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MAGNA CARTA ANNIVERSARY
Tuesday, 23 June 2015

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 23 June 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.07 p.m. and read the prayer.

1861

The PRESIDENT — Order! I know that all
members in this place express their sympathies to
Mr Seitz’s family, friends and those people whom he
worked with over so many years in public service.

MAGNA CARTA ANNIVERSARY

ABSENCE OF ACTING CLERK

The PRESIDENT — Order! Consistent with a
statement that was made by the Speaker in the
Legislative Assembly, I draw members’ attention to the
fact that on 15 June people around the world celebrated
a special moment in human history by honouring
800th anniversary of the Magna Carta. Today it is
pertinent to recognise that anniversary and all it
represents in terms of our parliamentary system here in
Victoria.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to advise the house that our Acting Clerk, Andrew
Young, has had a bereavement in his family. His father
passed away. The Acting Clerk will not be with us
today, but he is likely to be with us for the remainder of
the week. Our sympathies go to Andrew and his family,
particularly Andrew’s mother.

The Magna Carta was a document of its time, but it
became a symbol for all time and certainly for
democracies around the world. When King John placed
his seal on the Great Charter of his rebellious barons, he
accepted that a ruler could no longer be beyond the law.
Instead, the rule of law and the fundamental rights of
human beings became principles that would over time
become enshrined in the system of government we now
enjoy today and share with so many people around the
world.

Message read advising royal assent on 16 June to:

What makes this anniversary so special is the enduring
legacy of the Magna Carta. It is woven into the fabric of
our parliamentary system. Our separation of powers can
be traced back to the events at Runnymede in 1215, as
can the legal framework under which we all live. While
the words on the parchment of the Magna Carta have
aged, the principles are timeless. They are as relevant
and real for us today as they were 800 years ago. As
this Parliament that can link its authority back to the
Magna Carta, I urge members to think about the value
and importance of that document in history and what it
has provided by way of assistance to all citizens in
establishing their rights and the democratic principles
we enjoy today.

CONDOLENCES
George Seitz
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is with sadness that I
wish to advise that Mr George Seitz, a former member
of the other place — indeed a member with 28 years of
service to this Parliament — died recently. He was the
member for Keilor from 1980 to 2010, and as a mark of
respect I ask members to stand in their places for
1 minute’s silence in memory of Mr Seitz.
Honourable members stood in their places.

ROYAL ASSENT

Justice Legislation Amendment Act 2015
Statute Law Revision Act 2015
Wrongs Amendment (Prisoner Related
Compensation) Act 2015.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is pertinent at this
time that I convey to the house a ruling I have made on
matters that were brought before the Chair in the last
sitting week in respect of Mr Somyurek’s position as a
minister. I make the following ruling in respect of
Mr Somyurek’s position.
The status of a minister in this chamber is a difficult
matter for the Chair to rule on. If a minister does not
attend the house, that is an issue that only the house
may choose to address. However, if a question without
notice or some other procedure that relates to
ministerial responsibility is put to a minister who is said
to have stood aside, the Chair is placed in a difficult
position.
Two sitting weeks ago the Leader of the Government
advised the house that ‘until further notice the Premier
is the acting Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade’ and that he, as Leader of the Government in
the house, continues to answer questions on behalf of
the Premier. At that time, to the best of my
understanding, Minister Somyurek had not resigned his
commission or had it revoked by the Governor and had
not ceased being a minister for the purposes of salary.
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At the time Minister Somyurek did not attend the
chamber, so the question of whether he could be asked
a question without notice did not come to a head. In
response to the uncertainty of the status of a minister in
the chamber in terms of ministerial responsibility the
Clerk looked into the approach taken in other
jurisdictions.
In summary, there are some jurisdictions that simply
take at face value the advice provided by the Leader of
the Government in the house without any requirement
for more formal advice or evidence of the minister
having stood down. Other jurisdictions report that
arrangements are made clearer than appears to be the
case I am dealing with now, because the minister
resigns, the minister does not resign but formally stands
aside by forgoing their ministerial salary and/or another
minister is formally commissioned to take on acting
responsibilities for the minister who is temporarily
stood aside, or there is a clear view in one jurisdiction
that if the minister attends the chamber, they could be
asked questions without notice even if temporary
appointments are in place.
In other words, there is very little precedence in other
jurisdictions for a minister previously commissioned by
the Governor to be considered anything other than a
minister with full ministerial responsibility if no other
minister has been commissioned to be responsible for
their portfolios on at least a temporary basis.
As Chair I accept that Mr Somyurek was a minister at
the commencement of this 58th Parliament on the basis
of, firstly and most influentially, the Victoria
Government Gazette of 4 December 2014, which
affirmed that His Excellency the Governor had
appointed various ministers for specified portfolios,
including Mr Somyurek as Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade; and secondly but less
influentially, the statement of the Leader of the
Government to this house on the first day of the
58th Parliament in which he outlined the
responsibilities of ministers in this house. If the Leader
of the Government had made no such statement, I
would have still relied on the gazette to know who the
ministers are in this house.
I am not aware of any gazette subsequent to that of
4 December 2014 in which another minister has been
appointed, even if temporarily, to undertake
responsibility for small business, innovation and trade.
Therefore I think the circumstances of two sitting
weeks ago are best characterised as
Minister Somyurek’s duties having been referred to the
Premier.
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If Mr Somyurek had attended the house at the time, I
would have allowed a question without notice to be
directed to him in relation to his ministerial
responsibilities and I would not have ruled that it be
directed to Minister Jennings. This is an important point
that should inform the house in future if it should ever
arise again that a minister is said to have stood aside yet
retains their ministerial salary, attends the house and the
house is not provided with reasonable information
about how acting minister arrangements have been
made.
On Thursday of the last sitting week two developments
altered this ruling. Mr Somyurek formally advised the
house by way of personal explanation that he had stood
down from his ministerial responsibilities to allow an
independent investigation to occur and that he had
written to the Secretary of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet requesting a hold on his ministerial salary
pending the outcome of that investigation.
The Leader of the Government, Mr Jennings, then
advised the house that by written instrument of 23 May
2015 the Premier had appointed himself as acting
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade with
immediate effect until such time as the instrument is
revoked. Mr Jennings further advised that by virtue of
the new arrangement he would be the minister
representing the Premier in the Council in relation to
questions covering this portfolio area.
The statements of Mr Somyurek and Mr Jennings have
a bearing on what, if any, questions I would consider
are allowed by standing orders to be put to
Mr Somyurek in this house. Standing order 8.01(1)(a)
states that questions may be put to:
ministers of the Crown relating to public affairs for which the
minister is directly connected, or has responsibility when
representing a minister from the Assembly, or to any matter
of administration for which the minister is responsible …

