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Wednesday, 17 September 2014
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I inform the house that
the Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee will
be meeting this day following the conclusion of the
sitting of the Council.

PARLIAMENTARY DEPARTMENTS
Reports 2013–14
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan), by leave,
presented reports of Department of the Legislative
Council and Department of Parliamentary Services.
Laid on table.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I extend my
appreciation to the staff for providing these reports on
the operations of both the Department of the Legislative
Council and the Department of Parliamentary Services.

POLICE REGISTRATION AND SERVICES
BOARD
Report 2013–14
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning), by leave,
presented report.
Laid on table.

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Social inclusion and Victorians with disability
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:

3015

to make certain that a valuable report is presented to
this chamber.
I commend Ms Dee Ryall, the chair of the committee
and member for Mitcham in the Assembly;
Ms Bronwyn Halfpenny, the deputy chair and member
for Thomastown in the Assembly; Mr Justin Madden,
the member for Essendon in the Assembly; Mr David
O’Brien, a member of the committee until 27 March
2014; and Mrs Jeannette Powell, the member for
Shepparton in the Assembly and a member of the
committee from 27 March 2014. Most especially I
commend the secretariat — Dr Janine Bush, Ms Vicky
Finn and Ms Natalie Tyler — who had just finished
working on an extraordinary inquiry, which culminated
in the Betrayal of Trust report, and were able to re-gear,
recalibrate and produce this report, which is
extraordinary.
With the national disability insurance scheme we have
seen a significant change in the dialogue and debate
about disability in this country. All of us as legislators
should feel particularly proud that we are among
governments across the country that are giving
disability an important focus. Under the coalition
government all the institutions of the past have been or
are in the process of being closed. One of the highlights
of the coalition government is that the Sandhurst Centre
in Bendigo, the Oakleigh Centre and the Colanda
Centre in Colac will all be closed. This means the end
of an extraordinary era. This has involved a process of
bipartisanship from all sides of the political spectrum,
and that is really pleasing to see.
However, social inclusion is something people may not
understand. Social inclusion is not about going to the
bowling club, and it is not about turning up and seeing
the bowling club. Social inclusion is about being part of
the team at the bowling club, being one of the many
who are there and having your abilities recognised, not
your disabilities.
One of the biggest issues we came across in this inquiry
was deciding what in fact social inclusion means. I will
read one of our recommendations from page 1-3 of the
report:
That the Victorian government adopt the following definition
of social inclusion throughout government:

That the Council take note of the report.
Social inclusion for people with disability means:

I have been involved with many inquiries during my
15 years in Parliament, but I feel particularly proud
about this report. It talks about an issue that many of us
are probably not even aware of. These types of reports
do not just happen; they happen because a dedicated
committee and secretariat work constructively together

experiencing respect for their differences, their
aspirations, and their right to have control over
their own lives
having opportunities to contribute and participate
in society in a meaningful way and feel valued

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
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COMMITTEE

having appropriate supports, where necessary.

Budget estimates 2014–15 (part 2)
Recommendation 1.2 states:
That the Victorian government review the range of
mechanisms for measuring the social inclusion of people with
disability — including local, national and international
tools — and identify an appropriate method for determining
levels of social inclusion experienced by people with
disability in Victoria.

There are not a lot of recommendations, but they are all
very apt.
One of the things that was very pleasing was the
presentation that Changing Places made to the
committee. It was about locating changing tables, hoists
and proper disability toilet facilities to enable people
with a disability to go to the zoo, go to the MCG, go to
Melbourne Park — o go and join in with everybody
else. Maroondah City Council has done an
extraordinary job with its Marveloos. A Marveloo is a
portable loo that enables people with a disability to go
to all of the events that we take for granted, so people
with a disability can be participants as well. A coalition
government gave $750 000 to enable this to happen,
and I was very pleased to be with Minister Wooldridge,
the Minister for Disability Services and Reform, when
the announcement was made at the MCG — and
Melbourne Park and the zoo are all on board.
I will finish with a quote. This is titled A Great Life:
I’m part of this world and I have a disability
But I don’t want it to rule my life
I want to find out what I’m good at and do it really well
I want to do stuff with my brothers and sisters
and I want to be happy at school
and I want people to feel OK around me
I want to hang out with friends and do cool stuff
I love my parents but I don’t want to live with them
forever so … I’ll need to get a job
I want to fall in love and maybe have kids
And when it’s all over, I want to be able to say that I
didn’t just have a life
— I had a great life.

That is our challenge.
Motion agreed to.

Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) presented
report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I
present another report of this very important committee,
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC),
which I have heard Mr Davis say is a very diligent and
hardworking committee that provides important
accountability and oversight to the Parliament.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the member to
move that we take note of the report.
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

This committee is a very important accountability
committee that provides oversight on public
expenditure.
This is part 2 of the committee’s report on the budget
estimates for 2014–15. In moving that we take note of
the report it is incumbent on me firstly to thank the
chair of the committee, David Morris, the member for
Mornington in the Assembly, for the way he has
chaired this committee since he became its chair. He
was also a member of the committee for at least the two
years of this Parliament prior to that. Certainly he has
had the support of the deputy chair, Mr Martin Pakula,
the member for Lyndhurst in the Assembly, who we
would say openly within PAEC has at all times
provided that support, except during perhaps the most
contested elements of the public estimates process,
which is a semi-adversarial process where ministers are
questioned and public accounts can be put to the test —
and that process occurs in a public light.
However, since that period in May the committee has
again continued its work in a bipartisan manner. To
provide a bipartisan report on recommendations for
public accounts and estimates this close to the election
demonstrates the spirit of bipartisanship and is a credit
to both the chair and the deputy chair. Indeed it is a
tribute to all members of the committee: from the
Legislative Assembly, the member for Forest Hill, Neil
Angus, the member for Brunswick, Jane Garrett, and
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the member for Preston, Robin Scott; and in the
Legislative Council, my colleague Craig Ondarchie.

$2.3 billion to $7.5 billion for 2014–15 and then to
reduce over the forward estimates to $6.4 million.

I also express my appreciation to the committee’s
executive officer, Valerie Cheong; senior research
officer, Christopher Gribbin; research officer, Simon
Kennedy, who is on secondment from the IBAC
committee secretariat; Alejandro Navarrete; Bill Stent;
Melanie Hondros; and Justin Ong.

The committee made a series of recommendations in
relation to the calculation of the government’s
infrastructure investment figure, which are important to
go through. The committee recognised that the
government infrastructure investment indicator was
first included by the government in the 2013–14 budget
papers. The three components of the indicator have
been considered, and the report provides detailed
information on the components of the capital
infrastructure in the state government’s budget
program. However, there are questions about whether
or not there should be further publication, particularly
in relation to the public-private partnerships under
construction. The committee made a recommendation
that in estimating, publishing and discussing
government infrastructure investments, the Department
of Treasury and Finance should build on existing
disclosure by quantifying — to the extent compatible
with protecting all components of the infrastructure
investment for each year — the forward estimates for
the budget year.

Significant matters have been considered in part 2 of
the series of budget estimates reports, which looks at
key aspects of the 2014–15 budget, including revenues,
debts and borrowings, output expenditure and asset
investment. Among the key recommendations that will
be of interest to all members are the recommendations
in relation to the timing of the delivery of the budget in
relation to commonwealth announcements. At page 49
there is a helpful table that refers to Victoria as being
the first of the states to table its budget before the
commonwealth, the second being Western Australia.
The other states — ACT, New South Wales, South
Australia and Tasmania — table budgets after the
commonwealth budget.
The committee noted during the hearings that prior to
the commonwealth budget, the Minister for Health
noted the impact of the uncertainties surrounding
specific purpose grants on the framing of the state
budget. Similarly, the Premier noted that he anticipated
that a number of the national partnerships may be at
risk and was therefore not prepared to put them into the
budget until they were locked in. The committee noted
that the Victorian budget is tabled before the
commonwealth budget and therefore does not include
some of the announcements of decisions made by the
commonwealth, and the committee recommended that
the government should investigate the potential benefits
of tabling the Victorian budget after the commonwealth
budget.
The committee also reviewed the government’s
strategy. It is noted at page 34 that revenue is expected
to increase over the forward estimates period, and
overall growth, coupled with a planned lower rate of
output expenditure, is expected to contribute to the
government’s medium-term fiscal strategy of a net
operating surplus of $100 million, consistent with
infrastructure and debt parameters.
Turning to the important sections on infrastructure
that this report considers, one can see the importance
of that strategy. At page 98 the government
infrastructure investment section is considered by the
committee, with the finding that government
infrastructure investment is expected to rise by

It is an excellent report, and I commend the committee
on its bipartisanship. I commend the report to the
house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
join with my colleague David O’Brien, who presented
part 2 of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s report on the 2014–15 budget estimates. I
commend the work of the committee because over the
course of the 57th Parliament the budget estimates
inquiries have produced a total of
231 recommendations, primarily related to disclosure in
the budget papers. Many of these have been
implemented, and I am proud, as a member of the
committee along with my colleagues, to have
contributed to improving the budget papers in that way.
Part 2 of the report presents the committee’s considered
view on the presentation and process of the budget
estimates and includes recommendations where the
committee considers that improvements could be made.
Some broad themes to these recommendations include
providing further details about underlying assumptions,
preventing ambiguity and promoting comparability
with previous years.
The committee is grateful for the time put into
responding to questionnaires, attending public hearings
and answering questions on notice. In particular I
would like to recognise the work of the Presiding
Officers, the Premier, the Deputy Premier, the
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Treasurer, the Assistant Treasurer, the AttorneyGeneral, ministers, departmental secretaries and heads
of agencies. Thanks should also go to their many staff,
who support them in their role in providing evidence to
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
At the conclusion of this Parliament we also thank our
secretariat under Valerie Cheong’s leadership. To our
colleagues on the secretariat, I say thank you so much
for the work you have put into supporting this very
important process in assisting good governance in the
state of Victoria. I join with my colleague Mr David
O’Brien in thanking the other members of the
committee, particularly the chair, David Morris, the
member for Mornington in the Assembly, and the
deputy chair, Martin Pakula, the member for Lyndhurst
in the Assembly. It is a very important second part of
the report, and it goes to good governance in this great
state of Victoria.
Motion agreed to.

ASSISTANT CLERK — COMMITTEES
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
Richard Willis has been appointed to the position of
Assistant Clerk — Committees. This is his second day
in that role; I was remiss yesterday in not recording that
for the sake of the house. We congratulate Richard.
With some disappointment I indicate, for those of you
who know him, that Vaughn Koops also has been
appointed to a position as Assistant Clerk Committees,
but unfortunately his appointment is to the dark side.
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but are clearly not on the scale that has been perhaps
suggested we should be wary of going forward.
Obviously the balance for us is to try to keep the
building as accessible as possible, as it is the people’s
house, and to maintain access for members of the
public within reason. However, at the same time we
obviously have a duty of care to members of Parliament
and staff. Whilst not to diminish that responsibility, we
must also ensure that the building itself is afforded
protection. The Speaker and I are working on that at
this point in time.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — Report, 2013–14.
Auditor-General’s reports on —
Effectiveness of Catchment Management Authorities,
September 2014.
Management and Oversight of the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve, September 2014.
Australian Grand Prix Corporation — Report, 2013–14.
Ballaarat General Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2013–14 report.
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2013–14 report.
Casterton Memorial Hospital — Report, 2013–14.
Dairy Food Safety Victoria — Minister’s report of receipt of
2013–14 report.
Emerald Tourist Railway Board — Report, 2013–14.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE SECURITY
The PRESIDENT — Order! Perhaps more
importantly at this time, I have been talking to
Ms Pennicuik, who puts in my mind that there is
another thing I should be reporting to members. The
Speaker and I are meeting today with some advisers
from Victoria Police in respect of the security of the
building. We note the higher alert that has been
conveyed to the public by the federal government in the
last week. Whilst we are always vigilant here in our
security, we obviously felt it was prudent that we have
another review of our security and ensure that
members, staff and members of the public are all secure
in the building and indeed that the iconic building itself
is afforded the protection it is due.
We are undertaking a further review of our security,
notwithstanding that we are always on alert and have
been very vigilant. We have detected a number of lowscale incidents that certainly represented some concern

Emergency Services Superannuation Board — Report, 2013–14.
Environment Protection Authority — Report, 2013–14.
Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2013–14.
Health Services Commissioner, Office of — Report, 2013–14.
Linking Melbourne Authority — Report, 2013–14.
Lorne Community Hospital — Report, 2013–14.
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust — Report,
2013–14.
Mildura Cemetery Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2013–14 report.
Murray Valley Citrus Board — Minister’s report of receipt of
2013–14 report.
Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2013–14 report.
Otway Health and Community Services — Report, 2013–14.
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Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Electoral Matters Committee’s Report on the
Future of Victoria’s Electoral Administration.
Phytogene Pty Ltd — Minister’s report of receipt of 2013–14
report.
PrimeSafe — Minister’s report of receipt of 2013–14 report.
Public Transport Development Authority — Report, 2013–14.
Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2013–14 report.
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comments by Holden chairman and managing director,
Gerry Dorizas, which indicated that without the
financial aid promised under the previous Labor
government, some auto component suppliers may not
make it to the end of automotive manufacturing. If the
automotive component makers exit ahead of time, this
would clearly be a disaster for automotive industry
workers and their families.

Australian Arab Chamber of
Commerce & Industry

South Gippsland Hospital — Report, 2013–14.
Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2013–14.
Taxi Services Commission — Report, 2013–14.
Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report, 2013–14.
Transport Accident Commission — Report, 2013–14.
V/Line Corporation — Report, 2013–14.
V/Line Pty Ltd — Report, 2013–14.
VicForests — Report, 2013–14.
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Terms of Reference for a Statewide Assessment of Public
Land in Victoria.
Victorian Government Purchasing Board — Report, 2013–14.
Victorian Rail Track — Report, 2013–14.
Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2013–14 report.
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2013–14.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Acting Clerk — I have received a letter dated
15 September 2014 from the Minister for Health
headed ‘Legislative Council order for documents —
ambulance response times’.
Letter at page 3104.
Ordered to be considered next day for
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) on
motion of Mr Leane.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Automotive industry
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to condemn the Abbott government for failing to
reconsider its pre-election commitment to axe
$500 million in funding support to the automotive
manufacturing industry. I was concerned to read recent

Mr SOMYUREK — Last month I had the pleasure
of joining the member for Thomastown in the
Legislative Assembly, Bronwyn Halfpenny, and Khalil
Eideh at the Business and Investment Opportunities in
Egypt seminar, hosted by the Australian Arab Chamber
of Commerce & Industry. The goal of the seminar was
to provide attendees with an insight into the current
political and economic climate in Egypt and the
business opportunities there. The seminar was
insightful on matters of how the state of Victoria can
engage with Egypt. I thank the Australian Arab
Chamber of Commerce & Industry for the invitation.

Ishmael Baqaie
Mr SOMYUREK — It is with a heavy heart that I
offer my condolences to the family of Ishmael Baqaie,
a three-year-old boy who drowned in Dandenong Creek
after falling into the fast-moving water last Wednesday.
It is my understanding that Ishmael and his family
arrived in Australia from Afghanistan less than a month
ago. His parents had no doubt migrated to Australia to
have a chance at a better life. We know the devastation
that Afghanistan has suffered in recent times, and
Australia is a paradise by comparison.
As a parent, I cannot comprehend this awful tragedy.
More so, it happened at Rotary Park, a place not far
from my office and where so many parents take their
children to play. None of us could have conceived that
last week’s heavy storms could cause such a tragedy. In
offering my deepest condolences to Ishmael’s family, I
also offer my praise to the police and emergency
personnel who braved difficult conditions to provide
assistance.

Early childhood intervention services
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — Last week, together
with my colleague the member for Mordialloc in the
Assembly, Lorraine Wreford, I was pleased to
announce $570 000 in funding for early childhood
intervention practitioners. This will allow early
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childhood intervention services to build the capacity of
their workforce by providing professional development
in the latest evidence-based practices.
This builds on the Napthine government’s
$34.3 million investment in the 2013–14 state budget to
significantly increase support for children with
disabilities or developmental delay by providing an
additional 1150 places in early childhood intervention
services.

Student scholarship program
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I was also thrilled to
award, at the Victorian certificate of education student
scholarship awards, 230 scholarships of $1100 to
students who were at risk of not completing their
secondary education. The scholarships, delivered in
partnership with Kids Under Cover, can be used to buy
textbooks, pay school fees or cover transportation costs.
Removing this extra pressure allows students to instead
focus on completing their education. This is one of the
many Victorian coalition government programs
supporting vulnerable students to ensure that they
achieve their full potential.

Rathdowne Place
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — It was wonderful to
celebrate the recent completion of the first stage of a
new aged-care precinct in Carlton with the Minister for
Health, David Davis. It is the first of three buildings to
be built at Rathdowne Place which will be owned and
operated by Australian Unity and includes 162 agedcare beds and a wellbeing centre with a gymnasium,
hydrotherapy pool, day respite facilities, cafe and
community room. It is part of the Napthine
government’s $80 million investment in the Carlton
housing redevelopment project, which aims to provide
better quality public housing.

Western suburbs
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about the members statements made yesterday by
two members from the other side, Mr Elsbury and
Mr Finn. They talked about what this government has
done for the western suburbs, particularly in relation to
the western section of the east–west project, which may
or may not happen, and if it does happen, it will
probably be in 10, 15 or 20 years time.
In the last four years this government has developed a
very good reputation as the gunna-do government. An
Andrews Labor government should be given the
honour of governing Victoria in November, and it will
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be the can-do government, particularly in the west
where the West Gate distributor will be built
straightaway. A minimum of seven level crossings will
be removed, over $70 million is already in the pipeline
to be invested in school capital funding and more
investments will be announced in relation to health and
so forth. While I am talking about the crisis in our
hospitals, I will not talk about the ambulance bypass
that happened last night.

Royal Commission into Trade Union
Governance and Corruption
Mr MELHEM — In relation to the matter the
Minister for Health was going to raise yesterday in his
government business, notice of motion 843, I have no
intention of making any statement in relation to the
Royal Commission into Trade Union Governance and
Corruption. I have fully cooperated with the royal
commission, and I have done nothing wrong. I am
actually happy with what I have done, and I was more
than pleased to assist the commission’s inquiry.
Members on the other side should let the commission
do its work.

Eastern Victoria Region kindergartens
Mr RONALDS (Eastern Victoria) — Over the past
few weeks I have had the pleasure of visiting a number
of kindergartens across Eastern Victoria Region. I also
had the privilege of presenting some very well-received
grants. One was for the Goodstart Early Learning centre
in Montrose. The government gave it $10 000 to be
spent on an outdoor pergola that will allow the children
to play outside for more of the year. There was also a
$1500 grant for an IT upgrade which will enable
students and teachers to use new technology. This is
part of the government’s $2.9 million program to help
upgrade facilities and IT in kinders. So far it has
enabled the purchase of 200 desktop computers,
80 laptops and 25 printers, as well as improving
disability access, building better playgrounds and many
other small but important projects.
I also visited the Oak Street Kindergarten in Drouin, the
Sale North Kindergarten in Sale, the Tecoma Preschool
in Tecoma and the Sherbrooke Family and Children’s
Centre. Some of these facilities have received state
government funding, but importantly all of these
kindergartens received new funding for 15 hours of
kindergarten a week for four-year-old children. This is
a major announcement from the Napthine government.
The state government had previously committed to its
share of 10 hours, but following firm negotiations with
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, the Honourable Wendy Lovell, the
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federal government has now agreed to continue its
funding of the remaining 5 hours. This provides
certainty for families that their children will be
provided with quality early childhood education, giving
them the best preparation for school.

Private members bills
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Later
today I will be introducing a private members bill, the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Amendment
(Domestic Fowl and Pigs) and Food Amendment
(Free-range Eggs) Bill 2014. This will be the second
private members bill I will have introduced in this term
of Parliament, the other being the Marriage Equality
Bill 2012. My colleagues Greg Barber and Colleen
Hartland have also introduced private members bills in
this session of Parliament, as we all did in the previous
Parliament. As was pointed out last night in the
Australasian Study of Parliament Group forum, while
private members bills can be introduced to the
Legislative Council, it is not clear how they would
proceed through to the Assembly if passed in the
Council. This is an issue, as Parliament should not just
be about the legislative agenda of the government of the
day.
I take the opportunity this morning to thank the staff of
the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel who
assisted me in the drafting of my private members bills
for their excellent work. Not everyone would be aware
that in order to have a private members bill prepared a
member has to write to the Premier seeking permission,
and if during the process the member wishes to make
changes to the bill, they must write again seeking
permission. This process can take many weeks. It is not
a process that is followed in other parliaments, where
members do not need to seek the permission of the
Premier in order to have bills drafted.
During this term of Parliament, and in the last, my
Greens colleagues and I have also moved amendments
to a number of bills. Yesterday a member of the
opposition made the comment that I should not bother
with amendments that are doomed to fail. I disagree. I
believe that it is our job to attempt to improve
legislation as we see it, whether or not those attempts
are successful. Again, I would like to thank the staff of
the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel who
prepare amendments for us. They work very much
behind the scenes, are highly skilled and are always
very helpful to us in our work.
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Wattle Glen Primary School
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — Last Friday I
had the privilege of experiencing a very remarkable
school. Walking into Wattle Glen Primary School to
announce an additional $56 000 in school maintenance
funding to support site preparation for the $1.5 million
redevelopment provided to this school in this year’s
state budget, together with Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Yan Yean, Sam Ozturk, I met a
wonderful group of teachers and students.
Why did this school leave such a mark? It was not the
buildings, because this school is in fact notably run
down, with a school population that has grown more
than threefold since 2010, from just 30 students to more
than 100. But shabby buildings have by no means
dented the vitality of this school. Rather we were
instantly impressed by the leadership of the students,
including school captain Harrison Bowkett and school
vice-captain Imogen Dixon. Wattle Glen Primary
School is truly embedded in its community. It values
the input of its students, and this has produced a whole
school of bright, thoughtful and engaged students. All
the students have had input into the design of the new
redevelopment, and they have embraced this autonomy
with creativity and passion.
I thank Wattle Glen Primary School for the beautiful
card signed by every student. Thank you for your
thoughtfulness, which marks you as the community you
are. I have your card here with me today. Thank you to
all the special teachers. I especially note deputy
principal Allison Birkett, who welcomed us on that day,
as well as principal Gerard Fay, with whom I spoke the
next day at the Diamond Creek town fair.
Congratulations to all the teachers, students and the
school community at Wattle Glen for all that you have
achieved and are achieving.

Flora and Lloyd Hollonds
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — On
Saturday, 13 September, and Sunday, 14 September,
we saw an amazing series of gatherings of the
pioneering Burgess and Hollonds families and their
descendants in Sale, Gippsland. We assembled to mark
the 70th wedding anniversary of Flora, nee Burgess,
and Lloyd Hollonds, who married in Sale on
16 September 1944. Flora and Lloyd have provided
inspiration for their extended family as the wonderful
parents of David, Shirley, Alan, Barry, Gordon and
Graeme, grandparents and great-grandparents to so
many and as aunt and uncle to yours truly.
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As a couple they set up home in Sale and then farmed
in Briagolong, from where Lloyd took cattle up to
summer pasture in the high country and back down for
the winters. They later ran a sizeable dairy herd at
Montgomery, which is situated between Sale and
Stratford. Since moving back into Sale for their
retirement, both Flora and Lloyd have excelled in
competition bowls and have continued to give back to
the community in many ways. As a mark of the respect
and affection with which they are regarded in Sale and
surrounding districts, a commemorative service was
held at the Anglican St Paul’s Cathedral in Sale.
As most would agree, celebrating a 70th wedding
anniversary is a rare occasion indeed. The couple still
run their own household and garden. Clearly they have
found the elixir of long life and happiness. My
congratulations are extended as the daughter of the late
Eileen Burgess, one of their bridesmaids.

Labor Party
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
While looking on the Net I found a site about the top
10 greatest monarchs: Suleiman I of the Ottoman
Empire; James I of England; John III of Poland and
Lithuania; Meiji of Japan; Gustav II Adolf of Sweden;
Caesar Augustus of Rome — I will talk more about
Caesar in a moment; Cyrus II of Persia; Frederick II of
Prussia; Victoria of the United Kingdom; and
Louis XIV of France. It seems that in Victoria we have
a new king called the Slush Fund King, but apparently
he is not one of the great kings.
I should start this second part of the contribution by
saying ‘Hail Caesar’, because Daniel Andrews, the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly, has been hit
by a cash-for-mates storm involving a key Labor MP
who has been accused of running a slush fund.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ondarchie would
know that allegations against a member must be made
by a substantive motion, not by a 90-second statement.
I ask the member to either redirect his statement or
perhaps at a later stage give notice of a substantive
motion.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On that point, President, I
indicate that I had not yet named any member.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take ‘Hail Caesar’ as
a fairly direct indication of who the member was
talking about. Mr Ondarchie should not be pedantic. He
knows the rules. It is a substantive motion if it is an
allegation, or it is not on.
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Geelong and Bellarine Peninsula infrastructure
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Congratulations
to Premier Napthine and his team on their ongoing
commitment to Geelong and the Bellarine Peninsula.
Last Wednesday, while on the Bellarine Peninsula, the
Premier announced $7 million in funding for stage 1 of
a new sports precinct for the growing communities of
Drysdale and Clifton Springs. Stage 1 of the
development will see a new pavilion, a new football
and cricket oval and a multipurpose sports field that
will cater for soccer and other sports.
In Geelong the Premier announced $3 million in
funding towards a $7.52 million central Geelong
revitalisation project designed to better link key
precincts. Enhancing the pedestrian environment and
beautifying streets while improving CBD connections
with the train station and the civic and hospital
precincts will create jobs and stimulate investment in
Geelong. These announcements follow other
investments facilitated by the coalition government that
include securing the national headquarters of the
National Disability Insurance Agency and opening
EnergyAustralia’s national call centre. Relocating the
WorkCover Authority to Geelong along with providing
funding for Deakin University to build new student
apartments in the iconic T & G building will deliver
more than 1200 jobs to the region.
School building programs, including $3.5 million to
upgrade Ocean Grove Primary School, $5.7 million for
Portarlington Primary School, $1.1 million for Clifton
Springs Primary School and $6.3 million for Belmont
High School, have also been announced. The Geelong
and Bellarine communities welcome these
announcements after over a decade of Labor failing the
Geelong region in terms of investment in infrastructure
and jobs.

Changing Places
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I wish to
congratulate all those involved in something called
Changing Places. I would like to remind members of
this chamber that if you have a disability in this state
and you want to go out, you often have to plan your
entire day around where you can get to an available
toilet. At the moment we have disability toilets, but
they are not set up for people who need hoists and
proper places to change with dignity. There are very
few of these.
The Maroondah City Council and the council’s
MetroAccess officer Jack Mulholland in particular have
worked assiduously to make certain that these
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Changing Places, which are really respectful places, are
established right across the state. It was therefore very
pleasing for me to be with Mary Wooldridge, the
Minister for Disability Services and Reform, when
$750 000 from the Napthine government was given to
the Changing Places organisation so that people with a
disability do not have to be changed on the floor of a
public toilet — how degrading that is.
Now, with the funding for Changing Places, we are
able to put in several new, highly appropriate changing
places across Victoria. There are some already, notably
in Ringwood, and now with Melbourne Zoo,
Melbourne Park and the MCG coming on board there
will be more. It is just so pleasing to see that people can
go and watch their footy team, go to the cricket and go
to the zoo knowing they do not have to make a trip
home in the interim. I congratulate Mary Wooldridge
and the Napthine government.

Ruth Brain
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Last
Monday night I attended the Mininera and District
Football League’s annual WJ Lewis Medal vote count
and presentation dinner. Whilst it was a wonderful
evening, unfortunately it turned to tragedy the next
morning with news that the president of that league and
one of the Western District’s finest, Ruth Brain, had
tragically passed away overnight.
Ruth had been the president of the Mininera and
District Football League since 2012, and I understand
she was only the second female president of a country
football league in Australia. She also spent significant
time prior to that as president of the Moyston Willaura
Football Club, and oversaw its growth during her
presidency. It was without doubt a struggling club in
the early 2000s, both in terms of performance on the
field and numbers, but on Saturday it achieved success
in taking out the Mininera and District Football League
senior premiership, and I congratulate her and her
community on that.
The sudden passing of Ruth Brain at the age of 52 is a
very tragic loss, especially considering her involvement
in and passion for her community. She was passionate
about the role of her town, Moyston, in the Australian
Rules football story. She worked with Martin Flanagan
to try to get official recognition of Moyston’s 150 years
of football. Martin spoke at an inspirational tribute to
her before the game on Saturday, as did league
secretary David Wade and Hugh Delahunty, the former
Minister for Sport and Recreation and member for
Lowan in the Assembly. It is a tragic loss. I offer my
condolences to her husband, Lloyd, her children, James,
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Nick, Alex and Kaitlan, and also her brother, Peter
McIntyre, who stood for The Nationals in 2006 and
whom I know well. Vale Ruth Brain.

Leader of the Parliamentary Labor Party
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Daniel
Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, keeps telling Victorians that no-one is above
the law, yet he continues to stay silent on the standover
tactics, bullying and intimidation by members of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) — a union that he allowed back into the fold
of the left faction of the ALP. Yet more allegations
were outlined in the Age newspaper on Friday,
12 September, of bullying and coercion perpetrated
against subcontractors working on the Melbourne City
Council’s redevelopment of the Kathleen Syme Library
and Community Centre in Carlton.
According to the Age article, in the case filed with the
Federal Court by Fair Work Building and Construction,
CFMEU enforcer Theo Theodorou is detailed as having
said to a subcontractor working on the site that because
it was:
… working in the city, it needs to obtain an enterprise
agreement with the CFMEU …

The article further states:
When later told by the subcontractor that it could not afford to
enter into such an agreement, Mr Theodorou allegedly told
the firm that he was ‘going to make everything very difficult
and not let the boys work on the site’.

These reports come on top of evidence already heard by
the royal commission into trade union governance and
corruption about CFMEU secretary John Setka and
assistant secretary Shaun Reardon, and their allegedly
illegal efforts to force concrete giant Boral to back the
union boycott of developer Grocon or be forced off
construction sites. The allegations keep mounting, yet
Mr Andrews continues to say nothing about the
behaviour of the CFMEU, or of any other union. These
allegations once again show the cost of having Daniel
Andrews as the next Premier. Daniel Andrews is
becoming our very own Mark Latham. He and Labor
are an intolerable risk for Victoria.

Leopold Football Netball Club
Hon. D. K. DRUM (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — Last Thursday I had the pleasure of
announcing that the Leopold Football Netball Club had
been successful with a $100 000 grant under our minor
facilities funding program. This funding announcement
is going to be matched by significant contributions
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from the City of Greater Geelong and from a local
developer, which is putting up $500 000 for the next
stage of development. The club plans to build new
female changing rooms and umpires’ changing rooms,
and to replace some ageing facilities at the football
netball club. This week the Leopold Lions football team
will play in its first Geelong Football League grand
final. Leopold footy club does not have the successful
record over the years that many other clubs in the area
may brag about; at numerous times there have been
calls for Leopold to go down a level and play in either
the Bellarine Football League or the Geelong and
District Football League.
Club president Brendan Thompson was kind enough to
show me around the current facilities, which were built
some 40 or 50 years ago using the club’s own labour
and building materials, with a little bit of help from the
council. He was also kind enough to give me a Leopold
Lions tie, which I promised him I would wear into the
Victorian Parliament as a show of support for Leopold
in this week’s grand final against Colac. Bad luck to
Mr Mulder, the member for Polwarth in the Assembly,
because the upper house is certainly supporting
Leopold. It is an amazingly friendly community club,
and we hope that it gets its first premiership in the
Geelong Football League this year.

TAFE FUNDING
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house notes that —
(1) in 2013, 18 300 less students completed a TAFE course
than in 2012;
(2) in 2014, there are 45 000 less students enrolled in
government-subsidised training than in 2012;
(3) unemployment in Victoria has now reached 7 per cent,
its highest level for 13 years;
(4) the number of students enrolled in government
subsidised training has fallen in every region of the state
from 2012 to 2014, including by —
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4 per cent in northern metropolitan;

(5) unemployment rates have reached heights not seen for
many years across the state, including —
(a) 7.3 per cent in greater Melbourne in February
2014, the highest peak since January 2002;
(b) 6.9 per cent in the rest of Victoria in July 2014, the
highest peak in over five years; and
(c) 10.5 per cent in Geelong in July 2014, the highest
peak since August 1999;
(6) the number of students aged 15 to 19 years in
government subsidised training dropped by 27 per cent
from 2012 to 2014;
(7) youth unemployment among 15 to 24-year-olds in
Victoria peaked at 16 per cent in February 2014, higher
than at any period under the Bracks or Brumby
governments; and
(8) the federal government plans to remove 457 visa
workers protections, such as the English language test,
to increase the number of foreign workers filling skilled
jobs.

I rise to my feet without any joy in moving this motion,
which is a motion to take note of a series of statistics
that deal with TAFE, youth unemployment,
unemployment, students and the coalition response to
the issues before us. The context of this is I am seeking
the house to take note of this matter.
Moving the motion gives me an opportunity to put into
perspective the debate in this place for not the last three
and three-quarter years but for about the last two and a
half years on TAFE. I will get onto that because the
debate on TAFE has radically changed in that time. The
motion also puts in front of us some statistics the house
is being asked to take note of to put into context why
the failed policies of the Baillieu and Napthine
governments are reflected in the figures before the
house. That is why I have moved a motion of such
length with so many figures — it provides the context
to a failed policy and the consequences of that failed
policy for the students of Victoria, the employers of
Victoria and Victoria itself.

(a) 25 per cent in Barwon south-west;
(b) 15 per cent in Grampians;
(c) 26 per cent in Loddon Mallee;
(d) 12 per cent in Hume;
(e) 22 per cent in Gippsland;
(f)

21 per cent in eastern metropolitan;

(g) 2 per cent in western metropolitan;
(h) 12 per cent in southern metropolitan; and

I turn to TAFE and go to the absolute basics of what
TAFE is about. Technical and further education is an
evolved system that is designed to do two things. The
first thing is to give opportunities to citizens to improve
their education, not just with a general arts degree or
other generalist degree but through a qualification with
a particular emphasis on skills as we would know them.
Probably the most typical example — and without
wishing to embarrass my colleague Mr Leane here —
would be Mr Leane doing an apprenticeship in his time
post school and learning particular skills to be an
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electrician and the things that go around that. That may
be the completion of a basic apprenticeship or it may be
the uplifting of various skills as one goes through the
years as an apprentice, completes the apprenticeship
and then wants to become self-employed and develop
the various other skills that go with it.
That is an example of what TAFE has sought to do —
give a young person an opportunity to participate in the
workforce and all the positive things that come from
that: self-esteem, the ability to participate in the
community, the ability to own a home, the ability to
give back to the community and in a small number of
cases a safety net so they do not fall through the cracks.
TAFE is, firstly, about opportunity.
The second, probably equal, thing TAFE is about is
what it does for the skills level of our society and the
ability of our economy to be more competitive because
people have skills. I could go through multiple reasons.
If there is one thing I have found in my 1 day short of
15 years in this place, it is that if you engage business at
almost any level, the conversation ultimately comes
back to a lack of skilled personnel. That is probably the
biggest challenge that businesses face. There are
multiple issues that people have, but ultimately most
conversations come back to the need to have those
skills. The TAFE system is not the only thing that does
that, but that is why it has evolved to where it is. They
are the core parameters: to give citizens opportunities
and to give businesses skills.
If that is the starting point of TAFE, we can then look at
what this government has done to TAFE since being
elected. What this government has done to TAFE is
reflected in the series of statistics this house is being
asked to take note of. That is where I start from. The
whole TAFE system has been an evolving thing. We
can go back to some of the earlier projects of the
Whitlam government or the Hamer government or to
various places — the various iterations over time — to
see where the TAFE system has gone. But there is a
value proposition to this: that TAFE is a good thing. I
think that is where part of the political divide starts in
this debate. I would say that the change has come quite
of late.
Far be it from me to be charitable and say nice things
about John Howard, but the Howard federal Liberal
government, for example, saw the economic and
political benefit of these sorts of projects. We saw John
Howard — former Prime Minister Howard, referring to
him in a courteous term — being seen with apprentices
and making a botched effort, I might say, to get in
federal technical schools and a range of things. But the
policy motive of it was correct — that is, this was a
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space we needed to go into, firstly, for the opportunities
it provides these predominantly but not always young
people and, secondly, the skills level it provides for
society.
Victoria had a change of government in 2010. We had
an education system in transition with a core TAFE
sector which was strong and growing, and there was an
effort to broaden some of the skills into the private
market around and beyond the TAFE sector. There is
no question that in some of those areas beyond the core
TAFE sector things were growing at an unsustainable
rate and whoever was in government would need to
deal with that. That is a given; it is not a political
statement. Outside the TAFE sector a new contestable
system was growing rapidly. There were references to a
range of things like whether skilled people from around
the world were coming into the system in an effort to
dodge visas, and they were legitimate parts of the
debate that needed to be addressed.
However, fundamentally the core TAFE system was
dealing with the opportunities and the skills and there
was an add-on sector that was growing fast. The
government in its first budget said how wonderful it all
was. The former Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall, the member for Hawthorn in the
Assembly and then Premier, Mr Baillieu, the then
Treasurer, Mr Wells, and most of the government
members in this house — other than Mr Ronalds and
Mrs Millar, who were not members of the house at the
time — at some stage or other in response to that first
budget said TAFE was fantastic and claimed credit for
every single part of the TAFE system. Yet that very
first budget introduced the first of the values
propositions. The Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL) operates in our secondary schools.
There is a strong interconnection with TAFE and
placement in industry and the like, but in that first
budget we had the value proposition that VCAL was
not good. There was a savage attack on VCAL in that
first budget and suddenly VCAL coordinators were
being cut out of the system.
I am sure members opposite will contest that with
vigour, but in the end you can go to Mrs Peulich’s
electorate, for instance, and visit Narre Warren South
P–12 College, which I visited when I was Minister for
Education. The school has about 1400 to 1500 students
and operates one of the largest VCAL programs in the
state. I return to that core idea of opportunities and
skills. There are a lot of young men, as well as women,
in the area who are falling through the cracks. That is
the reality. They are not finding the academic stream at
the school particularly attractive to them. They are
drifting.
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Part of the VCAL project and its great strength has
been its coordinators. These are not just cardiganwearing pen-pushers who have nothing to do. Let us
reflect on that because the government portrays
coordinators as being some bureaucratic function that is
not necessary. As a general rule coordinators are senior
teachers. They find job opportunities for students like a
young Mr Leane of 20 years ago. Actually Mr Leane is
a bad example because he was probably quite driven
and motivated as a young man and most likely found an
apprenticeship himself. Coordinators say to the young
person, ‘There is opportunity for you to do something
you are good at and something the community needs’.
The coordinator then finds the student a placement with
the local sparky or the brickie or the hairdressing salon
in Narre Warren South, and that is a start. It is an
opportunity. There are all these positive things about
the program.
The first budget of the coalition government cut the
VCAL coordinators and told schools to find the
savings. Obviously there would be the odd school that
could find the savings but if my recollection of Narre
Warren South P–12 College is correct, there were about
90 students in the VCAL program. Finding placements
for students is time-consuming. It involves spending
time with the students and the employers. Coordinators
need to fit them together and mould a program around a
student’s academic workload and what particular TAFE
courses they might be attending. They mould a program
around VCAL, TAFE and the student’s vocational
education and training. They ensure that the employer,
the student and the student’s family all fit — and
anyone who thinks that is easy is kidding themselves.
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into government speak, as is their wont. It is never
about people, it is about $4.1 million over four years for
a program. Just yesterday the Minister for Health talked
about bunkers and about who had the biggest bunkers,
rather than talking about people or patients.
The first budget was just dandy; it was fantastic. The
TAFE system was so good, the VCAL system was so
good — and it was all because of the hard work of the
Baillieu government at that stage. A year later it was a
completely new story. Suddenly the system was a
disaster. It was all Labor’s fault, and the government
had to make cuts to funding. Suddenly the narrative had
changed. Let us just put aside that change; let us put
aside the fact that the former minister, who is no longer
in this house, wrote a letter from the heart to the TAFE
institutes saying how disappointing it was and how
terrible it was et cetera. The rest is history, and I will
not go into that again. Let us say in this place that it is
not just me making the observation that the cuts were
brutal and callous and that they would change the world
of TAFEs as they knew it; it was the former minister
saying that in his letter to the directors of the TAFE
institutes.

The first ideological statement the coalition government
made, which John Howard would not have made, was
that VCAL does not matter. The government said,
‘Let’s just put it in a mix with everything else and let
schools sort it out’. In the end a school like Narre
Warren South P–12 College or any other school that
has a lot of VCAL students suddenly has a problem.

