
Barwon in the Assembly, Andrew Katos, and the
Liberal candidate for Bellarine in the Assembly, Ron
Nelson, attended a graduation ceremony for the
19 graduates. Some of the graduates were people with a
disability, and others were family members or carers.
The graduates were: Thomas Banks, Linda Blaik, Eliza
Charters, Brad Connelly, Krystyna Croft, Jayne
Crowds, Tina Gulino, Ingrid Hindell, Ainslee Hooper,
Scott Hutchins, Susanna Keith, Sharyn Lyons, Vanessa
McCallum, Jacqui McKim, Donna Shaw, Simone
Stevens, Elly Stewart, Jacqueline Suares and Jack Tori.
Their stories were totally inspirational. I will share a
couple with you. Ainslee Hooper is studying
anthropology, and she made a very uplifting speech.
She is in a wheelchair, and she said that speaking
publicly is something she had not done before and that
she was gaining a lot of confidence in speaking in
public. She also said, very funnily, that she thought
being an anthropologist might have its drawbacks if
you were in a wheelchair, but she was quite prepared to
be carried to the sites to do the diggings, and she was
sure she would find someone to carry her out. She was
absolutely amazing and terrific.
Jacqui McKim gave one of the most meaningful
contributions of the day. She said, ‘Please listen to me.
My voice is like a learner driver who is learning to
drive a manual car: it’s jumpy and it’s jerky, but if you
listen to me, you will hear what I have to say’. She went
on to give the most meaningful speech about what it
was that LEAD had done for her and how people with a
disability in the Barwon region were learning much
from this program. All of the recipients are to be
congratulated.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Ms Mikakos has raised a matter for the Minister for
Community Services, Mary Wooldridge, in relation to
the residential care units of the Salvation Army, and I
will have Minister Wooldridge respond to this matter.
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I will also have Minister Wooldridge respond to the
matter raised by Mrs Coote, which was about the
LEAD Barwon program.
I will also have Minister Wooldridge respond to
Mr Leane’s matter in relation to a very important issue
of support for foster carers. They are the three matters
for the Minister for Community Services to deal with.
Ms Pennicuik raised a matter in relation to family
violence for the Attorney-General, Mr Robert Clark. I
will have a written response for her.
Mr Elsbury has raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, in relation to the Glen Devon
Primary School site in Werribee and some false
information being put out by a local MP. I will have a
written response to Mr Elsbury to clarify that matter for
his constituents.
Ms Pulford has raised a matter for the Minister for
Crime Prevention, Edward O’Donohue, in relation to
strategies in Maryborough, particularly in relation to
domestic violence — a very important topic and one on
which I will seek a written reply for her.
Mr Ronalds, a member for Eastern Victoria Region, has
raised a matter in relation to prison officer recruitment
activities for Edward O’Donohue in his capacity as
Minister for Corrections. I will seek a written response
for him.
Finally, Mr Finn raised a matter for me in relation to the
renaming of a portion of Swan Street as Tommy Hafey
Boulevard. I have to congratulate Mr Finn on a very
worthy initiative that I think is deserving of further
investigation by me. I will endeavour to raise this
matter with the Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder, in
relation to that road’s status as a VicRoads road and
inquire about the naming processes for that piece of
infrastructure. I think it is a very good idea. As Mr Finn
rightly pointed out in his contribution tonight, it would
be a fitting tribute to someone as revered, admired and
loved as Tommy Hafey was. The good work he did
throughout his life should be honoured, and this would
certainly be a fitting way to do that. I thank Mr Finn for
raising the matter, and I will take it upon myself to raise
it directly with the Minister for Roads and indeed the
relevant authorities, be they council or others, as to how
we might go about doing that.
I have 14 written responses to matters raised on the
adjournment: one by Ms Mikakos on 5 February; one
by Mr Lenders on 18 February; and four on
19 February, one by Ms Hartland, one by Mr Leane,
one by Ms Mikakos and one by Mrs Millar.
Ms Mikakos — Which one is that?

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 10 June 2014

COUNCIL

Hon. M. J. GUY — I have just the date, I am sorry.
I do not have the actual number. I also have responses
to matters raised by Ms Mikakos on 13 March,
25 March and 27 March; by Ms Darveniza, Mr Koch
and Mr Tee on 26 March; by Mr Finn on 27 March;
and by Mr Melhem on 2 April.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that basis, the
house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.26 p.m.
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