The following are the requirements that must be
satisfied in determining if and what questions may be
put to Mr Somyurek in his capacity as a minister in this
place: firstly, whether Mr Somyurek is a minister of the
Crown; secondly, what constitutes either public affairs
for which Mr Somyurek, as a minister, is directly
connected or any matter of administration for which he,
as the minister, is responsible; and thirdly, whether
Mr Somyurek has responsibility representing a minister
from the Assembly.
Following that sitting week Mr Rich-Phillips wrote to
me on this matter asking me to consider the following
points in making my ruling; I also indicate that
Mr Davis in a point of order on that occasion raised
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similar matters. The points put to me by
Mr Rich-Phillips were that in the absence either of
Mr Somyurek tendering his resignation to the Governor
or of his commission being withdrawn by the Governor
on advice of the Premier, Mr Somyurek continues to be
a minister of the Crown under section 50 of the
Constitution Act 1975 by virtue of his appointment by
commission of the Governor on 4 December 2014;
given the advice of the Leader of the Government that
the Premier has assumed acting responsibility for
Mr Somyurek’s portfolios it may not be in order to ask
questions relating to current activities in these portfolios
as he is no longer directly connected with them; and in
relation to public affairs or matters of administration
with which Mr Somyurek is connected or for which he
is responsible, the requirements of standing
order 8.01(1)(a) are met and questions on those matters
are in order, and this would extend to questions relating
to the allegations made against Mr Somyurek and his
involvement in subsequent events, including the
Department of Premier and Cabinet investigation.
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the Victoria Government Gazette. On this basis I
consider that questions can be put to Mr Somyurek in
accordance with standing order 8.01(1)(a).
However, the Premier’s instrument does effect a change
in the current ministerial arrangements in terms of
portfolio allocation, and this has a bearing on what
matters may be canvassed in questions put to
Mr Somyurek. It falls on me therefore to determine
what scope there is to validly ask Mr Somyurek
questions on public affairs for which he, as a minister,
is directly connected or any matter of administration for
which he, as a minister, is responsible. In considering
how this requirement would apply to the small
business, innovation and trade portfolio, I refer to
May’s Parliamentary Practice, 24th edition — it is a
pity that Mr Viney is not here for this — which states
on page 357:
A question should be addressed to the minister who is
primarily responsible. It is for the government to decide
which minister will answer …

Keeping in mind what would have formed the basis of
my ruling prior to the statements of Mr Jennings and
Mr Somyurek last sitting week, and taking into
consideration the correspondence I received from
Mr Rich-Phillips, I make the following ruling in an
attempt to provide some clarity and a basis on which
the house may proceed if it is to put questions to
Mr Somyurek.

House of Representatives Practice, 6th edition, also
provides guidance on page 549, stating:

In relation to Mr Somyurek’s status as a minister of the
Crown, as I have already stated, I am of the view that
Mr Somyurek was a minister at the commencement of
the 58th Parliament based on the notice published in the
Victoria Government Gazette on 4 December 2014.
While I note that Mr Somyurek has opted to forgo his
ministerial salary pending the outcome of an
investigation, this in itself has no impact on his holding
an active commission from the Governor.

The house has been advised in the previous two sitting
weeks that the Premier has taken over Mr Somyurek’s
ministerial responsibilities in an acting capacity and that
Mr Jennings continues to represent the Premier in the
Council. Taking the guidance of May and House of
Representatives Practice together with the Leader of
the Government’s advice, I consider that questions in
relation to the small business, innovation and trade
portfolio should be directed to the Special Minister of
State as the minister representing the Premier in the
Council. Further, the allocation of ministers
representing Assembly ministers is based solely on the
advice of the government, and on this basis I consider
that questions in relation to Assembly portfolios that
were previously directed through Mr Somyurek should
now be addressed to the Special Minister of State.

I also note that, as advised by the Leader of the
Government, the Premier has issued an instrument
appointing himself as acting minister for
Mr Somyurek’s portfolios until further notice. I accept
that it is the prerogative of the Premier to allocate
portfolio responsibilities within the ministry as he or
she sees fit; however, this does not have the effect of
terminating a minister’s commission, as that power is
vested in the Governor.
Therefore I am inclined to agree with Mr Rich-Phillips
that, in the absence of his commission being terminated
by the Governor, Mr Somyurek continues to be a
minister of the Crown under the Constitution Act 1975
until such time as advice to the contrary is published in

Questions may not be put to one minister … about the
ministerial responsibilities of another except that questions
may be put to ministers acting in another portfolio. Where a
question may involve the responsibility of more than one
minister, it should be directed to the minister most
responsible.

I am now left to determine whether any other matters
may validly be put to Mr Somyurek under standing
order 8.01(1)(a). In doing so, I wish to draw members’
attention to my ruling of 5 May 2011 in which I
clarified that I considered a public affair under standing
order 8.01 would need to be a matter that impacts upon
the role, responsibility and performance of a minister to
be considered in order. I also listed the grounds upon
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which I considered questions would be ruled out of
order as being outside government administration.
Further, I refer to page 640 of Odgers’ Australian
Senate Practice, 13th edition, which states:
Questions may be put to a minister relating to the public
affairs with which the minister is officially connected, to
proceedings pending in Parliament, or to any matter of
administration for which the minister is responsible in a
personal or representative capacity.