The government then made cuts to TAFE funding. The
system had grown, but there was no particular effort put
into saying where it had grown. The growth had been in
the non-TAFE contestable private sector courses, some
of which were being abused, but there was no
discussion about dealing with that growth. No, the
government just took an ideological axe to TAFE.
Because of that libraries in TAFEs were suddenly
closing. Because of that all the core community service
obligations functions were suddenly slashed, and that
includes libraries if we want to speak about real
people — the places where students go to study. Yet
there was no effort to forensically go through this. A
very dodgy task force was set up that reported to a
minister, with all sorts of dodgy mates and a stench
around it, but there was no forensic analysis of the
growth. Everything that was good was suddenly bad.

The first thing I want to focus on in this debate is
government priorities. They are wrong, and because
they are wrong we are starting to see the dreadful
figures set out in the motion. But let us put that into
context. At the time of the debate on the government’s
first budget I remember sitting here with all those
present — not wishing to verbal those opposite, but
perhaps it was not all those present — listening to the
government boast about the wonderful TAFE system.
Somehow or other, because there was a LiberalNationals government, everything in TAFE was
fantastic and good. Government members were
spruiking the numbers, as they tend to do. They went

I am not sure if this term is unparliamentary, but
George W. Bush used it so it must not be, and that is
the ‘turd blossom’ approach, where something is
horrible and stinks but suddenly it is claimed to be
good. A member opposite looks puzzled, but the
President of the United States used the term so
presumably it is a parliamentary term. One describes
the indescribable but pretends it is good. That is the
approach the government suddenly took; everything
Labor did was terrible and therefore it had to make
drastic cuts to funding. That is how the government
justified the $1.2 billion cuts to TAFE funding — it was
all Labor’s fault.
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But on the other side, using the George W. Bush
approach and a term I have used once and probably will
not use again, suddenly all was good. The government
was spending more than anyone ever has in the history
of the inner solar system. It was the saviour of TAFE. It
was spending more money than anyone else has on
TAFE. That is why I have put the statistics on the
notice paper. If it is all so good — and I will not quote
George W. Bush again; I have probably crossed the line
there — how come the raw, brutal statistics across the
state show that the number of students who go into and
come out of the TAFE system is less than in 2012. How
is it that youth unemployment is up? What is the federal
government’s solution to dealing with the shortage of
skills? Basically it is to issue more 457 visas with the
risks that attend that.
There is no policy. The policy is that government takes
no responsibility for this. The market will fix it.
However, that is not the exclusive answer to this. The
market of course has to have a role, but if it is left to the
market to fix, a whole generation will fall through the
cracks. Governments have an obligation to be involved
in this space, as was the case under previous Liberal
administrations and under previous Labor
administrations. We are left with the undisputed fact
that 18 000 fewer students are completing a TAFE
course now than in 2012 and 45 000 fewer students are
enrolled in government-subsidised training now than in
2012. Unemployment has reached 7 per cent, the
highest level for 13 years. If we go through all the
regions, we can see that even the least poorly
performing regions have experienced a 2 per cent drop
when the population is growing by 1.8 per cent a year.
The population has increased by 1.8 per cent a year
over a two-year period — that is 3.6 per cent or 3.7 per
cent, depending on how you measure it — yet the
number has gone down. That is 1 in 20 fewer, even in
the least poorly performing regions. If ever there was a
need for TAFE it is now.
I have used Narre Warren South as an example. Let us
now look at Geelong. In the Barwon south-west region,
which is more than Geelong, there is a 25 per cent
reduction — or 1 in 4 — in the number of students
enrolled in government-subsidised training. The reason
I am focusing on this region is not just because it is the
first in the list of the nine regions but because of what
has happened in the Geelong region in the last little
while. Firstly, Ford announced it was closing.
Secondly, Alcoa announced it was closing. Thirdly, a
large number of retailers and companies across the
board have downsized in Geelong.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
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Mr LENDERS — Mr Ramsay may wish to
interject about this, but it is a fact. In the Barwon southwest region large companies are closing or are
announcing that they are closing and are laying off
people. That is the reality. Let us put aside the question
of whether we want to refer to federal Treasurer Joe
Hockey daring companies to leave the country. The
reality is that these companies are closing down and
thousands of citizens in the area will be out of a job.
There are things that the government can and cannot
do, and we could have a separate debate over federal
treasurers daring auto companies to leave the country
and being surprised when they leave. The reality is that
regardless of why these companies are leaving, they are
closing down.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Come in spinner! If Mr Ramsay
reflects on what he is saying, he will see that the issue is
what to do about trying to manage what is a real issue
for thousands of citizens. Regardless of the reason,
thousands of citizens are losing their jobs. I would be
happy to have a debate about the role of Mr Hockey
and the snoozing Baillieu and Napthine governments,
but let us leave that alone. Regardless of the reason,
people are losing their jobs, and surely if there is ever a
time when there is a requirement for retraining, that is
the time for any government that has even the vaguest
concern about the employment opportunities for its
citizens to be investing more in TAFE.
All of us know that TAFE is about more than the
example I gave of a young male apprentice. All of us
bump into people who are in their 40s or 50s and have
spent their lives in a clerical, retail or professional job,
or whatever it may be, and suddenly decide they want
to change vocation. Recently, for example, I met a 50year-old former accountant who wants to go into aged
care. They will do a certificate III, certificate IV or
whatever they need to do to get the skills for a new job
in aged care. That is just one of dozens of examples of
citizens making choices. It goes to the core themes of
TAFE — that is, opportunities for citizens and the
requirement for skills in the community.
If you decide you want to gain new skills in a growth
area of the economy — pick any of the industries,
whether it be hospitality, aged care or one of the areas
that are growing most quickly, like some of the allied
health professions — the option of getting a statefunded training place in Barwon south-west has been
reduced by 25 per cent, and that is in an area that is
growing. The point of this take-note motion is that it
starkly outlines policy failure when it comes to TAFE
renovation, if renovation includes a wrecking ball going
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through the whole building, and shows how the
government has got its priorities so wrong.
Throughout 2012 and 2013 government members were
feebly putting inane, bureaucracy-driven, bureauspeak
ads in the paper about, on the one hand, trying to blame
Labor for everything while, on the other hand, saying
the government was spending record amounts. It was
person after person, which you will see if you go
through the budget speeches made in this house during
2012 and 2013. The chamber should provide members
with vomit bags. If I hear a member get up one more
time and say — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I am happy to provide
Mr Ramsay with a vomit bag, but let me assure
members that I would need a vomit bag if I were to
hear one more government member ineptly regurgitate
the spin they get from the Premier’s private office about
how much money the government is spending on
TAFE. They use lovely language about $3.2 million
over four years, but they forget there are citizens
involved — a young person with an aspiration, a young
person falling through a crack. Sometimes I do need a
vomit bag in this place; it is a bubble of unreality of
government members just going through spin, spin,
spin.
If you go to my electorate, you will see what happened
to Swinburne TAFE in Prahran. If you go to the
electorate of Mr Ondarchie, the great hero of the north,
you will see Greensborough TAFE being shut down.
Mr Ronalds is in the chamber; what about TAFE in
Lilydale? What about Mr O’Donohue’s electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region? You can go to electorate after
electorate, and members come into the chamber and
say, ‘We’re spending more on TAFE than anyone ever
in the history of the inner solar system’, yet the figures
show the numbers are down. We see Greensborough,
Swinburne and all these places closing, but members
opposite still come in here, spruik the spin, chant the
narrative and say all is well.
If government members are saying they had to cut
because cuts were necessary, I would have hoped they
would at least try to be consistent. They said cuts
happened because of Labor, but then they said, ‘Look at
this. We’re spending a record squillions of dollars on
TAFE and doing more than anyone else’. I would have
hoped they would be consistent in their argument. It is
one or the other.
Regardless of the spin from those opposite, if people
are coming from the outer suburbs, whether it be Yan
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Yean, Monbulk or any of the other areas that seem to
engage those opposite as opposed to areas that do not,
to attend a TAFE course in Greensborough or at
Swinburne in Lilydale, to use just two examples, then it
is a pretty big ask to spend 2 or 3 hours on public
transport to get to the inner city or somewhere across
town. It is a pretty big ask if, to use the social work
term, you are disempowered and feel pretty fragile and
marginalised. If that is the case, it is a lot of effort to go
and do these courses, and we want people to get these
skills. I do not want to extend the debate, but if they
have to fight their way through an under-resourced
public transport system to go to an institute a great
distance away and pay more fees for the privilege of
doing so, it is little wonder that the number of people
taking up those courses is starting to diminish.
We can go through a series of policy misadventures —
to be charitable — that end up with opportunities being
lost virtually on a daily basis. In this chamber there
have probably been more questions on TAFE than
anything else. There may have been more questions on
health, but we certainly had a lot of questions on TAFE
when the former Minister for Higher Education and
Skills was in this place. There have been many debates
on skills and opportunities, yet we keep seeing spin,
spin, spin. This motion presents a stark set of figures
that show young Victorians are losing opportunities.
Going back to Geelong and Barwon south-west, we see
a 25 per cent cut in the number of students enrolled in
government-subsidised training. Without being too
pedantic about that, if we are talking about a change in
the system, government-subsidised training — those
words probably give the horrors to a number of
members opposite who think there should be no role for
government whatsoever — is no different as a concept
from government-subsidised education, for which we
provide a core amount. We provide it right through our
school system. We have made it compulsory for
students to be at school since the first education act
came into effect in 1873, so governments have always
been in the space of training. Governments have always
been in the space of subsidised training, and over the
last number of years governments have also tried to
broaden the scope so that beyond governmentsubsidised training there can be private sector providers
that industry gets involved in.
The core thing here is we are seeing the number of
government-subsidised places being reduced. On top of
that the subsidy is being reduced, particularly through
the community service obligation which, to put it into
clear, stark language that means something to people
rather than pollie speak, means libraries at TAFEs are
being shut and a lot of core services that are an essential
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corollary of what happens in the classroom, training
room or training space are being cut out of TAFEs.
These things are all happening.
We have a picture here in the state of Victoria where
after three and three-quarter years of this government
and two and a half years of failed policy
experimentation, which followed the wrong choice
being made on Victorian certificate of applied learning
coordination a year earlier, we are seeing the numbers
of people who are being skilled and trained drop, which
industry is lamenting. The opportunities for young
Victorians, for all Victorians — I caution myself that I
should not be saying ‘young Victorians’ because if you
are a 55-year-old Alcoa worker in Geelong, a Ford
worker in Geelong, or a Target administrator in
Geelong, this reduction means the retraining capacity to
reskill yourself and be competitive in the workforce is
suddenly reduced.
The cruellest thing of all is a policy solution of the
federal government. I do not have a problem with
457 visas. You have 457 visas to plug gaps that happen
in a growing economy. Where I have a problem with
457 visas is when governments abrogate their
responsibility, reduce the training available in
somewhere like Geelong by a quarter, and then say,
‘My gosh, there’s a skills shortage. We will go overseas
for it’. That is where the problem comes in here — that
is, it is a deliberately incurred remedy for a skills
shortage. I use the phrase ‘deliberately incurred
remedy’ because if your solution in the end is the
market will fix everything, that is the market. The
market is part of it. You cannot cut 25 per cent of statesubsidised training places in Geelong and not expect a
consequence.
I am conscious that a number of people wish to speak
on this motion, so I will conclude my remarks and urge
the house to note these dreadful statistics.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my very great pleasure to speak on this opposition
motion, which the coalition will oppose for a range of
reasons. The opposition is trying to wash its hands of
evolutionary reforms or bungles, and Mr Lenders, the
lead speaker, mentioned that they were evolutionary
reforms. I will oppose this motion not only given the
context and the failed policies of a succession of Labor
governments but also because the opposition is getting
the facts wrong in relation to the specifics of the current
vocational education and training (VET) system. I will
quickly rebut.
First and foremost, the Labor Party shamefully uses the
terms TAFE and VET interchangeably. It does so
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because it has a lot to cover up. What it has to cover up
is the fact that the so-called ‘evolutionary system’
instigated by Lynne Kosky and introduced by the
Brumby Labor government in 2009 to open up the
TAFE system to contestability and competition with
registered training organisations (RTOs) was
undoubtedly going to change the context and
parameters under which TAFE operates.
Labor is under pressure when it comes to polling,
public sentiment and the big gaffe, the big failed
strategic position of the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, Daniel Andrews, who has declared that he is
going to tear up any signed east–west link contract.
That is a big blow to him and his credibility as a leader.
When Labor finds itself in that sort of position, it
invariably reverts to what it considers to be its safe
territory — that is, it just talks about health and
education. I would like to underscore the term ‘talk’,
because educators in Victoria should not just listen to
senseless talk that does not measure up to any level of
scrutiny; they should actually assess what is being said
and judge the Labor Party on its record of failed
education policies.
Mr Lenders conceded in his opening comments that
when he is out there in the community a very common
theme raised by stakeholders, in particular business, is
that there is a shortage of skills. In his opening
comments he also spoke about how there are young
men and women who are falling through the cracks. I
guess that was probably always going to be the case,
but it certainly grew in its incidence when Joan Kirner
abolished technical schools in the 1980s. That left
decades of young men and women adrift, the symptoms
of which Mr Lenders now tries to pin on changes to the
vocational education and training system which his
government initiated and instigated in 2009. There are a
couple of very substantial failed policies for which the
Labor Party is responsible. Labor Party members
should hang their heads in shame. They have sold out
those very people who need government support the
most, the sort of students Mr Lenders referred to as
perhaps going to a P–12 school in Narre Warren South.
It is those young men and women who are falling
through the cracks; they represent the symptoms of a
succession of failed Labor policies. Not only are they
failed policies, but Labor failed in implementing the
policies that it adopted. Mr Lenders talks about it being
an evolution of the system, but basically Labor stuffs up
and the Liberal government is elected to fix it up.
Unfortunately we cannot always turn the clock back
because when Labor dismantled technical schools, it
was never going to be possible to reinstate them.
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We need to evolve, and what we have now is an
evolved system where we have vocational education
and training, Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL) and other variations being offered by a range
of schools across the system. Unfortunately schools can
sometimes be challenged by the need to provide the sort
of breadth of opportunities and choices that perhaps test
their resources and skills. Technical schools in the
1980s had a concentrated commitment and skill set
under their roofs providing for the very sort of young
men and women that Mr Lenders now says are falling
through the cracks.
Hon. E. J. O’Donohue interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — Absolutely, Joan Kirner and the
Labor Party closed those. The other question that must
be asked is: if Labor wishes to cover itself in glory and
pledge itself as the defender of the TAFE system,
which is what it would like us to think, and is the way
that it is campaigning everywhere, why did it open up
the TAFE system to competition from the private
sector? Did Labor do that in order to provide some sort
of favour or even-handed treatment to RTOs? No siree.
I suggest people should look long and hard into the
reasons for and the motivations behind why the Labor
Party did that.
In the past I have postulated a reason, and one day
someone will actually do some good investigative
research into finding out. I would imagine that some of
the big unions have also got registered training
organisations affiliated with them, and those RTOs are
probably calling on a substantial amount of funds that
otherwise would have been in the TAFE sector for
delivering services to heavily unionised workplaces. I
am not saying that is all bad, I am merely questioning
the motives for Labor ditching the TAFE system in
order to give the private sector and RTOs even-handed
treatment. Labor’s motive deserves long and deep
investigation. I encourage anyone who has the
opportunity to do so to find out how many of the big
unions actually have registered training organisations
affiliated with them. There may be some interesting
dynamics that would benefit from having light shed
upon that.
Mr Lenders spoke about what this government has
done to the TAFE system. Clearly what is important is
what his own party when in government did to the
TAFE system. I will refresh the memories of members.
In 2008 former Premier John Brumby and the then
Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation, the
member for Bendigo East in the other place, Jacinta
Allan, released a skills policy document entitled
Securing Jobs for Your Future — Skills for Victoria. It
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called for TAFE skills training to be opened up to the
private sector. John Brumby and Jacinta Allan, who
bleats about the TAFE system more than any other
member, in 2008 said:
It is clear that change must be far reaching and it must begin
now.

What did the Australian Education Union say about
these bungled Labor reforms? In 2008 Pat Forward, the
union’s federal TAFE secretary, said:
A shift to complete contestability and the implementation of
competitive neutrality principles amount to the dismantling of
the public TAFE system …

Former Premier Kirner and Labor dismantled the
technical schools. Former Premier Brumby and Labor
continued the job by undermining the future of TAFEs.
It is no wonder that Mr Lenders was Minister for
Education for only nine months — hardly enough time
to generate or birth any new ideas. He was moved on
pretty swiftly because he was floundering.
Mr D. D. O’Brien interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, exactly. Mr Lenders then
talked about the savage attack on VCAL. Again, we
should put that into the context of technical schools and
the TAFE reforms that Labor instigated, and once more
there is a hefty dose of misrepresentation. VCAL
coordinators were funded in order to establish the
VCAL program in schools. Once that was established,
that funding was no longer available.
That is not to say that there is no resource needed for
the ongoing coordination of the program. Just like any
other area of educational activity, whether it is
coordinators for year levels at years 7 to 12,
coordinators in a particular curriculum area or
coordinators for a particular initiative or responsibility,
technical education and skills need coordination at the
school level and it is up to the school administrators to
make sure that they marshal the resources that are
necessary in order to achieve that objective. The larger
the number of students the school has, the more vested
interest it has in making sure that it delivers those
efficiently. I imagine a school where the VCAL
program was significant in size would give that
responsibility to someone who was really high up in the
hierarchy. I am not talking about the principals because
they need to be the educational leaders, but I would
imagine one of the associate principals may take charge
of such an important program.
Mr Lenders then claimed that members of this
government have been espousing the wonderful track
record of the TAFE system. No, what we have been
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doing — given Labor’s reforms of the TAFE system
and its dismantling of it by opening it up to competition
in the private sector — is talking about the vocational
education and training system because now we are
talking about a broader system. Indeed the story is a
very good one and the funding has significantly
increased from what it was under Labor. Labor when in
government established a system that Mr Lenders says
was not sustainable, and that is true because it was
growing at a rate that certainly was not sustainable. It
was underfunded by Labor and it was uncapped, and
that was as a result of a contestable system. We have
had to clean up the mess and provide additional
funding.
Mr Lenders dismissively talks about how hearing about
the increased funding for the vocational education and
training system evokes in him the need to vomit. That is
a sad reflection of his partisan view, because this
funding should be applauded, although I would be the
first to say that all does not rest with funding alone. In
actual fact you need to have a good system. You need
to have an effective system. It needs to be efficiently
delivered, and most importantly it needs to be
effectively delivered. We are talking about high-quality
programs, and this government, in inheriting a fairly
unregulated private sector that was opened up as a
result of Labor’s reforms, had to clean up the act and
get rid of some fairly dodgy providers, which it has
done. A succession of legislation has been introduced in
the Parliament which gives us a greater armoury of
actions to get rid of shonky providers and enable us to
make them more accountable and more responsible to
their clients — our students.
Mr Lenders went on to talk about jobs and
manufacturing. Again, they retreat to their territory,
talking about health and education, thinking that people
just do not listen. They yakety-yak about health,
education and TAFE, and they do not think people will
put the dots together. It is a bit like listening to Kevin
Rudd speak on television. It does not make sense, but
people walking in and out of the room might have
heard the right words thrown in here and there and
think he is talking about things that are important to
them. I invite people, especially educators, to listen to
what Labor has said, to look at what Labor has done
and to see through the bulldust.
Mr Lenders went on to talk about manufacturing.
Manufacturing is important, and it has been in
transition for a very long time. Mr Lenders spoke about
some of the unfortunate changes in manufacturing
affecting the car industry. My brother had been in
clothing manufacturing for all his life. Regrettably, he
passed away two years ago. His business was basically
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undermined, as a lot of clothing manufacturing
businesses were, because even those who used
pieceworkers and paid them above award rates were
crucified by the unions, which basically wanted to shut
down anyone who was outside a large, industrialised
workplace because they wanted unionised labour
forces. They did not want people who did not belong to
unions. Labor has crucified the clothing and footwear
industry through its industrial reforms and thrown
many people out of business. Manufacturing has been
and will continue to be in transition, and Victoria has a
bright future in the area of advanced manufacturing.
What Mr Lenders did not talk about was the jobs that
have been generated through the huge investment in
infrastructure this government has made over
successive budgets and the jobs that are going to
eventuate through that investment in infrastructure.
That includes the east–west link, which Labor is
shamefully opposing, when indeed some of the large
unions associated with the construction industry
welcome it. That is the reason we see such division in
the Labor ranks on the east–west tunnel. Mr Lenders
also does not mention the jobs that result from
investment in services, the national disability insurance
scheme being amongst a range of other services. Nor
does he talk about other industry areas. I am sure the
time for today’s debate is much too short to give ample
coverage of this issue, but I look forward to the
opportunity of doing so on another occasion.
I will now apply myself to the specifics of the motion.
Before doing that I will give Mr Lenders a bit of a
grammar lesson. When we are talking about people, as
in paragraphs (1) and (2) of his motion, the correct
grammar is that we talk about ‘fewer’ students, not
‘less’ students, unless we are measuring their weight as
opposed to the number. As a former Minister for
Education he should make sure he gets his grammar
right, and if he cannot get it right, he should have
someone who can actually correct his work before it is
submitted.
Let me go back to some of the terms of the motion.
First and foremost, the coalition government is
providing funding of $1.2 billion per year for TAFEs
and training providers throughout Victoria. This is a
huge increase — a 50 per cent increase on Labor’s
$800 million in 2010, uncapped and unfocused. What
we saw was RTOs delivering programs in areas where
there was an oversupply and where the prospect of
actually finding a job was much diminished. What we
have done — unashamedly, because that is what young
people deserve — is shift the subsidies. We have
reduced the subsidies in those areas of oversupply and
increased the subsidies to training providers in those
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areas where there are national skills shortages and
where people can actually get a job as a result of the
training.
That is something that needed to be done. If we are not
going to sell our young people short, this needed to be
done. It can be defended; it should be defended. It
should have been done, and it is absolutely appalling
that Labor continues to criticise this particular policy
shift. As a result of that shift we have seen enrolments
skyrocket, because people are actually happy to
undertake a course if it means they can get a job at the
end of it. There are now more subsidised training
enrolments under the coalition government than there
were under Labor. In 2010 under Labor there were
426 900 enrolments, and in 2013 we had
645 000 enrolments. That is an increase of student
enrolments in our vocational education system of
51 per cent statewide. What sort of indicator is that?
We have more funding, we have more students and we
have courses being supported with high levels of
subsidies that will result in jobs for young people.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Labor does not like that.
Mrs PEULICH — Labor does not like that, no. It
just bleats and hopes the great unwashed masses who
faithfully gave them their vote will not actually analyse
or assess the arguments. I am sorry; coming from a
working-class background, as I do, for me the priority
is to make sure that every kid, no matter which suburb
he or she is born in and no matter where he or she
comes from, has the opportunities to get ahead in life,
and that means getting a decent education. I for one will
continue to defend and advocate for the reforms that are
needed in order to achieve those results. It is not about
pandering to union mates and doing something which
will benefit certain unions which obviously have close
affiliations with certain RTOs.
Labor has cherrypicked the figures cited in this motion
to misconstrue the situation and conveniently ignore the
fact that under the coalition government training has
gone up across the state. Under the coalition
government there has been a 33 per cent increase in
overall training enrolments in regional areas. The figure
in 2010 was 126 200. This increased to 167 800 in
2013. It has gone up across the state and it has gone up
by 33 per cent in regional Victoria.
As a gesture of necessary support the coalition
government has doubled the loading on training
subsidies in our regional areas from 5 per cent to 10 per
cent to make them more sustainable. We are committed
to supporting TAFEs and training delivery in regional
areas, and I will come back to that later. Structural
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adjustment has been required and we have put
$200 million into assisting with those structural
adjustments, something Labor would never have done.
One of the reasons Labor does not provide the funding
that is needed and has not been able to match the
coalition is it wastes so much of it. Money has been
wasted and mismanaged on things like the desalination
plant and a range of other bungled projects which have
cost Victorians probably 30 per cent more than they
should have so there is less money to spend on the
things that people need such as health, education,
improved infrastructure, investment and improved
services.
The figures on total enrolments in TAFE and training
by region are very illuminating. In Barwon south-west
enrolments in 2010 were 35 800 and in 2013 they were
51 965. In the Grampians in 2010 enrolments were
15 005 and in 2013 they were 17 883. In the Loddon
Mallee region enrolments in 2010 were 28 320 and in
2013 they were 33 209, again a very substantial
increase. In Hume the growth has been phenomenal. In
2010 enrolments under Labor were 24 673. Under the
coalition government the 2013 figure was 47 021
students, a massive increase. In Eastern Metropolitan
Region, under Labor there were 60 140 enrolments in
2010 and in 2013 the figure was 68 110. In Western
Metropolitan Region, under Labor in 2010 there were
88 628 enrolments and in 2013 the figure was
183 679 — a huge increase. In Southern Metropolitan
Region enrolments increased from 81 765 in 2010 to
134 548 in 2013. In Northern Metropolitan Region they
increased from 56 429 in 2010 to 83 256 in 2013.
One region has not seen growth in TAFE enrolments,
and that is Gippsland. However, we also know that one
in three young people will leave the Gippsland region
to pursue further education and employment. We have
invested a further $40 million in Federation Training to
ensure that more people in Gippsland have access to
training.
In summary, under the coalition government there is
more training aligned to demands and therefore people
have better prospects of securing jobs; training is now
being delivered in areas of industry need and national
skill shortage; 72 per cent of students are now training
in priority areas of industry need; and there are 47 per
cent more enrolments in regional Victoria in trades and
other high-skill occupations. The story in education,
considering the mess this government has had to fix up,
is a very good one. Mr Lenders should not be looking
for a brown paper bag or a bucket to vomit in, he
should be applauding this government if he really cares
about the working-class kids he purports to represent.
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The coalition government is getting on with building a
better training system for Victorians and supporting
TAFEs to adjust to the modern market by providing
funding for training, improving governance
arrangements and providing funding for TAFEs to
innovate and collaborate. Those reforms were, as I
mentioned earlier, instigated by Labor in 2009 by
opening up TAFEs to contestability.

clear example is the Northern Melbourne Institute of
TAFE, which was the principal provider of training in
Melbourne’s north. It now has 187 competitors. This
was Labor’s vision. That is why we have provided the
structural adjustment fund to assist TAFEs to respond
to competitive and commercial pressures imposed by
Labor’s bungled reforms of 2008, and it is for those
reasons that we are opposing this motion.

The most up-to-date full-year data shows that under the
coalition government more young people in Victoria
aged 15 to 19 years are now participating in training. In
2010 there were 88 300 young people from 15 to
19 years of age participating in training. There are now
105 600. As a result of the investment by the coalition
government in Victoria’s TAFE and training system
Victoria now has the highest participation rate in
Australia with 16.1 per cent of working-age Victorians
in training compared to the national average of 11.9 per
cent.

I make the following observations on the last paragraph
of the motion which refers to the federal government’s
plan in relation to 457 visa workers’ protections. The
457 visa program is a commonwealth government
program designed to enable skilled overseas workers to
fill domestic vacancies when skilled local workers are
not available. The 457 visa program is wholly
administered by the commonwealth government, and
the Victorian government has no formal role in its
operation. Victorian government agencies have and will
continue to investigate and pursue allegations of
breaches of Victorian laws and regulations, such as
occupational health and safety and WorkCover
breaches, including breaches that may involve
exploitation of 457 visa holders falling within the
state’s roles and responsibilities.

In closing, we have fixed the bungled attempt by the
former government to introduce reforms that were illconceived and underfunded. Labor sold out TAFEs and
people should ask why. The coalition does not talk
down TAFEs, the Labor Party does. As a result, people
vote with their feet — they look at alternatives. Labor is
further undermining a system it reformed and
underfunded and is now trying to pin that on others. We
have supported TAFEs to adjust to the new market.
Compare that to the comments of the member for
Eltham in the Assembly, Steve Herbert, on radio
recently when he referred to TAFE as the rump of
training provision. Unfortunately Labor created the
rump and now it is talking it down. We believe the
TAFE system can work well and with improved
governance, refocusing of subsidies and increased
funding can deliver a high-quality education system in
the area of skills training for our young people. Steve
Herbert went on to say that Federation Training would
be nothing more than a rump on the end of a university.
While the opposition has been talking down TAFEs
and the Victorian training system, the coalition
government is fixing it, supporting it with record
investment and delivering high-quality training that
meets the needs of individuals and employers. Yes, the
system will need to continue to evolve because markets
and people’s needs evolve. As I said before, it was the
coalition government that set up a $200 million TAFE
Structural Adjustment Fund to help TAFEs respond to
the shambolic attempt by Labor to introduce reforms.
In closing, I point out that Labor did not provide any
support when it introduced those reforms in 2008, and a

With those few words, I encourage this debate in the
community. I encourage people to assess what Labor
has done and what it says about the issue now. They
should not just assess what Labor has done during its
time in opposition when it is all care and no
responsibility but what it has done over its successive
terms of government, which saw the steady dismantling
and undermining of the vocational education and
training system, the technical system that our young
people depend on.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — In May 2012
the then Minister for Higher Education and Skills, Peter
Hall, was overridden by his Baillieu government
cabinet colleagues and by the then Treasurer, Kim
Wells. He was forced to accept and then implement the
most savage and damaging budget cuts to the TAFE
sector that Victoria has seen. Members of this chamber
know that Peter Hall is fundamentally a good man who
tried to do the right thing when he was a minister, but
the sad reality is that he lost control of his portfolio.
Events overtook him, his colleagues stood over him,
and he buckled and never recovered.
The Baillieu government’s 2012 May austerity budget
delivered massive budget cuts across the public sector,
and TAFE boards and administrations were apoplectic
that the coalition government was cutting $1.2 billion
from their sector. In May 2012 the details were yet to
come — the course closures, the job losses, the campus
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closures or mergers, the human pain and stress and the
outcry that would reverberate across the state — and it
was Peter Hall’s job to sign off on campus allocations
and deliver the news, TAFE by TAFE, board by board,
family by family and student by student. But at that
moment he did an extraordinary thing; he told the truth
and delivered himself a fatal blow. He wrote a letter to
TAFE leaders that he shared their pain, read their
feelings, that he and his department had anguished over
the budget cuts and that he had thought about
resigning — I think the term he used was throwing in
the towel. Coalition members were furious over the
betrayal and horrified that yet again serious cracks were
appearing in the parliamentary party.
Peter Hall tried to recover his position and the position
of the coalition government, telling the media that his
counsel of despair to TAFE leaders was a sign of his
passion for the job and that his anguish was personal.
He said he could have expressed himself better. He said
he supported the tough budget. But it was all too late;
the cat was out of the bag, the minister was exposed,
and the issue revealed to one and all that coalition MPs
knew the $1.2 billion cut to TAFE was a disaster that
would haunt them all the way to the 2014 election,
which of course is now imminent.
There have been many debates in this place on what the
coalition has exacted on the TAFE system in this state,
and on previous occasions I have placed on the record
that the $1.2 billion TAFE budget cut is the single
biggest issue in Eastern Victoria Region by a mile. No
other matter has been raised with me more often than
this issue, and the reason is obvious. The cuts affect just
about every family in the state directly and personally.
Just about every family has had a member benefit from
TAFE, so its value is understood and the meaning of
the cuts is understood.
Even at a political level you have to ask yourself why
the coalition would have chosen the TAFE system to
attack. It makes as much sense as the federal coalition
attacking access to health services with a $7 Medicare
co-payment. It affects every family. Everyone
understands it and hardly anyone supports it. People
understand what it means to cut 80 per cent of
vocational courses. They understand what it means to
reduce the salary allocations of TAFE budgets. They
understand what it means to reduce budgets for
maintenance and equipment. They understand what it
means to reduce childcare services, library services,
counsellors, support for students with a disability and
concession places. Highly experienced TAFE leaders
spoke out with unprecedented passion and directness,
expressing their concern over the coalition
government’s refusal to fund the community service
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obligation and what this would mean on the ground for
a whole range of services that make a real difference,
especially to vulnerable TAFE students.
But what happened next was breathtaking. Peter Hall,
this time with no handwringing, sacked seven of the
chairs of Victoria’s 14 TAFEs on the pretext of their
possessing insufficient business expertise. One of those
Mr Hall sacked was the chair of GippsTAFE in Eastern
Victoria Region, David Gittins. He is the managing
director of one of the biggest car dealerships in the
Latrobe Valley — Valley Motor Group — and a man
who possesses a blend of high-level business
experience and community service with the Rotary
Club of Morwell and Life Education in Gippsland, just
to name a couple of areas in which he is active.
The Victorian government is busily talking up its socalled TAFE reforms. Recently the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, Nick Wakeling, told a conference
of TAFE CEOs that a negative and misinformed media
is shackling TAFEs in the competitive marketplace.
Others commented that this was nonsense and ran
counter to the evidence that suggests the public TAFE
network is tottering, with a declining share of
enrolments and mounting financial losses.
The statistics in Mr Lenders’s motion provide evidence
of the declining enrolments, and we know that the
sector is in deep financial trouble. GippsTAFE and
Advance TAFE, which operate in Gippsland, are in
deep financial trouble, with Advance TAFE posting a
loss of $9.2 million for 2013 and GippsTAFE a loss of
$5 million. The losses are partially blamed on
government funding cuts. Earlier this year the AuditorGeneral reported that half the state’s TAFEs are
running at a loss, but once again Minister Wakeling is
putting a brave face on the position. He asserts that the
merger of GippsTAFE and Advance TAFE in
Gippsland will strengthen the financial position, lead to
more courses being run and provide greater incentives
for students to study in Gippsland. Everybody in
Gippsland knows that the $40.2 million support
package the government is providing to facilitate the
merger is not nearly enough to stem the losses. It is a
disaster for the TAFE sector in Gippsland.
Mr Lenders’s motion asks the house to note the effects
of this monumental attack on Victorians’ access to
education and skill development, on the capacity of
Victorians to improve their earning capacity, on jobs
and on the Victorian economy. Everything that was
said back in 2012 in criticism of the folly of that budget
has come to pass. By every measure this has been a
disaster, with 18 300 fewer TAFE students in 2013 than
in 2012 and 45 000 fewer enrolled in state-subsidised
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training in 2013 than in 2012. Of course behind these
figures are tens of thousands of human beings — young
people deprived of the start they need and men and
women wanting to improve their skills, better their
incomes and contribute more to their communities and
families. Is it any wonder that especially throughout
2012 and 2013 the electorate offices of members have
been swamped with emails and phone calls and our
communities have held any number of meetings to
express concern over the impact of these devastating
cuts?
Mr Lenders’s motion lists by region the percentage fall
in enrolment in state-subsidised training. The
remarkable thing is that there has been a fall in every
region. Not a single region anywhere in the state
registered an increase in enrolments in state-subsidised
training, despite all the claims that more, not less,
money is being invested in the TAFE sector. In
Gippsland the fall between 2012 and 2014 is 22 per
cent, a collapse of more than one-fifth, an astonishing
and shameful fall that must be understood not as a
statistic but as a tragedy for very many individuals.
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Education is a very big employer and overseas students
contribute enormously to national and state income, but
recent research from HSBC shows that Australia is the
most expensive country for overseas students and that
their costs average something like $38 000 per year.
Since 2009 the number of overseas students coming to
Australia has been in decline. As the education export
industry is a huge source of revenue, the decline matters
because it impacts on, for example, the accommodation
construction industry, the hospitality industry and the
tourism industry. These pressures on our national and
state income are serious, and under current federal
policy settings they are, regrettably, unlikely to
improve, which will make it much harder for Victorians
to find jobs in key industries. Taking $1.2 billion out of
the TAFE sector was a major blunder and Victorians
are paying the price. I commend Mr Lenders on his
motion.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN (Eastern Victoria) — ‘Lies,
damned lies and statistics’ I think is the saying that best
summarises the motion Mr Lenders has moved this
morning. Some of the numbers produced by the Labor
Party and contained in this motion are simply
staggering in their gall and in their, I guess, amateurish
nature. Mrs Peulich has outlined some of that.

Mr Lenders’s motion draws our attention to
unemployment in Victoria. His motion points out that
the massive TAFE budget cuts are a consequence of the
soaring unemployment that the state is experiencing,
having now reached 7 per cent — its highest level in
13 years. In case those opposite want once again to
dispute the unemployment figure of 6.8 per cent, these
are the figures provided by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics. That 6.8 per cent is 1.9 per cent higher than
when the Liberals took office in 2010, and this is the
11th month in a row that unemployment in Victoria has
been above 6 per cent, the highest on the mainland.
This means that 67 000 people lost their jobs over the
last four years, and one of the reasons for that is the
$1.2 billion taken out of the TAFE system.
Mr Lenders’s motion draws our attention to the high
number of unemployed young people. That figure hit
16 per cent in February, and during the first seven
months of this year youth unemployment in Victoria
averaged 14.7 per cent, compared to 12.5 per cent in
2013.

Ms Pulford — Because that is the year in which you
guys destroyed TAFE.

The results of four years of coalition government for
the lives of Victorian workers are now clear, but the
real effects of the Abbott federal government’s
disastrous decisions are yet to be felt. The latest
unemployment figures do not take into account the loss
of national income and the rise of real expenditure
resulting from the repeal of the carbon price or the
impact of the shutdown of the automotive industry,
which will of course have a major negative effect on
employment in Victoria.

Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — Because that is the year in
which the figures look the best. That is it, is it not,
Ms Pulford? That is where the figures suit the
opposition’s argument, because when you look at the
actual results over the three and a half years of this
coalition government, you find that the comments
Mr Lenders has made simply do not bear scrutiny.
TAFE in Victoria, and vocational education and
training and skills training more generally, is quite
complex. I will go through it a little bit. It goes back to

Looking at the motion, I can see the work that has gone
into it, and I appreciate where it is coming from.
Having been a young staffer in opposition, I know that
it is hard sometimes to come up with things, including
statistics. You look at the annual reports and various
other statistics around the place and pick out the things
that you think are going to be useful for your argument.
That is exactly what Mr Lenders and his staff have
done here today.
The fourth paragraph of the motion asserts that the
number of students enrolled in government subsidised
training has fallen in every region of the state from
2012 to 2014. Why on earth has Mr Lenders picked
2012?
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2008 when of course the previous government made a
bungled attempt at reform. The reform itself was not a
bad thing; opening the TAFE sector up to contestability
certainly makes sense. I believe the coalition at the time
supported the idea.
As with all these things, when it comes to money or any
type of reform, the Labor Party tends to muck it up. In
this case that is exactly what happened. We saw the
then Brumby government come forward and make the
changes that it said were necessary. I can quote the
policy document from the time:
The Victorian government recognises the clear need for
structural changes in the way the training system works, the
way in which government funding flows to providers and the
training products and services that individuals and businesses
can access with government support. It is clear that change
must be far reaching and it must begin now.