On this basis I consider matters regarding a minister’s
conduct in relation to interaction with their ministerial
staff and the staff of their department and satellite
agencies to fall within their ministerial responsibility,
and therefore these are matters which may be canvassed
in questions under standing order 8.01(1)(a). I consider
this would extend to include questions put to
Mr Somyurek regarding the allegations made against
him and subsequent connected events with which he
has been involved, including the Department of Premier
and Cabinet investigation.
I would like to clarify something with Mr Jennings. In
the previous sitting week Mr Jennings advised us that
he had temporary responsibility in relation to the
environment portfolio. I understand that is a continuing
position.
Mr Jennings — Yes, that is correct.
The PRESIDENT — Members are advised that
Minister Jennings is still responsible for that portfolio in
an acting capacity.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Given that the Leader of the
Government has previously outlined that all ministers
must adhere to the ministerial code of conduct, can the
minister advise whether he has read the ministerial code
of conduct and acknowledged his responsibilities to all
aspects of the code?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I advise that I will be taking
all questions today on notice, and I take this question on
notice.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
The code states that ministers must be required to

Tuesday, 23 June 2015

resign if the Premier is satisfied that they have breached
or failed to comply with the code. Did the minister offer
or did the Premier seek his resignation on Saturday,
23 May 2015, as per the ministerial code of conduct?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I will take it on notice.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. The convention is that ministers
are present for question time. Was the minister
instructed to stay away from Parliament between
26 May and 28 May, and if so, by whom?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I refer to my original
statement. I will take that on notice.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his very succinct answer. Can the
minister advise whether the Leader of the Government,
Mr Jennings, was in the room when the minister was
instructed to stay away from Parliament or was aware
of this instruction?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I will take it on notice. My
taking these questions on notice does not mean I agree
or disagree with any of these statements. I am merely
taking all questions today on notice.
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I
understand that when a minister is unsure of an answer,
it is totally within his purview to take those questions
on notice so that he can come back with the information
after he has been able to find out the details. However,
these questions are purely to do with Mr Somyurek’s
knowledge. He and he alone knows the answer to these
stories. Going away and finding out the answer is not
going to increase his knowledge of the question that has
been put to him. He has the answers; he is simply
refusing to give this house those answers.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, my
point of order is in relation to — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not in response to
Mr Drum’s point of order?
Mr Jennings — No. In fact I am not going to debate
with Mr Drum. I wish to raise a point of order in
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relation to the line of questions that Mr Ondarchie has
just raised with Mr Somyurek.
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President,
correct me if I am wrong, but previously you have
undertaken in rulings that, because these matters are
being investigated by somebody in relation to the
conduct of the office as well as the allegation itself, it is
inappropriate to answer any questions that may
somehow interfere with those two investigations.
Mr Barber — On the point of order, President, I
listened carefully to your ruling at the time, and I do not
believe that was your ruling. In fact it would mean that
any minister under any kind of cloud could not be
questioned because they were subject to an
investigation, and that investigation clearly cannot
override the privilege of Parliament.
Mrs Peulich — On the same point of order,
President, the conventions of this chamber, as well as
others, is that matters that are sub judice may be
deemed to be out of bounds of our standing orders and
questions, but I think this matter is entirely within the
parameters of the role of this chamber.
Mr Davis — Further to Mr Drum’s point of order,
President, standing order 8.01(2) says:
Questions may be asked orally without notice for immediate
reply and placed on the notice paper for written reply.

Mr Drum’s essential point is that these matters are
within the knowledge of the member. They are not
matters that require technical detail or would require the
minister to come back with a considered response. The
fact is these are questions he could answer now, and the
clear spirit of 8.01(2) is that questions may be asked
orally without notice for immediate reply.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I first take the point
that was raised by Mr Barber and Mrs Peulich. I accept
their view of my previous position and the position that
I think a Chair ought to adopt in these matters, because
as Mr Barber rightly points out, if you had a minister or
a member who was under any sort of cloud — to use
that terminology — then it would be fairly easy to
avoid the scrutiny of the Parliament by simply not
attending or by not participating fully and providing the
house with suitable explanations of behaviour or
conduct. That would be a significant detriment to the
proceedings of the Parliament and to the responsibilities
of the Parliament to explore matters that were of public
interest and that were important in terms of ministerial
conduct.
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Whilst members and ministers may from time to time
have problems within their careers that are likely to be
subject to some scrutiny by this house, by the media
and people outside this Parliament, they nevertheless
have a responsibility as servants of the people and as
people with a public office commission to actually be
here and make an explanation to the Parliament. That is
the point that was made by both Mr Barber and
Mrs Peulich. In terms of sub judice, there is not a
sub judice position in this in my view. As Mr Jennings
says, I do not think anyone has argued that that was the
case at any rate.
With respect to Mr Drum’s point of order as to whether
the minister is entitled to not provide an explanation to
the Parliament on this day but to suggest that he will
take those matters on notice, I make two points. One of
them is that the minister, by doing so, effectively only
has a reprieve of 24 hours, because the written
responses would need to be in tomorrow. Whilst I am
not in a position to direct a minister on how they should
answer a question, and that is certainly the case in terms
of how Mr Somyurek might deal with matters today, I
would be attentive to the information that was put in a
written response to those questions.
I am cautious in the respect that there is an investigation
underway and Mr Somyurek’s rights and entitlements
as a member need to be respected by due process. That
is a point that Mr Dalidakis has made, and that is a
relevant consideration. Nonetheless, in adopting an
approach in terms of his answers, Mr Somyurek allows
the house to form opinions and interpretations of the
matters which he does or does not canvass. As I said in
respect of his answers, I am not in a position to tell a
minister how they should answer a question directly,
albeit under the current standing orders I have an
opportunity to request that ministers who do not
provide an apposite answer to a question ought to
furnish this house with a written explanation or a
written answer to that question, and we have time
frames for that. To this point Mr Somyurek has
indicated that he is taking those questions on notice. In
that sense, as I said, the reprieve is only 24 hours,
because I will be expecting written answers to these
questions tomorrow.
Mr Drum — Thank you for that explanation,
President. On a further point of order, President, I put it
to you that the actions of Minister Somyurek are not
within the spirit of the house. Mr Ondarchie’s question
was clear and basic, and the answers clearly lie within
the minister’s knowledge. For him not to be responsive
to the question but to in effect enter into what I consider
to be a delaying tactic means that he may be able to
come back tomorrow with a response that may or may
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not be acceptable and that may or may not enable
further scrutiny of this issue. This could very easily be
seen as not being within the spirit of the house. It could
be a delaying tactic that will enable him and his party to
get through to the winter break without the scrutiny it
deserves.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house can draw
its own conclusions based on the responses that are
provided to the questions. I would have thought that
Mr Somyurek might have the ability to answer some of
the matters that have been put to him so far, but he has
indicated that he will respond by taking them on notice.
Therefore I expect the responses tomorrow. Whether or
not it is within the spirit of the house is not a matter I
would want to determine. We have processes, and
Mr Somyurek is availing himself of those processes. I
do not have an ability to direct him to answer those
questions today given that he has given the house an
undertaking that he will provide those answers in
writing tomorrow. To some extent Mr Somyurek’s
decision to do so is to ensure that the answers he
provides are not only responsive to the questions put to
him but also do not trample his rights as a member in
respect of the investigation that is continuing.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, in
the spirit of you wishing to exercise the judgement of
Solomon in your ruling today and the way in which it
plays out in the Parliament, I would have thought that
the nature of your ruling today would have led to the
circumstance where questions today would be fairly
contested in relation to their appropriate scope and the
member’s right to exercise his view about the
appropriate response, which actually demonstrates his
respect for the chamber and also protects his rights. In
acknowledging that that is basically what you have just
confirmed in your commentary on these matters, I seek
to draw your attention to a ruling which you issued
earlier in the session and which dealt with guidelines on
the nature of questions. In those guidelines you
expressed an expectation that not only were answers to
be factual and succinct but that there was an obligation
on those who asked questions to not, in the framing of
the question, assert facts that may or may not be true.
I draw your attention to that ruling in the context of the
supplementary question asked by Mr Ondarchie,
because in his supplementary question he asked the
member whether I was in fact in attendance at a
meeting, which is a matter I have already placed on the
public record — I was in attendance at the meeting that
took place between the minister and the Premier on
23 May. However, he then asserted as fact a
construction of the conversation, which I have already
on the public record disputed as a fact. The mere
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restatement in his question of that assertion does not
make it a fact. I encourage you, President, to consider
the nature of the supplementary question and whether it
is in order with your ruling, to consider other questions
that may be structured in such a way that they assert
knowledge that the questioner cannot possibly know
and to consider if there are any facts that have been put
on the public record in this chamber that contradict that
assertion. Within the scope of that question and further
questions, I encourage you to be mindful of your
previous guidance to us.
Ms Wooldridge — On the point of order, President,
and on the Leader of the Government’s points first, I
think you have given us great clarity today in your
ruling on what is suitable to be asked in terms of
questions. I do not think you have left that open to
debate or dispute. You, President, have been very clear
about what is acceptable. I would put the opposite view
to that of the Leader of the Government. Many times
your rulings have been in relation to questions and that
the capacity to answer questions is what allows a
response to either answer it or answer it in the negative
or the positive. Under the standing orders we are not
allowed to ask for an opinion. In fact the standing
orders require that we ask factual questions. If the
minister then chooses to dispute that fact, that response
is entirely within their purview. That is what you have
ruled time and again. The framing of a question, not
only the supplementary question from Mr Ondarchie, in
many cases asserts a position which the minister then
has the capacity to reject, accept or explain. This is
clearly a question that is very much within the standing
orders and is consistent with your previous rulings.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the Leader of
the Government for his point of order and the Leader of
the Opposition for her perspective on that point of order
and further comments. On this occasion I concur with
the Leader of the Government and would strike out the
supplementary question and not require a written
response to that, because I believe this question, as it is
framed, almost goes to verballing the minister in the
sense that it states as a fact that the minister, as it were,
was instructed to stay away, when in fact the
substantive question asked whether or not he was.
Having sought an answer to that question, to then
assert, ‘No? It’s a fact that you were’, is not in order.
Mr Jennings, as part of his point of order, which
probably went a little further than a point of order, has
reiterated to the house that he was at that meeting, so
whilst that was not relevant in my consideration of the
point of order, it certainly indicated to the house that
some of the supplementary question has already been
established as a matter of fact. But putting this
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proposition as a fact, when the first question suggested
that the opposition is not sure whether or not it is a fact,
is not in order. Therefore the substantive question will
stand, and I will be seeking a written response from
Mr Somyurek on that matter but not on the
supplementary question in this case.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — This
is a matter that I will have to seek some additional
information on because I do not know the conditions of
his employment status at this point in time, apart from
the fact that I know that he is still in the employ of the
government.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade

Regional network development plan

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is also to Minister
Somyurek. Did he liaise with anyone in the Premier’s
office in the preparation of his personal explanation
made to the house on 11 June, and if so, who?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I take that on notice,
President.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his response,
and I ask: is he acting on advice in taking all these
questions on notice?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I made my intentions clear at
the start, so I will take it on notice.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. I refer to
the 19 June 2015 Herald Sun article which outlines
information about ‘former Somyurek staffer, Xavier
Smith’. When did Mr Smith’s employment cease at the
office of the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade, and what were the circumstances?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I do
not believe that Mr Smith’s employment status has
been terminated. In fact I have previously given that
indication, without necessarily naming Mr Smith. I
have indicated to the chamber that no termination
occurred, and that is my belief to this day.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. Can the minister then outline if
Mr Smith is currently receiving leave with pay or
receiving WorkCover payments?