They were noble intentions from the government at the
time. The problem was that they introduced
contestability and allowed non-government providers
and non-TAFE providers — the registered training
organisations (RTOs) — to come in and compete for
the dollars, but they had no plan to manage the
transition. They had no plan whatsoever. They threw
the TAFE sector to the wolves, and now we hear them
crying crocodile tears over the TAFE system, saying it
is all about TAFE and forgetting what they did in
government. They opened up the system without any
thought for what the impacts would be on TAFE. That
has caused many problems.
Another mistake the previous government made was to
open the system up to increased contestability while
taking no account whatsoever of the budgetary impact
that would have. We saw a training sector that was
funded to about $800 million in 2010. The coalition
came to government and saw that the subsidies were
soaring. They were soaring because Labor had not
considered that that would happen. Of course there was
an increase in RTOs and a massive increase in the
hours being claimed by the various organisations,
including TAFEs, yet Labor had made no contingency
for that. The coalition government is trying to fix up the
mess that Labor made. We are now putting $1.2 billion
into the training sector, which is 50 per cent more than
the Labor Party did in 2010.
I refer to some factual statistics. Under the coalition
government there were 645 000 enrolments in 2013,
compared with 426 900 in 2010. That represents a
51 per cent increase statewide. As I said, Labor has
cherrypicked the figures to make sure that they look
good for the Labor Party when in fact the figures do not
bear scrutiny. Under the coalition government there has
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been a 33 per cent increase in overall training
enrolments in regional areas — the figure was 167 800
in 2013, up from 126 000 in 2010.
As a member who represents regional areas, I am very
pleased that the coalition government has also doubled
the loading on training subsidies in regional areas from
5 per cent to 10 per cent. We did not hear that from
Mr Scheffer, and we did not hear it from Mr Lenders.
We have increased the loading for the regional TAFEs
to ensure that the additional costs that are suffered by
country students are acknowledged and compensated
for in the subsidy that is provided.
I will go through some of the figures. Mr Lenders
quotes various statistics, including claiming that there
has been a 25 per cent reduction in students enrolled in
the Barwon south-west region. In 2010 there were
35 800 students enrolled in Barwon south-west; in 2013
there were 51 965. I do not know how that is a 25 per
cent reduction, other than that Mr Lenders has
selectively chosen a year, and then used it to suit his
argument. In fact it is more like a 25 per cent increase,
although we should not rely on my maths for that.
Roughly speaking, 35 000 up to 51 000 suggests there
has been an increase in Barwon south-west.
Mr Lenders talked about a reduction in the Grampians
region. In the Grampians enrolments have gone from
15 005 in 2010 to nearly 18 000 in 2013. In the Loddon
Mallee region the figure has jumped from 28 320 up to
33 209. In Hume the numbers have changed from
24 000 up to 47 000 in 2013. Gippsland is the one area
where we have some work to do, I grant that, and I
agree with some of the things that Mr Scheffer said on
that. There has been a reduction in the number of
students, and we are working to address that. I will
come back to that issue shortly.
The information set out in the motion highlights that
statistics can be very misleading. Let us also look at
how the market has changed, how the enrolments have
changed and highlight why some of this discussion
about TAFE and the Labor Party’s focus is misleading.
The Labor Party focuses on TAFE in particular, when
TAFE is in fact only a proportion of the training
market. I refer to some of the percentages, though I
hope not to bore people with numbers.
In 2008 Learn Local organisations — they are
neighbourhood houses and community colleges —
made up about 19 per cent of the training market. In
2013 that figure had dropped considerably; it was down
to 11 per cent. There is no doubt that those community
colleges — for example, Community College
Gippsland — have struggled in the new environment.
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They have found it difficult to adjust, and they are
having to get leaner and meaner in trying new ways of
attracting students. TAFEs made up 47 per cent of
enrolments in 2008, but have now fallen to 32 per cent.
Universities were 19 per cent and have now fallen to
8 per cent. The private sector, in particular the RTOs
that have come into the market since the Labor Party’s
reforms in 2008, went from 14 per cent of the market to
48 per cent of the market.
Whilst the Labor Party is crying crocodile tears over
TAFE, the reality is we have seen a shift. Mr Scheffer
talked about the role Mr Hall played in getting rid of
TAFE chairs, but it was the case that the TAFEs
themselves were not prepared for the reforms, and the
Labor Party did nothing to assist them to prepare for
those reforms. We have worked closely with the TAFE
sector to assist it to meet the challenges of a marketbased system. TAFEs were thrown to the wolves; they
had little understanding and little experience of a
competitive, market-based system. The coalition
government is working to assist them to adjust.
We have done that through the $200 million TAFE
Structural Adjustment Fund, which is designed to
support innovation and structural transformation so
TAFEs can better position themselves to embrace the
opportunities and deal with the challenges competition
brings. This has helped with board composition and
ensuring that the people on the boards and the staff of
the TAFE sector — administration and management —
have a better understanding of business ideas and
marketing, and can compete more generally with the
private sector. This is another way the coalition is
fixing up the Labor Party’s mess.
There are some other statistics it is important to
highlight here. There is a lot of rhetoric coming from
the other side about readiness for employment, levels of
training and the types of training that our young people
are getting. The fact is that we are now better skilling
people for the jobs that are out there and the jobs that
Victoria will have in the future. When we came to
government 49 per cent of students in TAFE were
enrolled in courses in an area of industry need. That has
now risen to 72 per cent. Not only are we training more
students but we are actually training them in areas of
need. We are removing them from the basket-weaving
and personal training courses — where there were
something like 4000 students training for about
500 jobs every year — and getting them into areas of
need. That is making sure that our young people are
trained for the jobs of the future and in the skills that
our industries and businesses across the state need and
demand.
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Equally, the coalition government is getting more
young people into that sort of training. According to the
raw figures for 2010, in the age group 15 to 19 there
were 80 300 young people involved in training. That
was up to 104 600 on the last figures for 2013. As a
result of that, Victoria has the highest participation rate
of working-age Victorians in training — 16.1 per cent
compared with the national average of 11.9 per cent. It
is clear that we are starting to get the mess cleaned up.
We are getting young people into the training they need
and we are giving them the opportunity to find the jobs
that they will need in the future.
I will go back to Gippsland. We certainly have some
issues in Gippsland, as I said earlier. The government
has recognised that. We have seen some problems for
various reasons, one of the main ones being that one in
three young Gippslanders were leaving the region to
seek further education and employment. We needed to
address that. We chose not to force a merger of the two
TAFEs; we did not think the government should be
telling the TAFEs how to run their operations. But we
were very pleased to support the merger of GippsTAFE
and Advance TAFE earlier this year and for them to
come together under the banner of Federation Training
and to hopefully work with Federation University
Australia at the end of next year. We have invested
$40 million in Federation Training to help ensure its
success. That is a critical thing for the future of
Gippsland.
We need to make sure that we improve the outcomes in
Gippsland, and Federation Training and Federation
University will hopefully do that by providing technical
and further education, the skills training that is needed
for apprentices and young people coming out of the
school system into the workforce, and a direct pathway
into university for those who want to go on to further
study. It will provide an important link between
industry, the training sector and the university based at
Churchill. We are confident that in the future we will
see more opportunities for Gippslanders to study not
only vocational employment training but also university
training through Federation University. Perhaps
synergies will be provided with various TAFE
campuses aligned with the university, which will enable
them to offer university courses in local regions and
reverse that trend of one in three young people from the
region leaving Gippsland.
I stand here as a representative of eastern Victoria and
of Gippsland, and I acknowledge that we have had
problems and that we are working to fix them. No-one
is saying that there have not been problems with the
training sector in Gippsland, but that $40 million is very
important in terms of making the Federation Training
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merger work. We look forward to that bedding down
over the next year or so and becoming a successful
organisation and delivering the training that Gippsland
students and young people need to find the jobs of the
future.
I am going to look at a couple of the other aspects of the
motion now, in particular unemployment. When this
motion was written it was true that the unemployment
rate in Victoria was 7 per cent. What Mr Lenders failed
to mention is that in the next month it dropped to
6.8 per cent. Of course monthly figures jump around,
but the reality is that 26 000 jobs were created in
Victoria in the month of August, and 108 900 more
Victorians have jobs than when we came to power.
Now, 108 900 — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — Mr Leane can have a laugh
about it, but that is 108 000 more people who have jobs
than when the Labor Party lost government. I note from
a regional Victorian perspective that we have 6.8 per
cent unemployment across the state, but the regional
rate is the lowest of the non-mining states in the
country.
There are challenges, and Mr Lenders and Mr Scheffer
have outlined the challenges that apply to the motor
industry. As for Mr Lenders standing there saying that
the federal Treasurer’s comments goaded car
manufacturers to leave, it is unbelievable that he would
suggest that that actually had something to do with their
decision. There are those challenges.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
We have a speaker who has the call. It would be helpful
if Mr Leane and Mr Elsbury would conduct their
conversation outside the chamber — preferably — or,
if they insist on staying in the chamber, cease and desist
from their current discussion.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — Thank you for your
intervention, Acting President, but it is just fuzz that I
hear from the other side. It is bubble and froth and
noise. I do not understand anything of what they are
saying because it is generally the case that it does not
make any sense. I was talking about employment. We
are talking about employment and unemployment.
Mr Tee — Talk about unemployment.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — If Mr Tee wants to talk
about unemployment, I am more than happy to do so
because the east–west link project will create 6200 jobs.
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Despite the fact that members on Mr Tee’s side — the
member for Lyndhurst in the Assembly, Mr Pakula,
Mr Melhem and various others — have supported it in
the past, now Dictaphone Dan has made his comment,
‘We are going to rip it up; we’re not going to do it’. We
heard Mr Melhem talking this morning and saying this
is a — what was the term?
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — He called us a ‘gunna-do
government’. Thank you, Mr Elsbury, I am going to
steal your line. He called us a gunna-do government.
Well, the opposition is the opposition that is never
gunna do anything! They are the not-gunna-do
opposition. They are not gunna do the east–west link.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I ask Mr Leane to calm down just a tad.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — Thank you, Acting
President. Again I say to Mr Leane that if we are the
gunna-do government, the opposition would be the notgunna-do government because it is not gunna do
anything. This government brought down a budget with
$27 billion worth of investment.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I ask Mr Leane to restrain himself.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — Thank you, Acting
President. I think I might restrain myself from goading
the interjections. It is just a little bit too tempting.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Too easy.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — A little bit too easy,
Mr Drum; that is right. We had a state budget this year
with $27 billion worth of investment, including
significant job-creating investment — job creating not
just in building but in the infrastructure it will create
that will also support jobs and support our industries in
the future. What did we hear from the Labor Party on
the budget? We heard nothing. The budget passed
without comment because Labor members had nothing
to attack it on.
Now as we head towards an election, under the threat of
the Greens and with the worry about what the Greens
will do in the inner city Assembly electorates of
Melbourne, Northcote, Brunswick and Richmond, they
do an enormous backflip. There has been an enormous
backflip by the Leader of the Opposition in the
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Assembly, Mr Andrews. Labor is really saying,
‘Actually we don’t really care about those jobs; we just
care about the jobs of the four MPs in the inner-city
seats’. They are the jobs they are really interested in.
They are worried about losing them to the Greens.
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TAFE cuts. Mr O’Brien said that Labor Party members
were crying crocodile tears, but that is not true. We cry
genuine, real, heartfelt tears for the lost opportunities
for young people because of the TAFE cuts this
government has presided over and brought to bear. This
is particularly true in regional Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — There is an amazing amount
of chutzpah coming from those on the other side.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I advise Mr Leane that that is, to say the very least,
borderline unparliamentary. I ask him yet again — —
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Yes, you are borderline. I ask, yet again, for Mr Leane
to restrain himself as we try to keep some order in the
house.
Mr Leane — I will not say a word.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — It is funny that I can speak
for about 18 minutes in almost complete silence in the
chamber, but the minute I mention the east–west link,
suddenly there is uproar from members on the other
side. They are embarrassed about their position on that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr D. D. O’BRIEN — There they go again. I am
sorry, Acting President; perhaps I should move away
from it, if it would assist the house. They are
embarrassed over there, and they are very concerned
about the position their leader has taken.
I will conclude. The upshot is that once again, as I said
at the start, Mr Lenders has used lies, damned lies and
statistics. He is wrong on the counts he has shown. The
coalition government inherited a mess in the vocational
education and training sector. It has increased the
funding to that sector, which Labor failed to do. It is
assisting the TAFE sector to adapt to the new
environment that was introduced, and it is ensuring that
it cleans up the mess and gets young people into the
training they need so they can do useful things in the
jobs of the future. That is why we will not be
supporting this motion.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — He is no
Peter Hall, is he, Acting President? At least the former
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall,
had the decency to feel bad about what this government
has done to regional education access as a result of its

Mr O’Brien said the government has provided a
loading to help compensate regional TAFEs, but the
numbers clearly show that this has not worked.
Mr O’Brien tried to paint a rosy picture that everything
is tickety-boo and employers are getting what they
need. This is not true. This is not something you could
say with a straight face to the small and medium-sized
manufacturers in Ararat and Stawell who cannot get
their staff trained locally, and it is not what you would
say to people in the tourism and hospitality industry in
and around Daylesford, where suddenly the price of
training a beauty therapist is completely beyond the
reach of those businesses and the subsidy rates have
been so dramatically cut for hospitality that it is
crippling employment across regional tourism
communities. As we know, TAFEs are being forced
into mergers out of financial desperation. Campuses
have been closed, courses have been cut, fees have
skyrocketed and many people have lost their jobs —
people with training expertise in their own profession.
These people have been lost as a result of these TAFE
cuts. The TAFE share of training delivery in Victoria
has dropped by 27 per cent. Mr O’Brien need not
believe the opposition — Victoria’s Auditor-General
says that five of Victoria’s TAFEs are at high financial
risk. Enrolments across Victoria are down by 5 per cent
since 2013 and regional enrolments have dropped by
12 per cent over that same period.
You cannot look at these statistics and come to any
conclusion other than that this government’s TAFE
reforms have had devastating consequences for kids in
regional Victoria. We have seen the closure of
Swinburne’s Lilydale campus, Northern Melbourne
Institute of TAFE’s Greensborough campus and South
West TAFE’s Glenormiston campus as well as eight
Advance TAFE campuses and outreach centres in East
Gippsland. Labor has committed to reopening
Swinburne’s Lilydale campus and will restore the
community service obligation funding to ensure that
TAFEs have the capacity to deliver what Victoria
needs.
The government has failed to address the youth
unemployment crisis in this state. Victoria now has the
third highest average rate of youth unemployment in
Australia behind South Australia and Tasmania. Since
last year the youth unemployment rate has been up to
13.8 per cent, which is a 1.5 per cent increase from this
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time last year. Victorian youth unemployment is above
the national average and the worst regions exceed the
national average by up to 6.5 per cent. The parts of my
electorate that are most acutely impacted by this include
the region in and around Warrnambool in the Premier’s
electorate and Geelong, where the challenge to find
new jobs is ongoing and urgent.
Of course this problem extends well beyond the
boundaries of my electorate of Western Victoria
Region, as 12 out of 17 regions in Victoria have higher
youth unemployment rates than they did last year. The
government’s failure to address this issue is inextricably
linked to its failure to properly support our TAFE
institutions. Our economy is undergoing a transition, in
no small part due to the Liberal-Nationals’ best mate in
Canberra, federal Treasurer Joe Hockey, daring the
automotive industry to leave, but also for many other
reasons.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Yeah, that’s why they left.
Ms PULFORD — No, I think it is fair to say that
automotive manufacturers are ceasing to manufacture
in Australia as a direct consequence of the federal
government’s failure to continue to support them.
Government members all know this is true. They all
know Joe Hockey dared them to leave.
The best way to address the enormous challenge of
youth unemployment is to ensure that our workforce is
skilled, educated and able to respond to changes
occurring in the employment market. The Victorian
government needs to support people who are looking
for work by giving them an opportunity to gain skills.
The Napthine government has done the exact opposite
of what is needed by gutting TAFEs across Victoria,
and it has been particularly callous in the way it has cut
funding to regional communities.
Between 2012 and 2014 the number of students in
government-subsidised training in the Barwon southwest, Grampians, Loddon Mallee, Hume and Gippsland
regions has decreased by an average of 20 per cent.
This represents a reduction of 7600 students in Barwon
south-west and 5600 students in Gippsland. One thing I
can agree with Mr O’Brien on is in passing on my very
good wishes to Federation University on its entry into
the Gippsland training market. I certainly wish it well in
its endeavours to fill the very large gaps that exist in the
market.
This government is letting Victorians down on TAFE,
particularly in regional areas. This was highlighted in a
recent report by the Victorian Auditor-General, who
found that:
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… there is a persistent gap in achievement and outcomes
between rural and metropolitan students.

He stated that the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development:
… has not developed a targeted and comprehensive strategy
to overcome commonly understood barriers to rural students
participating and achieving in education.

It is clear that this government has no strategy to assist
young Victorians into work and is going to continue its
current approach to TAFE.
The government needs to be utterly condemned for its
failure to address the problem of youth unemployment
and its casual abandonment of young Victorians.
Government members have demonstrated in this debate
that they do not acknowledge there is a problem. They
either do not get it or they do not care. If Victorians
want to see a change in policy direction, they will need
a change in government. Mr O’Brien said that the
Liberal Party’s approach to the funding of TAFE and
vocational training across Victoria is a result of the
situation they inherited from the Labor Party. I say to
Mr O’Brien that whatever problems he thinks are being
fixed are going to be infinitely worse as a result of these
botched reforms by this heartless and uncaring
government. The government is caught up in defending
the appalling series of cuts to TAFE as the endless
changing of funding rates for courses have caused
TAFEs to lurch from one survival plan to another.
Government speakers have signalled that there is no
new approach coming from their side of politics in
Victoria. Victorians who care about opportunities for
young people in communities like Maryborough, and
Portland in the Premier’s electorate, will need to vote
for a change of government in November. That is the
only thing that is going to repair the devastating cuts
and damage that has been wrought to the fabric of our
fine TAFE institutions across Victoria. I commend
Mr Lenders’s motion to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance response times
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Today, a day
when ambulances have not been able to deliver patients
to metropolitan hospitals because they have been on
bypass, the minister has failed to comply with a request
from the Parliament to furnish us with ambulance
response times by 12 o’clock. How can he possibly
account for his responsibility to Victorian patients or to

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 17 September 2014

COUNCIL

3041

the Parliament of Victoria? Why is he running away
from delivering on his responsibilities?

it was challenging for our major hospital emergency
departments.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not quite sure whether Mr Jennings was serious about
this question; he did not seem to have his heart in it.
The government is delivering on its responsibilities on
ambulance outcomes — —

There is no question but that our emergency
departments are managing more demand than ever
before. They have more funding than ever before, a
$14.9 billion budget this financial year, the most in the
state’s history, and significant support for our
emergency departments. We are rebuilding our
emergency departments around the state, whether it be
the emergency department rebuild at Frankston
Hospital that is proceeding, the emergency department
rebuild that is finished at Northern Hospital, the shortstay unit that is being added at the Austin Hospital, the
additional capacity that is being built at Box Hill — —

Mr Jennings — In what way?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — If you look at transfer times,
you will see they have improved significantly. If you
look at ambulance bypass, you will see it has improved
significantly — —
Mr Jennings — How do we know this?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — For ambulance bypass, you
only need to go onto the web now and you can see
which hospitals are on bypass and which are on the
hospital early warning system (HEWS) — all of that
information is there. That is the fact of the matter. In the
most recent published figures with respect to
ambulance bypass, it was 1.6 per cent of the time —
well under the benchmark of 3 per cent. That was
openly declared by the government, unlike the former
government. There are real-time indications on the
performance website of which health services — —
Mr Jennings — How is it going today?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — When I looked about
2 hours ago there was only one hospital on bypass,
which was Western Hospital, and Sunshine Hospital
was on the hospital early warning system. That was
2 hours ago when I looked. I have not looked since
then.
Mr Jennings — It’s not the case now.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I would be very happy to see
what is there now, but 2 hours ago when I looked that
was the case. I make the point about Sunshine being on
HEWS — the previous government never declared
HEWS information; it never provided HEWS
information. We provide hospital early warning system
information. We provide the bypass information. That
is important.
What I can say about yesterday is that late yesterday
and during the evening was a very difficult time for
many hospitals. It was extremely busy. I know the
Alfred had a number of serious trauma cases, and that
impacts on the system. The Royal Melbourne Hospital
also had a challenging period, so there were times when

Mr Jennings — Where is the response time
information?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The real-time information is
on the department’s performance website. You can
click on it now.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is very straightforward.
When you go onto the website you will see a map of
metropolitan Melbourne, and you can go and find it. If
someone can give me an iPad, I will show the member
and point out to him exactly where it is. It provides
HEWS information as well, so you can see which
hospitals are on early warning. It is very useful
information for patients who may wish to go to an
emergency department. They can look directly at that
website.
In the last reported period the time on bypass by our
hospitals was 1.1 per cent of the time for the Alfred; the
Angliss, 1 per cent; the Austin, 2 per cent; Box Hill
Hospital, 1.2 per cent; Dandenong Hospital, 1.1 per
cent; Frankston Hospital, 2 per cent; Maroondah
Hospital, 0.7 per cent; Monash Medical Centre, 2.2 per
cent; Northern Hospital 2.5 per cent; and 1.6 per cent
around the metropolitan area.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The minister may be prepared to talk about some data if
and when it suits him, but the Parliament requested
information on ambulance response times by locality. It
is information that was recommended by and was
available to the Auditor-General in 2010. It is
information that the minister wholeheartedly, as part of
an incoming government, supported releasing. The
minister has fought its release in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal for two years, and now that the
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Parliament has requested it of him, he has not delivered
it to us. Will the minister account for ambulance
response times by locality during his tenure as Minister
for Health?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Let us
be very clear here. The government has responded to
the information request of the chamber. In fact I believe
a letter went out today. The government will respond to
that request. The government is providing more
information about ambulance performance than ever
before in the history of the state. We have just talked
about emergency departments, and that is relevant to
ambulances. If you look at the transfer times that have
been achieved — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is information that
Mr Jennings’s government over 11 years refused to
release. It would not release the transfer time
information that is now routinely released by this
government. The transfer times are getting
progressively better all the time. The last information
had transfer times reaching very close to the 90 per cent
benchmark, and I pay tribute to the work of our
hospitals around the state, our clinicians — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I say to Mr Jennings that
many of them do.

Moreland security cameras
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question today is to the Honourable Edward
O’Donohue in his capacity as Minister for Crime
Prevention, and I ask: can the minister update the house
about CCTV infrastructure projects the coalition
government is delivering to support safer communities?
I also ask him if he is aware of any delays.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Crime
Prevention) — I welcome the question from
Mr Ondarchie and thank him for his longstanding
interest in matters of community safety, particularly
matters within the crime prevention portfolio. The
rollout of CCTV camera infrastructure has been
warmly welcomed by communities across Victoria. I
can advise the house that 175 cameras have been
deployed and are now in operation across communities
throughout Victoria as a result of the investment by this
government since coming to office. Approximately
240 cameras have been funded and are being
progressively rolled out. I have personally seen the
networks in operation in places such as Hastings,
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Shepparton, Geelong and Ballarat. They have been
rolled out in Dandenong and in a range of other
communities.
This is not just about catching offenders after the event
or using footage after the event, it is about enabling
police to efficiently and expeditiously deploy their
resources to stop crime or stop things getting out of
control. The Lord Mayor of Melbourne made that point
very clearly when he and I in recent times announced
the operation of additional cameras in the Melbourne
CBD. At that time the Lord Mayor said that Victoria
Police accesses information from the CCTV camera
network in the Melbourne CBD on average twice a day.
The rollout of CCTV cameras has been a very
important crime prevention community safety
investment by this government in partnership with local
councils. By and large local councils and local
communities have overwhelmingly embraced this
technology. They have embraced this investment and
embraced the opportunity to partner with the state
government in the interests of community safety. We
all have a role to play when it comes to community
safety, whether that is the state government, local
government or the federal government.
Regrettably, not all councils have been delivering this
important infrastructure. I can advise the house that in
February 2013 the government offered $250 000 to the
Moreland City Council for the deployment of CCTV
cameras along Sydney Road. It absolutely beggars
belief and is a disgrace that today there is not one
camera in operation as a result of the money that has
been put on the table by the coalition government.
We have heard every excuse under the sun from the
mayor of Moreland as to why there is not yet a single
camera in operation. I acknowledge the strong
advocacy of Mr Ondarchie on this matter. It is time the
Moreland City Council had a good hard look at itself
and its priorities and delivered this important
community safety project. The local community wants
it, and the Victorian government expects the investment
it has put on the table to be delivered, as it has been by
many other councils right across Victoria. It is not good
enough, and I call on the council to get its act together
and get this project completed.

Hospital ambulance bypass
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. When I
checked the website just before question time the
Footscray and Werribee Mercy hospitals were on
bypass, but in the last 24 hours they were joined by the
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Angliss Hospital, the Alfred, the Royal Melbourne
Hospital, St Vincent’s Hospital, the Austin Hospital, the
Northern Hospital and Sunshine Hospital. Can the
minister name what hospital in metropolitan Melbourne
was not on bypass in the last 24 hours?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member has some trouble understanding exactly
what bypass is. It is a process where a hospital at a
particularly stressful point goes on bypass and signals
that unless a case is the most acute it would be better to
move to the next hospital. I make the point — and the
member has construed this in a certain way to claim
they were on bypass at the same time — that the
hospitals on that list were not on bypass at the same
time.
Mr Jennings — How many were?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — When I looked in the middle
of the morning, at about 10 o’clock, there was only one
hospital on bypass — the member has announced there
were two on bypass just now.
What I can indicate is that from time to time hospitals
go on bypass. That is normal. I can also indicate that the
last published figures had 1.6 per cent across the system
as the period of time on bypass, with the benchmark
being 3 per cent. The benchmark was met through that
period, which does not mean there were not periods
when individual hospitals were on bypass. We have a
benchmark statewide and hospitals seeks to meet that
benchmark at the local level. All of the hospitals I read
out before, and indeed all of the major hospitals, in the
last reporting period met the benchmark of 3 per cent.
They were all under 3 per cent, and statewide the
number was 1.6 per cent.
What I am saying is that from time to time as hospitals
face significant demand they go on bypass or indeed on
the hospital early warning system (HEWS) — —
Mr Jennings — Every day under your watch.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, not every day, but at
times of peak activity. The Alfred, for example, was on
bypass for a period due to high volume and acuity and a
number of helicopters coming in with very acute cases.
That required the Alfred to focus on its main trauma
responsibility, and therefore it went on bypass for that
period. I do not think the member should be surprised.
The Northern Hospital went on prearranged bypass due
to the fact that it was having some infrastructure
improvements. That was a planned bypass. The hospital
needed to replace an auto-electrical power grid switch,
which required about 6 hours of work, so for that period
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of time it was dealing with some infrastructure issues in
a prearranged manner.
I am trying to give the member some understanding of
what occurs. Sometimes there will be a large number of
people who come to a particular emergency department
and the best way to manage that is to go on bypass.
That is done in coordination across the system so that
hospitals are able to get the best outcome. As I say,
transfer times have improved, and the benchmark of
90 per cent within 40 minutes is very close to being
met. The last data, from March 2014, had it at 86.7 per
cent. HEWS, bypass and transfer times are all
improving under this government, compared to the
previous government, and that is all information that is
in the public domain.
As the member has discovered — just recently
apparently — you can go online to see which hospitals
are on bypass at any particular time. I encourage
Victorians to have a look at the performance website.
All of the major hospitals and major emergency
departments are there. Obviously in regional areas it is
a bit different because bypass is a little more difficult in
Bendigo, Ballarat or Geelong where there are no other
major hospitals and the load is much more difficult to
share, but in metropolitan Melbourne bypass is a
mechanism of sharing some of the load when there are
periods of peak activity.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, I am sure you noted that the minister was not
able to identify what major metropolitan public hospital
was not on bypass within the last 24 hours. I am
interested in any advice the minister can give to
paramedics driving ambulances or to patients when
they are making decisions about which hospital to go to
across metropolitan Melbourne. If there is a high
incidence of hospitals being on bypass simultaneously,
is the best advice the minister can give patients in
Victoria to go to private hospitals?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — We
have magnificent public hospitals in Victoria that are
available to all Victorians, and all sick Victorians are
able to access our public hospital emergency
departments. We are building new emergency
departments. Very soon the new emergency department
at Box Hill Hospital — the $448 million rebuild — will
be open. The rebuild at Northern Hospital is functional,
and I have been through that on a number of occasions
and seen the enormous difference it is making. We are
rebuilding Frankston Hospital; it will be a magnificent
hospital at Frankston.
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It is true that there are private emergency departments
that some people may wish to use as well, and that is a
choice we have in our system. People who have private
arrangements may wish to go to Cabrini Health,
Epworth HealthCare or St John of God Health Care,
which recently opened an emergency department in
Geelong. That is a choice people can make, but the
choice to go to a public hospital is there and is
respected.

Amy’s Gran Fondo
Mr D. R. J. O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Sport and Recreation, the
Honourable Damian Drum, and I ask: could the
minister advise the house of what recent opportunities
he has had to help promote safer cycling on our roads?
Hon. D. K. DRUM (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — The most recent opportunity I had to
promote cycling on the roads was on the weekend when
I was able to take part in Amy’s Gran Fondo, which
was a ride along the Great Ocean Road from Lorne to
Apollo Bay. The serious riders were able to take a
right-hand turn at Skenes Creek, head off up towards
the Barrabool Hills and then find their way back into
Lorne. It was an amazing ride of 110 kilometres for the
serious riders, headed by an elite women’s event. It was
an amazing, high-quality event. Some 5000 people took
part in Sunday’s racing, and most of those people were
part of the participation event. It certainly was an
amazing sight to see 5000 people all lined up in the
main street of Lorne waiting to get underway.
The Amy Gillett Foundation was set up by Amy’s
husband, Simon, who is a major patron of the Amy
Gillett Foundation. Tracey Gaudry is the CEO and also
a vice-president of the Union Cycliste Internationale.
The race and the participation event are amazingly well
run. The Victorian government contributed $40 000 to
the event, and as of late on Sunday around $76 000 to
$80 000 had been raised. The money that is raised will
go into further promotion of cycling safety.
As a sports minister I must say that this discussion,
debate or argument around the idea of one group of
road users owning or having more right to the roads
than someone else is one of the most disappointing and
disgraceful arguments I have ever been caught up in.
We need truck drivers, motorists, cyclists, motorcyclists
and joggers to use our road networks in harmony.
We were delighted on the weekend to share in the
action and ride the 40 kilometres down to Apollo Bay,
taking advantage of some good leadership from the
local councils that decided to close the road to cars. I
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also thank the residents down that way who put up with
the inconvenience of not being able to access their
properties or the road network for 2, 3 or 4 hours on the
Sunday while the race went past them. It was an
incredible experience.
Five thousand people got the opportunity to ride on the
Great Ocean Road and take in the beauty of one of the
most picturesque and scenic rides they will ever
experience anywhere in the world. We all have the
responsibility to spread the word so that next year many
more thousands of people will be down there taking in
some of the most scenic routes anywhere in the world
while being able to enjoy the ride at their own pace and
without the worry of vehicles coming round the corner.
The Amy Gillett Foundation does an amazing job in
memory of Amy Gillett, an elite Australian cyclist who
was killed while training in Italy in 2005. It is
something we are doing not only to honour her life but
also to increase cycling safety and promote the concept
that we all have to use the roads in a harmonious
fashion.

Ambulance Victoria
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Not only
has the minister failed to provide the Parliament with
the ambulance response times requested of him but he
has not released a statement of priorities for
Ambulance Victoria since he has been the Minister
for Health despite releasing them for all other health
services and despite his obligation to do so. When the
minister was asked at a Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing last year about whether
he would release the document he said that they
would be making a statement of priorities available
this year. For the Parliament today, I ask the minister
again: what has he got to hide and when will he
release a statement of priorities for Ambulance
Victoria for 2011–12, 2012–13 and 2013–14?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Not
long before we came to government there was a
$56 million deficit at Ambulance Victoria. There has
had to be a major reconstruction of what is required at
Ambulance Victoria. There has had to be major work
done to put Ambulance Victoria in a stronger position.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I am telling Mr Jennings
that there was a $56 million deficit under his
government. What I am trying to get through to the
member over there is that the government will be
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releasing a statement of priorities. Ambulance Victoria
is on track. Ambulance Victoria is performing
successively better and better, with a focus on patient
outcomes, a focus on clinical results and a focus on
better transfer times; and the transfer times task force
performed very well. We will be releasing a statement
of priorities shortly, along with all the other health
services.
Ambulance Victoria was in a sorry state when we came
to government after the botched and unplanned merger
by the previous health minister, and that meant
significant work had to occur. That significant work has
been occurring steadily, rebuilding our ambulance
service from the base.
There are 539 more paramedics and tens of millions of
dollars have been spent on new ambulance stations,
new ambulances, new systems and new approaches. I
pay tribute to the Stripp group for the report it released
and the work that has been done to improve transfer
times, which has had a major and helpful impact on
outcomes for our patients and the ambulance service
more broadly. All of this is significant work. Every
region of the state has got more ambulance officers and
more paramedics. We promised 310, plus 30 patient
transfer officers, and in fact more than 539 paramedics
are now on the road compared to during Labor’s time.
That is a huge difference.
There are 10 mobile intensive care ambulance (MICA)
single-responder units in country Victoria. On the
subject of MICA single-responder units, Mr Jennings is
now going down the same track as Wade Noonan, the
member for Williamstown in the Legislative Assembly,
did when he had this responsibility in the shadow
ministry. Mr Jennings wants to strip out those MICA
officers and dismantle those 10 MICA single-responder
rosters in key country towns and key regional cities.
People in Warrnambool, Mildura, Shepparton,
Wangaratta, Wodonga, Sale and Bairnsdale can all
watch, and if Labor gets elected, they will see Labor
strip those MICA paramedics out of those rosters and
pull down the MICA single-responder units in those
cities.
Labor is committed to doing the union’s bidding in this
case, and the union wants dispersed MICA paramedics.
It wants to give MICA paramedics the opportunity to
go wherever they want. The government has said, along
with Ambulance Victoria, that it needs to make sure
there are rosters in those cities so the community can
rely on MICA single-responder units. Mr Jennings
would strip them out of Wonthaggi as well and make
sure that there was no MICA single-responder roster
there, because he would prefer to disperse the MICA
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officers around the state at random and not in a
systematic way that would see the continuation of the
MICA single-responder rosters.
That is what Mr Jennings’s role is. That is his plan. I
read the local newspapers from just north of the city,
and I can see where he is heading. He is in the union’s
pay.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, as you would remember, in my substantive
question I reminded the Minister for Health of the
promise he made at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings last year that he would release the
statement of priorities soon. I will create the
opportunity for the minister to stand up again, make eye
contact with his backbench and give them confidence
that the statement of priorities will be released under his
watch by telling them when it will be released.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
already answered the question by indicating that it will
be released soon, so Mr Jennings will just have to wait
a little patiently. The fact is that the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews — the
$56 million deficit man, Dan Deficit, Daniel Deficit —
left a $56 million deficit at Ambulance Victoria as his
legacy. He ran Ambulance Victoria into the ground. It
was a botched merger with no planning, and he tried to
bring different units together — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings is just going to
have to wait, but what I can tell him is that Ambulance
Victoria is doing far better now than it was previously,
far better than it was under the government in which
Mr Jennings was a minister and far better in terms of
outcomes for the community. There are far more
resources. There has been a massive increase in
resources. There are far more resources than there were
under Mr Jennings’s government. Daniel Andrews has
still never apologised for the botched merger, which is
his legacy.

Health funding
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the hardworking Minister for
Health, the Honourable David Davis. Can the minister
update the house on how the coalition government is
supporting maternity services in Victoria’s west and
any other rural support projects?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to answer the question from Mr Koch, who is a
hardworking member for Western Victoria Region. I
had the pleasure of joining him and his colleague
Mr Ramsay, another hardworking member for Western
Victoria Region, at the Bacchus Marsh hospital, where
we made a clear commitment of $3.28 million from the
important Rural Capital Support Fund. I was pleased to
be joined there by Ben Taylor, the Liberal candidate for
the Assembly seat of Buninyong, and Josh Morris, a
Liberal candidate for Western Victoria Region — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am not sure if they were at
that particular outing, but they were at many others. If
Mr Leane waits patiently, he will hear about that
candidate too.
It is a fantastic step, and $740 000 is to be spent on
expanding the maternity services with new capacity at
Bacchus Marsh, which is a fast-growing area. This will
make a significant difference. There will also be
$2.5 million provided towards relocating the central
sterile supply unit next to the main operating theatre
and procedure room.
Djerriwarrh Health Services is doing a very good job,
and this $3.28 million of additional capital will mean
better sterilising services and more maternity beds. In
Bacchus March, with many babies being born, there is
a lot of growth out there. It is booming, and it needs the
additional capacity that Labor left out when it did not
put capacity into the western side of the city. As
Mr Finn will tell you, Sunshine Hospital did not even
have an intensive care facility, nor did it have a cardiac
facility. This is an important addition to the Bacchus
Marsh hospital.
I was also pleased to be in Bendigo on that same day to
make an announcement of $2.6 million for Bendigo
Community Health Services for its Kidzspace
children’s precinct. This is an important precinct based
at Kangaroo Flat, and it will make a significant
difference. Michael Langdon, the Liberal candidate for
the Assembly electorate of Bendigo West, and Greg
Bickley, the Liberal candidate for the Assembly
electorate of Bendigo East, were there.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane is
dominating the interjections today and should give
someone else a go.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Amanda Millar was also
there. She is a very hardworking member for Northern
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Victoria Region. This is an important announcement for
Bendigo community health and Bendigo’s children. It
is an integrated service centre that will provide great
support for Bendigo.
I was also pleased to be at Romsey to announce a
commitment of $733 000 from the Rural Capital
Support Fund for Cobaw Community Health Services
to provide a new primary care service and facility in
that important town. Mrs Millar was also there, and she
was very keen on the important announcements that
were made. A former member of this chamber, Donna
Petrovich, was also there; she is now a Liberal
candidate in that area. She was very supportive and has
fought for Romsey for a number of years. I was pleased
to respond to her work and her encouragement of the
need for better primary care in that area.
I should mention another former member of this
chamber, Licia Kokocinski, a former member for
Melbourne West Province. She was not in this chamber
at the same time as me. I think she left in 1996, when I
came into the chamber, and Sang Nguyen replaced her,
for those who have some memory of the Labor Party in
this house. Licia does a very good job as chair of
Cobaw Community Health Services. Cobaw
community health has been very supportive of this
important announcement of $733 000.

East–west link
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is to
the Minister for Planning. I refer to the cabinet
consideration of the east–west business case, and I ask:
did the minister attend cabinet meetings when the east–
west business case was being considered?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Did Mr Tee want to
say something else?
Mr TEE — President, I understand your hesitation.
It is public knowledge that the business case has gone
to cabinet. I am not asking the minister to tell us what
deliberations were made in cabinet, and I am not asking
him to discuss what occurred in cabinet. I am simply
asking the minister to indicate whether he was there
when the business case was being considered.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That was the point the
Acting Clerk just put to me, that the question is in order
in the sense that it only asks the minister whether or not
he was there. Mr Tee is right; I was hesitant in the
context that cabinet matters are in confidence, and
therefore I would not expect the minister to elucidate on
what happened at that cabinet meeting. The question is
in order.
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
no intention of making any passing comment or having
any discussion about cabinet agendas or any other
matters that are cabinet in confidence.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, I
know you cannot direct the minister to answer — I am
not seeking that — but I asked Mr Hall a question,
probably in 2012 but certainly during this Parliament,
about whether the Premier left the cabinet room when a
VicForests board appointment of a relative was made.
Mr Hall answered the question, and it was taken in this
house on the basis that he was not going to comment
because it was an issue for the Premier to comment on.
The point I am raising in the context of commenting on
cabinet or not is that we had a question on this
particular issue. That was how Mr Hall dealt with the
question — as minister representing the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security he could not answer. I
raise it as a point of order. It has been raised in the
house before in that context, and there was certainly no
finding at that time that a minister could not answer; in
fact the minister invited me to get a colleague to ask the
Premier in the Assembly.
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in clarifying for me his question, indicated that the fact
that the business case had gone to cabinet was a matter
of public knowledge. From my point of view I am not
sure if that is the case or not, to tell you the truth; I have
not actually read anywhere that it has gone in that form
to cabinet.
Hon. D. M. Davis — You don’t know.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I probably assume that
it would have, but I do not know — cabinet does not let
me in. I indicate that I am not in a position to direct a
minister. The minister has advised the house that in his
view, supported by Mrs Peulich’s contribution to the
point of order, the agenda is also a matter of cabinet in
confidence as a document. Therefore I must accept the
minister’s answer on this occasion.
Mr Lenders — On another point of order,
President, it is an unusual one, but can I take note of the
Minister for Health’s interjection? When you said it had
or had not gone to cabinet he interjected, ‘No’. I would
like to take note of his interjection.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I said, ‘You don’t know’.

Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, it is in no way inconsistent. My friend and
former colleague was probably more generous in his
response on some matters than others would be — that
is certainly true — but let me be clear on this point: in
no way is there an inconsistency here. Mr Guy is quite
correct in saying that the longstanding practice is that
cabinet matters are not divulged or commented on in
the chamber or indeed elsewhere. On Mr Hall directing
to the Premier a matter that concerned the Premier, if
the Premier wanted to take a different approach to the
longstanding protocols, that would be a matter for the
Premier.

The PRESIDENT — Order! One of the problems
with interjections is that they run across and people do
not necessarily have the right context for them. It is
possible that what the minister was saying was not
exactly what some members of the house might have
picked up, but the more substantive point is this:
interjections are unparliamentary and really should not
be made at all. From that point of view I would be
derelict in my responsibility if I were to allow a takenote motion for a comment that has been made as an
interjection, which I really am bound to ignore. From
that point of view I would not allow the motion on this
occasion.

Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
obviously even cabinet agenda matters are marked
cabinet in confidence. As Mr Davis pointed out, any
question pertaining to an individual member’s interests
is a matter for the member of Parliament, and I do not
see that the two are parallels at all.