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Regional
Development representing the Minister for Public
Transport. I refer the minister to questions previously
directed to her by Mr Purcell regarding the regional
network development plan currently being undertaken
by the government and the answers she provided to him
about this project and how it will inform future
decision-making regarding the V/Line network. In the
context of those previous answers in which she referred
to consultation the government is undertaking, what
consultation has taken place with Pakenham residents
regarding her government’s decision to stop them
having access to V/Line trains to and from Pakenham,
resulting in a cut of more than 200 services per week?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank the member for his question.
Consultations for the regional network development
plan are commencing, and this will be an extensive
consultation engaging communities right across
regional Victoria. We expect that these consultations
will occur throughout the second half of this year, and
they will inform government decision-making about
public transport access for people in regional Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer, but given that the decision to
cut over 200 services per week — from her answer —
was taken prior to this consultation process even
beginning, I ask the supplementary question: given that
the Pakenham community is growing rapidly, will the
government make up for its savage cuts to the
Pakenham community and deliver additional services
for local commuters?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank the member for his further
question. I would urge the member to encourage his
constituents to participate in the regional network
development plan review and consultation and to
provide their input into public transport services across
regional Victoria, as was the subject of the member’s
substantive question.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is out of order.
Under no circumstances will I allow members’ names
to be used in a derogatory way or to be manipulated so
that they convey some sort of disparaging remark. It is
not on. Take heed.

Renewable energy
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the acting Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. Recently the Premier wrote
to all federal Senate party leaders asking them to
support an amendment to remove section 7C from the
renewable energy target act; however, when the Greens
moved that amendment the federal Labor Party did not
actually vote for it. Can the minister tell me when he
first became aware that the federal Labor Party would
not be supporting the removal of section 7C?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Barber for the question. That unhappy
realisation may have actually come crushing down on
the state Labor Party. Perhaps we did have some
warning of it, given that our position was based upon
trying to fill a gap between the negotiated outcome in
the federal jurisdiction about the renewable energy
target that had received a level of agreement between
federal parties but which fell short of state Labor’s
aspiration to try to bridge that gap. We continue to
advocate a position, and we will continue to advocate a
position, but unfortunately, as Mr Barber would know,
through the political process sometimes our federal
brothers and sisters may be party to voting outcomes
and agreements that may fall short of aspirations that
we may have in the state. This may be one of those.
That does not actually mean that we have given up
pushing for an increase to the renewable energy target.
It does not mean that Victoria will give up on looking
for opportunities to support renewable energy being
generated in this state, and the Andrews government
will be very determined to try to achieve that outcome
in future. We will continue to be an advocate to not
only the member’s federal brothers and sisters but also
our own in terms of trying to encourage them and the
federal Parliament to increase the size of the renewable
energy target that has been agreed to and to provide
some support across Australia for the renewable energy
industry. Certainly in Victoria we will be seeing what
we can do to get on with it, and we urge other parties to
support us in that endeavour.
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Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In terms,
then of having drawn a blank with the federal Labor
Party and in terms of getting on with it at a state level,
will the minister now commit to a renewable energy
target but by another means here in Victoria, such as
the method that has been adopted by the ACT
Greens-Labor government?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Barber for the entrapment he has embedded
within the question. I acknowledge the entrapment
within the question. Regardless of the entrapment
within the question, I say to Mr Barber that we will be
exploring ways in which we can achieve greater
renewable energy in Victoria. We are very keen to
drive that industry in Victoria. We have fairly strong
legal advice that in fact the course of action is not
available to us in Victoria, but I will encourage my
colleagues, particularly the Minister for Energy and
Resources, to explore all avenues — by legislation, by
programmatic outcome, by industry support — through
which we can achieve a better outcome for Victoria and
Australia in relation to renewable energy. We will work
with it, and hopefully we will actually get a broader
coalition than the one Mr Barber identified, because
ultimately we would hope even the other side of the
chamber — notwithstanding the crossbench, because
they may get the program already — the coalition, may
get with the program eventually. We would have a
broad-ranging coalition.

Coal exploration
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture, also the
Minister for Regional Development, Ms Pulford. Four
new coal exploration licences were granted last week
across some of the prime farmland in Victoria,
including in Mirboo North in South Gippsland, plus a
retention licence over the Gelliondale area. Did the
minister know these licences were to be granted before
the information became public?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Barber for his question. The matter he refers
to is a matter for the Minister for Energy and
Resources, Ms D’Ambrosio. I can refer that matter to
Ms D’Ambrosio for a response.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question was not
about Ms D’Ambrosio’s knowledge; it was about
Ms Pulford’s knowledge. To then seek a written
response from Minister D’Ambrosio as to her
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knowledge is not within the context of the question.
Does Ms Pulford wish to readdress that in some way?
Ms PULFORD — I was not aware of that prior to
the announcement, no.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister. The other minister she refers to has wide
discretion to set exemptions over areas of land in
Victoria from mining. Is the minister concerned about
the continued granting of these coal exploration
licences on prime farmland without seeking her input
into what could be a decision to in fact protect these
farmlands and both the social and economic value of
them to the state of Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
wonder if Mr Barber is seeking an opinion on this
matter, but if I could perhaps answer in a broader and
more general sense, this government is very committed
to the protection of prime farmland. This is an
$11.6 billion industry that is absolutely critical to
Victoria’s future prosperity. I will work with all of my
colleagues whose responsibilities in government
interact with agricultural production, and this is a very
long list of colleagues indeed: the Minister for
Planning, the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water, the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, the Minister for Public Transport — the list
goes on quite a long way.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Did somebody say the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events? That is perhaps less the
case, but I thank Mr Dalidakis. We are a government
that is absolutely committed to growing food and fibre
in Victoria.