Supplementary question

The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Lenders’s point of
order was a little oblique for me, and I had some
difficulty marrying the circumstances today with
Mr Hall’s response on a previous occasion, which was
the nub of the point of order. In allowing the question I
had no problem with the minister answering whether or
not he was in attendance when a particular matter went
there, but the minister has chosen to indicate that he
believes that the agendas of cabinet meetings are also
an in-confidence matter. Mr Tee, in his point to me and

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By way of
supplementary, in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) proceedings
Donnellan v. Linking Melbourne Authority the
government evidence was that the business case went to
two cabinet subcommittees. In that public statement
provided to VCAT, and I have the decision here, the
evidence was that the agenda for the two
subcommittees in March and April 2013 included
consideration of the business case. My question to the
minister is not whether or not he wants to disclose that
agenda. My question really is: did the minister attend
either of the subcommittee meetings?
Mrs Peulich — Same question!
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Mr TEE — No, it is not.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not the same
question because it is now about subcommittees, not
about cabinet, and it appears apposite to the original
question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Mr Tee
asks me about freeway contracts or freeway business
cases. I think it is important to go back to Hansard and
look at what people saying, and let me quote:
… what you might term sovereign risk promises, such as the
promise to rip up the ConnectEast contract and expose
Victorians and the Victorian budget to some $7 billion worth
of liabilities …

Or this:
There is significant discord and disquiet within the ranks
about the fundamental vandalism that is this promise to rip up
the $7 billion contract …

Who said that? Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, said that. That is what he
said about contracts, and that is why it would be
fundamental vandalism to rip up the contract to build
the biggest road project in the country’s history.

Information and communications technology
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips in
his capacity as the Minister for Technology. Can the
Minister for Technology update the house on how the
Victorian coalition government is delivering high-value
technology jobs and investment for Victoria?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mrs Coote for her question and
her ongoing interest in the technology sector in Victoria
and the great opportunities and achievements for
technology companies in Victoria. The last month has
been a great month for technology here in Victoria. At
the beginning of this month I was pleased to join my
friend and colleague Mr Ondarchie at the opening of
the new offices of Web Marketing Experts, a
Melbourne CBD-based company which undertakes
search engine optimisation for a range of clients
throughout Victoria and around the world. As part of
that expanded office in the CBD the company has
announced the associated creation of 115 new jobs.
In late August a French company, Capgemini,
announced that it would establish its social, mobile,
analytics and cloud laboratory here in Victoria and also
expand its global delivery centre, with the creation of
75 new technology jobs here in Melbourne.
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Also in August, IBM, which has been a longstanding
investor in Victoria, announced the launch of its
SoftLayer data centre. This is a $100 million
investment by IBM which further expands data centre
capacity in Victoria. Data centres have been a huge
growth opportunity in this state over the last three to
four years. As companies have moved to cloud-based
applications, the demand for data centres has grown
exponentially and IBM, with its latest investment in
SoftLayer, is building on that investment and building
on its substantial existing investment in Victoria. Also,
in mid-August I was pleased to join the Indian online
learning company, Dexler, in announcing its expansion
into the Melbourne market with the establishment of an
Asia-Pacific hub in Melbourne.
This, in the space of a month, represents a major
investment by the ICT sector in Victoria. Importantly,
in regard to many of the jobs associated with these
investments, these companies are footloose — that is,
they did not have to be here in Victoria. It was the
strength of the Victorian economy, it was confidence in
the Victorian economy and it was the strong skills base
we have in Victoria which attracted those companies to
invest in our state and grow their businesses in the
Asia-Pacific area from Victoria. It is a great testament
to the economic and skills base we have to offer that we
have attracted these jobs to Victoria.
More than 5000 new technology jobs have been created
across ICT, biotechnology and small tech since the
beginning of 2011. They represent more than
$1.1 billion worth of capital investment. That is a great
indication of the strength of the technology sector in
Victoria, a great endorsement of the Victorian economy
and a great endorsement of the skilled workforce we
have in Victoria that is ready to seize the opportunities
in technology.

East–west link
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning, and it again relates to the
east–west link business case which is meant to deal
with the economic justification for the east–west link. I
ask the minister whether he has read the east–west link
business case.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
the Minister for Planning; I am not the Minister for
Roads, I am not the Treasurer. I am the Minister for
Planning, and my role around major projects in this
state is to analyse the planning matters in relation to
those projects. I say again for members opposite, for
those in the business community and indeed for all of
us in Victoria that there is significant discord and
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disquiet within the ranks about the fundamental
vandalism that is the promise to rip up a $7 billion
contract and find the savings to pay that contract out
from basic services. That is what Daniel Andrews, the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly, said about
ripping up a business case for ConnectEast in 2005.
I ask: why is Labor going to pass the casino bill in this
Parliament, saying that it will pass it because if it did
not it would cost jobs, yet it will rip up a $10 billionplus contract and cost Victorians thousands of jobs —
construction jobs, investment jobs, jobs for the lowest
paid people in our economy and jobs for people who
need them the most. We get this from a reckless,
irresponsible opposition that has nothing else on its
mind but rank economic vandalism.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I appreciate the
minister’s answer in terms of his role and his planning
responsibilities as against that of the Minister for
Roads. Can I conclude from that distinction that in the
minister’s view it is not his role and that he did not
consider the economic justification for the project when
he granted approval for the proposal?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is not
a court case, President. If Mr Tee wants to advocate the
City of Moreland and the City of Yarra’s court case in
the Parliament of Victoria, then that is a matter for you.
I just say on those matters that I think might be
sub judice and on which Mr Tee is actually trying to
request information, let us put things into perspective in
relation to ripping up this contract.
This kind of economic vandalism comes with history.
There was myki, the north–south pipeline, the MCG
lights blowout, the Southern Cross railway station
blowout, the regional rail blowout. Need I go on? These
are the sons and daughters of the Victorian Economic
Development Corporation, of the State Bank disaster,
of the loss of our AAA rating and of the Tricontinental
disaster. These people opposite have form, and they
will repeat it if they are given the chance to destroy the
finances of our state.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Dare I say the minister
is debating. It would be better if he were to direct his
remarks through the Chair than to the cheer squad.
Does the minister wish to continue?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Why not, President? I will not
waste the next 13 seconds because, as this side of the
house knows, all those 13 seconds show that Daniel
Andrews and Labor are bad for Victoria and this side of
the house is building a better Victoria.

3049

Early childhood facilities
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development,
Ms Lovell, and I ask: can the minister update the house
on recent announcements or openings from the
children’s facilities capital program?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for her question and her ongoing interest in early
childhood education in Victoria and what we can do to
improve facilities at early childhood centres. On
Tuesday, 9 September, together with Mrs Peulich and
the Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of
Frankston, Sean Armistead, I visited a kindergarten in
Frankston to announce that six kindergartens in
Frankston will receive grants totalling $45 549. I note
the delightful photograph in a Frankston newspaper this
week of Mrs Peulich in the cubbyhouse at that
kindergarten.
Also on Tuesday, 9 September, together with the
Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of Narre
Warren North, Amanda Stapleton, and the Liberal
candidate for the Assembly seat of Dandenong, Joanna
Palatsides, I visited a kindergarten to announce $33 345
in grants for six kindergartens in those electorates.
On 11 September I visited the Sunbury kindergarten
with Jo Hagen and Andrew Elsbury to announce a
further five grants for kindergartens in that electorate.
On 12 September, together with Donna Petrovich, the
Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of Macedon, I
visited three kindergartens in Hepburn shire to
announce $19 293 in grants. I also visited four
kindergartens in Macedon Ranges shire to announce
$38 266 in grants. On that same day, together with
Michael Langdon, the Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Bendigo West, I visited the
Castlemaine Childcare Co-operative to announce that it
and the Harcourt Preschool Play Centre would share
$20 455.
It is always delightful to visit one of our kindergartens
in Victoria, but it is even more delightful when you are
going with money and you can see how that is being
invested to deliver better programs. I have to say that
when we were at Daylesford it was absolutely
delightful that one of the little boys just kept on getting
up and hugging me as I was talking to the children,
which was really lovely. Our four-year-old children in
kindergarten programs are learning so much from their
teachers and from the high-quality programs that we are
delivering for them.
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Over the last few weeks there have been seven
openings of major capital projects. Together with
Donna Bauer, the member for Carrum in the Assembly,
I opened the Banyan Fields Child and Family Centre in
Carrum Downs, a $1.2 million investment for
99 additional places. On 13 August, together with
Bernie Finn and Jo Hagan, I opened the Sunningdale
Avenue Children’s Centre in Sunbury. On 14 August,
Gladys Liu and I visited and opened the upgrade at the
Malcolm Creek Preschool in Craigieburn. On
28 August Gary Blackwood, the member for Narracan
in the Assembly, opened the Warragul Community
Kindergarten upgrade. On 10 September Craig
Ondarchie, together with Anthony D’Angelo, the
Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of Northcote,
opened the Westgarth Kindergarten — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Kinder King? Absolutely
fantastic. I would rather be the Kinder King than the
Slush Fund King. That is what you told me last night.
On Thursday, 11 September, Gladys Liu and I opened
the Bethal Primary School Kindergarten, which is a
new kindergarten in Meadow Heights. Also on
Thursday, 11 September, together with Gladys Liu, I
opened the Brunswick Montessori Children’s House,
which is a fantastic development. We have invested
$600 000 in Brunswick. There was a real community
push for that particular kindergarten, and it was
absolutely delightful to be there to officiate at the
opening.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following answers to questions on
notice: 9561, 10117–19, 10123, 10131, 10132, 10479
and 10480.
I indicate for Mr Jennings’s benefit that currently
Western Health’s Werribee Mercy Hospital is on
bypass and St Vincent’s is on a hospital early warning
system, but the rest of the system is clear.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Following up on questions on notice, I reiterate my
question to Mr Drum from the last sitting Wednesday
about how my questions about the Office of Living
Victoria are going. I further ask Mr Rich-Phillips how
my question to the Treasurer on the Office of Living
Victoria is going.
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Hon. D. K. DRUM (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I have passed on the concerns of
Mr Lenders to Mr Walsh, and the minister has assured
me that he is working on this issue as we speak.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Likewise I advise Mr Lenders that we
have pursued that matter with the Treasurer. A number
of answers have been provided today. If that answer is
not among the ones Mr Lenders is seeking, then I will
follow it up again with the Treasurer.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In the last sitting
week the Minister for Planning undertook that he would
get me a written response to my question in relation to
the number of audits that had been done for Casey
Inspection Services. I am wondering if I can get any
update in terms of the progress of that response.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
check that with the Victorian Building Authority.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Members communications budget
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is an appropriate
time to break for lunch, but before we do I indicate that
yesterday Mr Ramsay as Acting President referred a
matter to me with regard to a 90-second statement that
was made by Mrs Peulich which referred to a
publication that had been distributed by Ms Graley, the
member for Narre Warren South in the Assembly. His
concern was whether that matter should have been
pursued by way of a substantive motion. I do not think
members would be surprised to understand that
Ms Graley was distributing a matter which had some
political comment in it. I do not think anybody would
be shocked that members of Parliament might do that,
and in that context I do not think that it was a matter
that required a substantive allegation. It was something
that was fair enough in the context of the discussion.
However, I advise members that the Speaker and I have
met already with the Liberal Party and we have sought
a meeting with the Labor Party, and we will talk to the
Greens as well, in respect of the use of the
communications budget at this time of heightened
excitement.
Hon. D. K. Drum interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I would be delighted
to talk to Mr Drum. The context of that discussion is to
make sure that members abide by the guidelines of the
communications budget. It is understood that there will

TAFE FUNDING
Wednesday, 17 September 2014

COUNCIL

be some judgement calls associated with material that is
sometimes produced and distributed by members.
Essentially what I would convey to members as the
bottom line is that at the end of the day the Speaker and
I have to have regard to what view the Auditor-General
would form of those pieces of material that are sent out
by members of Parliament. In other words, the
communications budget is all about information being
provided to constituents; it is not a source of campaign
funds for elections. It is important for us to ensure that
all candidates going to an election, whether they are
incumbent members or candidates seeking seats, have a
fair and proper opportunity to contest that election
without members using for campaigning funds that
ought to be expended for providing information to their
constituents.
That is the bottom line and most members, in assessing
the material that they might choose to put out from time
to time, need to have regard to the fact that the material
needs to be informative, it needs to relate to their local
electorate and it needs to include information on issues,
initiatives, projects or such like that are relevant to their
local electorate. It certainly ought to feature the
member, so that people can understand who it is
coming from and who is actually making the statements
set out in that material. As I said, it also needs not to
have political logos and so forth in it.
In the case of Ms Graley’s material, that was passed
after an objective assessment. Whilst there was a little
bit of concern about the fact that it did not mention the
local council — and there was another element that I
will touch on in a second — essentially it was a fair
enough issue, which was whether or not rates should be
capped. It was quite within Ms Graley’s opportunity to
convey that and to seek feedback from her community,
or constituents, in the form of a petition on what they
thought of rate capping and the expenditure of the local
council.
What did concern me, and one of the areas that I would
certainly caution members about going forward, was
that Tony Abbott is not a member of the state
Parliament; he is not even a Victorian. With material
that features Tony Abbott and talks about him as Prime
Minister and about the decisions he might make,
members need to tread very carefully because the
chances are that it will breach communications
guidelines. Given that he is not responsible for
Victorian policy, it would need to be an issue on a
matter that very clearly affects the Victorian Parliament
and the Victorian government. To include the Prime
Minister in such material as a tactical device is just not
on.
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One of the things that we have added to the guidelines
after some discussions is based on my belief that it is
out of court to have material that ridicules other
members or that overtly attacks other members, rather
than discussing issues or projects. My view — and I
think it is the view of the electorate, and I am certain it
will be the Auditor-General’s view — is that at the end
of the day the material will be assessed on the basis of
whether that is a fair use of parliamentary or public
funds to actually communicate an issue or was simply
an attack on a person. I do not think the AuditorGeneral would uphold that under any circumstances. It
is important to look very carefully at that material
where members are looking at using communications
funds.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, thank
you very much for your comments. I certainly
appreciate them. I did note that on that particular flyer
there was mention of Tony Abbott, so I ask that you
review whether that flyer does comply with the
guidelines. It is not limited to Ms Graley. It has been
used by other members, including the members for
Narre Warren North and Cranbourne in the Assembly.
The PRESIDENT — The other members have not
made any claim on their budgets. In Ms Graley’s case,
it was lineball, in my view. The judgement is that I
draw a line in the sand now.
Sitting suspended 1.05 p.m. until 2.07 p.m.

TAFE FUNDING
Debate resumed.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I rise
just slightly perplexed by this rant of a motion that has
been put forward by Mr Lenders. The information that
is provided in the motion is wrong, to say the least.
Mr Lenders chooses to persevere with the ‘lies, damned
lies and statistics’ style of putting forward his argument.
I know he was not good with numbers when he was the
Treasurer, but when you look at how much investment
is actually going into the sector, you can easily see that
there is more money going into the training and TAFE
sectors than ever before.
In 2010, back when Labor was in power, the pool of
funding that was available was $800 million. Today it
is $1.2 billion. You could almost buy a ticketing system
for that much under Labor — almost; you might need
another $200 million to buy a ticketing system under
Labor. There is now $1.2 billion of annual spending
going into the TAFE and vocational training sectors. As
a result of this spending and as a result of changing the
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way training works in Victoria, there are now more
enrolments than ever before in TAFE and in vocational
training.
In 2010, 426 900 individuals were undertaking a
training course in Victoria. We had 645 000 enrolments
in the year 2013. Last time I checked, that was clearly
an increase. I did mathematical methods at school, and
while that involved algorithms and other such areas of
mathematics, I am pretty sure that most people could
understand that 645 000 in the year 2013 is a larger
number than 426 900, which was the figure when
Labor was in power in 2010.
The opposition has chosen to be very selective in the
information it has provided to this house in this motion.
We are committed to supporting TAFE and training in
all areas of Victoria. I have seen great training
opportunities being developed in Western Metropolitan
Region, including in warehousing. I give the example
of a group called Foresite Training and Licensing in
Laverton. Not only does the group provide training, but
the training itself serves a practical purpose. The group
is not just getting people to move 44-gallon drums full
of rocks from one end of a warehouse to another to
teach them forklift driving, but they actually assist
charity organisations in the storage of their materials,
which can then be deployed from that warehouse out
into the community.
It is not just about being in a classroom and
theoretically knowing how a forklift works. It is getting
the experience of being behind the wheel while doing
something practical, rather than hauling chunks of
concrete around, as I have seen happen in the past, or
even barrels full of rocks or water.
There has also been an emphasis on assistance with
training in regional areas so that people have more
incentive to get out there and learn a trade that will
enable them to get into the workforce across regional
areas. The coalition government has doubled the
loading on training subsidies for regional areas, from
5 per cent to 10 per cent. This has increased the loading
and the amount of money that is available for people to
receive training.
Again I go back to Western Metropolitan Region. I am
a little bit fixated on that part of the world, being a
representative of the region. We have a lot going for us
when it comes to industry in the western suburbs. I am
sure that the Acting President would agree with me on
that. There is a huge amount of potential in the western
suburbs when it comes to manufacturing. In particular
we have got an advantage in food manufacturing; that is
one of our big-ticket items. Whether it be an abattoir, a
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commercial butcher, a bakery or even milk processor,
those are things we do well in the western suburbs.
We also have the logistical infrastructure that is
required — the warehousing, cold stores and trucking
companies — to be able to move these items around in
an orderly fashion and then to market. This of course
creates job opportunities. Certainly Coles has seen that
advantage; it has set up its major coolroom distribution
centre at Truganina. Safeway has a major logistics hub
there as well. VersaCold Logistics has had its facilities
at Laverton North for many years. We have got a huge
number of logistical operations coming out of the
western suburbs of Melbourne. The report entitled
Vocational Training — Victoria’s Regions 2013 states
that over $1 billion of inter-regional exports come in
and out of the western suburbs every year. That is a
huge amount of money being generated from this part
of the world.
We also have enormous population growth, and this
presents even more opportunity for people to receive
training in the jobs they need to be trained in, as well as
opportunities to work. You have service industries, like
construction, where we need a bigger workforce. The
healthcare and social assistance areas, and even retail
trade, are becoming significant industries for the
western metropolitan area. Over the past decade
construction, health care and retail have contributed
35 per cent to the gross value-added growth in the
western suburbs of Melbourne. This is a huge boon for
the people of the west, and it creates great
opportunities.
The TAFE and training sector needs to move with the
times. It needs to keep up with what is wanted by
employers in the western suburbs. Statistics from the
National Institute of Economic and Industry Research,
the Australian Bureau of Statistics and the federal
Department of Employment say that employment
growth in the western metropolitan area has increased
by 3.2 per cent. The actual population growth has
increased by 3.1 per cent. They are trending quite well,
almost in line with each other — in fact there is a little
more growth in employment than in population. The
state is growing by 2.3 per cent in employment, but the
western metropolitan area is growing by 3.2 per cent, so
we are trending well above the state average. The
population is growing statewide by 1.6 per cent, but
population growth in the west is at 3.1 per cent. Again,
we are above the curve for the state.
One thing we do have an issue with is unemployment,
which is at 7.3 per cent. This is up from Victoria’s
average of 5.5 per cent. But, as I said, while the
population is increasing, employment is increasing at
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an incrementally higher rate. That is a good thing to
have. Workforce participation is also a highlight. The
workforce participation rate in 2011 was 66.1 per cent
of the population, compared with the state average of
64.8 per cent. Again, we are above the trend in
workforce participation in the state of Victoria. That is
the western suburbs of Melbourne showing the rest of
the state how it should be done.
When we look at vocational training delivery, from
government-subsidised enrolments, between — —
Mr Finn — Wait until the east–west link happens.
Mr ELSBURY — I will get to that, Mr Finn; I
certainly will.
This is an interesting figure. Those opposite are
bemoaning training in Victoria. They say it is on the
edge of collapse, that no-one is getting any training
anymore and that this government has somehow told
everyone, ‘Pack up, go home and don’t worry about
training’. In 2008, when Labor was in power — and I
am sure we all shudder when I say that — there were
33 700 people undertaking training in the western
metropolitan area. In 2013, according to the latest
figures available, there were 71 800 people undertaking
training. Unfortunately in the period between 2008 and
2013 there was a dip. The figure fell from 33 700 to
29 500, and that happened in 2009. So it was not under
this government that there was a dip in educational
training in the western metropolitan area; it was under
those opposite when they were on this side of the
chamber and Victoria was being inflicted with a
government that just did not know what it was doing
from day to day and was giving us projects that
provided minimal outcomes for the outlays that were
being made.
Earlier we heard those opposite talk about the
children’s hospital. They interjected saying, ‘We
delivered the children’s hospital’ — but it was a
children’s hospital without any ICT network. It is a
little difficult to plug computers into thin air. It is a little
difficult to plug heart monitoring machines and
respiration monitoring machines into thin air. If my
child were at that hospital, I would much prefer they
had the security of cables in a wall to carry the
information about what is happening to them.
Mr Leane — It’s rubbish!
Mr ELSBURY — I would have thought,
Mr Leane — —
Mr Leane interjected.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Leane! I ask Mr Elsbury to address his
comments to me, not to Mr Leane.
Mr ELSBURY — I would have thought, Acting
President, that Mr Leane would have been all for wires
in walls, having been a sparky in a previous life. Being
able to put those cables into the walls and provide the
services our children need so much for their health care
and for the certainty of those parents was very much
needed.
I return to Western Metropolitan Region. In 2011
manufacturing, retail trade, health care, education and
transport were the top five employing industries in the
region. The largest occupation group in Western
Metropolitan Region comprised chiefly education and
healthcare professionals, comprising 18 per cent of
employment. We have a changing demographic in the
western suburbs. In the past we have had a very strong
manufacturing base. We still have a very strong
manufacturing base in the west — we still have a place
and a role to play in that field — but we are seeing an
increase in the number of other professionals in the
region as our community grows and we move into the
next century.
When it comes to education, the western metropolitan
area is light years ahead in most areas. In terms of
school leaver destinations, 54 per cent of school leavers
in a 2012 survey were enrolling for a bachelor’s degree,
whereas the state average was only 52 per cent.
Five per cent were going down the path of enrolling for
certificates I to III, compared to the state average of
4 per cent. Eighteen per cent of people in Western
Metropolitan Region were pushing to get a qualification
of certificate IV or higher, while the state average was
only 13 per cent. As for apprenticeships, this is where
we had a slight lapse. The state average was 8 per cent,
but Western Metropolitan Region was hot on its tail at
7 per cent.
In Western Metropolitan Region we have a thirst for
knowledge, and that is reflected by the number of
people who are taking up TAFE courses right across
the region. The number is well and truly up on the 2009
figures. There were 29 500 people who were able to put
themselves forward for a TAFE course in 2009, under
the previous government, compared to 71 800 last year.
That we have achieved this in Western Metropolitan
Region is certainly something to be proud of.
Those opposite have bemoaned the changes that are
occurring in the automotive industry. In fact Mr Leane
was very vocal, if I remember correctly, about the
automotive industry and the changes that are occurring
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there. This needs to be recognised. Retraining will be
required, and the facilities to deliver that retraining will
be required. I remind the house, however, that the
western suburbs lost the Newport TAFE site — it was
closed — and that process was started by those
opposite. They closed that TAFE. The silence is
deafening.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — They went and closed Newport
TAFE.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — They also closed the one in
Sunbury, as Mr Finn points out. Those opposite closed
TAFE sites in the western suburbs, the area they claim
to be their heartland. When in government, Labor —
thankfully now in opposition — decided to abandon a
boatbuilding course that Victoria University was going
to run at Seaworks in Williamstown. This is a
boatbuilding course — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — The Labor Party did. The Labor
Party withdrew its support for the Victoria University
boatbuilding course at Seaworks. It has now — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — Suddenly those opposite arc up!
Suddenly they are interested. They were the ones who
said, ‘We don’t need boatbuilding to occur at
Williamstown. We don’t need it’.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — No, you don’t build boats
near water!
Mr ELSBURY — You don’t build boats near
water; you build them where the economy needs them,
just like ports!
In any case, we are talking about the issues with regard
to the car industry. Those opposite blame federal
Treasurer Joe Hockey, but it was their federal
colleagues who inflicted a carbon tax on the industry.
They inflicted on it a carbon tax which, since its
inception, caused far greater damage to the industry
than anything else before it could ever have done. We
also have to recognise that there has been a downturn in
car sales. New car sales fell by 2.3 per cent in May this
year compared to May 2013. This is according to the
Federal Chamber of Automotive Industries. Business
sales were down 9.1 per cent, government sales were
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up 5.9 per cent and private sales were up only 1.6 per
cent.
As we can see, there has been a fair bit of jittery
movement where cars are being bought and sold.
Businesses are not feeling confident at the moment, and
who can blame them? They have just had to deal with
seven years of a Labor government in Canberra, and
they had to deal with that mob opposite for 11 years, so
who can blame them? Businesses are a bit jittery still,
and it will take time for them to rebuild their
confidence. We also have to look at the types of cars
we were producing.
An honourable member — Australian made.
Mr ELSBURY — We have to look at the
Australian-made cars we were producing. If I look at
the top-selling cars in May this year, I see that at the top
was the Toyota Corolla, at 3871 units; next was the
Toyota Hilux, at 3313 units; next was the Mazda3, at
3291 units; next was the first of the Australian-built
cars, the Holden Commodore, at 2648 units; and last in
the top five was the Hyundai i30 at 2553 units.
Looking at that list tells you something about what the
desires of the market are. Only two vehicles on that list
have a higher engine capacity than 2 litres and more
than four cylinders — the Hilux and the Commodore.
There is demand for four-cylinder, 1.6 to 2-litre engine
vehicles. That is where consumers want to spend their
money, because they want fuel efficiency. They want a
good car but they want fuel efficiency. If we compare
the sales of two classes of cars, we see that fourcylinder cars outsold the six to eight-cylinder cars over
2 litres — 9715 units to 5866 units.
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — Ms Tierney is making inane
comments. Furthermore, by and large the Toyota HiLux is considered a commercial vehicle. Therefore we
only really have one Australian-made passenger vehicle
in the top five in the over 2-litre engine capacity class
that is being sold. This shows a lack of attention to the
market.
Previously the Vectra was built in South Australia. That
was the right move because the Vectra was built as a
four-cylinder or a six-cylinder vehicle — whichever
you wanted. If we had continued to build the fourcylinder, 2-litre engine, it would have done us a lot
more good than continuing to build the Commodore. I
admit that I am a Commodore driver and I enjoy
driving the Commodore, but most people want a
smaller vehicle. It makes sense to keep up with what
the market wants. Unfortunately the industry did not
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keep up with local market demand in Australia, and we
ended up with car sales dropping away.
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will build this project because we support it. Those
opposite would leave the western suburbs completely
bereft.

Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — Apparently economics mean
nothing at all to those people opposite. If you do not
sell the vehicle, you do not make the money and you do
not keep your business open. That is how it works,
Ms Tierney.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I remind members that if they wish to make
contributions, they can put their name on the speakers
list.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I have addressed Mrs Peulich’s request, so I
expect members to be quiet while Mr Elsbury is
making his contribution.
Mr ELSBURY — Certainly the car industry had to
constantly suckle from the government’s teat to keep its
head above water. That was completely unsustainable.
We entered an era where even government assistance
was not going to assist the car manufacturers, and
unfortunately they made the decision that they could no
longer produce in this country.
We now have to deal with the retraining of the
workforce. That will occur across the western suburbs
because a large number of people work for Toyota,
quite a large number of people work for Ford and some
are still working at the Holden plant at Fishermans
Bend. We have the challenge of resolving how those
workers will fit into the new paradigms of employment
in Melbourne’s west, and that leads me to talk about the
projects we support.
I remind those in the house of the government’s
position on the biggest road project this state has seen,
the east–west link. It is the most important project not
only in terms of the construction jobs it will create
when it is under construction but also the jobs that it
will create in the western suburbs and right across
Victoria because of the economic capacity that this road
will support. With direct access to the port of
Melbourne we will be able to get our produce to market
and we will be able to build bigger factories in Laverton
North, Deer Park, Truganina and Melton. The transport
and logistics services currently available in the western
suburbs will be expanded even further, spreading the
economic benefits of this project. Mark my words, we

Mr ELSBURY — If one truck breaks down on the
West Gate Freeway, Mr Leane, the entire western
suburbs goes into paralysis. It is a joke that in this day
and age Melbourne is completely reliant on one river
crossing. It is a joke and it needs to be remedied. We
need to build this tunnel. It is a tunnel that Mr Leane
and the whole Labor side supported when they were in
government. Labor was even doing preliminary work
on it.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — Mr Melhem!
Mr ELSBURY — Indeed Mr Melhem supported it,
as did the former Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, and the
current federal opposition leader, Mr Shorten. They
wrote letters in support of the project. They wanted it
built because they understand. Unfortunately political
pressure came down on those opposite and they
suddenly wilted in the heat. They could not handle it
anymore and said, ‘Oh well, I’ll let the Labor Party
machine roll over me’. What a joke! When I rose in my
place and said we needed to build the western section
of the east–west link, those opposite lampooned me and
said that I was a joke and that I could not get it done. I
am getting it done. I have the support of the
government.
We also have employment projects at East Werribee,
Essendon Fields and Airport West, and yesterday an
announcement was made about the Ravenhall prison —
1000 beds at a cost of $600 million. Far from walking
away from training in this state and withdrawing our
support, we have increased our support, from
$800 million to $1.2 billion. We have increased the
number of people in the western suburbs who are
getting vocational training from a low in 2009 of
29 500 to last year’s figure of 71 800. We are delivering
better training for Victoria. That is why this motion has
no basis and that is why we will not be supporting it.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on Mr Lenders’s motion. I compliment him on
the motion and congratulate him on bringing this
important topic to the chamber. However, I have to
correct something Mr Lenders said about me — that is,
that it is only 20 years ago that I was training as an
apprentice. It is actually a bit longer than that. I wonder
whether Mr Lenders’s bringing me forward as an
example of the TAFE system will encourage those
opposite to vote for the motion.
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We have heard the comments made by government
members in this debate. We would love one of them to
explain to us why it was that the former Minister for
Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall, a person we all
agreed had a lot of integrity, whose company we
enjoyed and whose efforts we appreciated, made a
public statement to a number of TAFE CEOs that he
was seriously considering resigning from his ministerial
position because of the Victorian coalition
government’s cuts to TAFE. That is what happened, yet
we have never had an explanation from those opposite
of why he did that. They spruik about the reforms they
have brought in. They make up stuff about the amount
of money they have put into the system, but they have
never explained why one of their highly regarded
ministers threatened to resign his post because of the
actions of his government. We challenge them to
explain that to us.
If one of the government speakers wants to get up and
explain to us why that happened, it would be fantastic,
but we are more than happy to make our own
assumptions. Our assumption is that Peter Hall was
appalled by his government in the same way that all
Victorians were appalled by this government’s total
disregard of the way it treated the TAFE community.
The results of the TAFE cuts are there for all to see. All
anyone has to do is drive to Lilydale and look at the
gates to the TAFE institute, a TAFE that was active and
an essential part of the community. The gates have a
padlock on them and have had a padlock on them for a
long time. The chancellor of that TAFE institute stated
clearly and publicly a number of times that the campus
in Lilydale was closed because of the Victorian
coalition government’s cuts to TAFE. Government
members might also like to take a drive to
Greensborough to see that exactly the same thing has
occurred there. It was stated that the Greensborough
TAFE institute was closed because of the Victorian
coalition government’s cuts to TAFE.
I want to touch on a few of the comments made by
speakers on the other side. Apparently when it comes to
TAFE and to youth unemployment there is a silver
bullet, and that is a tolled tunnel. Despite government
members continually saying that the tolled tunnel
project is a construction job, hopefully they are smart
enough to realise that it is not a construction job, it is a
road job. They keep saying it is. I do not know if they
are saying it to deceive people, but hopefully they are
smart enough to realise that the tolled tunnel project is
not a construction job, it is a road job. It is a tunnel.
Perhaps a government member might like to get up and
tell us the amount of apprentices that will be on the
job — —
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Mrs Peulich — How about the number of
apprentices?
Mr LEANE — Tell me, Mrs Peulich, how many
carpentry apprentices will be on the job? How many
shopfitting apprentices will be on the job? How many
plastering apprentices will be on the job? How many?
There will be none. The other thing to consider is that
any companies that want to encourage the employment
of apprentices and enter into agreements on the number
of apprentices it employs cannot do so because of this
government’s code. I say to those on the other side: you
do not even encourage apprentices on the jobs; you
discourage them. Trust me, there will not be one
plastering apprentice, there will not be one glazier,
there will not be one carpenter on the job; there will be
no construction jobs.
It is such a furphy that the contracts have to be signed
and the government cannot wait a couple of weeks
because of jobs. The only people working on that
project for months and months starting from now will
be international tunnelling crews, because there is no
equipment in Australia; it has to be sourced from
overseas. We can talk about it forever but what the
government is saying is not true.
Last night during the adjournment debate I mentioned
DENSO Automotive Systems Australia, which has a
factory in Croydon. Because of what the federal
government has done and the lack of support from the
state government, that company will be a victim of the
auto industry leaving this state and this country. The
coalition can say whatever it wants, but we all saw it
with our own eyes and we all heard it with our own
ears. The federal Treasurer, Joe Hockey, dared the auto
industry to leave Australia.
Mr Somyurek — He played chicken.
Mr LEANE — He did, and he lost. He played
chicken and he lost.
Mr Somyurek — We all lost.
Mr LEANE — We all lost. That is a good point,
Mr Somyurek. Joe Hockey dared them to leave, they
took him up on it and we all lost because of the training
and employment that that sector provided.
As far as the unemployment rate is concerned, I
seriously bemoan what is happening in the outer east of
Melbourne. The youth unemployment rate is higher
there than in most other areas, and young people do not
even have a TAFE institute to go to anymore. To do a
TAFE course to improve their skills and their chances
of getting a job, if they are reliant on public transport,
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will take them between 3 hours and 31⁄2 hours travelling
on public transport to access a course that was
previously offered at their campus at Lilydale — a
campus that was closed down by this government.
It has been amazing to see that campus being closed
down, to hear the spin and the rubbish and see the
collusion between the government and the Yarra
Ranges Shire Council managers who wanted to move
into that empty facility. One of the remedies was to
give the council $100 000 for a study to see who could
move into that facility. It was bizarre, particularly given
the council had flagged that it wanted to move into the
facility. The TAFE was empty, the council said it
wanted to move in and it was facilitated by a $100 000
grant from the government to look into what was going
to be the best use of that empty facility. It is absolutely
outrageous.
I fully support Mr Lenders’s motion. If government
members think this is not a huge issue and that they can
get up and channel The Lego Movie and sing
Everything is Awesome in TAFE, then they are not
going out and speaking to people. They are not
listening to people. The reality is that everywhere you
go this is at the forefront of people’s minds. It will be a
shameful anchor for the government when it goes to the
polls in a couple of months time.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is a
pleasure to speak on Mr Lenders’s motion, which is
basically about the fall in student enrolments in
government-subsidised training, as outlined in
paragraph (4) of the motion. The motion says that
18 300 fewer students completed TAFE courses in
2013 than in 2012 and 45 000 fewer students are
enrolled in government-subsidised training in 2014 than
in 2012. It also refers to unemployment rates, youth
unemployment and even 457 visa workers, which I did
not hear Mr Lenders mention in his speech when he
moved the motion.
However, I did hear Mr Lenders make several
references to policy misadventures. Both the ALP and
the current government are guilty of policy
misadventures when it comes to the technical and
further education, and vocational education and training
(VET) sectors. The ALP introduced market
contestability into the VET system, and it has been
continued by this government and exacerbated to a
large degree by funding cuts to TAFE. Both the former
government and this government are responsible for the
devastation that has occurred in the TAFE sector over
the last five years.
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That is easily demonstrated by referring to the AuditorGeneral’s report entitled Technical and Further
Education Institutes — Results of the 2013 Audits,
released in August, in which the Auditor-General
found:
The 14 TAFEs generated a net deficit of $16.2 million, a
decrease of $74.8 million from the $58.6 million surplus in
2012. The results were affected by a decrease of
$116.3 million (15 per cent) in government operating and
capital grants.

The Auditor-General says:
These results suggest that many TAFEs have yet to
effectively adapt to changes to the funding model announced
in May 2012.

I do not entirely agree with the Auditor-General on that,
because what has happened is that TAFEs have not
adapted to the market contestability framework put in
place by the ALP and continued by this government.
TAFEs are not able to adapt because the structures that
were put in place by the ALP and continued by this
government have wreaked havoc on the TAFE system.
On page 32 of the report the Auditor-General says:
TAFE self-financing results have deteriorated since 2009,
particularly over the past three years. The average result for
the sector decreased from 10.6 per cent in 2012 to negative
0.8 per cent in 2013.

The pivotal year is 2009 — the market contestability
model was introduced in July 2009 under the previous
government.
The report includes a five-year trend analysis of
underlying result indicators, and the Auditor-General
says:
The average underlying result for TAFEs has declined over
the five-year period, with 12 of the 14 TAFEs recording a
lower result in 2013 than in 2009. The decline highlights the
difficulties faced by the sector during a period of reduced
enrolments following changes to the funding model.

A graph headed ‘Underlying result risk assessment’
shows that in 2009 and 2010 all TAFEs were
considered low risk. By 2011, when market
contestability was starting to kick in, nearly 30 per cent
of TAFEs were identified as medium risk, and it was
the same in 2012. By 2013 only 14 per cent were
medium risk but 36 per cent were regarded as high risk.
Even more alarmingly, as the Auditor-General notes:
The majority of TAFEs (11 of 14) now have a self-financing
risk of high, with just one TAFE in the low-risk category.

A graph headed ‘Self-financing risk assessment’ shows
that 79 per cent of TAFEs are now at high risk of not
being able to self-finance. They are the stark figures of
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what has happened to the financial capacity of TAFEs
over the last five years.
Up until five years ago Victoria had a well-established,
high-quality, affordable and highly regarded public
TAFE system. In July I spoke at the Victorian TAFE
Association annual general meeting, as did the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills, Mr Wakeling, and the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly,
Mr Andrews, and I will come back to what they had to
say in a little while. We also heard from several
interstate speakers, one of whom was Mr Jeff
Gunningham, a former head of TAFE SA, who made
the comment that the Australian TAFE system has
traditionally been regarded as one of the best in the
world and that many Australians do not realise that.
Mr Gunningham also said that in Australia TAFE is at
risk due to the entitlement model and contestability,
which are not working. He said there has been ad hoc
implementation across Australia that has involved
massive change. While there has been some increase in
enrolment across VET, there has been continual
tinkering with TAFE and non-stop measures to rein in
costs by capping courses et cetera, and the main driver
in VET is now about reducing costs for private
registered training organisations (RTOs). He questioned
whether this is best for students and for the economy
and whether it is sustainable.
Mr Gunningham said we can expect more funding cuts
but questioned whether we should allow so much talent
and experience to walk out the door, particularly in
regional centres. What about community service
obligations? What about disadvantaged people? The
whole system is too complex. It took 100 years to
evolve into a world-class system, but, to quote Bruce
Mackenzie, a former head of Holmesglen TAFE, it
could be gone in less than a decade. I share that worry.
It is arguable whether we will still have a robust, highquality, affordable and highly regarded TAFE system
five years from now. If we do not, it will be
unforgivable because it will be the result of deliberate
policies of Labor and coalition governments.
At the Victorian TAFE Association meeting I listened
to what Daniel Andrews had to say. He spoke about
how TAFE is well regarded and gave lots of examples
of people who have been to TAFE, of how their lives
have changed et cetera. He made some comments about
what would be done to assist in keeping the TAFE
system afloat. Mr Andrews talked about restoring full
service provider funding and some capital funding, and
he also talked about a new TAFE director within the
department. That was basically all he had to say, and
when he was asked from the floor — and we are talking
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about a room full of senior people who work in the
TAFE sector — whether the opposition would commit
to rolling back market contestability, he said it would
not. I find that a problem, because market contestability
in the VET system has led to the demise of TAFE.
Like many people across the community, members of
the Greens have been dismayed to witness the demise
of our once great public TAFE system as a result of the
introduction into VET of a contestable funding model
by the Brumby Labor government and its continuation
and expansion by this government, accompanied by
sudden and savage funding cuts to TAFE every year
since 2012. Across Victoria the community has been
appalled by the havoc that has been wreaked on the
public providers and the serious impacts this has had on
the affordability and accessibility of vocational
education and training in Victoria. Yet Labor, the
Liberals and The Nationals continue to claim market
contestability is working very well. The rhetoric that
was used by the Labor government to justify the
demand-driven contestability model in 2008 has not
been borne out by the results. It never made any sense
then, and it still does not.
The Securing Jobs for Your Future plan released in
2008 by the then Minister for Skills and Workforce
Participation, Ms Jacinta Allan, the member for
Bendigo East in the Assembly, outlined goals of
encouraging and supporting thousands of Victorians to
either take up training for the first time or upgrade their
existing skills. These are worthy goals, but it seemed so
obvious to so many people at the time that the model
being put in place by the associated legislation was
going to lead to the opposite outcomes, and it has done.
I remember at the time speaking to so many people
who were closely involved in TAFE about the changes.
It seemed to everyone except the then government and
invisible people within the bureaucracy that the
disastrous outcome would be just what we see before us
now. It remains somewhat of a mystery to me that a
Labor government which claimed education was its
no. 1 priority and talked about fairness, equity and
access could introduce contestability into the VET
system and that Labor apparently continues to support
it in face of evidence that it is not working.
What was introduced by Labor was made worse by the
current Liberal-Nationals coalition government.
Everyone knows that the blowout in VET funding
following the introduction of market contestability in
2009 occurred not in TAFE but in the explosion in the
number of private providers. Spending in TAFE grew
by 4 per cent, while it grew by more than 300 per cent
in private registered training organisations. It appeared
that people just set up training businesses, were
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registered with little or no quality control, and
commenced to siphon off millions of public training
dollars. There were widespread reports of rorting and
tick-and-flick training, and they continue to this day.
In 2011 I tried to establish an inquiry into the reportedly
widespread rorting amongst the ballooning numbers of
private training providers. That was supported by the
ALP but not by the government. We still hear daily
reports of private RTOs offering incentives like iPads to
enrol students in courses that are not run over the time
they are meant to be, so there is truncated time involved
in training and people being trained to drive forklifts,
for example, without actually driving a forklift. The
tragedy of all this is students use their one-off eligibility
for government-subsidised training for a training course
that does not deliver them any training, does not have
any credibility in industry and leaves them in the lurch.
Instead of reigning in the funding of the private sector
back then, the coalition cut funding from TAFEs. This
was breathtakingly unfair and an irresponsible thing for
a government to do.
The impacts of the last five years of market
contestability and savage funding cuts from TAFE are
being felt across the community in both metropolitan
and regional areas, by current and potential students,
and by current and former staff. As many as
2500 people may have lost their jobs. Hundreds of
courses and millions of training hours have been lost,
and campuses have closed or been forced to merge.
Students have been hit by having to travel to campuses
further away for courses they wish to study if they can
afford the rising fees and charges at all or if the course
even still exists.
Communities in which the local TAFE has been a key
institution have been profoundly affected by the
impacts on their local TAFEs as a result of the VET
policies being pursued by Labor and the LiberalNationals coalition. Ordinary Victorians cannot
understand why this has been done, and they cannot
understand why it is being continued. In Victoria TAFE
has fallen from providing nearly 70 per cent of
vocational education and training to around 42 per cent
or even less now. In a fully contestable model with no
community service obligation funding, this leaves the
public TAFE system vulnerable to collapse. Where will
it be in another five years if governments do not
provide support and resources?
The Greens would like to see this trend reversed. At the
Victorian TAFE Association annual general meeting,
which I mentioned before, it was surprising to hear the
comments of Minister Wakeling. He talked up what has
happened in VET, talked about $1.2 billion worth of
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subsidies going into VET and $5 billion over the
forward estimates. He said things like, ‘There is
increased funding for training’. There is increased
funding going into the vocational education and
training sector, but the worrying part of that is if you
look at the difference between 2008 and 2012, in 2008
the amount in Victorian subsidies going to non-TAFE
providers in the VET sector was $131 million and by
2012 it was up to $804 million.
That is public money that in most cases is going to forprofit private providers and not to the not-for-profit
providers. It is taxpayers money going into the hands of
for-profit providers, which is unacceptable, especially
given what I have said about the lack of proper
oversight with regard to the quality of training that is
provided by a large number of those trainers. We have
always had some private RTOs in the system, and some
of those have good reputations, but over the last five
years we have had a ballooning number, many of which
have just popped up like mushrooms all over the place.
Some are engaged in less than credible activities in
terms of training or the way they market themselves.
The minister talked about the choice of training
provider and how the government is cracking down and
weeding out low-quality providers. I looked at the
figures in the quarterly report in that regard and found
that the number of private RTOs that have been taken
out of the system is very small. The number of
organisations that are inspected over any period of time
is a very small percentage of the number in existence. I
would not describe that as a crackdown.
Interestingly, the minister said it is not about smoke and
mirrors and that he is not trying to gild the lily. In fact I
think he was trying to gild the lily and that it does
involve smoke and mirrors, because during the term of
this Parliament, and since the government inflicted such
savage funding cuts on TAFE, we have heard coalition
members consistently speak on TAFE and about more
money going into VET. I make it clear that the funding
contestability and the removal of funding from the
TAFE system have caused the problem, but market
contestability is really at the core of the problem. As I
said, a lot more of the money is going into the hands of
private providers, and it is taxpayers money.
Over the last couple of months I have received reports
on and I have had people contacting me about what I
call concerning developments in the arrangements
between people who in the past have been involved in
setting up the system and who are now closely involved
with some of those registered training organisations that
are receiving vast amounts of public funds. That is
something I will be looking into further because it is a
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matter of some interest to the public. There have also
been reports on many of the issues I have just referred
to, such as inadequate and completely substandard
training being offered by those RTOs.
About three years ago in this chamber I said that the
system was a mess, and it really is a mess. It is such a
mess that the Greens believe there should be a public
inquiry, headed by eminent persons, into what has
happened to VET over the last five years. We need to
get to the bottom of the changes and their impact on the
TAFE sector, the impact on students and the quality
and reputation of training in Victoria.
On several occasions the minister made the amazing
comment that people should stop talking down TAFE
and that the media should not report what is going on in
relation to TAFE because it is destroying the TAFE
brand. In fact he said that TAFE institutes need to be
the custodians of the TAFE brand. I would say to the
minister that TAFEs are publicly owned and therefore
he and the government are the custodians of TAFE.
They should be talking up the TAFE brand, and they
should be supporting TAFE rather than undermining it
with harsh funding cuts, as they have been doing.
The TAFE sector is very important and it cannot be
replicated or replaced by the private sector. We need
the public TAFE sector because it is government
owned, it is not for profit and it is the critical link that
governments have to achieving objectives of access and
equity in skills development and workforce
development. TAFEs in their communities have
traditionally been involved in strategic planning,
helping to shape and influence training and
employment in their communities.
In conjunction with local and state governments,
TAFEs play a role in building the skills of communities
to attract investment to areas. TAFEs have been major
employers in their communities, contributing to the
wellbeing of those communities. They understand the
social dynamics of those communities and provide
advice and strategies to increase participation, in
particular from lower socioeconomic groups in those
communities. They provide lifelong learning, and they
have established facilities. All the facilities across
Victoria are publicly owned and built, and they need to
be preserved because they cannot simply be replaced.
None of those things can be provided by the private
registered training organisations. We need to keep a
core TAFE system, and we would like to see the
proportion of training provided by TAFEs go back to
where it was.
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Recently the Senate inquiry into TAFE released its
report. Some of the trends or themes that came out of
that report were that the whole VET system is complex
and is getting more so, that the market is not efficient in
allocating training resources, that there is a need for
caps and not a demand-driven system, and that quality
is a recurring issue. There need to be higher hurdles for
becoming an RTO. That is a very important issue that
was identified. If you read through the submissions,
you will find that many of the submitters identified that
RTOs tend to cherrypick the most popular, easy-todeliver and less costly courses, leaving TAFE with the
more costly, more practical-type courses that are not
getting support and funding from government. The
whole system is ad hoc. Where is fairness and equity in
the public interest? Where is affordability for students,
and where is value for taxpayers?
The Greens say that both the current and former
governments need to admit that market contestability
has failed. We should abandon the market contestability
model and reinstate TAFE as the primary provider of
vocational education and training in Victoria, including
with regard to ongoing funding for capital works,
facilities, equipment, student services and the heavy
lifting that the public sector does for disadvantaged
students. We need to enforce requirements for all VET
providers, including minimum teaching qualifications,
minimum supervised hours of delivery and appropriate
practical experience components for all courses that
receive government subsidies, because at the moment
we have a lot of courses receiving government
subsidies but no quality assurance for the content they
are delivering.
As I said, we need an inquiry led by eminent persons
that looks into the impacts of the market contestability
funding model, the fee increases, the limits to eligibility
for subsidised training, the viability of TAFE institutes,
the access and affordability of education for current and
potential students, the range and availability of courses,
the quality of education and training, our current and
future education and training needs and the reputation
of VET in Victoria so as to provide a way forward. One
of the main points I am making is that if we continue
down this road, we will not have TAFE as we have
recognised it in Victoria.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I intend to talk more about the jobs component of this
motion. As I get up to do that I have just received the
news that 300 Holden workers have been laid off in
Victoria. That is well and truly before time. Just this
morning I made a members statement calling on the
government to go back on its commitment not to fund
the $500 million for the car industry which was
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negotiated by the previous federal Labor government.
The Victorian government wears its not paying that
$500 million to the auto sector as a badge of honour. I
expressed my concerns this morning in a members
statement that jobs may go well ahead of time. That is
the worst thing that could happen to the auto workers,
because those people need the time to be reskilled and
retrained and to find alternative employment.

surplus labour, as the neoclassical economic types
within the coalition like to call it — is functional for an
economy, as it puts downward pressure on wages. On
the other hand, we on the Labor side believe that a job
provides dignity and a sense of purpose for individuals
so they can make a productive contribution to the
community in which they live and generate income to
support their families.

The government is taking a hard line. It will not fund
the $500 million, and we are seeing the result of that
well and truly now. Unfortunately I expect to see a lot
more job losses before the 2016–17 time line that was
set by the automakers. I expect to see the auto industry
supply chain go south. That will trigger the departure of
the auto industry well ahead of time, and that would be
very sad for the thousands of people employed in that
sector.

Unfortunately, scarcely a day has gone by since the
coalition government was elected in November 2010
without an iconic Victorian business announcing either
a major review of its Victorian operations or closing
and shutting up shop altogether. We have been through
Ford, Viridian, Toyota, Alcoa, Bosch, ANZ, Heinz,
Target — the list goes on. This is a sign that those
companies lost confidence in the leadership of the
Victorian coalition government. That is why they are
leaving; they have lost confidence in the leadership of
this government.

Here we go again with another set of employment data
released by the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS),
and again there is another motion from the opposition
condemning the government for its poor performance
in maintaining and generating jobs for Victorians. I
note that for the duration of this debate the government
speakers have been ducking and weaving, deflecting
and engaging in subterfuge to downplay the jobs crisis
in our state. No amount of ducking, weaving, deflecting
or subterfuge can hide the fact that there is a jobs crisis
in this state. The fact is that under the Napthine
government 70 000 Victorians have lost their jobs. As a
result the Victorian unemployment rate is now 7 per
cent, and that is the highest it has been for 14 years.
It must be noted that when the coalition assumed office
back on 27 November 2010, the unemployment rate
was a paltry 4.9 per cent. Compare 4.9 per cent to 7 per
cent. That is a lot of damage in the space of four years.
This comes on top of the data the ABS released
recently about the manufacturing sector, showing that it
can last 12 months. The Victorian manufacturing sector
lost 24 000 full-time manufacturing jobs, and that
equates to 9.7 per cent of manufacturing jobs. Compare
that massive loss of full-time manufacturing jobs with
the manufacturing sectors in Queensland and South
Australia, which have actually grown. Queensland fulltime manufacturing jobs have grown by 2.7 per cent
and South Australian full-time manufacturing jobs have
grown by 28 per cent. Look at the difference — we
have gone backwards by 9.7 per cent.
The indifference and apathy demonstrated by the
government with respect to the crisis in employment in
Victoria is really a dividing line between the coalition
and the Australian Labor Party. The government
believes that the higher rate of unemployment — or

Despite having relatively few natural resources for
export compared to other states, in the last couple of
decades — and I will include the years of the coalition
government prior to the Labor government, being the
years under the Kennett government — Victoria has
performed very well in terms of job creation.
However, that is certainly not the story with the Baillieu
and Napthine governments, under which employment
has gone very badly. Since the coalition government
assumed office our manufacturing sector has shrunk
dramatically, our exports have contracted and entire
industries have been on the verge of collapse. Any job
loss is a tragedy for workers and their families, and
unfortunately since this government was elected almost
four years ago Victorians have had to live with the
news that they, their neighbours, their loved ones or
people they associate with have lost their jobs. While
other jurisdictions have been muscling in on traditional
Victorian industries, the coalition government has been
dithering and causing the state to stagnate.
When we try to understand the looming jobs crisis, let
us not forget that when this government took over the
Australian dollar was worth about US$0.93. Within
seven months it had reached US$1.11, so it was clear
that a lot of jobs would be lost, especially in the
manufacturing sector, if the government did not get on
with the job, get active and do something about it. As
we watched from opposition we consistently called on
the government to put together a jobs plan because we
knew that with the dollar at US$1.11 something terrible
was going to happen to employment in this state, and
four years down the track it has happened. Terrible
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things have happened in terms of Victorians losing their
jobs.
As at that time the Baillieu government was obstinately
ignoring our pleas to put together a jobs plan, we
decided to do it ourselves, and in 2012 we released a
jobs plan. We thought that maybe the coalition
government might be shamed into formulating its own
jobs plan but the government proved to be beyond
shame and did not take up any of the policy
prescriptions suggested in our document.
The employment crunch that this state now faces is
largely the coalition government’s doing. Yes, there
have been externalities such as the high rate of the
Australian dollar, which has made locally produced
goods less competitive in both the domestic and
international marketplace, and at times sluggish
demand in the international marketplace has also
adversely impacted our exporters.
We on the Labor side believe that when things are
going well it is fine for the government to simply get
out of the way and let the market reign supreme, which
is what the coalition is doing at the moment. However,
when things are tough, when there are temporary
externalities which are distorting the market, such as the
global financial crisis in 2008, such as the Australian
dollar trading at US$1.11 — a historical high — and
perhaps such as the looming energy crisis that will hit
pretty soon, we believe the government has a role to
play. Under those circumstances we believe that an
interventionist government is required to help cushion
the negative impact on local industry. We believe that
because we believe the stakes are very high indeed. We
believe that the loss of thousands of jobs means that
you need to throw ideology to one side and make sure
you retain jobs.
However, what we have seen from the coalition
government so far has been a non-interventionist,
hands-off-the-wheel and, if you will, defeatist
approach. The response of Victorian coalition
government members to the rapid decline in our
manufacturing sector has been simply to shrug their
shoulders and say, ‘There is nothing we can do about
that. It is about the externalities’, which I mentioned
earlier, and then to run a bit of a commentary on how
bad things are, as if Mr Baillieu, the member for
Hawthorn in the Assembly, and Dr Napthine did not
have any levers at their disposal at all. The fact is that
Dr Napthine, and Mr Baillieu before him, has
significant policy levers at his disposal to influence
outcomes. What I, what industry and what the Victorian
public expects from the Premier, as I said, is for him to
use the levers he has at his disposal to drive the
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Victorian manufacturing sector. The levers that drive
the manufacturing sector are also the ones that drive the
economy and, by and large, drive productivity as well.
In this globalised and independent world where capital
is mobile and crosses national borders with ease,
governments need to be nimble and alert at all times.
The difference between attracting investment and
losing investment or gaining jobs and losing jobs in any
modern economy is quite often dependent on the policy
vigour of incumbent governments. In other words, the
difference between creating jobs and losing jobs comes
down to whether the government is willing to engage,
create and formulate policy and then implement that
policy. Therefore governments that are proactive and
utilise these levers offer enormous advantages to their
local industries.
What we are seeing here is that the Napthine
government, and the Baillieu government before it, did
not use any of these levers. As a consequence,
corporate head offices around the world have been
monitoring what we have been doing in Victoria and
have either scaled down their operations or shut up
shop and moved to other states or other parts of the
world. Based on the massive job losses that I have just
identified, the coalition government has been marked
very poorly by both the international business
community and the local business community.
The Victorian government must be proactive if the
state’s manufacturing sector and other sectors of the
Victorian economy are to recover and indeed create
jobs. The government needs to wake up to the fact that
Victorian manufacturing competitiveness must be
driven by a whole-of-government approach that
includes favourable tax policies, substantial research
and development (R and D) incentives, high-quality
infrastructure, strong intellectual property protection
laws, an investment-friendly environment driven by
efficient and transparent government, access to a highly
educated workforce, government procurement
decisions that allow local small to medium-sized
enterprises to win government contracts, and industry
innovation clusters to drive R and D and innovation.
In order to remedy the jobs crisis in Victoria, we need a
government that formulates policies and strategies that
build capacity and innovation to help our industries to
be one step ahead of their competitors both
domestically and as dynamic participants
internationally. Sadly for the past almost four years the
people of Victoria have had to endure a government
that has been asleep at the wheel, while we have lost
entire industries such as the auto industry and
70 000 Victorian jobs with it.
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Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about Mr Lenders’s motion. There has been a lot
of discussion about this subject matter, but the fact
remains that over the last few years cuts to TAFE at
both state and federal levels have had a major impact. It
does not matter how you put it, it does not matter how
you package it, the fact remains that as a result of the
federal budget, but more importantly at the state level,
there have been massive cuts amounting to some
$300 million.
If we look at enrolment figures in the TAFE system, we
see that there is no question that the number of
enrolments has dropped. There are 18 300 less students
who completed TAFE courses compared to the
numbers in 2012, and in 2014 there were 45 000 — that
is, fewer — students enrolled in government-subsidised
training courses.
Government members have talked about how a lot of
money has been spent on registered training
organisations which provide training options other than
those provided by the TAFE system. It is fine to
encourage private providers to provide training; there is
nothing wrong with that. What is wrong is that as a
state and as a country we cannot afford to weaken the
public TAFE system, because that is the cornerstone of
our education system for people who want to enter the
workforce or for the young kids who want to go and
learn a trade but who are not fortunate enough for one
reason or another to be able to go to university. As a
country we do not need everyone to be university
educated because there has to be a mix. Some people
would like to go to university and that should be
encouraged; they should be given every single
opportunity. I will come back to that later.
The importance of the TAFE system is in making sure
we are able give the opportunity to our kids to learn a
trade — to go in and get a diploma, whether it is in
electronics or something else. Earlier Mr Lenders
talked about Mr Leane and his apprenticeship that he
did some years ago. It is a classic example of where
TAFE was the only institution that could provide that
sort of course, because TAFE is not based on a profitmaking exercise. All I am referring to is that a private
provider is only driven by one thing: it offers a product
from which it can make money. If a particular course
does not generate enough profit, it does not run that
course. What happens? It drops it.
That is exactly what has happened over the years when
cuts have been made to the TAFE system. Private
providers have looked at providing training for the most
popular courses, thereby taking students out of the
TAFE system, which had been able to provide a range
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of training options and certificate courses in a variety of
industries and occupations. One particular occupation
or certificate could have been subsidising another
occupation, because previously the whole thing
balanced itself out.
TAFEs should not make decisions based on the idea
that they will only offer a certificate IV or a trade in a
particular occupation because of the likelihood that a lot
of participants will enrol in that course and they will
make money out of it. TAFEs should not make a
decision that the one course they cannot make money
out of will be dropped. That is what the private sector
does. As part of their constitution — the way they are
set up — TAFEs are meant to offer courses that make
sure industry requirements are met.
If we squeeze the TAFE sector hard, those providing
TAFE courses will have no choice. They have budgets
to run and if the squeeze is put on them, they will have
to drop certain courses. For example, Victoria
University in my electorate was hit really hard in the
2012–13 financial year when $29 million was taken out
of its budget. There was a 25 per cent drop in
vocational education and training by July 2013. That
was a direct outcome of taking money out of the
budget, because if you take money out of a TAFE, the
people there will have to make decisions and they will
drop certain courses.
It is important that members consider the figures. I refer
to the Auditor-General’s report on the impact of
Victorian TAFE budget cuts. It shows that enrolments
in an advanced diploma course were 2043 in 2011, by
2012 they had dropped to 1519, and in 2013 they were
908. That is a huge reduction. There were similar
numbers for enrolments in a diploma course, with 8571
in 2011, a drop to 7091 in 2012, and a major drop to
4357 in 2013. The list goes on.
The workforce stream and employment categories are
changing as a result of the decline in the manufacturing
sector. I heard Mr Elsbury, when talking about the
decline in the car industry, blaming the car companies
for the collapse of the industry. Maybe the car
companies should have done a bit more to remain
competitive. The biggest single factor in the decision
for at least two companies, Holden and Toyota, to exit
manufacturing in this country by 2016–17 was that Joe
Hockey and Tony Abbott basically said, ‘You’re not
going to have your $250 million as promised by the
former government so that you can manufacture your
next model in this country’. The companies had agreed
and were ready to manufacture their next models here.
It would at least have given them 10 years of
manufacturing in Australia, until 2022–23. But the
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friends and colleagues of those opposite — members of
the same parties as make up this government — said,
‘No. We’re not going to do that. We’re going to take
the money away and jeopardise the employment of
50 000 people in the next few years’.
I talked about the impact of the TAFE cuts on young
kids who now will not have the same range of options
to go to TAFE and learn trades. I want to talk about
older workers who are currently in the workforce. I
refer to people aged between 25 and 50 or 60 who have
between 5 and 40 years in the workforce. If they are
auto workers or manufacturing workers generally and
that is the only job they have had, what are their
chances if there is no strong TAFE system in place so
they can get training? It could be in warehousing or any
other job. Mr Elsbury said they could go to a company
in the western suburbs and pay the people there a lot of
money and they would train them and that would be it.
That is not the answer. The answer is that they should
be able to go to a proper TAFE institution so they can
get recognised certificates and then find alternative
employment.
Another issue is the 457 visas, which Ms Pennicuik
talked about. That is another good example of
something on which members of this government have
been silent. While it is a federal issue, it impacts on a
lot of Victorians. The federal government has now
opened things up for lower skilled workers. It has
lowered the threshold of the minimum wage that should
be paid to those people. They come to Australia and get
jobs in industries such as hospitality or catering, jobs
which Australian kids coming out of university or
school could fill while we have 7 per cent
unemployment. It is an absolute disgrace that we have
people on 457 visas filling those jobs.
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unemployment rate, whether we like it or not and
whether or not some new jobs have been created. The
government can argue that there are new jobs but the
fact remains that 7 per cent of the people in this state
are out of work. While they cannot find a job, the least
we can do is offer them a decent system under which
they can train and equip themselves for when new jobs
are created. Those new jobs could be in the retail
industry, the IT industry, the service industry and
hopefully the manufacturing industry, where things
might pick up. If there were opportunities, people
would at least be trained for those new jobs.
Mr Leane referred to the east–west link. Mr Elsbury
also referred to it and said that it will create jobs. That is
great, but I ask: do we have a plan to actually talk to the
companies involved and to ask them, as part of their
contracts, to put some money and resources into
employing apprentices and providing training for
people? Members of my union and others in the union
movement tried to include in construction agreements
the employment of a minimum number of apprentices.
That is now outlawed by the Victorian building
industry code; we cannot do that on major civil
construction projects.
I am not talking about union rights, organising rights or
other things. I am talking about a simple thing. We
were asking and encouraging companies and seeking to
mandate something, and I make no apology for that.
We were saying that a major company running a major
project that is being paid for by Victorian taxpayers has
an obligation to employ X number of apprentices and
people in traineeships as part of the project. There is
nothing wrong with that. It is something we should not
be apologetic or scared about. We should actually be
proud of it and we should be encouraging more and
more of that. Guess what? Even if the employer and the
union agree, it cannot be included in the enterprise
agreement because the Victorian government outlawed
that in its building and construction industry code.

Another issue is the funding for the local learning and
employment networks (LLENs). The LLENs are a very
good conduit between our schools and industry. They
link schools with industry to provide training
opportunities so that young kids can learn a trade or get
vocational training. The government has given a
commitment to the LLENs. That came only after some
pressure from stakeholders and the Labor Party and
after the Labor Party committed to funding the LLENs
for four years should it win government in November.
The answer from the government was, ‘We’ll give you
an extension for a lousy 12 months’. That is another
example of the commitment of this government to
some long-term thinking on vocational training going
forward.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to make some remarks on this motion,
which has a number of dot points. When you look at
them individually, they make for stark — indeed
alarming — reading. In 2013, 18 300 fewer students
completed a TAFE course than in 2012, so as our
population grows, the number of students who are
completing a TAFE course falls.

It is time that this government recognised that we have
some problems in Victoria. We have a 7 per cent

The third point in the motion says unemployment in
Victoria has now reached 7 per cent, its highest level

I will leave the debate with those remarks. I endorse
Mr Lenders’s motion and commend it to the house.
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for 13 years. This is the highest level since 2001, the
highest level since the Ansett collapse, and worse than
during the global financial crisis. We now have the
highest level of unemployment in Australia apart from
Tasmania. If you have a look at paragraph (6) of the
motion, you see that the number of students aged 15 to
19 years in government-subsidised training has dropped
by 27 per cent from 2012 to 2014. In two short years
we have had a 27 per cent decline in that 15 to 19 years
bracket. I wish to come back to that. Paragraph (7)
discusses youth unemployment, stating that it peaked at
16 per cent in the 15 to 24 years group in February
2014. Again, that is an appalling record and something
that we have not seen for more than a decade.
If we look at all of those individual statistics, what we
know is a couple of things: there are human lives
behind all of it, and the failure of this government to see
the connection between unemployment and the ripping
of funding out of TAFE is very clear. We also see the
failure of this government to understand how incredibly
important it is to make sure that we give our children
the best opportunities possible to reach their full
potential. Alarmingly, that is a connection that this
government has failed to make and failed to appreciate.
It is a values issue. This government does not care
about children and the importance of giving them an
opportunity in life. This is not a priority. The greatest
indication of that is the way that time and again
government members have come into this chamber and
gloated about the number of prison beds, cells and jails
they are building.
Hon. D. K. Drum — That you didn’t build!
Mr TEE — This government holds that up as its
greatest achievement. But what it is doing is taking — —
Hon. D. K. Drum — So you just let them walk?
Mr TEE — There is a connection, and I will come
back to this. There is a connection between taking
money out of TAFE and building prisons with that
money. That is what this government has done, and the
victims of that policy are particularly in regional
Victoria. Mr Drum ought to hang his head in shame.
The victims of this are our young people, who are
denied an opportunity because what this government
does is take money out of TAFE and put it into building
jails. It takes money away from the opportunity of
young people to reach their full potential and puts it
into prisons.
What happens then is people fall through the cracks.
We know that if you want to make sure kids have the
best opportunity in life, that they do not come into
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contact with our criminal justice system and they do not
end up in jail, you need to spend money on their
education. We know — and statistics, reality and
common sense show this — —
Hon. D. K. Drum — How much would you spend
every year?
Mr TEE — What I would say to Mr Drum is that
we would be a lot better off if we could keep the youth
in education.
Hon. D. K. Drum — You don’t have an answer.
Mr TEE — Let me tell you my answer. I would like
some of the statistics that this government has
generated to be turned around. Let us try to imagine a
Victoria in which the coalition is not in government and
we have 27 per cent more kids in governmentsubsidised training. Imagine if we did not have 16 per
cent youth unemployment, as we do under Mr Drum’s
government. Mr Drum should try to imagine what it
would be like if we gave kids a chance, particularly the
most vulnerable. We know that if we can keep kids in
school, if we can get them into TAFE courses and if we
can get them jobs, then we will not need all of those
jails the coalition has built.
What we know on every measure — and can tell from
common sense, which is lacking on the part of those
opposite — and from reality and all our statistics is that
if we want to give our kids a chance, we have to give
them an education and we have to get them jobs. That
is how you keep kids out of the prison system. That is
how you keep them out of the criminal justice system.
That is how you keep them away from the police. But
what this government does is exactly the opposite.
Mr Koch — Look at the statistics!
Mr TEE — I am looking at the statistics! They
show that the government is ripping the guts out of the
TAFE system.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Who did that, Mr Tee? Who
set up contestability?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Drum should speak through the Chair.
Mr TEE — Who has reduced by 27 per cent the
number of kids participating? Mr Drum needs to go out
to regional Victoria where those kids are hurting, and
he should look them in the eye and come back without
that empty rhetoric of his. The fact is that there are
27 per cent fewer kids participating. Those kids are
lining up in the queues in Mr Drum’s electorate.
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Hon. D. K. Drum — Did Jacinta Allan muck it up?
Mr TEE — Let me tell you what the former
government did: it had 27 per cent more kids in
government-subsidised training. Never did the former
government have 16 per cent youth unemployment.
Hon. D. K. Drum — What were they studying?
Mr TEE — They were in jobs, Mr Drum. Youth
unemployment has peaked at 16 per cent. In some
regions there is 30 per cent youth unemployment. That
is nothing to be proud of and nothing to be gloating
about.
Hon. D. K. Drum — You are being deceptive!
Mr TEE — No, I am not. Those are the statistics.
Those are the cold, hard, core statistics, behind which
are families in your electorate, Mr Drum, who you have
let down. It is the next generation which is the victim of
the government ripping the guts out of the TAFE
system.
The figures are here. They are stark, but they are not as
stark as the lives of those kids who should be in TAFE
and who should be in those government programs.
I caught up just yesterday with engineers who told me
about the skills shortages and about their desperate need
for skilled workers. On the one hand you have got high
unemployment — high youth unemployment — and on
the other you have got business telling us that it is
desperate for skills. There is a massive gap, and the
only solution the government has got, the only thing
government members say when they come in here, is,
‘Look at us, we’re building prisons. We’re putting these
kids in prisons. We’re cutting them out of the TAFE
system’.
Mr Koch — We’re not putting children in prison.

Mr TEE — There is no doubt that the record of this
government is stark when it comes to the impact it has
had on the TAFE system through its cuts. There is no
doubt that if we want a better Victoria, we need to give
our kids a better chance. We need to give them the
chance to reach their full potential. That is what the
business community is telling us it wants.
Mr Koch — We’re doing that every day.
Mr TEE — Those opposite say they are doing that
every day. That is not what these figures show. What
these figures show is that the government is ripping the
guts out of the TAFE system. We have got tens of
thousands fewer kids getting a break. What I am saying,
and what business is saying, is that TAFE needs to be
funded properly. That is what a Labor government will
do. It will fund it properly.
Hon. D. K. Drum — What are you going to take the
money from?
Mr TEE — Mr Drum, what we will not do is take
money out of TAFE and put it into prisons. What we
will not do is take money from the futures of kids and
use it to build prisons, which is what the government
has done. We are looking at the numbers of enrolments
in TAFE, and what we have found is that they are stark
statistics.
I am very supportive of this motion. I urge those
opposite to have a good, hard look at themselves. After
this sitting week we have a three-week break. Members
opposite should go out into their communities and talk
to their constituents about the impact. They should have
a look at the real people behind these terrible statistics,
have a look at the devastation and come back next time
with a better point of view, because the current one is
just not working.
House divided on motion:

Mr TEE — Yes, you are.
Hon. D. K. Drum — What about the regional rail
link?
Mr TEE — Our project.
Hon. D. K. Drum — You didn’t fund it; you didn’t
build it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I ask Mr Tee to provide his contribution through
the Chair. That might stop Mr Drum from interjecting
all the time. Otherwise you two might as well have the
debate outside the chamber. Mr Tee, through the Chair.
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It also amends the Food Act 1984 to require that eggs for sale
can only be labelled as free range if produced by domestic
fowl that are kept in accordance with certain requirements.
A range of penalties apply for both individuals and
corporations in the form of fines or imprisonment.

Pairs
Darveniza, Ms
Viney, Mr

Guy, Mr
Atkinson, Mr

Motion negatived.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS
AMENDMENT (DOMESTIC FOWL AND
PIGS) AND FOOD AMENDMENT
(FREE-RANGE EGGS) BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 to insert offences
relating to domestic fowl and pigs and to amend the
Food Act 1984 to require that eggs for sale can only
be labelled as free range if produced by domestic
fowl that are kept in accordance with certain
requirements and for other purposes.
Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) 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 Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Amendment (Domestic Fowl and Pigs)
and Food Amendment (Free-range Eggs) Bill 2014 (the
‘bill’).
In my opinion, the bill 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 bill makes amendments to the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986 by inserting offences relating to domestic
fowl and pigs. It prohibits the keeping in battery cages of
domestic fowl for the purposes of the production of eggs or
meat for sale; prohibits the keeping in inappropriate
accommodation of pigs for the purposes of the production of
meat for sale; and creates the offence of removing or
trimming the beaks of domestic fowl.

Given the nature and purpose of this bill, which is to prevent
animal cruelty and to ensure truth in labelling, and that the
range of penalties are commensurate with penalties for similar
offences under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act
1986 and the Food Act 1984, it does not engage any of the
rights under the charter act.
Ms Sue Pennicuik, MLC
Southern Metropolitan Region

Second reading
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Introduction
The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Amendment
(Domestic Fowl and Pigs) and Food Amendment (Freerange Eggs) Bill 2014 introduces reforms that will
improve animal welfare in Victoria. The reforms
recognise how the present animal protection laws are
failing the welfare of animals which are still subject to
cruel treatment by industry.
The bill introduces a prohibition on battery cages and
sow stalls with a transition period for industry so that
existing cages and stalls must be phased out by
1 January 2017. The bill also prohibits the de-beaking
of hens, and provides for truth in labelling whereby it
will be false to describe eggs as free range unless the
number of the domestic fowl kept or housed per hectare
does not exceed 1500. The penalties applicable to the
offences in this bill are commensurate with the
penalties for similar offences under the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 and the Food Act 1984.
Ban on battery cages for domestic fowl
The bill amends the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986 to prohibit the keeping in battery cages of
domestic fowl for the purposes of the production of
eggs or meat for sale. It defines the term battery cage as
a cage for housing of domestic fowl that does not allow
the fowl to do all of the following whether because of
the cage itself (including dimensions) or things in the
cage (including other domestic fowl) —
(a) fully stretch;
(b) perch;
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(c) access litter;
(d) lay eggs in a nest.

It provides for a maximum penalty of 240 penalty units
or imprisonment of two years in the case of a natural
person, and 1200 penalty units in the case of a body
corporate.
According to the RSPCA, cage eggs come from hens
housed in small wire cages containing three to five hens
and there are many thousands of cages stacked in sheds
containing up to 100 000 birds. The space allocation for
each bird may be less than the size of an A4 sheet of
paper and cages may be only 40 centimetres high.
These are known as battery cages and the birds housed
in them as battery hens.
Such small cages mean hens are unable to stretch out,
flap their wings or exercise properly. Scientific studies
indicate that battery hens suffer intensely and
continuously for the entire time they are confined in
cages. Restricted movement, constant exposure to a
wire floor and lack of perches lead to serious bone and
muscle weakness. According to Animals Australia,
chickens have cognitive abilities similar to cats and
dogs. They are sensitive, inquisitive and highly
intelligent birds that experience great distress in battery
cages.
Battery hens cannot express normal behaviours such as
wing flapping, scratching, dust bathing, perching and
foraging. Caged hens cannot have a normal ‘personal
space’ so they cannot escape aggression from other
hens. Cages have no nesting area — nesting before and
during egg laying is a priority for hens and this
deficiency greatly frustrates them.
According to Voiceless, the number of battery hens in
Australia is approximately 11 million despite the fact
that consumer research shows that 83 per cent of
Australians support or strongly support laws to ensure
that animals bred for human consumption have access
to the outdoors, companions, natural materials and
enough space to carry out their instinctive behaviour.
Battery cages are already outlawed in the European
Union and some American states. New Zealand is
phasing out battery cages over the next decade.
Significantly for Australia, on 25 February this year the
ACT government supported legislation introduced by
Greens MLA Shane Rattenbury that bans battery cages
and sow stalls.
The momentum in the community for a ban on battery
cages throughout Australia is becoming so strong that
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even large retailers are stepping up on this important
animal welfare issue. Woolworths has committed to
phasing out all cage eggs being on sale and the use of
cage eggs in their own brand products by December
2018. It has also removed all cage eggs from its stores
throughout the ACT. This amounts to 19 supermarkets:
four years ahead of its national commitment. In
addition, Coles has stated that all Coles brand eggs are
cage free.
On 21 August this year the Warrandyte IGA became
the first supermarket in Australia to remove all factory
farmed eggs (cage and barn) from sale. The IGA owner
has been flooded by support from across the country
and she is hopeful that other IGAs will follow her lead.
Prohibition on de-beaking of domestic fowl
The bill prohibits the removal or trimming of the beaks
of domestic fowl. A maximum penalty of 240 penalty
units or imprisonment for two years applies for a
natural person, and 1200 penalty units in the case of a
body corporate. An exemption applies for a veterinary
practitioner who removes or trims the beak of a
domestic fowl for a therapeutic purpose.
This prohibition is in line with the ACT legislation
passed in February this year, which also bans debeaking. According to Animals Australia hens kept in
factory-farmed conditions often suffer from severe
stress, which can lead to cannibalism. The obvious
solution to this problem would be to give these
sensitive birds more space, but instead factory-farmed
hens often have the tips of their beaks cut off. Given
that birds’ beaks are filled with nerves, Animals
Australia has likened it to slicing off your fingertips. It
is extremely painful.
Ban on sow stalls
The bill prohibits the inappropriate accommodation of
pigs for the purposes of the production of meat for sale.
The offence has a maximum penalty of 240 penalty
units or imprisonment for two years for a natural
person, and 1200 penalty units in the case of a body
corporate.
Like the ACT legislation, appropriate accommodation
is defined as accommodation that allows the pig to turn
around, stand up and lie down without difficulty; and
have a clean, comfortable and adequately drained place
in which it can lie down; and maintain a comfortable
temperature; and have outdoor access.
Research by Voiceless shows that sow stalls are usually
made of steel bars, with concrete floors and dimensions
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just larger than the body of an adult sow. They are also
used on factory farms to maximise the number of pigs
kept in a given area and to decrease the labour expenses
of managing the animals.
Voiceless says a comprehensive review of the available
science reveals that sows suffer greatly in these stalls,
which prevent the sow from turning around, can inflict
skin abrasions when sows press up against the metal
bars, and often lead to serious health problems,
including reduced bone strength and muscle weight,
impaired locomotion and severe lameness.
Currently 67 per cent of Australian sows spend between
one and four weeks of each pregnancy this way, while
20 per cent are confined for more than six weeks of
their pregnancy.
Sows are social and intelligent animals that naturally
live in family groups and are arguably smarter than
dogs. Yet on factory farms they are treated as nothing
more than automated breeding machines on a
production line.
Dr Charlie Teo, a leading neurosurgeon and Voiceless
council member, has said, ‘Any compassionate
observer can see the cruelty of caging a pregnant pig.
Now we have all the scientific evidence to prove that
sow stalls inflict suffering on these sentient animals’.
Recognising that pigs in sow stalls suffer pain and
distress much like dogs and other animals, sow stalls
are already banned in the United Kingdom and Sweden,
and New Zealand will follow from 2015. Switzerland,
the Netherlands and Finland have implemented partial
bans and the European Directive restricted the use of
sow stalls to the first four weeks of any pregnancy from
2013.
The American states of Arizona, California, Colorado,
Florida, Maine, Michigan and Oregon have also passed
legislation to at least partially ban sow stalls. Prominent
Australians are also calling for a prohibition. The
Honourable Michael Kirby, former High Court justice
and a Voiceless patron, has stated there is an urgent
need for a national ban on sow stalls.
Large retailers are also getting behind this important
animal welfare issue. Coles say that all their Coles
brand fresh pork is now sow stall free. Coles states on
its website that this animal welfare initiative is in
response to demand from their customers for more
responsibly sourced products and will see
approximately 34 000 mother pigs no longer kept in
small, single stalls for long periods of their lives. In
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addition, their local and imported Coles brand ham and
bacon are now sow stall free.
Whilst Woolworths have not gone as far as Coles, they
are aware that Australian consumers are increasingly
becoming concerned about animal welfare and the
cruelty of sow stalls. Woolworths has stated that all of
their fresh pork is sourced from farms that only use
stalls for less than 10 per cent of the sow’s gestation
period.
Truth in labelling
The bill amends the Food Act 1984 to provide for truth
in labelling whereby it will be false to describe eggs as
free range unless the number of the domestic fowl kept
or housed per hectare does not exceed 1500 and any
other prescribed requirements for the keeping or
housing of domestic fowl are complied with. The
penalties applicable to this offence are $40 000 in the
case of an individual and $200 000 in the case of a
corporation.
There is no legally binding definition for the term free
range in Australia so it is difficult to define exactly
what constitutes free-range eggs. Government
guidelines exist for free-range egg production in the
Model Code of Practice for the Welfare of Animals —
Domestic Poultry 4th ed., however, these guidelines are
not legally enforceable. Adherence by producers is
voluntary and therefore consumers are now faced with
eggs being labelled as free range for any system that is
not a cage system and that provides some access, no
matter how limited, to an outdoor area. Free range
varies from the Coles standard of 10 000 hens per
hectare (which the ACCC has said is not consistent
with consumers’ understanding of free range), to 1500
as required under the model code, while the Australian
Egg Corporation has been pushing for the model code
of practice to allow an increase in stocking densities to
20 000 hens per hectare.
The ambiguity over free range has been described as a
government failure. The bill addresses this problem by
defining free range as no more than 1500 hens per
hectare and that any other prescribed requirements for
the keeping or housing of domestic fowl are also
complied with.
According to the Retail World Grocery Guide 2012 the
free-range business is booming. It has 39 per cent of the
egg market value, and free-range eggs experienced the
most growth in that category in the year 2012. Industry
knows that the free-range egg market is increasing and
whilst it is important to protect consumers, it is also
important to protect the small businesses and small
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farmers who are the genuine free-range egg producers
who are committed to animal welfare.
Conclusion
Like the ACT legislation this bill aims to ensure that
production of eggs and pork in Victoria must be done in
a way that is humane. The bill is consistent with
approaches in other jurisdictions to ban sow stalls,
battery cages, de-beaking, and to provide for truth in
labelling for free-range eggs.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr RAMSAY
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 October.