Victoria Police
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is to the Minister for Training and Skills, Steve
Herbert, representing the Minister for Police. Victoria
Police has a long and proud tradition of striving to be
one of the best police forces in this country. My own
experience was of a crew on the ground who wanted to
produce the best result for the Victorian public in their
day-to-day endeavours. The realities of the job of a
frontline police officer are situations that most people
may only face once or twice in their life, but the police
will face them multiple times a day, and this can lead to
issues such as post-traumatic stress disorder and
physical injuries. I have been made aware of a huge
number of complaints regarding the WorkCover
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insurers of Victoria Police. Regardless of the practices
of the insurer, it is incumbent upon the state of Victoria
to ensure that the employees of this state are treated in a
proper and respectful manner. My question is: given
that I know police command is aware of the issues I
have described, why is this situation not being actively
remedied?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer, but that had all the hallmarks of a
set speech rather than the context for a question.
Members can elect to provide information to ministers
to assist them in providing an answer that members
might wish for, but there was a fair bit of the member’s
own editorial in that question. Nonetheless, the
minister, Mr Herbert, to respond.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — Yes, it may have been a bit like a set speech,
but there is absolutely no denying Mr Bourman’s
passion for Victoria Police and the advancement of its
members. In relation to the question, I am not so sure
that it should be directed to the Minister for Police, who
is also the Minister for Corrections. Rather, it may be a
WorkCover issue, which is the responsibility of the
Minister for Finance, who is responsible for WorkSafe.
Having said that, with regard to the issue of
post-traumatic stress disorder, which the member was
referring to in particular and which often results from
conflict, bullying or a whole range of activities, I
understand that Victoria Police has adopted a zero-harm
strategy for its staff, including proactive approaches to
educate its members about conflict and a range of other
issues. I understand that it also provides support
services and crisis responses for members experiencing
difficulties. Officers of the police psychological and
welfare unit, which I am sure Mr Bourman is familiar
with, are trained to provide additional emotional
support, advice, referrals and a whole range of other
support. I understand that these services are available
24 hours a day, and of course there are also chaplaincy
and other peer support services.
I understand Victoria Police wants to reduce harm and
support police in terms of post-traumatic stress
disorder, given the very dangerous jobs of police
officers. However, with regard to the WorkCover issue,
I cannot respond.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his response. Again, this question goes to
the Minister for Training and Skills, Mr Herbert, but he
may not be able to answer it. What will the minister be
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able to do to streamline the processes so that genuine
claimants will not have to endure frustrating delays and
personal cost for work-related injuries?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — That is definitely a question for the Minister
for Finance, who is responsible for WorkSafe. In the
context, it is probably also an issue for the Acting Chief
Commissioner of Victoria Police. I know Victoria
Police has a range of programs in place. I alluded to
some of them beforehand. I know it is, with Deakin
University, having some reviews and research done in
terms of the whole issue of mental health and in terms
of working with the centre for post-traumatic stress
disorder, beyondblue and other organisations, but when
it comes to WorkCover claims and processing, I cannot
answer that.