FIREFIGHTER COMPENSATION
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house:
(1) acknowledges —
(a) the Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria brief to
members, dated 12 June 2014, which outlines how
the firefighters assessment panel and the firefighter
advisory service have failed firefighters, and the
issues that need to be addressed;
(b) the firefighters assessment panel has failed to
increase the number of successful WorkCover
claims by firefighters for work-related cancer;
(c) the creation of the firefighters assessment panel
only serves to add another administrative layer to
the application process and is procedurally unfair,
rather than facilitating prompt, compassionate and
fair assessments, as were the government’s stated
intentions at the time it was announced;
(d) that the firefighter advisory service does not help
firefighters understand the claims process and has
in some cases been a hindrance; and
(e) that the need remains to reverse the onus of proof
in the determination of cancer-related
compensation claims by firefighters, as has been
done for federal firefighters, to increase the number
of successful claims for those who have contracted
cancer scientifically linked to firefighting; and
(2) condemns the coalition government for blocking
progress on legislation to address this issue;
and calls on all parties to commit to introducing legislation
within the first six months of the 58th Parliament to reverse
the onus of proof for firefighters’ cancer-related WorkCover
compensation claims, should they be elected to government at
the November election.

Wednesday, 17 September 2014

It is deeply disappointing to be standing here at the end
of the 57th Parliament and to have these issues still
unresolved. I remind members that when this was done
in the federal setting by the member for Melbourne,
Adam Bandt, it was done across all parties, the
agreements were quite clear and people cooperated. I
have not seen that cooperation in this Parliament on this
issue. I would also like to take a moment to remind
members that firefighters have 5 to 10 times the risk of
getting certain cancers than we do and they are 2 to
3 times more likely to get lung cancer than a smoker, all
because of their work protecting our community. Yet
firefighters and their families are not protected.
If a firefighter develops a cancer because of their work,
it is almost impossible for them to access the
WorkCover protections that other workers would have.
Given that it has been one year since the government
announced the firefighters assessment panel and the socalled firefighter advisory service, I feel confident in
saying that the government’s claimed solutions to this
issue have been a farce. The Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria brief to its members that is referred to in the
motion provides evidence that the process set up by the
Napthine government has, if anything, made things
more difficult for firefighters. It has not provided any
support to firefighters, and it does not show any
compassion for firefighters in their time of need.
Having engaged with many firefighters over the last
two years, I am at the stage of being extremely tired at
having to look into the eyes of firefighters who I know
are battling cancer and who are not getting support
from their employer, the state government. They are
still having to figure out how they can work, pay their
medical bills and support their families, when their
cancer is clearly directly related to their work.
I have received a letter from Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria which outlines a number of issues with the
panel and the advisory service, and I will go through
those now. The letter highlights the points that the
firefighter advisory service is ineffective and that
volunteer firefighters have no confidence in it. Far from
providing interactive information on issues relating to
potential cancer-based claims, the call service only
takes the inquirer’s name, postal address and number. A
cancer compensation application pack is then supposed
to be mailed to them. They are simply told to put in a
claim which will be sent to the firefighters assessment
panel for assessment. Even this process is not always
successful, and it has apparently taken several phone
calls before an application pack has been sent to some
people.
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The cancer compensation application pack is no more
than a restatement of the old process, with an additional
assessment panel step. The hotline has no meaningful
advisory process. There is no interactive advice
provided which is related to preparing a claim, and
there is no hands-on help with researching and
preparing a claim. That is all left to the unassisted
firefighter. The application form still requires that the
applicant identify the days or specific incidents that
gave rise to the firefighter’s claimed condition. If one
were to read what firefighters do on a daily basis, which
car fire, which house fire, which bushfire, which
chemical fire or which bin fire could a firefighter
pinpoint as where they were exposed to dangerous
elements? That is the whole point of presumptive
legislation — that we accept that their work is
dangerous and that they have been exposed to such
elements.
Firefighters are still required to establish a causal link
between their exposure to environmental elements and
their cancer, but there are no further resources available
to them. I believe that no firefighter could accurately
prepare such a case. Firefighters, and volunteer
firefighters in particular, are often not even registered as
having attended events. The Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria brief also outlines in point 31 a case study that
shows just how unfair the process can be. This case
highlights procedural unfairness, and I believe it is
appalling. I am quite happy to hand out copies of the
brief to members.
It is for all these reasons that I have included in this
motion my absolute dismay and my condemnation of
the Liberal government. Given the government’s
behaviour in relation to firefighters, I was not surprised
to read in the Age this week that the Police Association
Victoria is concerned that the Napthine government is
raiding the WorkCover compensation fund in a bid to
boost its own bottom line ahead of the state election.
The union for Victoria’s 14 000 police and protective
services officers claims the Victorian WorkCover
Authority and its agents have become more aggressive
in delaying and denying claims, particularly for
psychological injuries, driving down the true cost of the
program.
I suggest that any member who has not already watched
the interview on the Age online with firefighter Danny
Ward should do so. Mr Ward explains the
psychological stresses that firefighters go through,
especially when they have to confront very difficult
family situations. Unfortunately this situation is
consistent with this government’s careless attitude
towards firefighters and emergency workers in general.
It does not appear that the government actually cares
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about workers. It is all about the government’s bottom
line, and I think government members should be
ashamed of themselves.
In the last part of this motion I call on all parties to
commit to introducing presumptive legislation within
the first six months of the next Parliament, and I think
that is quite achievable. I understand that the bill I have
brought forward might not be the chosen bill for an
incoming government. However, I believe we have the
basis in that bill and in the federal bill for legislation to
be brought forward within that time frame. That is
certainly the Greens’ commitment. Throughout this
whole process the ALP has given in-principle support
to presumptive legislation. Unfortunately I have not had
that support from the Liberal Party.
In voting on this motion I urge members of The
Nationals to think about the volunteer firefighters in
their areas who are being exposed on a daily basis to
cancer-causing chemicals. I also urge members of the
government to not filibuster on this motion this
afternoon as it has done on several other occasions and
to bring it to a vote so that in the upcoming election
process people know whether this government will or
will not support presumptive legislation.
Finally, I have no intention of giving up on this
particular issue. That is not in my nature, nor do I
believe it is in the nature of the United Firefighters
Union, for which I have a high regard in terms of this
issue because I think it has valiantly battled for its
members and for the volunteer brigades. I want to make
it absolutely clear that if the Greens find themselves
with the balance of power and we have members in the
lower house, we will be bringing this legislation back.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on Ms Hartland’s motion. The difficulty
Ms Hartland presents us with is that in her motion she
condemns the coalition government. She has brought a
political element to this debate, which unfortunately
means we must oppose the motion. That does not mean
we are not sympathetic to its cause, but bringing in that
political element and trying to embarrass the
government in that way is disingenuous with the goals
of the motion.
We value our firefighters. There would not be a person
in this room who does not think the great work of
firefighters, whether they be professional or volunteer
firefighters, does not deserve the highest level of
protection. Respect for firefighters is well justified
because while everyone else is running away from
danger, firefighters are running into it. They head into
danger, going against every natural instinct. They run
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towards the flames or the car crash and towards
imminent danger in some instances. Of course we have
great respect for our firefighters.
As with any other worker, firefighters who are injured
in the line of duty are entitled to compensation. This
applies whether the injury is physical, mental or the
development of cancer as a result of one’s work. For
volunteer firefighters engaged under the auspices of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), claims can be made via
the CFA, and the entitlements are parallel to those
available under the WorkCover scheme. For career
firefighters, who are typically employed by the CFA,
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) or the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI), claims can be made via the WorkCover
scheme.
The government encourages firefighters who believe
they have developed cancer as a result of their work to
lodge claims for compensation. The government has
established the firefighters assessment panel (FAP) to
ensure that a firefighter’s cancer claim is lodged and
dealt with consistently by medical experts who have a
background in and knowledge of cancers and
firefighting. Contrary to Ms Hartland’s claim, the FAP
is not an additional hurdle or step in a compensation
claim. It simply ensures that the standard claim
assessment process that applies to all claims is
undertaken by medical experts who have specialised
knowledge of firefighting-related cancers and can treat
those claims consistently from a position of
understanding and clear information. Under the FAP
model each claim is considered individually on its
merits to determine whether the cancer was a result of
firefighting. This is an individual, case-by-case
approach that is consistent with the approach taken with
other WorkCover claims.
Ms Hartland’s motion calls for the introduction of
presumptive legislation for firefighter cancer claims,
which would mean that where a firefighter develops
cancer it would be deemed to have been caused by
firefighting. The coalition is not ruling out the
introduction of presumptive legislation. It is already in
place in other jurisdictions. The bill put forward by the
Greens in the federal Parliament did not include
presumptive legislation for volunteers, which I would
say was an oversight, but at the federal level
presumptive legislation is in place for 12 cancers.
Western Australia also has presumptive legislation for
12 cancers but not yet for volunteers. South Australia
has presumptive legislation for 12 cancers, and it is also
in place for volunteer firefighters. Tasmania has
presumptive legislation in place for 12 cancers for
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professional and volunteer firefighters, which is
probably the most generous of the presumptive
legislation regimes. Queensland does not have
presumptive legislation in place for either volunteer or
professional firefighters, nor does New South Wales.
These various jurisdictions present us with different
options of how to deal with cancers that are developed
by firefighters. We have a system in place that attempts
to remove much of the heartache and get a result for the
firefighter as quickly as possible. The challenge with
presumptive legislation is in ascertaining whether the
cancers are caused by firefighting or whether they are
developed at a rate similar to that within the broader
community.
I, like many others, have several family members
currently fighting cancer. One of them is a volunteer
firefighter. He gave some 30 years to the Heathcote
CFA. He was a captain and fought many fires across
the state, and he is currently fighting cancer. In his case
the cancer was not developed as a result of firefighting.
Unfortunately it is a congenital defect that seems to
travel down my family line, so it is something I have to
watch out for as well. Considering that some
30 000 Victorians will this year alone be diagnosed
with cancer, we have to be clear about how the cancers
develop, whether it is in the line of duty or whether it is
just part of the unfortunate nature of the disease.
We should be giving as much support to firefighters
who come face to face with this insidious disease,
because, as I said, they are running into the danger. We
are all running away from it; they are running into it.
They are facing God knows what when that is
happening. They have to deal with toxic chemicals,
smoke and whatever vapours are released at any given
moment. They deal with some of the most horrendous
issues you could think of, including in some cases
accidents involving trucks carrying prescribed waste. It
is left to firefighters to clean up those things that we do
not want out in the community. It is always our hope
that, with proper use, the breathing apparatus and
equipment that we provide to emergency services
personnel are enough protection, but if that system fails
and does not provide the protection those people
deserve, compensation is due and should definitely be
considered.
It is estimated that 1 in 10 men will be diagnosed with
prostate cancer by the age of 70, which is sadly very
common in our society. We do not have any conclusive
proof to say that firefighting does cause cancers, but
when firefighters are exposed to certain chemicals,
when they are exposed to smoke inhalation on a regular
basis, we have to make the call as to whether or not it
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was in the line of duty that they received those
particular injuries.
I lost my father to that particular disease; it is a horrible
thing to watch. I have a close friend whose father is
currently fighting that battle right now. He is in hospital
at the moment, and I wish him all the very best.
Of course we should provide assistance where a cancer
is contracted. It is for this reason that we encourage
firefighters who believe their cancer is contracted as a
result of their work to lodge a claim through
WorkCover. Volunteers should lodge a claim through
the CFA. This is to ensure that they can be assessed on
an individual basis.
The evidence around cancers in firefighters develops
and continues to develop over time, because there are
different schools of thought on this matter. A Cancer
Council Victoria report in response to Professor Joy’s
2012 report on Fiskville was brought to our attention.
The CFA board commissioned Cancer Council Victoria
to conduct a health impact study to examine linkages
between the risks of exposure to hazardous materials
and health effects. The study is specific to the Fiskville
training facility and the materials that were used at that
site. Overall this cohort of firefighters did not have an
increased incidence of cancer.
The excess risks obtained using the principal analysis
based on using the entire population of Victoria as the
reference population meant that statistically the increase
in the incidence of cancer within this cohort was not
significant when the reference population was restricted
to the Australian-born component of the Victorian
population. The report found that the added risk from
that training facility was no greater than the risk for the
rest of the Victorian population. However, we need to
make every effort to make sure that any training facility
used by firefighters, in fact any facility used by
emergency workers, is safe. We need to ensure that
there is no added risk to firefighters who are dealing
with those chemicals in a training scenario, even if it is
a simulation scenario.
As the evidence grows around cancers in firefighters,
we will continue to consider presumptive legislation. I
note that the Labor Party in its policy document entitled
Victorian Labor Platform 2014 is also committed to
undertaking additional research on the link between
occupations and diseases, rather than moving at this
point to presumptive legislation. That is what I
understand from Victorian Labor Platform 2014.
As I mentioned earlier on, Ms Hartland seeks to
condemn the government and condemn the coalition. I
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do not think Ms Hartland is going to get support from
this side of the chamber. However, last night we
provided our firefighters and in fact all emergency
services workers with greater protection, because we
passed laws to protect our emergency workers through
the Sentencing Amendment (Emergency Workers) Bill
2014. During the debate last night Ms Hartland began
with the words, ‘Before I start my contribution’.
Ms Hartland — I did not speak on the bill last
night.
Mr ELSBURY — That was an earlier debate, I am
sorry. Ms Hartland did not speak. Ms Hartland does get
rather snipey at times, but I remind her I was over on
this side of the chamber when we voted last night. She
was over there.
Ms Hartland — I did not speak on the bill last
night.
Mr ELSBURY — Ms Hartland voted against the
bill, though. Ms Hartland voted against further
protections for firefighters, police, State Emergency
Service and ambulance personnel. She voted against
providing further protection, because what we called
for last night was tougher sentences for attacks on
emergency workers. If you attack an emergency
worker, that is very serious. Some people in our society
do not respect the lives of the people who are in danger
and are willing to put themselves between the incident
which is causing havoc and the very people who can
render assistance. Whether that happens to an
ambulance officer or a firefighter, it is disgraceful. In
the event an emergency worker is killed by those
actions or by the actions of an individual who wishes to
prevent firefighters or any other emergency worker
from doing their job, it is justified that that person
receive a 30-year baseline sentence for murder. In
stopping a firefighter or any other emergency worker
from carrying out their duty, adding further danger to
an already dangerous job, that person, in performing
that heinous act, deserves a 30-year sentence if they kill
an emergency worker.
However, the Greens opposed the legislation. Greens
members sat on the other side of the chamber. They
failed to grasp the very idea of the message we are
sending to the community about the safety of our
emergency workers. We value them, and that is why we
provide them with this added protection. That is why
we were on this side — voting with the Labor Party,
mind you. It is a very odd feeling when it happens, but
it does happen. The Labor Party got it. Members of the
Greens, at the bottom of the garden or wherever they
may be sometimes, just do not get it at all. Instead of
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making a proactive change to legislation, something
which is real, the Greens have brought forward this
politically motivated motion today.
I return to the substance of this motion. The
government will continue to consider presumptive
legislation as our knowledge builds around the linkages
between the job and the disease. If it can be proven that
a type of cancer is prevalent among firefighters, then
certainly using examples from our neighbouring states,
South Australia and Tasmania, we can make an
informed decision rather than a knee-jerk one, which is
what the Greens are asking us to do today. I understand
that is also the position of the Labor Party through its
policy document and its platform for 2014.
We are committed to continuing our support of the fire
services and all our emergency services personnel for
many years to come. With those few words, it is
disappointing that Ms Hartland could not support us
last night in debating a bill which was not politically
charged but aimed at providing genuine and real
support to our emergency services workers. Today she
brings this flotsam into the Parliament, based on a
political lie, and she expects us on this side to support
it. I strongly recommend my colleagues vote against the
motion.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The Labor
Party will not oppose Ms Hartland’s motion, because
we believe the substantive issue is important and needs
to be addressed, although I note that there are some
aspects of this motion that present some difficulties —
asking a government to condemn itself is always a
tricky thing, but that is not my main concern. My main
concern relates to the timeline Ms Hartland has
indicated in her motion for a government to introduce
legislation in the 58th Parliament. I seek to move an
amendment to further outline the opposition’s position.
I move:
In the line following paragraph (2), omit “six months” and
insert “18 months”.

The amendment is short and to the point. It seeks to
change the sentence in the motion which states:
… and calls on all parties to commit to introducing legislation
within the first six months of the 58th Parliament …

The amendment would change the period of 6 months
to 18 months, so that the sentence would read:
… and calls on all parties to commit to introducing legislation
within the first 18 months of the 58th Parliament …

Prior to entering this place I spent many years
supporting and assisting injured workers to navigate a
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very complex workers compensation system. For
anyone who has ever encountered the system casually,
rather than day in and day out professionally, it is an
incredibly complicated maze requiring endless medical
appointments and strange tests to establish cause and
relationship to work, and it often flies contrary to
people’s expectations or understanding about what is
fair and right. I have incredible sympathy for any
worker trying to navigate workers compensation
claims, but particularly for career firefighters — or in
the mirror image compensation provisions that exist in
the Country Fire Authority Act 1951 for volunteers —
who are trying to navigate the workers compensation
arrangements because they are suffering from cancer.
In my experience with workers compensation claims
there were a number of illnesses that I encountered over
the years that were suffered as a consequence of
repeated exposure, and those were difficult claims to
establish. The union I worked for, and of which I am
still proud to be a member, represents people who work
with rubber and tea — as in tea leaves and teabags and
not Brian Tee. I dealt with people who were trying to
establish workers compensation claims for illnesses that
arose as a result of repeated exposure to rubber, latex in
particular, or from repeated exposure to tea.
For members who understand the test between
employment or work, or in the case of volunteer
firefighters between the volunteer work they do, and the
successful establishment of a workers compensation
claim, a satisfying and significant contributing factor
test can be quite a difficult thing. Similarly with
psychological injuries, workers compensation laws
frequently change and the goalposts shift. During the
period I was working in this area the goalposts shifted
most dramatically when the Kennett government chose
to abolish common-law rights for injured workers and
seriously limit other types of compensation claims.
The issue of access by firefighters to compensation for
cancers that result from exposure experienced during
the course of their work is a very difficult and highly
emotive issue, and all Victorians would want us to get
this right. All Victorians would want us to resolve this
quickly because we all know that it is only a matter of
time or luck until we find ourselves in a situation where
we need Victorian firefighters to look after us. The least
we can do is to look after them.
We have had debates on this very question many times
in this house. We have had committee considerations of
a bill Ms Hartland introduced, which then turned into
long procedural arguments about the powers of the
upper house versus the powers of the lower house. The
Labor Party is committed to dealing with this issue of
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presumptive rights for firefighters who are affected by
cancers and exposed to them in their work. We believe
that quicker access to compensation is important.
I know the government says that if the relationship
between a firefighter’s work and cancer is established,
then a claim will ultimately always proceed.
Technically that is true, but when you are talking about
treatment for cancer you do not have a lot of time to
dillydally around. On too many occasions over the
years — not so much with occupational cancer but with
different types of injuries — we have seen that early
treatment and early intervention could have made for a
small and modest workers compensation claim but
delayed intervention and delayed acceptance caused
what might have been an otherwise quite modest claim
to become a really big, complex and difficult health and
workplace issue to manage.
It is important that firefighters are not lumbered with an
overly bureaucratic process. I note the words
Ms Hartland has chosen for her motion around the
firefighters assessment panel and the firefighters
advisory service. She says that these mechanisms,
which the government told us would seek to expedite
consideration of these claims, have not really worked in
the way the government said they were intended to
work. They have not resulted in quicker consideration
of claims, and they have not resulted in people, who
otherwise were going to be denied access to
compensation, being able to make successful claims.
They have not done what the government had said they
would.
I note Mr Elsbury’s comments. I am perhaps
paraphrasing him a little, but he said the government is
favourably disposed to the motion but wants to wait for
a little bit more science and a little bit more
information. I think that has been the essence of the
government’s position on this the whole way along. We
accept that the science has been established. We think
the Victorian Parliament should approach this issue in
the way the commonwealth Parliament did — with an
all-party committee consideration of the science and an
all-party approach to resolving this question. We hope
the Liberal Party and The Nationals will reconsider
their position on this.
On the question of my amendment and the question of
the time frame, I want followers of this debate to be
absolutely clear that the Labor Party is very committed
to doing this, and if it is successful in November it will
expedite this issue. We will do it quickly, but we want
to do it properly. We want to do it in a way that will be
robust and that will withstand the inevitable court
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challenges that happen at the edges of any workers
compensation arrangements.
Ms Hartland’s requirement in this motion that all
parties commit to legislation within the first six months
of the 58th Parliament is ambitious. I suggest that
18 months is perhaps a little more realistic. I note that
every time the house has debated this issue we have had
many people in the gallery who have a great interest in
its outcome. I want those people to know that we are
very serious about doing this properly, but I am
concerned about being held to a deadline of six months
as suggested in the motion. I propose to amend it to
18 months because we believe that is a more achievable
timetable. It is important that we introduce legislation
quickly, but it is also important that we do it right.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on this motion with, I have to say, some degree of
confusion in my mind about the intention of the Greens
on a couple of points. Certainly I agree with the Greens
when they say that our firefighting services are
comprised of men and women who should be
respected. They are comprised of men and women who
are doing an extraordinarily important job for our
community, and I salute those men and women.
However, last night the Greens did not seem to think
that the firefighters were worth the sort of protection the
government was bestowing upon them via other
legislation.
The Greens cannot come into this place today and talk
about the importance of the firefighters, about how
much they love the firefighters and about what they
want to do for the firefighters when last night they
voted twice against a bill — they called a division on
the second and third readings — which was aimed at
stiffening sentences for those who would injure or
indeed kill firefighters and other emergency services
workers in the course of their duties. I have been in this
place for almost eight years now, and in the other place
for seven, and in that time I have seen a fair bit, but I
was generally shocked last night when Ms Pennicuik
made the statement that the Greens would in fact
oppose that bill. It confuses me even more when the
Greens bring forward this motion today, which seems
to be in conflict with the position they had last night.
They do not know which way is up; that is very clear.
I refer to paragraph (2) of the motion, which reads:
condemns the coalition government for blocking progress on
legislation to address this issue …

The word ‘condemn’ is a very interesting one.
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Mrs Peulich — The Greens don’t like us using that
word.
Mr FINN — The Greens do not like to use that
word. I refer to comments Ms Hartland made in this
house as reported in Hansard of 29 June 2011:
Before I start my contribution I note that in the previous
Parliament the Greens would not support motions from the
Liberal-Nationals that had the word ‘condemn’ in them. We
will continue that process, and we have discussed this with
the Labor Party. In the future we will not be supporting
motions that have the word ‘condemn’ in them.

On the one hand Ms Hartland gets up in the house and
says she will not support motions that have the word
‘condemn’ in them, and on the other hand she herself
puts up a motion that has the word ‘condemn’ in it. I
have to say that I am perplexed as to exactly what the
position of the Greens is with regard to a number of
things, but there is a contradiction between their
position today and their position last night and a
contradiction on this issue of the condemnation of
government. Perhaps Ms Hartland just could not bring
herself to agree with the coalition back then; perhaps
that was the case.
However, it is interesting to note that she made it very
clear back in June 2011 that the Greens will not be
supporting motions that have the word ‘condemn’ in
them, yet here we have Ms Hartland moving her
motion, paragraph 2 of which says, ‘condemns the
Coalition government for blocking progress’ et cetera. I
do not know. It is very hard to know what the Greens
are going to do and what they are going to say from one
day to the next. Consistency is not something they can
be accused of with any justification — none
whatsoever — and here we have a clear case of that
inconsistency yet again.
I wanted to point that out because I think it is important
that it be placed on the record. To condemn or not to
condemn — perhaps that is the question — but whether
the Greens will do it might even be a bigger question.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
be quite brief. I found the contributions from
Mr Elsbury and Mr Finn quite interesting. They clearly
do not understand what presumptive legislation is
about. I would have thought that after two years of
debating this issue — two years of bringing forth
legislation, taking it to a committee and hearing
evidence from firefighters around the country and from
Canada — the science is clearly in. If this government
cannot accept that the science is in, it should say
whether or not it is going to go forward with
presumptive legislation. It should not keep saying, ‘We
are open to it’, when it has made absolutely no move to
work towards it.
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I do not normally put forward motions that condemn,
but after two years of trying to prosecute this legislation
and having to deal with firefighters who are extremely
sick and go to the funerals of firefighters who have died
because of their work-related cancer, I think I have the
right to say ‘condemn’. This science has been accepted
by a number of other states around the country. It has
been accepted by this government’s federal
counterparts, who took a bipartisan approach when
similar legislation for career firefighters went through
the federal Parliament.
I have never understood why this government is not
prepared to sit down in a room and talk about the issue
of presumptive legislation. The ALP has always been
prepared to do that, but members of this government
have never once sat down in a room and talked about
presumptive legislation with either me or members of
the ALP to see how we could do this in a bipartisan
fashion. If the government is committed to protecting
firefighters, it would at least have done that. It is clearly
not prepared to protect firefighters, it is not prepared to
protect ambulance officers and it is not prepared to
protect police officers, as we have seen in the last week
with the government raiding WorkCover.
The government either wants to help firefighters or it
does not. It would be very simple for this government
to say it supports presumptive legislation. That is the
issue it should be taking to this election: yes or no. It is
fairly easy.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lewis, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Millar, Mrs
O’Brien, Mr D. D.
O’Brien, Mr D. R. J.
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Ronalds, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr (Teller)
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 3
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Amendment agreed to.

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
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House divided on amended motion:
Ayes, 17
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lewis, Ms (Teller)
Melhem, Mr

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

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

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

Pairs
Darveniza, Ms
Viney, Mr

Finn, Mr
Ronalds, Mr

Amended motion negatived.

JUMPS RACING
Debate resumed from 3 September; motion of
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan):
That this house takes note of the petition bearing
532 signatures from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Legislative Council of Victoria call on the Minister
for Racing to intervene and end steeplechase and hurdle
racing in Victoria tabled in the house on 5 August 2014.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — This
is an opportunity near the conclusion of the business
day before the statements on reports and papers debate
begins to talk about a sport that I like, and that is racing.
I am addressing Ms Pennicuik’s motion in relation to
the petition she tabled that bears 532 signatures.
I thought I would start by reminding members about
how important the racing industry is to the people of
this state. I know that the government fully understands
the very important role that racing has played and will
continue to play in the economic, social and cultural
lives of many Victorian communities. Members know
that for racing to grow and flourish we must ensure that
our industry structures are appropriate for 21st century
racing. The government has made a number of
commitments to the racing industry, including that
licensing arrangements under new wagering and betting
licences be no less favourable in the full term of a
licence — that is, from 2012 to 2024. The government
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has also committed to returning to the industry 100 per
cent of unclaimed dividends and wagering taxes
derived from oncourse tote betting — that is, 100 per of
unclaimed racing dividends are going back to the
industry.
Levels of unclaimed dividends or oncourse wagering
taxes vary and often are hard to predict. However,
based on levels in the past, if we look at the history, it is
expected that over the next four years in excess of
$76 million will be returned to the racing industry. All
the stakeholders in racing in Victoria, including the
government, are working very hard to ensure that
Victorians are getting the best value they can out of
racing and that Victoria retains its position as the leader
in the national racing industry. This is the only state in
Australia where the Premier is also the racing minister.
In that case it makes Victoria the premier state for
racing. For many years Victorian racing has been
lengths ahead of the opposition, well down the straight
ahead of the other states. I can assure members that
with this government Victoria will continue to be well
down the straight ahead of the opposition.
The racing industry contributes more than $2.1 billion
to the economy of the state. More than 50 per cent of
that is generated in regional Victoria. I know from
talking to my colleague Mrs Millar about this that she is
a strong and absolutely passionate advocate for racing
in the regions. Of the money that is contributed to the
Victorian economy, $1.631 million comes from the
thoroughbred racing industry, $257 million from the
harness racing industry and $195 million from the
greyhounds — racing, pacing and chasing. The
combined racing codes in metropolitan Melbourne
contribute about $943 million; outer Melbourne, about
$410 million; central and northern Victoria — which
Mrs Millar talks about a lot to me — $324 million;
Barwon and Gippsland, $170 million; western Victoria,
$157 million; and eastern Victoria, $78 million.
We have some updated data as well, but looking back
to a study done in 2006, 48 500 people were employed
by the Victorian racing industry. They were employed
on a full-time, part-time and casual basis. About 55 per
cent of full-time positions generated by the racing
industry were in regional Victoria. In addition, nearly
49 000 people were involved in the industry as
volunteers and hobby participants. There are 121 racing
clubs in Victoria, including 72 thoroughbred racing
clubs — 57 professional and 15 amateur; 36 harness
racing clubs — 26 professional and 10 graduation; and
13 greyhound racing clubs. There are 103 racetracks,
68 for thoroughbreds, 22 for harness and 13 for
greyhounds.
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The government has committed more than
$79.4 million over four years to the Victorian racing
industry for initiatives to improve racing and training
venues and for selected programs to further stimulate
industry growth and development. As part of its plan
for racing, the government has established the Victorian
Racing Industry Fund (VRIF). That ensures that, as I
have indicated, unclaimed wagering dividends and
oncourse wagering taxes will be returned to the
industry. In addition to the existing government funding
commitments to racing, the following key priorities
have been identified and will be funded through VRIF:
at least $30 million for improving racetracks and
facilities, $4 million for drug research, $2 million for
jumps racing, and $1 million for the greyhound
adoption program (GAP), which ensures that
greyhounds can have some opportunities to be with
families post their racing lives.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I know that Mr Koch has
been a very strong and loyal advocate in western
Victoria for GAP. He has often been heard
championing the qualities and outputs of that program.
VRIF will fund $1 million for Living Legends, a venue
just outside Melbourne Airport. I encourage Victorians,
Australians and overseas visitors to visit that fantastic
venue and see the living legends, the retired racehorses,
there. It is a really good venue where we get to
celebrate the beautiful sport of racing.
There will be $200 000 for picnic races, which are very
important for local economies and townships. They
bring together the people to enjoy the races. When I
refer to picnic races, I do not mean that many people
with cane baskets run down a field. I have been to the
Healesville picnic races, which bring out the people of
the town to celebrate great racing.
Since VRIF commenced operation, the three racing
controlling bodies and their racing clubs have been
supported with more than $7.7 million already invested
in 69 infrastructure projects at racing and training
venues throughout the state. This long overdue
initiative has provided our racing industry with new
funds to support growth and the maintenance of
Victoria’s position as the leader in the national racing
industry. In 2011 I was pleased to celebrate with the
Premier the establishment of VRIF. It is doing a range
of things, including committing $18.2 million to racing
infrastructure, public facilities and support projects
aimed at attracting more patrons to racing events.
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Through the fund the government is providing critical
support to racing clubs, both big and small, right across
Victoria. As I outlined, there is $4 million for drug
research, $2 million for animal welfare programs and
$10 million over four years to support and promote
Victoria’s breeding and sales industry.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Pursuant to sessional orders it is incumbent on me to
advise that the house will now proceed to statements on
reports and papers.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I am looking forward to
continuing at another time, Acting President.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I am sure the member will mention the
Penshurst Boxing Day races on 26 December.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Law Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee: supply and use of
methamphetamines, particularly ‘ice’, in
Victoria
Ms LEWIS (Northern Victoria) — I would like to
speak tonight on the report of the inquiry into the
supply and use of methamphetamines, particularly
‘ice’, in Victoria. Firstly I would like to congratulate the
members of the Law Reform, Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee for their work on this report. In
particular I wish to commend the committee’s chair,
Mr Ramsay, and the deputy chair, Mr Scheffer.
I have been very disappointed with the reception and
analysis of this report through the various media
outlets. Indeed I have wondered if some of those
reporters have read the same report that I have been
working my way through. The misinterpretation of
some important aspects of this report concerns me. The
overemphasis on the so-called ‘ice epidemic’ leaves the
community open to overallocating resources to ice to
the detriment of other more prevalent forms of illicit
and licit drug supply and use.
There is no doubt that ice can and is having significant
social impacts, including criminal activity; loss of
employment, income and productivity; loss of
accommodation; increased reliance on health treatment
and welfare support; and impaired family and
community relationships. However, the report provides
statistics to show that the prevalence of
methamphetamine use in Victoria has remained
relatively stable since 2001. The report goes on to state
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that what has changed is there has been a shift from the
powdered form to the more potent crystallised form of
the drug. The report also notes that while use in the
general population has not increased, those who are
regular users are using on a more frequent basis. It is
also noted in the report that most methamphetamine
users are poly-drug users, using other drugs at different
times as well as concurrently with methamphetamine.
Common drugs used in conjunction with
methamphetamine are alcohol, tobacco and cannabis.
The so-called ice epidemic has also featured regularly
in rural and regional media reports, yet the report has no
specific data to record this epidemic. Anecdotal
evidence does support an increase in use, however, and
the report also notes the different nature of rural and
regional communities: they are smaller, so problems are
more noticeable, and resources are frequently more
limited and spread over a wider area, making access to
services more difficult for users. In rural and regional
areas it is very likely that a core group of regular users
are creating greater problems for front-line workers.
The change to the crystallised form of
methamphetamine and the increase in frequency of use
by regular users appears to apply in both metropolitan
and regional Victoria. Other factors influencing use in
regional and rural Victoria include isolation, lack of
opportunities, limited peer group choice and fewer
educational opportunities. The report details two
programs that have been developed in rural and
regional communities, and both use a multifaceted
approach. The multifaceted approach recommended by
the report can and needs to be part of our greater overall
response to the harmful use of all illicit and licit drugs,
such as alcohol and tobacco.
Alcohol remains one of the most harmful drugs when
abused. The report of an inquiry into harmful alcohol
use undertaken by the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee in 2006 noted five key points: policies do
not succeed in isolation; behavioural change is a longterm process; behavioural change is incremental unless
heavily enforced; early identification and treatment of
problems saves longer term health expenditure; and
doing what is achievable and foreseeing the unintended
consequences is important.
Actions taken by various governments and
organisations have proved these statements over several
years, and actions flowing from the report have over the
long term made inroads into the problems relating to
harmful alcohol and tobacco use. But as we have also
seen, cultural change required to reduce access to
harmful levels of alcohol and tobacco has not yet
happened. In many areas we have seen positive
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changes, but in areas of poverty, where people have
reduced educational and job opportunities, the changes
to harmful alcohol and tobacco use have been less
noticeable.
Whilst we would all like a magic wand or a quick fix
for the increased impact of methamphetamine use, we
know we face a long and complex journey to achieve
our desired outcomes. The responses to
methamphetamine use from political parties and
organisations will have an impact. However, I believe
we must all work together to address the underlying
reasons for all harmful drug use. We must work
towards cultural change by ensuring that everyone has a
rewarding job, educational opportunities and
opportunities to build healthy relationships in both the
family environment and the community.
We need more than a drugs policy or an ice strategy.
We need excellent education, health and economic
policies to ensure that all Victorians have the
opportunity to live healthy and fulfilling lifestyles.

Regional and Rural Committee: opportunities
for increasing exports of goods and services
from regional Victoria
Mr RONALDS (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the report of the Rural and Regional Committee’s
inquiry into the opportunities for increasing exports of
goods and services from regional Victoria. A total of
$35.9 billion worth of goods and services was exported
from Victoria in the 2012–13 year. The major
categories of export were: manufacturing goods, to the
value of $8 billion; food, at $7.9 billion; education, at
$4.3 billion; and other travel, at $3.4 billion. The
Victorian government has further estimated that
approximately one-third of Victoria’s exports came
from regional Victoria, although there is not a lot of
detailed information on this.
Approximately 10 per cent of onshore, higher education
international students study at regional campuses; 4 per
cent of onshore vocational educational and training
international students are enrolled in regional institutes;
and just over 10 per cent of the gross value added by
international tourists to Victoria’s economy comes from
international tourists in regional Victoria.
Major export markets are China, New Zealand, India,
South-East Asia and North America. By value 65 per
cent of Victoria’s export goods left via the port of
Melbourne last year, and 15.5 per cent left from
Victorian airports. The coming decades are expected to
see significant growth in global demand for goods and
services. The increasing population of Asia and its
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growing middle class are major driving forces of this
increased demand. This provides a great opportunity for
Victoria to grow its exports, particularly in bulk
commodities, high-quality food and fibre, health and
medical research. This is a very significant report, from
a committee chaired by Mr David O’Brien from this
house — a very good man.
My electorate of Eastern Victoria Region contains one
of the biggest exporters in Victoria, and that is
Gippsland. In Gippsland we have around 23 per cent of
the nation’s milk output, about 26 per cent of Victoria’s
beef production and about 800 years supply of brown
coal. We also have a vibrant manufacturing sector, with
companies such as Safetech Tieman Solutions — in
which the government recently invested $150 000,
helping to create more jobs in the Gippsland area — or
GippsAero in Traralgon, exporting aircraft around the
world.
We have major infrastructure projects such as east–west
link, which will make a massive difference by lowering
the cost of getting products to the airport or to the sea.
We have investments like the South Gippsland
Highway upgrade, the duplication of the road between
Sale and Traralgon and the recently announced Sand
Road interchange. This is very important infrastructure
that the Napthine government is delivering. In the
longer term there are things like the port of Hastings,
which will provide a great opportunity for exporters
from the east of the state.
There are other great success stories in Gippsland, like
Burra Foods, which employs 130 staff and processes
around 260 million litres of milk a year, and big dairy
factories like Lion, Murray Goulburn and Fonterra.
Lactalis also has a large factory in Gippsland. The local
dairy industry has set an impressive target of doubling
milk production in just 10 years. The Napthine
government is committed to helping these businesses
by co-investing, providing better infrastructure and
building a better Victoria.

Auditor-General: Managing the Environmental
Impacts of Transport
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Victorian Auditor-General’s report
Managing the Environmental Impacts of Transport,
tabled on 20 August. I read with disappointment the
Auditor-General’s findings in relation to the lack of
overall leadership from the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure (DTPLI) and its
inability to establish a proper framework or mechanism
to actually tackle the problems of transport pollution.
The minimisation of the impact of greenhouse gases,
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other air pollution and traffic noise has been a legislated
objective since the Transport Integration Act 2010 was
introduced in July of that year.
The Victorian transport system produces significant
amounts of pollution; there is no doubt it poses a
significant and growing threat to our environment and
our health. According to the report:
The act requires DTPLI to establish the overarching planning
framework within which other transport bodies are to operate.
It also requires Public Transport Victoria … and VicRoads to
minimise adverse environmental impacts from the road and
public transport systems, respectively, within the context of
this framework.

My disappointment relates to the lack of understanding
of the importance of our environment for future
generations. Apparently DTPLI finalised the statewide
strategic framework, consisting of Plan Melbourne,
Victoria — The Freight State and the state’s eight
regional growth plans, in July, but forgot to inform the
government about how it would meet its obligations as
set out not only in the act but in the plan itself.
There is no quantifiable departmental method of
reducing pollution, or any efficient framework by
which we can measure any effective projected
outcomes. The government adopted a framework that
did not demonstrate in its methodology or strategies
how it would address the environmental impacts of
transport, and nor did the framework propose any
statewide objectives or targets for reducing transportrelated greenhouse gases, other emissions and noise. It
appears highly unlikely, given the complete lack of
strategic and forward planning, that the department will
ever improve its environmental pollution record.
The Auditor-General has made 11 recommendations,
and they mainly relate to a functional, integrated
statewide approach with all relevant authorities and
stakeholders. I would like to see in the near future a
targeted performance measurement tool that will see the
implementation of a systematic approach to identifiable
targets for improvements to our transport environment.
I commend the Auditor-General’s office for its
forthright report.

Department of Health: report 2012–13
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
great deal of pleasure in speaking on the Department of
Health’s annual report for 2012–13, with particular
reference to the ageing sector in this report. This is very
timely, as we had Seniors Week not so long ago. One
of the aims of the department is:
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Promoting healthy ageing and the participation of older
people in social and economic activity in the community …

It is particularly interesting to have a very close look at
the Seniors Card. A booklet for people wanting
information about the card was given to all members of
Parliament to distribute from their electorate offices
recently. In the introduction the minister, the
Honourable David Davis, says:
The Victorian Seniors Card program recognises the important
contribution that older people make to our community.
The Seniors Card program encourages older Victorians to get
the most out of their retirement and transition from full-time
work.