Victoria Police
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills,
Mr Herbert, who is representing the Minister for Police,
and it concerns the release of use-of-force data by
Victoria Police. Community legal organisations have
expressed concerns about the difficulty of obtaining
data on the use of force by police and protective
services officers (PSOs). Centralised collection of
use-of-force data has occurred in Victoria since 1995.
Despite numerous recommendations by the Office of
Police Integrity, this data has not been released to
independent bodies for analysis and review. Given the
lack of availability of the data, could the minister tell
the house how many times capsicum spray has been
used by a police officer or PSO in the line of duty in the
last 12 months?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — That is a pretty specific question. The
member is well known for her passion on these issues,
but with respect to how many times capsicum spray has
been used, I cannot answer that and I will take it on
notice.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Without
independent monitoring and public reporting of the use
of force by police and PSOs, the integrity and
accountability of Victoria Police as a whole is, rightly
or wrongly, called into question. Comparative statistics
are a vital aspect of transparent, accountable
organisations. Given repeated recommendations by the
Human Rights Law Centre, the Federation of
Community Legal Centres Victoria, the Office of
Police Integrity, the Victorian Ombudsman and even
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the Premier’s acknowledgement that police in Victoria
should be more accountable, when will the data on use
of force against Victorians by police and PSOs be
released?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Ms Patten for her supplementary
question. To be perfectly honest, I think Victoria Police
has great integrity. There are always issues, right
around Australia, but I would have thought that
Victoria Police is probably held in high regard in many
jurisdictions around this country in terms of the way it
handles these sorts of issues, despite the funding
cutbacks it has had in previous years. However, on the
specific issue, I will have to take that question on notice
and come back to the member.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have the following answers to questions on notice: 525,
545–7, 558–63, 565–6, 568, 570–2, 577.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate in respect of
questions put today that it is my expectation
Mr Somyurek will provide written responses tomorrow
to the question and supplementary put by
Ms Wooldridge in the first instance today and to the
substantive question put by Mr Ondarchie. Was
Mr Rich-Phillips’s question also to Mr Somyurek?
Mr Rich-Phillips — Yes.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have not actually
made a note against that one. As I understand it,
Mr Somyurek referred all matters to a written response,
whether or not he was advised to do so. I will require a
written response to both of those tomorrow.
Ms Wooldridge’s supplementary question to
Mr Jennings will require a written response. Is that
totally in Mr Jennings’s purview? We do not need
another minister from the other place to answer that?
Mr Jennings — No, I will find that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Ms Patten’s questions to Mr Herbert, Mr Herbert has
undertaken to provide some further information,
particularly with regard to the substantive question.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
note that during the 58th Parliament, where you have
deemed a question unsuitable you have graciously
given members the opportunity to restate their question.
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I am wondering if you will afford me that same
opportunity for my supplementary question to
Mr Somyurek?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The answer to that is
no. Whilst I do it as a courtesy from time to time, I
must say I do it with the forbearance of ministers as
well because they are perfectly entitled to check me and
say, ‘Hey, that’s really out of order’. To some extent I
am being lenient under the standing orders in providing
that opportunity. Ruling Mr Ondarchie’s question out
today is also not without precedent because in the last
sitting week I ruled out one of Mr O’Donohue’s in
exactly the same way without affording him an
opportunity to reword it, and in some respects it was for
similar reasons. I do not think it was appropriate to have
that supplementary question, and I am not prepared to
allow a rewording of it today.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
Mr Ramsay asked a question of the Special Minister of
State on 11 June, and we have received a written
response in relation to that. The question was regarding
how many staff members are having their legal costs
paid for by the state government. The Special Minister
of State has just asserted that he will not be answering
that question until the investigation has concluded. I put
to you that this question in no way impedes that
investigation or has an impact on its conclusions.
Mr Ramsay asked purely for a number — whether it be
0, 1, 2 or even 10 — of staff members who are having
their legal costs funded by the state government in
relation to the investigation. I am sure other staff
members may wish to have further legal costs paid for,
but we asked about a point in time for a number of
staff. Given the absence of a genuine response to the
question, I ask you to reinstate that question and seek a
more fulsome answer from the minister tomorrow.
The PRESIDENT — Order! At this stage I will
think about it. I also apologise in respect of the
questions that we have had today in that I understand
Mr Bourman also had a question that required a further
response from a minister in another place.
Mr Herbert — It should have been to the
WorkCover minister, the minister responsible for
consumer affairs, which is an area that I do not have
responsibility for.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Which minister has
responsibility for WorkCover? Is it the Special Minister
of State?
Mr Jennings — I think I will now.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! At any rate we will
seek a response from the WorkCover minister. The
Special Minister of State has indicated that he will
facilitate that. Can I indicate in respect of that question
and also Ms Patten’s questions that the two-day rule
applies. The responses are not expected tomorrow
because they involve ministers in another place. I will
give some consideration to Ms Wooldridge’s point in
the minutes ahead.
Ms Patten — On a point of order, President, I
refer to the question that I asked of the Minister for
Equality and the response that I received. The specific
question asked how many staff were employed within
the minister’s office as part of the new equality
portfolio — and it is a new portfolio — and the
answer was that funding and tenure for ministerial
staff is consistent with past practice. Considering it is
a new portfolio — —
Mr Jennings — That is not a good answer, is it?
That is not a great answer. It is not our best.
Ms Patten — This is question time, not answer
time, is it not?
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Ms Patten can
provide me with that documentation, I will make a
response to it in a few moments. I think Ms Patten will
probably be fairly happy with that response.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My constituency question is for the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to a matter of
great concern to residents of Cranbourne regarding the
Andrews government’s failure to fund a grade
separation on Thompsons Road in Cranbourne. This
comes on the back of the government’s failure to fully
fund the Thompsons Road duplication, which was
promised last November but which was not delivered in
this year’s budget. Neither the Thompsons Road
duplication has been fully funded nor has funding been
provided for a grade separation. My question to the
Minister for Public Transport is: will the minister
advise why the government has not made Thompsons
Road level crossing a priority for removal by 2018?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I have recently
had a conversation with someone who has just
purchased himself a new firearm. As a part of the
process to register the firearm in his name he had to
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apply for a permit to purchase. Once approved, the
permit needs to be paid. Currently these permits can
only be paid at a Westpac bank. This person lives in far
northern Victoria and had to drive 2 hours to get to the
nearest Westpac bank to pay a $9 fee. Why is there no
online service to pay for a permit to purchase or at the
very least the ability to pay at another bank or post
office? My question is for the Minister for Police.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Industry. The automotive supply chain is made up of
businesses that supply parts to Victoria’s vehicle
manufacturing industry. A recent survey found that the
majority of businesses and workers in Victoria’s auto
supply chain businesses are in the South Eastern
Metropolitan Region. The most alarming finding was
that while these businesses see the value in diversifying,
many of them do not know how to do it. That is
because most of them have only ever worked to supply
the car manufacturing industry. The City of Greater
Dandenong has allocated an extra $150 000 to
programs to help businesses diversify, but it needs real
money so that the south-east can avoid inevitable
redundancies. What is the minister’s plan to help
businesses diversify so as to protect manufacturing jobs
in the south-east?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education regarding the grounds at Albert Park Primary
School. Like other local schools, it is growing fast, and
the children have minimal outdoor play space.
Currently there is a pop-up park on Moubray Street
adjacent to the school’s main building. This has been
provided by Port Phillip City Council. It is not fenced,
it is temporary and it is shared with the local
community. The school would like to permanently
expand its grounds to include this part of Moubray
Street as well as the land beside its existing playground
at the intersection of Moubray Street and Bridport
Street West. The road is owned by Port Phillip council.
Expanding in this way will not affect vehicle access for
any neighbours and will likely have minimal impact on
local traffic.
I ask the minister: will he direct the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development to
purchase the land from Port Phillip council to enable
Albert Park Primary School to expand its grounds, and
can he provide a time frame for the required work to
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happen? And if not, what will the minister do to expand
the grounds of Albert Park Primary School?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Police. I note that due to the
extra resources that were provided by the coalition
government to police in Ballarat, overall crime in
Ballarat has fallen. A particular area of concern in
Ballarat at present, though, is the number of burglaries
that are occurring, with Ballarat now having one of the
highest rates of burglaries in the state. The number of
burglaries in Ballarat is of particular concern to families
and the older members of our community, who have a
right to feel safe in their own homes and to have their
property respected. Added to this concern is that not a
single new police officer has been allocated in Labor’s
budget for Ballarat — not one single officer! Given
this, my question is: what is the government going to do
to take crime in Ballarat seriously?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Yarraville station has a level crossing on
Anderson Street that is unsafe for local residents. Often
the boom gates stay down for extended periods in
anticipation of a train that takes many minutes to come.
I have experienced the boom gates being down for up
to 14 minutes. There is no pedestrian underpass as it
was concreted in in 1997 — for no particular reason, it
would seem. This means that whenever the level
crossing boom gates are down for an extended period
of time, pedestrians risk running across the tracks.
Yarraville station’s level crossing has not been the
beneficiary of the government’s level crossing
redevelopment commitments, so my question for the
minister is: will the government build a pedestrian
overpass or reopen the underpass to reduce the risks to
pedestrians?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport. I refer to the minister’s
announcement last week that she has listened to public
outrage from the Sunbury community about Labor’s
broken promise on maintaining V/Line services for
Sunbury passengers and has given them some short
reprieve by delaying the V/Line ban on Sunbury
residents until the end of this year. Given revelations of
recent days concerning the timetable, will the minister
now confirm that it was this debacle that drove her
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decision on V/Line services and not the genuine
concerns of people in Sunbury?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, Jacinta Allan. It is about the citizens of
Melbourne’s outer north and their confusion about
exactly when they will get their Mernda railway station.
In 2014 the lower house member for Yan Yean put out
a flyer saying that Labor would extend the South
Morang rail line to Mernda and that work would start
next year. On 5 May this year the Treasurer said that
the government had allocated $9 million towards
planning and had committed to completing it in its first
term. On 6 May the member for Yan Yean said on her
Facebook page that it would be completed by 2018.
On 15 May Minister Allan said at a Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing that it would be
commenced within four years. On 18 May Ms Green,
the member for Yan Yean, said it would be operational
by the next election. On 19 May the minister said she
wanted construction started in the first term and hoped
to have it finished by 2019. The Deputy Premier said it
would be finished in the 2018–19 financial year, and
Minister Allan said, ‘We don’t want to waste a moment
because we really have to start from scratch’. My
question is: can the minister advise the residents of
Whittlesea and me exactly when they will be able to
catch the train from Mernda?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I make the observation
that the school group up in the public gallery wins an
award for the longest sitting in the house ever. That is
remarkable. Well done. I asked, ‘I wonder what those
kids did wrong?’. I understand they are from Geelong; I
hope they enjoyed the football on Sunday, as I did.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Families and Children. It is
regarding facilitating better arrangements for interaction
between kindergartens and primary schools when a
kindergarten is co-located with a primary school. One
of the key reasons for co-location is to provide better
transition from kindergarten to primary education. This
is achieved because a child is more familiar and
comfortable with the school surroundings, students and
teachers.
When I was Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development I had the department doing work on
breaking down some of the barriers that exist for
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schools that wish to run their own kindergarten and also
around access between the two facilities. Currently
licensed children’s centre boundaries are limited to the
kindergarten site only and parental permission needs to
be gained for each visit the kinder children make to
participate in activities on the school site. Surely there
can be a streamlined approach. Perhaps there could be
one permission slip signed annually for interaction with
the school. I ask: will the minister investigate ways to
streamline the access between kindergartens and
adjoining primary schools when the kindergarten is
co-located with the school and continue the work I was
doing as minister?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That was borderline in
terms of a question, I must say.