It was particularly interesting to read this document. All
members will have it in their offices, and I encourage
them to encourage their senior citizens to have a closer
look at it. There are a number of really interesting tips
in it — not just for seniors but for all of us. For
example, there are some tips for shopping online. It
says:
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Remember to carry your Victorian Seniors Card with you at
all times

The booklet provides information about opportunities
for learning new skills, shopping issues and going to the
market, and healthy eating. I would like to talk about
concessions, because that is an important aspect of what
the coalition government has done. Both Minister
David Davis and the Minister for Community Services,
Ms Wooldridge, are to be congratulated, as is the
Treasurer, on the concessions that are provided. The
Seniors Card does not give complete access to all
concessions, but seniors in Victoria are the beneficiaries
of concessions that have been provided under this
coalition government, as described in the booklet:
The Victorian government provides concessions to make
essential services more affordable for low-income households
in Victoria.
These concessions apply to your water, gas, electricity,
municipal rates and motor vehicle registration, as well as
education costs.
…

Shopping online can save time and money, but it’s useful to
take a few common-sense precautions.
Unless you’re sure you are in a secure payment environment,
avoid revealing your date of birth, your name, your address or
your phone number.

It also says:
Financial institutions do not send emails to customers asking
for passwords or other personal information. Ignore these
emails. Don’t open them. Delete them right away.

Another thing it says is:
Minimise the use of your credit or debit card on the internet.
If you are making an online purchase, look to see if PayPal —
a safer option — is offered.

There are all sorts of handy tips in this little booklet. It
is a very good publication which shows what the
Minister for Health and his department do in relation to
ageing, particularly healthy ageing, in our community.
One thing that is interesting to see and should be
spoken about far more frequently is the cheaper public
transport for seniors. The booklet says:
Your seniors myki is your ticket to ride —

and that it gives —
Free weekend travel in one or two consecutive zones in
Victoria
Concession travel at all other times in Victoria and across
Australia

It also says:

You may also be eligible for discount dental, eye and
hearing care, and free ambulance travel.

It is important to know that these are out there, and it is
extremely important information for us as members of
Parliament to get across to our senior constituents.
In the 1 minute I have left I would like to talk about the
Living Victoria Water Rebate program. This is
extremely important because older people get very
concerned about water, particularly when they are
stressed in summertime. The booklet says:
The Victorian government’s Living Victoria Water Rebate
program provides rebates on a range of water-efficient
products and appliances.

The program includes:
rainwater tank rebates of up to $1500, depending on the
size of the tank …
$500 for tank-to-toilet and/or laundry connections
tank rebates for existing homes that received building
permits between 1 July 2005 and 1 May 2011
washing machine rebates for appliances that have a 5star water rating and at least a 4-star energy rating.

This is a very important document, and I encourage
everyone to have a closer look at it. Remember: if we
have healthy seniors in our community, we will have a
healthy community.
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Auditor-General: Access to Legal Aid
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s report
entitled Access to Legal Aid of August 2014. Legal aid
provides fair and equitable access to publicly funded
legal services to those who are the most disadvantaged
in the state. Legal aid services stretch far beyond
providing assistance to someone appearing before the
courts; they also assist in other services, including civil,
criminal, family, youth and children’s law matters.
I was disappointed to have read in this report that
Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) is providing services based
on a priority system, separating the needy from the
needier and the vulnerable from the most vulnerable
due to a ‘sound understanding of demand drivers and
funding risks’. The report states:
It is providing its services in a challenging environment of
increased demand — influenced by policy decisions beyond
its control … VLA’s current funding is largely based on
demand levels from 2008.
The extent to which VLA is providing services effectively,
efficiently and economically is constrained …

In June I raised my concerns over the neglect and
significant constraints of Victoria Legal Aid under this
government. I brought an extremely disconcerting case
to the attention of this Parliament in regard to the carers
of three abused children who were unable to access
legal aid while the accused abuser was given access to
the service. The couple are offering the children a very
loving and supportive home, and perhaps the most
important consideration is that they are doing their very
best to ensure that the children stay together to grow
and develop with a firm understanding of what it means
to have a family. But they do not fit the criteria to
access VLA.
Essentially this family, which I am sure is like many
other Australian families, does not have large sums of
money readily available to pay for adequate legal
representation. The couple now faces losing the
children they have come to see as their own, with them
slipping through their fingers and into the hands of the
person who caused them anguish and torment. How is
this fair? How is this acting in the best interests of the
children? I refer to this case because it was personally
very distressing to learn about, but I am absolutely
certain there would be hundreds of cases across the
state just like it.
What the report highlights and what was brought to my
attention recently by some of my constituents is quite
obvious: this government has neglected the very
valuable service of Victoria Legal Aid and has left it
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completely out of the reach of those who need it most
and are deserving of it. This government needs to
understand that the increasing demands and pressures
faced by Victoria Legal Aid will not simply go away. I
commend the report to the house.

Rural and Regional Committee: opportunities
for increasing exports of goods and services
from regional Victoria
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I would like to
speak to a report that is close to your heart, Acting
President, as you were the chair of the committee that
inquired into the opportunities for increasing exports of
goods and services from regional Victoria, the Rural
and Regional Committee. I offer my congratulations to
you and your committee on the good work you have
done in identifying and acknowledging the importance
of rural exports out of regional Victoria.
It gives me great pleasure to speak about a report that
investigates further opportunities for agriculture in this
state and makes recommendations to enhance the
potential for increasing exports of goods and services
from regional Victoria, where I live. Whilst many
would say that Australia no longer rides on the sheep’s
back, even more would say that modern technology and
innovation in new industries has replaced traditional
agriculture. They would happily quote the success of
companies like Carbon Revolution in Geelong, which,
ironically, is housed in the International Fibre Centre at
the Deakin University Waurn Ponds campus and, again
ironically, was set up for the wool-processing industry
by past Premier Jeff Kennett to train international
process workers. A house of sheep’s fibre has now been
replaced by a house of carbon fibre. Carbon Revolution
and Carbon Nexus are great success stories for
Geelong, but so is agriculture for Victoria. It is still the
primary economic and social driver for the fabric we
know as regional Victoria.
The committee’s task was to investigate how to
maximise the opportunities to export goods and
services — not strictly food and fibre, but I
acknowledge those industries as having significant
value as both present and future wealth generators. The
committee rightly pointed out that growing towns in
regional Victoria is a priority, and I believe we should
not waver from a strong decentralising policy that shifts
population and industry into regional Victoria. The
Napthine government is leading the way with
commitments to move the WorkCover headquarters to
Geelong to sit alongside the Transport Accident
Commission and the national disability insurance
scheme headquarters. It has made the same
commitment in relation to VicRoads, with 400 jobs
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moving to Ballarat if it is re-elected at the forthcoming
election. We need to do more in this space, and this
report demonstrates the competitive advantages we
have in Victoria with our major ports, our road and rail
infrastructure, and in particular the strength of our
regional universities.
The revenue from Victorian exported goods and
services totalled $35.9 billion for the year 2012–13, but
it is most interesting to note that over a third of our
exports come from regional Victoria. The report
indicates that our farmers exported $7.9 billion worth of
food exports — nearly 28 per cent of the total exports,
similar to manufactured goods — with education
coming a close second at $4.3 billion and being a very
strong performer. Exports in 2012–13 accounted for
10.6 per cent of Victoria’s gross state product.
The potential for increasing exports is directly related to
population growth in Asia and the increase in the
standard of living there. The super trade missions to
Asia, first implemented by former Premier Ted Baillieu
and continued by Premier Denis Napthine, have
underwritten a huge number of export contracts.
I note the committee has identified the role of the
Export Finance and Insurance Corporation in providing
finance and insurance products to assist exporters to
expand. It also recommends greater assistance be
provided by all tiers of government to help leverage
greater exports into overseas markets.
It is somewhat surprising that the committee skirted the
issue of foreign investment in Victoria. While Australia
grapples with issues around the role and leadership of
the Foreign Investment Review Board and its
guidelines, the committee took a more pragmatic
approach. It did not comment on foreign ownership
rules but focused more on the efforts of Victorian
companies to scale up their export volumes with valueadded product, particularly in food processing and
advanced manufacturing. Work skills and education
have huge export potential, and we are blessed to have
two great universities in my region. Federation
University and Deakin University are leading the
cultural change in these regional cities as they transition
from traditional industries that have finite lives.
I commend the committee for identifying Victoria’s
strengths in creating opportunities in our export markets
for goods and services and for recognising the
competitive advantages we have in Victoria, including
our high environmental standards, our infrastructure
connections, our ports and airports — including Avalon
Airport, which is begging for opportunity and use —
our cheap power, renewables aside, our skilled
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workforce and federal and state governments
committed to the decentralisation of population growth,
which will draw goods and services to regional
Victoria.
There is no doubt that the cost of labour is affecting the
competitiveness of our export industries. The lack of
real industrial reform and bastardry by the unions will
make it much more of a challenge for our exporters to
gain a competitive edge — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
The member’s time has expired!

Auditor-General: Prisoner Transportation
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution on the Auditor-General’s report into
prisoner transportation, which was tabled on 11 June.
Each year in Victoria a minimum of 58 000 prisoners
are moved. The reasons for their transportation include
to accommodate changes in a prisoner’s risk profile, to
maximise prison capacity, to attend health and welfare
programs and to attend court. The Auditor-General
assessed whether the transportation of prisoners in
Victoria is effective, efficient and economical. His
conclusion was:
There is no overarching and coordinated oversight of prisoner
transportation across the justice system.

Corrections Victoria and Victoria Police do not collect
information about the total number and cost of prisoner
movements, so no constructive analysis could be
undertaken of cost efficiency. However, it is clear that
the transportation of prisoners is yet another aspect of
the adverse effects of the government’s narrow-minded
approach to crime and the criminal justice system.
Prisoner numbers have been directly affected by this
government. There are now more prisoners and
therefore greater demand for prisoner movement.
The report details that on 20 February 2014 there were
5892 prisoners in custody, compared with
5200 prisoners in custody on the same day in 2013. The
government’s changes to the parole process, the
abolition of some suspended sentences and the
increases in average sentence lengths are all factors
identified by the Auditor-General as contributing to the
increase in the prisoner population. The report notes
that ‘significant pressure from a large growth in prison
numbers’ has increased the number of remanded and
convicted prisoners being detained in police cells. The
Department of Justice committed to keeping these
numbers below 100; however, on 20 February 2014
there were 261 prisoners being held in police cells,
compared with 128 prisoners held on the same day in
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2013, an increase of 104 per cent. The number of
prisoners being held in police cells reached an all-time
high on 18 November 2013 with 372 prisoners.
The report states that between September and
December 2013, 824 movements of prisoners to court
were cancelled due to capacity in police cells being
reached — that is, just under seven prisoners a day
were refused access to court. In addition, Victoria
Police has admitted that each day up to 500 police
officers are taken off the beat to manage overcrowding
in police cells. While police are being sent to manage
overcrowding in cells they are not on the street
protecting the community. In my electorate police
numbers on the street are down by 19 per cent in
Geelong.
The Victorian Ombudsman has also expressed concern
about the current state of affairs in prisons. In a report
entitled Investigation into Deaths and Harm in
Custody, which was tabled on 26 March 2014, the
Ombudsman warned that:
the likelihood of prisoners being physically or sexually
assaulted or self-harming leading to deaths is greater now
than at any time in recent years

The Auditor-General’s findings on prisoner
transportation explain that the governance, planning,
risk management and monitoring processes focus on
each area separately rather than the transport system as
a whole and that the cost of transportation per prisoner
has increased by 106 per cent. Corrections Victoria paid
$822 000 in performance-linked payments over four
years even though the incentives did not always
enhance transport performance. Given that each
prisoner costs taxpayers $100 000 per year on average,
the increase in travel costs has put additional financial
strain on the system.
In conclusion, the Auditor-General’s report highlights
another example of the significant negative effects this
government has had on the criminal justice system. The
government’s narrow-minded, simplistic approach to
crime takes no account of the flow-on effects within
courts, prisons and agencies.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
The member’s time has expired!

Department of Transport, Planning and Local
Infrastructure: report 2012–13
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Last night in my adjournment matter I called on the
Minister for Local Government to work with his
department to develop guidelines or advice for
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councillors who find themselves in the position of
wanting to advocate for the community while being
obligated under the Local Government Act 1989 to act
impartially. I stopped short of calling for change to
legislation because I could not do that under the
standing orders that apply to the adjournment debate. I
am using the opportunity of speaking on the 2012–13
annual report of the Department of Transport, Planning
and Local Infrastructure to develop this theme a little
further.
I would like to take the opportunity to present a case
study. That case study is of one Cr Geoff Lake, mayor
of the City of Monash. Many members would know
him, perhaps as the disendorsed or sacked federal
candidate for Hotham. He was removed by Kevin
Rudd.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I think the member is ostensibly using
statements on reports and papers to attack a member of
the public who does not have the opportunity to
respond at this point in time. I cannot see the relevance
it has to the annual report that the member is purporting
to speak on.
Mrs PEULICH — On the point of order, Acting
President, I did set the theme last night, but I could not
speak about the necessary legislative changes. If one
looks at the organisational structure in this report, the
Minister for Local Government forms part of that. At
page 143 there is a description of the Local
Government Act 1989 which states that the act provides
for matters to do with the structure, administration and
operation of local government in Victoria. I believe it is
entirely relevant as I am providing a case study of a
person who, on the one hand, is purportedly advocating
for his community, but, on the other hand, is very much
using the resources of council and ratepayers in a very
partial way. I think it is entirely in order.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I have taken some advice from the Acting Clerk.
In a sense Ms Mikakos had two elements to her point of
order, the first being a reference to an attack on
someone who is not before the Parliament. I do not
uphold that point of order from what I heard of
Mrs Peulich’s contribution.
The second part was essentially about relevance and
whether or not the comments made could be said to be
relevant to the report on which Mrs Peulich is reporting.
Mrs Peulich has, in response to that, identified the role
of the Local Government Act regime. Nevertheless, the
advice of the Acting Clerk, with which I concur, is that
whilst Mrs Peulich was not straying too far beyond the
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scope of matters that can be referred to in statements on
reports, if she were to spend her entire contribution on
the matter she is presently canvassing that would be too
long a bow for her to draw, and I would have to call on
her to refer back to the report.
Mrs PEULICH — I did indicate that in order to
understand the interface of advocacy and partiality it is
necessary to look at some examples. The examples that
I want to give have been of concern to the ratepayers of
the City of Monash. I will not refer to commonly
known information about Cr Lake, his relationship with
Cr Solity, a former councillor, and Jenny McGee or the
late Cr Tom Morrissey and me as well, all of whom
have been at the receiving end of Cr Lake’s campaign
of intimidation. More recent tactics, however, are of
concern.
Recently Cr Lake wrote to every resident in Mount
Waverley — —
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe the member is overtly making
political points against a member of the public. I do not
believe that is the proper process for statements on
reports in this house.
Mrs PEULICH — On the point of order, Acting
President, Cr Geoff Lake has made a number of rights
of reply to this chamber. He knows what the form is. If
he feels there is a case to answer, he has the opportunity
of submitting a right of reply, as he has done in the past.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! There are forums and rights of reply, as
Mrs Peulich said. The naming of people outside the
chamber by any MP is something we all have to be
very careful about. There have been issues in relation to
this matter, but they have been canvassed in the
appropriate forms of rights of reply et cetera. As I have
ruled, the raising of this matter is not necessarily
irrelevant to the point of order, although I note the time
remaining to Mrs Peulich when I last ruled was
3 minutes and 48 seconds and it is now 3 minutes and
11 seconds, and it is a matter of extent. I call on
Mrs Peulich to continue her contribution but to perhaps
look to winding up on this particular subject matter
within a reasonable period of time.
Mrs PEULICH — I notice that my time has been
gobbled up, so I may need to do another iteration in the
next sitting week.
Cr Lake has written to every resident in the Mount
Waverley area on the issue of the manning of the
Mount Waverley police station, a matter of state
government responsibility, at a cost to ratepayers of
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$4000. Cr Lake has also written to all residents within a
1-kilometre radius of five schools closed by Labor,
attempting to get maximum political mileage but failing
to do so. Furthermore, he has authorised the material,
clearly accepting that this is material of a political
nature.
In more recent times Cr Lake has also written to
residents on the issue of the Huntingdale station and
shopping precinct. In that letter he also spruiks the
contributions of Monash deputy mayor, Cr Stephen
Dimopoulos, who is a Labor candidate, attributing to
him a project which was equally supported by Cr Bill
Pontikis and Cr Theo Zographos, who were not given
credit in the letter. To me that is quite clearly a partisan
misuse of council resources in order to do a political
favour for a political debate. The Leader of the
Opposition is a local member, so one may question the
relationship, given the existence of municipal caucus
rules, which I have called on the Labor Party to ditch.
They require agreement on motions. Therefore I can
only conclude that the member for Mulgrave is fully
aware of that, complicit in it, agrees to it and ticks it off.
I call on him to stop Cr Lake from misusing council
resources in the future.
More recently Cr Lake convened a council meeting on
the issue of the Clayton grade separation, attempting to
throw a spanner in the works on a project that we have
committed to but Labor failed — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
again on the issue of relevance. I am not sure there is a
report for 2012–13 on Cr Lake so I am not sure how the
last 9 or 10 minutes of Mrs Peulich’s contribution has
any relevance to the report she is speaking on. Actually
there is one on Cr Lake. Mrs Peulich is holding up a
copy of one.
Hon. M. J. Guy — On the point of order, Acting
President, I would have thought it is entirely in order
for a member of this chamber to be making comments
about the actions of a councillor, a council’s resources
and the expenditure of those resources, whether it is by
a mayor or a councillor or whoever.
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. M. J. Guy — If it is commenting on a report
that is directly related to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! Points of order will be taken in silence.
Mr Leane!
Hon. M. J. Guy — Thank you, Acting President. I
would have thought Mr Leane would realise that, given
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the position he holds. It is entirely in order for a
member to be making comments on a matter that is
entirely and directly related to the report to which she is
referring and in relation to whoever in that local
government authority is part of the action or has been
responsible for the moneys being expended. I would
have thought that everything the member has said was
entirely in relation to the statement she is making on the
report and is simply a commentary on the report she is
referring to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! This is the third point of order that has been
taken on this matter. In relation to Mr Leane’s point of
order, which is essentially that Mrs Peulich has
laboured too long on this matter, she has in fact raised a
couple of additional matters. For that reason I have not
pulled her up.
I accept what Minister Guy said in relation to relevance,
which is why statements on reports and papers allow
members to raise matters on the reports and debate
matters around the reports. However, noting that
Mrs Peulich has 1 minute and 5 seconds left and that I
made a ruling that this is not to be over-indulged as a
general matter and that there are separate matters, I call
on Mrs Peulich in the continuation of her contribution
to demonstrate to the house aspects of the report that
also lend upon the matters she is raising in relation to
the councillor.
Mrs PEULICH — The letter in relation to
Huntingdale station and shopping precinct was not
endorsed by council resolution, so there appears to be
nothing in the legislation that would constrain or hold
accountable this particular person from expending
taxpayers money and using it in such a partisan fashion.
Cr Lake recently convened another meeting to try to
derail the Clayton grade separation. On the same night,
when that backfired, he called on the local community
to support a 24-hour police complex, without having
any recourse to an actual need in the situation.
Ratepayers in the city of Monash do not want to see
their council become the Waverley branch of the ALP.
If Cr Lake wants to campaign, he is free to do so, as are
his Labor colleagues, but they need to pay for it with
their own money. I am calling, first of all, on the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews, to
ditch the municipal caucus rules, and secondly, on the
minister to provide some speedy advice in relation to
the difference between advocacy and campaigning, or
lobbying and campaigning, in order to secure political
favour or a political outcome at the upcoming state
election.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I will take some guidance and refer what went
on to the President. As I understand it, what
Mrs Peulich did was not outside the standing orders for
statements on reports and papers in that she made
reference to a report. She did not conclude, as I invited
her to, by bringing her discussions about Cr Lake back
to the report. I am not sure whether under the standing
orders she is required to do so, which is why I am
referring this to the President. I do not see that in
statements on reports and papers, in my reading of the
standing orders, there is any requirement to call for
action or refer to anything, provided that link is made.
Given the somewhat contentious nature of this matter, it
is appropriate, to the extent that I or the house requires
guidance, that the President consider those matters.

Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development: report 2012–13
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development annual report of 2012–13,
which my colleague Mr Leane kindly listed for debate
today. This gives me an opportunity to reflect on the
state of the education system in Victoria. I am very
concerned about many aspects of the state of Victoria’s
education system. One only needs to look at the cuts
and the neglect that the Baillieu and Napthine
governments have put in place to understand that they
have been wreckers when it comes to education.
Education should be the no. 1 priority of any
government; it was the no. 1 priority of the former
Labor government. Labor understands that education is
a ladder of opportunity that provides children of all
backgrounds with opportunities to get ahead in life, to
get a quality education and to make a contribution to
society.
That is why Labor is concerned about the neglect of our
schools. Whilst the coalition has been in office it has
cut hundreds of millions of dollars from Reading
Recovery, literacy and numeracy coaches, the
education maintenance allowance, Koori support, the
School Start bonus and the Victorian certificate of
applied learning. It has abandoned the Gonski reforms,
which would have delivered a fairer system and a
higher quality education for students. There have been
massive cuts to TAFE and the apprentice trade bonus
program, which provide alternative pathways to higher
education, vocational education and employment for
young people. This is at a time when Prime Minister
Tony Abbott in his first federal budget is cutting
$5.8 billion from higher education, deregulating
university fees and making a tertiary education more
inaccessible for many young people.
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We have seen the Napthine government abandon
Labor’s plan to renovate, rebuild or modernise every
Victorian government school. The Napthine
government has spent an average of only $278 million
a year on education capital works, compared to an
average spend of $467 million by Labor in its last term
of government. This is why I am proud that Labor has
made a number of commitments to rebuild or refurbish
many schools in my electorate. Brunswick Secondary
College, Carlton Primary School, Greensborough
College, Mill Park Heights Primary School, Northcote
High School and William Ruthven Secondary College
will all benefit from the commitments Labor has
already made. Labor has also made a commitment to
support the first stage of a new high school in
Richmond.
We have also seen neglect in the area of early
childhood education. The education department’s
annual report shows that in 2012–13 zero dollars were
allocated in the coalition government’s second budget
for kindergarten infrastructure. What did we see in this
year’s state budget? Again, zero dollars were allocated
for kindergarten infrastructure in 2014–15 and beyond.
We see the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, Ms Lovell, waltzing around the state,
including coming into the Parliament, claiming credit
for capital works in kindergartens without
acknowledging that in large part those works were
funded by the federal government, particularly the
former federal Labor government, which provided
funding through national partnership arrangements to
extend universal access and also provide the necessary
infrastructure to enable that access.
We have seen the minister come into the chamber and
claim credit for a 12-month extension of access to
15 hours of kindergarten. We know it is a political fix
designed just to get her through the state election. The
uncertainty around 15 hours of access will continue into
the future. Kindergarten committees and parents are
saying to me that they are still anxious and worried
about what will happen in 12 months time. We know
that behind closed doors a secret deal has been done
with the coalition in Canberra to fix a political problem
for the coalition in Spring Street, which will then roll
over if re-elected. Only an Andrews Labor government
will stand up to Tony Abbott.
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inquiry into the approaches to homework in Victorian
schools. Later in my contribution I will focus on
finding 2 and recommendation 6, but there is still a lot
of discussion out there about this report, which I
imagine arises because everybody has experience of
homework. People are setting homework, doing
homework or supervising homework, so it is something
that is very much of interest to everybody.
The case for homework has been presented, so it is
important to put on the record the case against
homework. I want to say parenthetically that the
emphasis of the report — that there is little benefit of
homework to student learning in the early years of
primary school — is not necessarily reflected in the
secondary school years. The case against homework
pivots on the fact that, whilst there is a body of opinion
that homework is generally beneficial to student
learning — and this is reflected in most education
systems to a greater or lesser extent — there is also a
strongly held view by educators and parents that
homework is of either limited value or, in some cases,
can have negative effects on students.
The case against homework in the first instance is not
based on evidence of its negative effects; rather — and
some people might see this as perverse — it is based on
the perceived absence of evidence that it actually aids
learning. By this argument, if there are no clear
benefits, the potential damage it can do — by adding to
pressure on young people already under developmental
stress, by taking young people away from family and
other relationships, by impinging on time for
extracurricular activities that have health and social
benefits and by widening the gap between advantaged
and disadvantaged students — makes homework not
worth doing.
There is a very erudite contributor, Mr Alfie Kohn, who
is regarded as one of the most vociferous and widely
cited critics of homework in the United States. He said:
… the burden of proof here doesn’t rest with critics to
demonstrate that homework doesn’t help. It rests with
supporters to show that it does, and specifically to show that
its advantages are sufficiently powerful and pervasive to
justify taking up children’s (and parents and teachers) time,
and to compensate for the distinct disadvantages …

It is against that background that I now move to focus
on why we arrived at finding 2:

Education and Training Committee:
approaches to homework in Victorian schools

New teachers in Victorian schools may currently lack support
to identify and set quality homework.

Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution on the Education and
Training Committee report of August 2014 on the

That resulted in the committee’s recommendation 6:
That the department investigate offering professional
development to teachers to explain current research in
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homework and assist them to identify and set quality
homework.

It is important to make the point that this is by no
means a criticism of teachers and teaching practice. I
will focus on the point of teacher training. We all
understand that homework, particularly in this state
because of the independence of schools to set
homework, is usually set in accordance with a school’s
own homework policy. Apart from those policies, if
there is such a policy or policy framework available, a
teacher may have very little guidance on how to set
effective homework, this being particularly acute for
teachers new to the teaching service.
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Statements resumed.

Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development: report 2012–13
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I also wish
to make a contribution on the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development report for 2012–13.
I take into account that there are three ministers
responsible for this department: Martin Dixon, the
Minister for Education; Nick Wakeling, the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills; and Wendy Lovell, the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. It has to be said that these three
particular ministers must represent the most
incompetent and lazy ministers in this state ever to have
had charge of this important area of educating young
people.

The committee sought from each of the universities in
Victoria information on homework elements of the
preservice teacher training courses, but it received
limited response on this issue. However, in the hearings
the committee received evidence suggesting that a
number of Victorian universities do not provide training
to teachers specifically in relation to setting homework.
Some universities may include a lecture on this issue or
perhaps offer an elective, but, while the teacher training
curriculum is reported to be large, the committee
considers this issue does not currently receive the
attention it deserves. The focus for educational studies
has been on student-oriented teaching and learning. It
was agreed that homework practices still reflect social
and cultural practices of the past and that a discussion
of how homework could be used to reflect this new
focus is due.

Martin Dixon is a man who has stood by in recent
months and just copped and said nothing about the plan
of his federal colleague, Prime Minister Tony Abbott,
to take $1 billion more out of the education portfolio in
Victoria. Mr Dixon has said nothing. This is a minister
who from day one has only presided over cuts to the
education system. This is a man who has presided over
a capital works program that is less than half the
previous government’s capital works program. He has
shown amazing indifference and incompetence. He is a
hopeless minister.

The issue of teacher training is not one that is exclusive
to Victoria or Australia. Research from the United
States suggests that teachers there are not adequately
trained as to how to set homework before they
graduate. The gap in teacher training courses could
result in focusing on other issues deemed more
important or, provocatively, interesting. This means
teachers are unaware of the research in relation to
homework, and it requires them to do this on the job.

To analyse Nick Wakeling, you only have to look at the
fact that he was prepared to take over the TAFE
portfolio when former Minister Peter Hall, a man with a
bit of integrity, decided he had had enough because this
government has done a disgraceful job in TAFE.
Victorians hate what this government has done to
TAFE. Then there is Nick Wakeling prepared to take
on the portfolio, so that only reinforces what a moron
he must be.

Statements interrupted.

Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President — —

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I acknowledge the presence of Ms Glenyys
Romanes, Deputy President of this chamber in the
55th Parliament and a former member for Melbourne
Province.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I have got it myself, Mr Ramsay. I ask
Mr Leane to withdraw the word ‘moron’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! I asked Mr Leane to withdraw.
Mr LEANE — Out of respect to you, Acting
President, I withdraw.
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Then we move on to Ms Lovell. Ms Lovell is a minister
whose only activity in four years has been to open
federally funded kindergartens and kindergartens that
were funded by the previous state government. Another
lazy, incompetent, sad — —
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have sat here for 2 minutes listening to
Mr Leane’s tirade and character assassination of
members in this chamber. Enough is enough.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ramsay — I am sorry, but it is unparliamentary
and not within the standing orders, and I ask him to
withdraw those derogatory remarks against ministers
and members of this house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr D. R. J. O’Brien) —
Order! We find ourselves in a similar position to the
one we were in with the points of order that were raised
earlier in response to the contribution by Mrs Peulich in
relation to the extent to which Mr Leane is straying
from the contents of the report and moving into other
matters. In a similar manner to that which I attempted
to do with Mrs Peulich, I advise him that he ought to
return to the report. There is a link into his report from
TAFE, as Ms Mikakos made in her contribution, but
the extent to which this report can be used to move into
other issues is a matter of degree.
My advice from the Acting Clerk, similarly, is that the
member should return to the content of the report. I do
not uphold the point of order on the language because
at that stage, whilst adjectives were used, Mr Leane had
not demonstrated they were about a member, as
opposed to more colourful language about a
government, which is not unparliamentary under our
standing orders.
The time for debate on statements on reports and papers
has expired.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES FURTHER AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. D. M. DAVIS
(Minister for Health); by leave, ordered to be read
second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Further Amendment Bill 2014 (the
bill).
In my opinion, the bill, 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 the bill is to provide for a licence to be issued
under division 4 of part II of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 in respect of a mobile facility
in certain circumstances and to further provide for the terms
and conditions that apply to licences, permits or warrants
issued under division 4 of part II and to replace the definition
of commonwealth standard with the new definition of
Poisons Standard and to make other minor and consequential
amendments.
Human rights issues
A charter right that is relevant to the bill is the right to privacy
which is contained in section 13 of the charter act.
Clause 5(4) inserts new sections 19(6) and 19(7) into the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act (principal act).
These provisions authorise the secretary to issue a new type
of licence for a mobile facility and provide for the
characteristics of the mobile facility licence, which include a
condition that the permanent fixed address where the mobile
facility is parked when it is not travelling to or from a mobile
facility location, is specified on the licence. The purpose of
collecting this information is so that the mobile facility can be
located in the event that the secretary requires it to be
inspected under section 22B of the principal act. The mobile
facility licence scheme is voluntary; applicants for a mobile
facility licence may also be required under section 19 of the
principal act to provide personal information to the secretary.
The purpose of collecting this information is for the secretary
to determine whether the applicant is a fit and proper person
to hold a mobile facility licence.
Clause 7 amends section 22B of the principal act to extend
the power of the secretary to require that a mobile facility to
which a mobile facility licence relates be inspected.
The right to privacy is relevant to the amendment to
section 22B. The purpose of extending the secretary’s power
to inspect a mobile facility is to monitor compliance with the
principal act and the conditions on which the mobile facility
licence is proposed to be issued, renewed or amended.
The power of the secretary to require the inspection of a
mobile facility is limited to circumstances where the secretary
is issuing, renewing or amending a licence for a mobile
facility. In addition, inspection of a mobile facility by an
authorised officer can only occur with the consent of the
applicant or holder of the licence for the mobile facility.
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Accordingly the right to privacy is not limited, and the
proposed amendments are compatible with the charter.
Hon. David Davis, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health).
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 by adding two key elements and making
some technical and administrative adjustments.
The bill introduces a new provision to enable a person to
obtain a licence to manufacture perishable pest animal bait
that is a schedule 7 poison used to bait wild dogs, foxes or
rabbits, from a mobile facility located in the field.
Ten-eighty (1080) perishable pest animal bait is a schedule 7
poison. Use of 1080 perishable pest animal bait is an
important tool to control wild dogs, foxes and rabbits in
Victoria.
The bill seeks to improve access to good-quality 1080
perishable pest animal bait closer to the land on which the bait
is to be laid. It will particularly improve access to 1080
perishable pest animal bait for Victorian landholders located
in remote areas such as north-eastern Victoria.
Local community groups and Landcare groups will be
especially advantaged by mobile manufacture of 1080
perishable pest animal bait. They will be able to arrange ready
access to bait and treat a group of local properties on the same
day to produce more efficient baiting over a wide area.
The bill requires the mobile manufacturer to have a registered
trailer or other vehicle specially fitted out to securely transport
the schedule 7 poison, such as 1080, and the equipment
needed to the manufacturing site, and once at the site, to
safely carry out the task of preparing and supplying the
poison baits to local landholders.
The standards that will apply to mobile manufacture and
requirements for the sites where mobile manufacture will
occur are to be contained in the document of the Department
of Environment and Primary Industries 1080 Victorian Code
of Practice for the Manufacture of Perishable 1080 Pest
Animal Bait Products (Using 1080 Aqueous Solution).
It will be a condition of the licence that the mobile
manufacturer already holds a licence to manufacture and sell
or supply 1080 perishable pest animal bait from a fixed
premises and complies with the manufacturing code of
practice. This will ensure that only experienced 1080
perishable pest animal bait manufacturers can manufacture
baits in the field.
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Manufacture of 1080 pest animal bait and supply in Victoria
is a commercial operation. The extent to which the option for
mobile manufacture of 1080 perishable pest animal bait is
taken up by the manufacturers and bait users will be a matter
for the marketplace to determine.
This bill also introduces a new provision that allows, for
compliance with codes or other documents to be made a
condition of a licence, permit or warrant issued under the act.
At present there is no express authorising power in the act to
mandate compliance with codes or other documents as a
licence, permit or warrant condition. This contrasts with other
Victorian legislation where such authorising power is clearly
expressed. The bill provides clarity that compliance with
codes or other documents can be mandated.
The bill puts beyond doubt that mobile manufacturers of
perishable pest animal bait that is a schedule 7 poison can be
required to comply with the manufacturing code as a
condition of their licence.
The bill enables other relevant codes also to be mandated.
These include the National Coordinating Committee on
Therapeutic Goods’ Australian Code of Good Wholesaling
Practice for Medicines in Schedules 2, 3, 4 and 8 and
Medicines Australia’s Code of Conduct with respect to the
supply of prescription medicine samples to medical
practitioners.
The bill also puts beyond doubt that where relevant, licences,
permits and warrants may only be held by those whose need
for poisons and controlled substances is underpinned by any
other licence, permit or warrant from Victoria or the
commonwealth. The amendment clearly allows for example,
that a licence under the act to manufacture and supply certain
medicines would not be valid unless the licence-holder also
held a manufacturing licence for medicines with the
commonwealth Therapeutic Goods Administration.
Finally this bill will make several amendments that are
administrative or technical in nature.
The most notable of these is the change in reference from the
commonwealth standard to the Poisons Standard. The
Poisons Standard is a commonwealth legislative instrument
and is adopted by states and territories nationally to determine
the classification or scheduling of medicine and poisons.
By substituting the reference to the commonwealth standard
with the Poisons Standard, the bill will remove confusion
resulting from the use of two separate titles in Victoria for the
one document.
The bill also provides for two technical amendments
concerning registered health professionals. Both amendments
rectify omissions made in previous amendments concerning
those registered health professionals.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr JENNINGS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 24 September.
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DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (CLINICAL
TRIALS) BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) introduced
a bill for an act to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 in relation to
clinical trials, to make other miscellaneous and
consequential amendments and for other purposes.
Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Clinical Trials) Bill
2014 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, 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 the bill is to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 (the act) to enable a clinical
trial permit for approved clinical trials to be issued in relation
to schedule 8 and schedule 9 poisons. Approved clinical trials
means a clinical trial conducted pursuant to the Therapeutic
Goods Act 1989 of the commonwealth.
A registered medical practitioner who is involved in an
approved clinical trial will be required to apply to the
secretary for a clinical trial permit before administering,
supplying or prescribing a schedule 9 poison to a clinical trial
participant taking part in a trial. Similarly, a registered
medical practitioner or a nurse practitioner will be required to
apply to the secretary for a clinical trial permit before
administering, supplying or prescribing a schedule 8 poison to
a clinical trial participant taking part in a trial. If a registered
medical practitioner or a nurse practitioner has not been
issued with a clinical trial permit, or other authorisation under
the act (for example, individual treatment permits for each
clinical trial participant), the practitioner commits an offence
if the practitioner administers, supplies or prescribes a
schedule 8 or schedule 9 poison to a clinical trial participant.
A clinical trial permit will remain in force for the duration of
the approved clinical trial to which the permit relates and will
be subject to any terms or conditions the secretary thinks fit
and which are specified in the permit.
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Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
charter act.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section
7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the human rights protected
by the charter act it is unnecessary to consider the application
of section 7(2) of the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider the bill is compatible with the charter act because it
does not raise any human rights issues.
Hon. David Davis, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health)
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 (the act) to make it easier for registered
practitioners to conduct clinical trials involving cannabis or
other highly regulated substances. The change will enable
registered practitioners to apply for a single authorisation
enabling treatment of multiple patients with schedule 8 or
schedule 9 poisons such as cannabis, as part of a clinical trial.
The current regulatory framework poses certain barriers to the
conduct of clinical trials involving scheduled poisons such as
cannabis and cannabis extracts, including the requirement for
a registered medical practitioner to apply for a separate permit
from the secretary of my department for each and every
patient to be engaged in the clinical trial. Also, researchers
and other people involved in the trials would presently be
committing possession and use offences through their
involvement in the trial and risk penalties under the act. This
bill will ensure that these barriers are removed and that those
involved in future clinical trials can be clearly authorised
under the act.
This bill is of immediate currency because of known
instances in Victoria and elsewhere in Australia, where
parents of severely ill children have resorted to treating their
children with unregulated cannabis products, with purportedly
positive results, because conventional medicine has failed
them. Some of these children experience chronic pain that
conventional medicines have failed to alleviate, or have been
able to control to an extent, but sometimes with serious
physical or behavioural side-effects.
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This bill ensures that only bona fide cannabis-based products
of known and standardised quality from recognised
pharmaceutical companies that are already approved for
medical use overseas or in Australia, or that are currently
undergoing that process, can be considered for clinical trials.
Products from suppliers that do not meet those standards
would not be considered for these Victorian clinical trials.
The Victorian government will establish an expert advisory
group consisting of clinical and regulatory experts to work
through the complex clinical and ethical issues and to
encourage appropriately governed trials.
These amendments do not interfere with the current
regulatory processes involved in establishing and conducting
clinical trials. This means that researchers will still need to
meet all the requirements for establishing and conducting
such trials that are set by the National Health and Medical
Research Council and the Therapeutic Goods Administration
in order to be considered an ‘approved clinical trial’ for the
purposes of the act.
The bill supports the Victorian government’s harmminimisation strategy. By facilitating access to regulated and
legal medicinal products through properly governed clinical
trials, the government will remove the necessity felt by some
families for their present ‘option of last resort’: that of having
to access illegal substances to manage their medical
conditions, with all the attendant risks involved in such an
exercise.
The participation of patients, including children, in bona fide
clinical trials for new cannabis-based medical products has
potential to provide positive benefits beyond the immediate
future. If the trials bear positive outcomes, then greater
availability of those proven medical products may have
benefits for a larger number of patients in the future.
The consequences of not supporting a bill to facilitate bona
fide medical trials on cannabis-based medicinal products is to
risk being seen to be prolonging the invidious situation of the
families in question and to be maintaining barriers to properly
conducted research to develop the medicines that may
comprise a more effective range of therapeutic tools for the
treatment of such conditions into the future.
The amendments in this bill to enable clinical trial
authorisations to be issued by the Secretary to the Department
of Health will help to alleviate the current distress felt by
those families and is likely to attract support as a reasonable
position to protect the health and safety of patients in the
longer term.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr JENNINGS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 24 September.
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SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(HISTORICAL HOMOSEXUAL
CONVICTIONS EXPUNGEMENT) BILL
2014
Introduction and first reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) introduced
a bill for an act to amend the Sentencing Act 1991 to
establish a scheme under which convictions for
certain offences related to conduct engaged in for
the purposes of, or in connection with, sexual
activity of a homosexual nature may be expunged,
to make consequential amendments to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 and for
other purposes.
Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Sentencing
Amendment (Historical Homosexual Convictions
Expungement) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Sentencing Amendment (Historical
Homosexual Convictions Expungement) Bill 2014 as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill makes amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991 with
the objective of creating a scheme for people convicted or
found guilty of offences constituted by conduct in connection
with homosexual sexual activity to apply to have that record
expunged as long as that conduct would not be an offence
under today’s law.
Expungement will require that the record of a conviction or
finding of guilt be disregarded and not disclosed. In so doing,
it will remove the stigma of a criminal record and the
practical impediments created by a criminal record in relation
to travel and employment.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter act that are relevant
to the bill
Section 8 — recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to equal and effective protection against
discrimination. For the purposes of the charter act,
discrimination is defined to mean discrimination on the basis
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of an attribute set out in section 6 of the Equal Opportunity
Act and relevantly includes sexual orientation.
Whilst the laws that criminalised homosexual sexual activity
have been repealed, the effects of these laws and of
discriminatory enforcement of general sexual offences
continue if a conviction or finding of guilt remains on a
person’s record.
Section 8(2) of the charter act is promoted in relation to
persons of homosexual sexual orientation because the bill
provides for the expungement of criminal records that relate
to homosexual sexual activity that would be lawful today and
will remove the stigma associated with such criminal records.
The bill does not apply to convictions which involved
heterosexual sexual conduct. Although this may be
discriminatory on its face against persons with certain
historical convictions based on heterosexual conduct, charter
act s.8(4) provides that measures taken for the purpose of
assisting groups disadvantaged because of discrimination do
not constitute discrimination.
Section 13 — 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 unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with and not to have his or her reputation
unlawfully attacked.
Section 13 rights not to have reputation unlawfully attacked
are enhanced by the bill. Findings of guilt and convictions in
relation to sexual offending and public morality offences
carry stigma. The existence of such records might also restrict
certain employment opportunities and volunteering. The
person will not be obliged to disclose an expunged record and
the expunged record of a person will not be a proper ground
for refusing the person any appointment, post, status or
privilege.
Section 13 privacy rights are also relevant because the
application process requires applicants to provide personal
information to the secretary including, for example, name,
date of birth, address etc.
The applicant will give written authority to the secretary to
access relevant government records that include the
applicant’s personal information. If official records are not
clear or contain insufficient information, the applicant will be
obliged to provide further evidence which could involve
seeking corroborating evidence about the consensual nature
of the homosexual conduct from other parties, but such
statements can only be provided with the cooperation and
consent of the third parties. The requirements for and powers
to obtain this information is not arbitrary, are set out in
legislation and necessary to assess the application and so do
not interfere with the s. 13 privacy right.
To further protect the applicant’s privacy, the bill makes it an
offence to disclose information handled as part of the
application process or about an expunged conviction. (see
new sections 105J (5) and 105O(1)). If an applicant seeks a
review of the secretary’s decision Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) must not identify the
applicant unless it is in the public interest to do so. The
tribunal file will not be open to third parties.
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Section 15 — freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression, which includes the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of
all kinds.
The bill does place limitations on the ability of people to
report on proceedings in VCAT. The bill also makes it an
offence for a person who has any access to official records to
disclose the fact that a person with an expunged conviction
had been charged with or convicted of that offence, and
makes it an offence to make a record of, disclose or
communicate any information obtained during the course of
the application where the information was obtained in
performing a function or exercising a power under these
provisions. However, the bill does not restrict the right set out
in section 15(2) of the charter act because these limitations are
lawful and protect the rights of the applicant to privacy and
their reputation. VCAT retains the power to identify parties to
an application if it is in the public interest to do so, and the
confidentiality provisions are in place to protect the privacy of
the applicant for an expunged conviction. In this way, a
careful balance has been struck between freedom of
expression and the rights of privacy and reputation.
Section 24 — right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding, has
the right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
In my view, the application to and determination by the
secretary is not a civil proceeding to which s.24(1) applies.
If the secretary refuses the application, he or she is obliged
under new section 105G(4) to provide the applicant with
reasons for that decision and the applicant can seek a review
of that decision by VCAT on the merits of the case. Review
proceedings in VCAT are a civil proceeding to which s.24
applies and which satisfy s.24.
Section 24(3) of the charter act also provides that a
proceeding should be public unless an act other than this
charter permits. The proposed amendments to schedule 1 of
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act provide
that the VCAT proceedings cannot be reported on unless
VCAT orders that it is in the public interest to do so.
Hon. David Davis, MLC
Minister for Health
Minister for Ageing

[Second-reading speech expunged by order of the
house on 18 September.]
Debate adjourned for Ms PULFORD (Western
Victoria) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 October.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(CONFISCATION AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor
and Gaming Regulation), Hon. D. M. Davis 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 Justice
Legislation Amendment (Confiscation and Other Matters)
Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Confiscation and Other Matters) Bill 2014, as introduced to
the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Confiscation Act 1997 to introduce an
unexplained wealth scheme. Persons reasonably suspected of
engaging in or profiting from serious criminal activity will
have assets forfeited if they cannot satisfy the court that those
assets were lawfully acquired. The proposed regime targets
the orchestrators of serious criminality and their professional
advisors or associates who have minimal involvement in dayto-day criminal activities, as well as the individual criminal
entrepreneur.
The scheme will involve two alternative tests for the restraint
of property. The first will require that the applicant for an
unexplained wealth restraining order demonstrate to the court
that they hold a reasonable suspicion that the subject of the
order has engaged in ‘serious criminal activity’; where serious
criminal activity is conduct that constitutes one or more of a
range of serious offences. The second test will be that the
applicant for the order holds a suspicion, based on reasonable
grounds, that the property sought to be restrained was not
lawfully acquired.
Once the property is restrained, the onus will be on the owner
of the property to prove that the property was lawfully
acquired. If this cannot be proven, the property will be
forfeited to the state.
There will be no requirement to prove a specific nexus
between the property and serious criminal activity.
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protected by society and the state’. Subsection 17(2) provides
that ‘every child has the right, without discrimination, to such
protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by
him or her by reason of being a child’. This right protects
families from unnecessary separation, and also acknowledges
the need of children to protection due to their vulnerable
status.
In my opinion, the bill does not limit the right to protection of
families and children. The bill does provide for the restraint
and potential confiscation of property, on the suspicion based
on reasonable grounds that the subject of the order has
engaged in serious criminal activity; or that the property
sought to be restrained was not lawfully acquired. The
imposition of an unexplained wealth restraining order may
affect families, particularly where the family’s principal
residence or source of income becomes restrained.
However, the bill contains safeguards to protect those who
may be affected by the operation of the restraining orders, or
the subsequent orders for forfeiture. The bill provides that a
person affected by an unexplained wealth restraining order
may apply for reasonable living and reasonable business
expenses to be paid from the restrained property. This ensures
that a person affected by the restraining order is able to
provide or maintain a reasonable standard of living for his or
her dependants.
Before any property is forfeited under the unexplained wealth
scheme, any person (including a family member) claiming an
interest in the property can apply for the property to be
excluded from forfeiture, on the basis that their interest in the
property was acquired lawfully. This means that property will
only be forfeited where its owner, or other person with an
interest in the property, is unable to show that it was lawfully
acquired.
Even if the right in section 17 of the charter act protects a
family home (which is unclear) it does not protect the family
home from forfeiture where there is a reasonable suspicion
that the home was unlawfully acquired or the owner was
engaged in serious criminal activity and the owner cannot
satisfy the court that the home was not lawfully acquired. On
this basis I do not consider that this right is limited by
provisions in the bill that allow forfeiture of property the
lawful origins of which cannot be explained.
In circumstances where forfeiture does occur, there is
provision for the court to grant relief to persons adversely
affected. Section 45B states that the court may order that a
person is entitled to be paid a specified amount from forfeited
property in order to prevent undue hardship to the person. For
example, a family member or dependant of a person whose
house has been forfeited, may seek a payment to prevent
undue hardship that would be caused by that forfeiture.

The bill also includes amendments to the Sentencing Act
1991, the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010 and
the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 and the Crimes
Act 1958 to which charter act rights may be relevant.

In light of these safeguards, I consider that the right of
families and children to protection is not limited by the bill.

Human rights issues

Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to be deprived of property other than in accordance
with the law.

Amendments to the Confiscation Act 1997
Protection of families and children
Subsection 17(1) of the charter act provides that ‘families are
the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be

The rights to privacy and property

Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have one’s home unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CONFISCATION AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
Wednesday, 17 September 2014

COUNCIL

3095

For the reasons outlined below, I consider that the forfeiture
provisions in the bill are set out sufficiently clearly so that any
deprivation occurs in accordance with law. For these same
reasons and the reasons set out in relation to the section 17
right, I consider that any interference with the home of a
person subject to an unexplained wealth order or any other
persons residing in an affected property will occur in a
manner that is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.

incentive to engage in criminal activity justifies imposing the
burden on the applicant for exclusion to demonstrate that the
property was lawfully acquired.

The forfeiture of property under the bill may only occur in
accordance with the procedures outlined in the bill. First, an
unexplained wealth restraining order must be made by the
courts. This order can only be made if the tests outlined in
sections 40I(1) and (3) are satisfied.

Section 25 of the charter act sets out rights applicable to a
person charged with a criminal offence about the conduct of
the hearing of that charge. I do not consider that these rights
are relevant to the amendments contained in this bill as
unexplained wealth proceedings do not in themselves amount
to a criminal charge or involve the imposition of a criminal
penalty.

Once the unexplained wealth restraining order has been
made, any party with an interest in the restrained property
may apply for that property to be excluded from the
restraining order. The applicant bears the burden of satisfying
the court that the property was lawfully acquired. If the
applicant is able to satisfy the court that the property was
lawfully acquired, that property will be returned to the
applicant.
At the end of this process, any property that remains subject
to the restraining order is eligible for forfeiture. The
safeguards in the bill regarding the forfeiture of property were
discussed above. As mentioned a person claiming an interest
in property may seek an order excluding the property from
forfeiture (including, in certain circumstances, after forfeiture
has occurred). In light of these safeguards, I also consider that
any forfeiture allowed by the bill will not occur in an arbitrary
manner.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. This right to a fair hearing means a
party to a proceeding must have a reasonable opportunity of
presenting his or her case to the court under conditions that do
not place him or her at a substantial disadvantage to his or her
opponent.
This right may be relevant to the amendments in the bill that
require a person seeking exclusion from an unexplained
wealth restraining order to establish that his or her property
was lawfully acquired (rather than requiring the applicant to
establish that the property was unlawfully acquired).
Before an unexplained wealth restraining order can be made,
the applicant for the order must establish either that there are
reasonable grounds to suspect that the owner of the property
has engaged in serious criminal activity or that there are
reasonable grounds to suspect that the property was not
lawfully acquired. These are not insignificant thresholds that
must be met by the prosecution before a person is required to
establish lawful acquisition of his or her property.
Furthermore, the information necessary to establish the
acquisition of property is often information that is peculiarly
within the knowledge of the owner of that property. A person
who has lawfully acquired property ought to be able to readily
point to information that supports that acquisition, whilst such
information would often be difficult for the prosecution to
establish. The importance of depriving criminals and their
associates of unlawfully acquired wealth and removing the

For these reasons the bill is compatible with the right to a fair
hearing contained in section 24 of the charter act.
Rights in criminal proceedings

Unlike criminal proceedings, unexplained wealth proceedings
are not concerned with establishing the guilt of an individual;
instead, the proceedings are concerned with the lawfulness of
the acquisition of property. It is not necessary to establish that
any offence has been committed to allow for the forfeiture of
property.
Furthermore, the purposes of the scheme are remedial and
preventative, rather than punitive. The unexplained wealth
scheme is aimed at confiscating unlawfully acquired property
that is likely to be derived from the profits of crime rather
than imposing criminal punishment. Finally, the sanctions
involved in the unexplained wealth scheme are also not so
serious as to render the scheme criminal or punitive. While
money and valuable property may be restrained and forfeited,
there is no conviction or imprisonment or fine.
Retrospective punishment
Section 27(2) of the charter act provides that a penalty must
not be imposed on any person for a criminal offence that is
greater than the penalty that applied to the offence when it
was committed.
The bill will allow unexplained wealth proceedings to be
taken against a person suspected to have engaged in serious
criminal activity regardless of when that serious criminal
activity took place. As such, the scheme will operate
retrospectively. However, I do not consider the right in
section 27(2) of the charter act to be relevant to this scheme,
as unexplained wealth proceedings do not involve the
imposition of a penalty for a criminal offence.
Unexplained wealth proceedings are civil, not criminal
proceedings. While a suspicion of criminal activity can form
the basis of an unexplained wealth restraining order,
unexplained wealth proceedings do not result in any finding
of criminal guilt. As discussed above, unexplained wealth
proceedings also do not expose a person to criminal sanctions.
While they can result in forfeiture of unlawfully acquired
property, they cannot result in conviction or imprisonment.
Sentencing Act 1991 amendments
The bill amends the Sentencing Act 1991 to permit the
Magistrates Court to impose a single aggregate community
correction order (CCO) or multiple CCOs in respect of
multiple offences with a total period of up to five years. The
bill also clarifies that the total sentence imposed by the
Magistrates Court in any case must not exceed five years.
This is relevant if the court imposes a sentence of
imprisonment and a CCO in respect of one or more offences
under section 44 of the Sentencing Act 1991.
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The amendments will apply immediately upon
commencement and can be used by courts when sentencing
an offender found guilty of an offence committed prior to the
commencement date. The bill does not limit the right not to
be subject to retrospective penalties in section 27(2) because
it does not increase the maximum penalty that applied to the
offence when it was committed.
Instead, it creates flexibility for the Magistrates Court to
impose a single aggregate CCO or multiple CCOs in respect
of multiple offences with a total period of up to five years. A
CCO can only be imposed with the consent of the offender.
The amendments facilitate the use of CCOs by clarifying how
they may be used in combination with a sentence of
imprisonment, and by allowing the Magistrates Court greater
flexibility when dealing with complex cases with a number of
offences.
Amendments to the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act
2010
The right to privacy under section 13(a) of the charter act is
relevant in respect of these amendments as the bill permits the
Magistrates Court to disclose personal information in relation
to personal safety intervention order applications to the
Dispute Settlement Centre of Victoria (DSCV).
While the right to privacy is relevant in respect of the
provision, the disclosures are neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The information is disclosed to the DSCV for the specific and
legitimate purpose of assessing the suitability of matters for
mediation. There are proper processes through which the
information is divulged and personal information is handled
appropriately and securely. The DSCV is the authorised
provider of mediation services under the PSIO act.
Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 amendments
The bill amends section 4 of the Judicial Proceedings Reports
Act 1958 to clarify that courts and other agencies can share
information with the Sentencing Advisory Council (SAC) and
the Judicial College of Victoria (JCV). This includes
information likely to lead to identification of a victim of a
sexual offence.
The right to privacy under section 13(a) of the charter act may
be relevant to this amendment. The amendment does not
infringe that right, however, as it does not provide for
arbitrary disclosure of information. Rather, it permits
information sharing with statutory entities with a legitimate
need to access the relevant information to support their
statutory functions. Further, it does not affect the existing
prohibition on public disclosure of information likely to lead
to identification of a victim of a sexual offence.
Crimes Act 1958 amendments
The bill will amend the Crimes Act 1958 to provide that a
court may make an order directing a person with knowledge
of a computer or a computer system to assist an officer
executing a search warrant to access a computer or other data
storage device. Section 25(2)(k) of the charter act provides
that a person is entitled ‘not to be compelled to testify against
himself or herself or to confess guilt’. The bill’s provision for
a court order directing a person with knowledge of a
computer or computer system to assist police in gaining
access to a computer or other data storage device is relevant
to this section and arguably limits this right insofar as such
assistance could in some cases lead police to evidence that
incriminates the person assisting police.
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This limitation is necessary and reasonable to respect the
rights and reputation of other persons and to protect public
order. This limitation is justified under section 7(2) of the
charter act because of the serious nature of the crimes being
investigated (such as child exploitation material). The
changes are subject to appropriate safeguards (such
applications for an order having to be made by a police officer
of or above the rank of senior sergeant, and the court having
to be satisfied of a number of matters, including that the
person has relevant knowledge of the computer or device).
The oversight of the court will ensure the orders are issued
appropriately.
Edward O’Donohue, MP
Minister for Liquor and Gaming Regulation
Minister for Corrections
Minister for Crime Prevention

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health).
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Confiscation and Other
Matters) Bill 2014 contains a number of important reforms to
Victorian justice legislation.
Amendments to the Confiscation Act 1997
This bill amends the Confiscation Act 1997 to establish an
unexplained wealth confiscation scheme in Victoria. The
scheme will require people reasonably suspected of criminal
activity, and people reasonably suspected of owning property
that they did not lawfully acquire, to come before a court and
explain the lawful origin of their wealth. If they are unable to
do so, they may face the forfeiture of their property to the
state.
Unexplained wealth laws are a powerful tool to target and
disrupt serious and organised crime. Those who engage in
organised crime do so out of a motivation to maximise profits
to fund their lifestyles, with little regard to the adverse
impacts of their crimes. Organised criminals are also
particularly capable of distancing their criminal profits from
the crimes that generated these profits. Often this is because
those who profit from crime do so by employing others to
commit these crimes, or they employ sophisticated money
laundering techniques. While existing asset confiscations
schemes have achieved a degree of success in depriving those
in organised crime of their profits, there is more that can be
done in this area.
These unexplained wealth laws will place the burden of proof
of explaining the lawful origin of property directly on those
who hold the property, once they come under reasonable
suspicion. This is appropriate, as owners of property are the
ones best placed to explain how they came to own the
property. Existing confiscation laws currently require the
prosecution to trace property through a multitude of
transactions to establish that it is the proceeds of crime. This
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requirement provides those in organised crime many
opportunities to frustrate the operation of the laws by hiding
the origin of their wealth.
The bill includes safeguards to ensure that innocent parties are
not targeted by these new laws. Before unexplained wealth
action can commence, the court must be satisfied that the
property belongs to a person reasonably suspected of serious
criminal activity, or is property reasonably suspected of being
unlawfully acquired. If the court is so satisfied, it will put in
place an unexplained wealth restraining order over the
property, which will prohibit the owner in dealing with the
property in any way, without approval of the court. This will
ensure the assets are not disposed of before the court can
consider whether they were lawfully acquired.
The serious criminal activity that can form the basis of
unexplained wealth action will be limited to a range of
offences, which are generally punishable by five years
imprisonment or more, and are offences that involve the
generation or concealment of criminal wealth. Minor
offending will not lead to unexplained wealth confiscation
action. Unexplained wealth restraining orders sought on the
basis of serious criminal activity will be limited to property
valued at $50 000 or more. This ensures the laws are targeted
at those making significant profits from crime.
Upon the making of an unexplained wealth order the court
may order that an allowance be made from the restrained
assets for the reasonable living and business expenses of the
person. This will ensure a person can continue to support
themselves and their family, and any business they may be
operating, until the lawful origin of their property can be
confirmed.
A person whose property has been restrained by an
unexplained wealth restraining order must satisfy the court,
on the balance of probabilities, that the property was lawfully
acquired. The bill includes safeguards to ensure fraudulent
transactions cannot be relied upon to claim lawful acquisition
of property. It will not be sufficient for a person to claim he or
she received property as a gift. If such a claim is made, the
person must show that the person who gave the gift lawfully
acquired the property. If a person claims he purchased an item
of property, he or she must show the lawful origin of the
funds used to make that purchase. This will ensure, for
example, that a house purchased from the profits of crime is
not considered to be a house that was lawfully acquired.
If a person is unable to establish the lawful acquisition of
property, that property will be forfeited to the state. This will
not occur until a period of at least six months after the
restraining order is made, to ensure there is sufficient time for
parties to establish the lawful acquisition of their property.
The bill includes mechanisms to ensure that persons, such as
family members, are not subjected to undue hardship through
the operation of the unexplained wealth scheme. Once
property has been forfeited, a person unduly affected by the
forfeiture may apply to the court for a payment from the
forfeited assets as relief from hardship caused by the
forfeiture.
Unexplained wealth laws, similar to those included in this
bill, currently exist in all other Australian jurisdictions other
than the Australian Capital Territory. This bill, and the
amendments to the Confiscation Act included in the Criminal
Organisations Control and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014,
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will ensure Victoria has a criminal asset confiscation scheme
consistent with those operating across Australia. Improving
consistency in confiscation laws between jurisdictions in this
way is important to ensure organised crime groups cannot
exploit gaps in a jurisdiction’s legislation.
Increasing national cooperation in the area of unexplained
wealth and criminal asset confiscation was discussed recently
by Australian police ministers and attorneys-general at the
Law, Crime and Community Safety Council. It was agreed at
the meeting in early July that jurisdictions would take steps to
improve the equitable sharing of the proceeds of confiscation
action between jurisdictions. A number of Australian
jurisdictions currently participate in arrangements where the
proceeds of confiscation action by one jurisdiction can be
shared with another jurisdiction whose police force has made
a significant contribution to the recovery of the proceeds.
Provisions in the Confiscation Act currently prevent Victoria
from participating in these arrangements. So while Victoria
Police routinely assists the commonwealth in investigations
which lead to the recovery of significant criminal assets, it is
not possible for the commonwealth to share these proceeds
with Victoria. This bill will make the appropriate
amendments to the Confiscation Act that will allow Victoria
to participate in these equitable sharing arrangements.
Further discussions are being progressed nationally in respect
of asset confiscation laws and equitable sharing arrangements.
These amendments therefore represent a first step in that
process and further amendments to equitable sharing
arrangements may follow.
In addition to these significant changes to Victoria’s asset
confiscation laws, the bill makes a range of amendments to
other pieces of legislation.
Amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991
The bill clarifies the Magistrates Court jurisdiction relating to
community correction orders and provides the court with
greater flexibility when it deals with complex cases with
multiple offences that may require a sentence of greater than
two years.
Currently, under the Sentencing Act 1991, the maximum
period of a CCO that may be imposed by the Magistrates
Court is two years for a single offence or offences founded on
the same facts.
The bill amends the Sentencing Act to permit the Magistrates
Court to impose a single aggregate CCO or multiple CCOs in
respect of multiple offences with a total period of up to five
years.
The bill also clarifies that the total sentence imposed by the
Magistrates Court in any case must not exceed five years.
These amendments together with the government’s other
CCO reforms will facilitate the use of CCOs as a suitable
sentencing option for the courts when dealing with a wide
range of cases.
Amendments to the Summary Offences Act 1966
The bill will amend the Summary Offences Act 1966 to
create an offence of assaulting a registered health practitioner
in the course of providing care or treatment. Those
practitioners covered include general practitioners, nurses,
midwives, dentists, pharmacists, physiotherapists and
psychologists.
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The Victorian government is committed to ensuring the safety
and security of our health practitioners. This legislation sends
a strong message to the community that violence and
aggression against health practitioners is not acceptable.
This amendment builds on the recent Sentencing Amendment
(Assaults on Emergency Workers) Bill 2014 which focuses
on sentences for assaults against emergency workers
providing emergency care.
The new offence will not be limited to a hospital or health
service setting, which will mean that all registered health
practitioners will be covered by the offence, regardless of
where they are conducting their professional duties.
For those health practitioners who work in a hospital the
offence will also cover any incident that occurs in hospital
premises including car parks, foyers and forecourts. Given the
recent attack at the Western Hospital the government will
ensure the safety of our dedicated healthcare professionals
working in hospitals.
The offence will be punishable by six months imprisonment.
Amendments to the Personal Safety Intervention Orders
Act 2010
The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010 (the PSIO
act) aims to increase protection for victims of stalking and
serious prohibited behaviour by providing for court-issued
intervention orders between people who are not family
members. Importantly, the PSIO system also aims to divert
appropriate lower-level interpersonal disputes to mediation.
The court and the Dispute Settlement Centre of Victoria
(DSCV) operate cooperatively to identify matters that may be
suitable for mediation. To support this important
arrangement, this bill will amend the PSIO act to provide that,
on request, the DSCV may be given access to records or
documents held by the court about a PSIO application. This
access is for the purpose of the DSCV assessing whether the
matter is suitable for mediation.
Clarifying that the court can share information with the
DSCV at the earliest stage in the process for applying for a
PSIO will facilitate early referral of matters to the agency best
suited to resolve the particular issues. This will promote
sustainable outcomes for the parties and the efficient use of
court resources.
Amendments to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act
1958
The bill will amend the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act
1958 to make clear that the act does not prevent a disclosure
of information made for the purpose of enabling the
Sentencing Advisory Council and the Judicial College of
Victoria to carry out their statutory functions. The existing
prohibition on publicly distributing information that is likely
to lead to the identification of a victim of a sexual offence will
remain in force.
The amendment will ensure that the Sentencing Advisory
Council and the Judicial College of Victoria continue to
receive sufficient information about sentences in sexual
offence cases to enable them to assist the courts by providing
relevant statistics and other information.
Juries Act 2000 amendments
The bill will also amend the Juries Act 2000 to provide that a
potential juror who has been required to stand aside by the
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Crown must not be empanelled on the jury in that trial; and
must return to the jury pool and may be selected or allocated
to a panel in another trial.
This amendment will address current inconsistencies of
practice, clarify the appropriate procedure and improve the
potential juror’s experience.
Amendments to the Road Safety Camera Commissioner
Act 2011
The bill amends the Road Safety Camera Commissioner Act
to clarify that the commissioner may respond to requests for
information from members of the public about the road safety
camera system.
Amendments to the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Act 1985
This bill contains a technical amendment to the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Act to make clear that a person
convicted of an offence and sentenced to a term of
imprisonment of 10 years or more is prohibited from holding
a licence under that act regardless of whether that offence is
against the law of Victoria, another state, or the
commonwealth.
Amendments to Crimes Act 1958 — access to computers
and data storage devices
The bill will also amend the Crimes Act 1958 to provide that
a court may make an order directing a person with knowledge
of a computer or a computer system to assist an officer
executing a search warrant to access a computer or other data
storage device. This new power is based on a similar power
that exists in the commonwealth Crimes Act 1914.
This new power will assist police in circumstances where a
person refuses to supply passwords or grant access to
encrypted material on computers and other devices. It will
also allow access to ‘off-site’ data that is not on the warrant
premises but is accessible from a computer or other data
storage device that is on the warrant premises. This access is
particularly important for police efforts to address child
exploitation.
Consequential amendments arising from reforms to
complicity
Finally, the bill makes a number of minor consequential
amendments necessary following the changes to the law of
complicity contained within the Crimes Amendment
(Abolition of Defensive Homicide) Bill 2014.
The measures contained in this bill are important measures to
improve the effectiveness of Victoria’s justice system and to
deter serious criminal activity, consistent with the
government’s commitment to the protection of community
safety.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 24 September.
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ADJOURNMENT
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

TAFE funding
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills. On many occasions I, along with
my parliamentary colleagues on this side of the house,
have raised our concerns and disappointment over the
blatant lack of support and disregard shown by this
government in relation to ensuring that Victorians have
access to TAFE education. After consecutive years of
neglect Victoria’s TAFE system is spiralling out of
control. In 2013, 18 300 fewer students completed a
TAFE course than in 2012, and in 2014 there are
45 000 fewer students enrolled in governmentsubsidised training than in 2012. I ask the minister
where this carnage will end.
This government has failed Victorians, young and old,
who are seeking to educate themselves in the skills they
need to become employable. In my electorate there has
been a 2 per cent fall in the total number of students
enrolled in government-subsidised training from 2012
to 2014, and I am afraid that my electorate is not an
isolated occurrence; in fact there have been drops of as
much as 26 per cent in Loddon Mallee and 25 per cent
in Barwon south-western region.
Despite these figures, which have been significant for
quite some time now, this government has proved to
Victoria that TAFE is not its priority. In fact it has done
everything in its power to take away resources and
funding from TAFE and redirect them elsewhere, such
as a tunnel that Victoria does not need. As a result
unemployment rates in Victoria have reached heights
which have not been seen in this state for years. In
addition, unemployment among 15 to 24-year-olds in
Victoria peaked at 16 per cent in February 2014, higher
than at any period under the Bracks or Brumby
governments. I ask the minister: how will this
government rectify these problems, which have been
created by the government’s hands, and make TAFE
available to all in Victoria once again, and what plans
does the government have to get young people back
into the workforce?

Avoca Shire Turf Club
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Racing and Premier, the Honourable Denis
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Napthine. A passionate advocate for country racing, the
Premier has taken an active interest in regional racing
and is often seen trackside, enjoying being among the
crowds that support local racing clubs. With the
economic value of country racing realising over
$940 million and with over 43 000 participants, country
racing is a big employer and wealth generator for
regional Victoria.
My matter concerns the Avoca Shire Turf Club, which
is seeking support for stage 2 of its race day safety
project. The mounting yard and viewing area are under
construction, but further funding is required to complete
the project. Over 6000 racegoers from all over Victoria
attend the Pyrenees Winemakers Avoca Cup, with over
150 volunteers from local communities. The Natte
Bealiba Football Netball Club, the local Country Fire
Authority and Landcare groups all contribute to the
day. The club is founded on the support of the
community, its volunteers and the 14 dedicated
committee persons, who all help to showcase the race
events. I congratulate the Pyrenees winemakers as the
naming rights sponsors and the 11 wineries that will
showcase their wines. The economic value of racing
events like the Avoca Cup is critical to the retailers of
towns like Avoca, with accommodation booked out in
the Pyrenees region and also in Ballarat and
Maryborough. The bus lines are doing a roaring trade,
heeding the Transport Accident Commission message
of responsible driving.
The real issue is about the Avoca Cup on Sunday,
18 October, an important regional racing fixture for the
Pyrenees region. Whilst I have had the pleasure of
announcing upgrades on stage 1 of the racecourse with
club CEO Kate Kirkpatrick, stage 2 of the upgrade of
the turf club is critical to the success of the cup and the
Christmas races on 6 December. I ask the Minister for
Racing, the Premier, to seek support from Country
Racing Victoria for completion of stage 2 of the project
at the Avoca Shire Turf Club in time for the cup and
Christmas races on 6 December.

Kindergarten funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) —
President, I seek clarification whether it will be the
Minister for Planning who will be responding to my
adjournment matter, given that the Minister for Health,
Mr Davis, and the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, Ms Lovell, are both in the
house at the moment and that I could choose to direct
my adjournment matter to either of those ministers.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! As I understand it,
Mr Guy is responding to matters raised on the
adjournment this evening.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you very much,
President. I am disappointed, as my matter this evening
is for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. I hope the minister avails herself of the
opportunity to respond.
I wish to express my deep concern about the secret deal
the Napthine government has done with the Abbott
federal government with regard to the 12 months of
further funding for 15 hours of kindergarten, because
there are a lot of questions that remain about this issue.
When the Abbott government announced recently that
it would extend funding for 15 hours of kindergarten in
2015 Minister Lovell’s first response was to pat herself
on the back for a job well done. Her response was
utterly premature. The uncertainty remains about what
will happen in 12 months time.
A secret deal has been done between the Premier and
the Prime Minister on this issue. We expect that a reelected Napthine government — hopefully that will
never happen — will quietly roll over on this when the
state election is out of the way. Only Labor will stand
up to Tony Abbott and fight for a new national
partnership agreement to ensure that the federal
government continues to contribute funding towards
15 hours of kindergarten.
We had the absurd situation where Sussan Ley, the
federal Assistant Minister for Education, used the
excuse of the Productivity Commission’s inquiry into
child care and early childhood learning to avoid resigning a new national partnership agreement. Given
that the federal minister would have known of the
timing of the Productivity Commission’s final report at
the time that the federal budget was handed down, it is
totally beyond comprehension why she put
kindergartens all around Australia through five months
of uncertainty and anxiety and did not announce this in
the first place. It looks to me that the federal
government was preparing to pull out of kindergarten
funding altogether, particularly when one considers
Sussan Ley’s comments in the past where she said that
funding kindergartens is not a commonwealth
responsibility.
Labor was a strong supporter of the community
campaign undertaken by Early Learning Association
Australia, as well as kindergarten committees, parents
and volunteers, calling on the Abbott government to
retain funding for 15 hours of kindergarten. It was these
combined efforts that directly influenced the extension
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announcement. However, the 12-month funding
extension is nothing more than a cynical ploy to take
the heat out of this issue at the upcoming Victorian,
New South Wales and Queensland state elections.
Minister Lovell had the opportunity earlier this week to
shed some light on the details of this announcement but
could not do so. It has been almost two weeks since the
federal government’s announcement, but Minister
Lovell still does not appear to know any of the detail.
The questions are: what will be the allocation of
funding to Victoria, and will it be at the same level as in
2013–14?
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — On a point of order,
President, I query whether this matter is not breaching
your rulings on setpiece speeches rather than raising a
genuine matter for the adjournment.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, President,
the matter is an issue that is of significant concern to
kindergartens around Victoria. I am seeking to ask the
minister to provide further advice about the funding
allocation to Victoria in response to the federal
government’s announcement. That announcement
directly impacts on the ability of Victorian
kindergartens to provide 15 hours beyond 2015.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr O’Brien
for raising his point of order. I must say that I was
going to make some comments along that line myself
when the member had finished. Last evening on the
adjournment I suggested that Mr Ondarchie had
provided what I regard as a setpiece speech.
In relation to tonight’s contribution — not the issue
itself, because clearly the issue is a relevant issue, and it
is most appropriate that Ms Mikakos seeks the further
information she wishes to have from the minister —
there is little doubt in my mind that in the way the
matter has been presented, including some editorial
commentary that has been in it, I must concur with
Mr O’Brien that this has all the hallmarks of a setpiece
speech as distinct from what the adjournment is
supposed to be about in terms of simply providing
some context to the question or action that is sought. As
I said, I made those remarks about Mr Ondarchie’s
contribution last night. I make the same remarks
tonight. I am happy for that adjournment item to be
completed tonight. I think Mr O’Brien has probably
picked up on that item because I suggested on another
occasion that he had also made a speech which
resembled a set piece, so he is obviously attentive to
that issue.
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Members should recognise that the adjournment debate
is an opportunity to provide context to their question or
request for action and not another opportunity to deliver
a speech that might well be a press release.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — I am attempting to reform
my wicked ways.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am very pleased to
hear it that. It has only taken four years.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am setting out context because
it is important that people understand the context. I am
seeking from the minister some clarification around the
allocation of funding to Victoria. Will it be at the same
level as 2013–14? Will it include funds for kindergarten
infrastructure, particularly in light of the minister’s
failure to provide any money in the 2014–15 state
budget for capital infrastructure?
I call on the minister to advise what the funding
allocation to Victoria will be for this 12-month
extension of funding.

Sunbury municipality
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government. It follows his recent visit to Sunbury,
where he met with locals as well as Mr Elsbury and me,
Mrs Millar and the Liberal candidate for the seat of
Sunbury — and, we hope, the first Liberal member for
Sunbury — Jo Hagan. The minister announced in that
meeting that he would be going ahead with a new
municipality — the city of Sunbury. This is an issue
that has been ongoing for some 20 years and an issue I
was involved in back in the 1990s when I represented
that area in the lower house.
The minister, Mr Bull, announced that the city of
Sunbury would be given the go-ahead by this
government, and those who have followed this issue for
a long time will know that back in 1999 the Labor Party
first promised the people of Sunbury a vote on this
issue. It has recycled that promise a couple of times
since then, but it was this government that allowed the
people of Sunbury to have their say when it ordered a
vote on the issue last year. The vote was overwhelming,
not just in Sunbury but right throughout the city of
Hume, that Sunbury should be allowed to leave Hume
and set up its own municipality.
It seems that there is now a campaign by the Hume
council and by a number of Labor MPs, including the
outgoing member for Yuroke and the member for
Broadmeadows in the Assembly, to attempt to subvert
the wishes of the people of Sunbury and those of the
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city of Hume, as expressed in a democratic vote. That is
of deep concern to a lot of people. There is deep
concern that if there is a change of government on
29 November, the new government will dump the
concept of the city of Sunbury and deny the people of
Sunbury their democratic wish.
Therefore I ask the minister as a matter of urgency to
gazette the new city of Sunbury so that the wishes and
long-held desires of the people of Sunbury are
respected and they can have their own municipality. I
should also say that as a resident of the township of
Bulla my home will also be in that new municipality. I
ask the minister to ensure that he gazettes the new city
of Sunbury before the Labor Party has a chance to
knock it on the head.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
four matters to respond to. One is from Mr Eideh, and it
is for the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. It
concerns TAFEs, and I will have a response prepared
for him.
There is a matter for the Premier and Minister for
Racing from Mr Ramsay, and it relates to the sport of
country racing, which is a terrific adjournment matter. I
will have a written response prepared for him.
There is also a matter for the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development from Ms Mikakos in
relation to 15 hours of kindergarten. As a father whose
middle son is going to kindergarten at the moment I
know that will continue next year, and I put on the
record my thanks to Ms Lovell for the work she has
done to ensure that my son will be able to maintain his
15 hours of kinder. I thank Minister Lovell for the work
she has done. It is fantastic, and I am very appreciative.
However, in response to Ms Mikakos’s adjournment
matter, I will have a written response prepared for her.
I thank Mr Finn for raising a matter for the Minister for
Local Government, Tim Bull, in relation to the Sunbury
Out of Hume campaign, which will result in the new
city of Sunbury, something Mr Finn as a former
member for Tullamarine in the Assembly and now as a
member for the Western Metropolitan Region has been
championing. This will be a very good outcome for the
people of Sunbury. I will have a written response
prepared for him on the matter he has raised because it
is a very important matter and one on which he has
done a massive amount of work to achieve a great
result for people in Sunbury and Bulla. I congratulate
Mr Finn and, as I said, I will have a written response
prepared for him.
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I have written responses for adjournment matters raised
by Ms Pulford on 26 June, Mr Leane on 5 August and
Ms Lewis on 19 August.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development has
indicated that she is prepared to dispatch the matter that
was raised in respect of her portfolio in the adjournment
debate tonight.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I respond to the
alarming and scaremongering adjournment matter
raised tonight by the shadow minister for children,
Ms Mikakos. One thing that has been said to me by the
sector — and this is by people who are probably more
on the shadow minister’s side of Parliament than on this
side — is, ‘We hope you win the election because we
want you to stay as our minister’. They are not
impressed with the scaremongering by the opposition
that goes on when it comes to early childhood issues.
They are impressed by our commitment to quality and
our commitment to standing up to federal governments
of both persuasions and delivering for early childhood
services in Victoria.
I was delighted when the federal minister rang to tell
me she had allocated $406 million for next year.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I know it disappointed
Ms Mikakos, but I was delighted because children in
Victoria will get their 15 hours of kindergarten.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — You tweeted and gave me
the credit for it. You said I had secured a deal ahead of
the state election. You were the one that gave me the
credit for it, and I am happy to take that credit.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister to
direct her remarks through the Chair.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The sharing arrangements
for that $406 million will be exactly the same as they
were under the national partnership put in place by the
Labor government, which is on a share of the
population base of four-year-olds, so we will get our
fair share of that $406 million based on the number of
four-year-olds in Victoria.
Let me go through the history of these agreements. A
national partnership was put in place covering five
years and it expired in July 2013. In that first national
partnership the then federal Labor government signed
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up, with all the states and territories, to a commitment
that said when that agreement expired there would be
an ongoing national agreement for the funding of
additional hours of kindergarten. The Gillard federal
government reneged on that when the agreement
expired in July last year. The states were not offered an
ongoing national agreement for payment of that
funding, and an 18-month extension with decreased
funding was put in place. The Labor federal budget at
the time allocated $460 million per year for ongoing
payment of the national partnership, but that figure was
cut back to $406 million — the same amount the
current federal government is now offering.
In response to the shadow minister’s accusations about
the investment in kindergartens, I am proud to say that I
have put on the table more than $120 million in grants
for kindergartens. These have been well received
around the state. I stand here tonight with a piece of
paper in my hand which details 643 grants for
kindergartens in this grants round alone. Around 90 of
those grants went into the electorate of Ms Mikakos,
but she is so disconnected from her local kindergartens
that she does not realise how grateful they are for these
grants and for all the capital funding we have put into
her electorate.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
minister is now engaging in a set speech and is
editorialising. She has not responded to the specific
questions that I put to her. I specifically asked how
much money Victoria will get and whether it will cover
infrastructure. If the minister wants to dispatch the
matter, she should address the questions that were put
to her.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I dare say that if the
funding operates the way it does with primary schools,
there will be a census day, probably in February, at
which time they will decide how many students fall into
the category and that will determine the funding. Until
that census day the amount of funding will not be
known. I am not sure the minister is in a position to
respond directly on the quantum of money for Victoria
because that is an unknown factor until that census day.
As far as it being a set speech goes, the minister has
done pretty well because she has obviously created a set
speech on her feet. The trap that members fall into with
set speeches is when they come in with a written speech
and it reads like a set speech. The difference is someone
like Mr Finn who has notes and makes a speech but it
does not come across as a set speech because he refers
to his notes rather than reads them. There is a difference
in terms of the impression that the house gets on set
speeches. I do not accept that the minister is delivering
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a set speech. I accept that she may well be debating the
matter, but in the sense of a minister’s response the
rules on adjournment responses from ministers are not
as strict as they are in question time. I referred to the
minister’s dilemma in meeting both the specific
question and the interjections from Ms Mikakos.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I have given the answer
on the sharing arrangements — that is, it will be on the
basis of the population share of four-year-olds. I
consider this matter now discharged.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
minister is asserting that the matter is discharged. She
has not responded to my question. If, as you have
suggested, President, it is the case that she cannot
specify the quantum of money, then she should say so,
but she has not asserted that. If she has not asserted that,
then the matter has not been responded to.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As far as I am
concerned, and in accordance with standing orders and
the expectations of the house, the minister discharged
the matter in her response this evening. If Ms Mikakos
wants to pursue it further, she should put a question on
notice to the minister.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.00 p.m.
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