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. It refers to the answer just given by
Ms Pulford to my question without notice regarding the
savage cuts by the government to rail services for
Pakenham commuters. More than 200 services a week
have been cut. Ms Pulford in her answer referred me to
the consultation sessions that are taking place as part of
the Public Transport Victoria (PTV) network
development plan that is currently underway, but
having looked on the PTV website I note that
consultation sessions are scheduled in Gippsland — in
Warragul, Sale, Bairnsdale, Traralgon and Wonthaggi.
There is no mention of Pakenham. The question I have
for the minister is: will there be a consultation session
for the commuters of Pakenham, many of whom have
approached me and have been to my office expressing
their concern, and when will that consultation take
place?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My constituency
question is to the Minister for Education. Last
parliamentary sitting I asked the minister to get himself
involved in the Ulumbarra Theatre project, in which
central Victorian businesses working as subcontractors
on this government project are owed millions of dollars
due to variations. My question is: has the minister or his
staff met with Contract Control Services over these
outstanding payments, which are due because of
contract variations, and were any representatives of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
present at that meeting?
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, I ask
you to make a ruling on whether the last two
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constituency questions comply with the standing orders
as to what a constituency question should be.
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At the moment, if I want to go to Waurn Ponds from
Marshall, I have to either catch a bus to Belmont and then out
to Waurn Ponds …

The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Ms Lovell’s question I am not convinced inasmuch as it
was a broad, general issue rather than something that
related to a specific instance in her electorate.

Anyway, members get the drift. My question is for the
minister to review the new bus routes that were
implemented on the weekend and make significant
changes to appease a very upset Geelong community.

Ms Lovell — It was raised with me by a constituent.

The PRESIDENT — Order! The question should
be framed as ‘can the minister’, not ‘the minister
should’. Let us turn it into a question. In respect of
Mr Drum’s question, Mr Drum did mention a specific
project in his electorate, and that met the criteria for a
constituency question.

The PRESIDENT — Yes, but we can all say that. I
have actually pulled up Mr Leane in the past in exactly
that context. He raised an issue and later said to me,
‘I’ve talked to my schools about it’, but he was actually
raising a broader issue. It is exactly the same here. For
consistency it needs to be a matter that is specific to a
member’s electorate and not a broad government policy
issue. Members can pursue those matters under other
procedures. I agree with Mr Leane that Ms Lovell’s
question did not conform to our requirements for a
constituency question. I will look at Mr Drum’s
question. In the meantime, I call Mr Ramsay.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, would
you allow me to draw that to the specific school so that
it is — —
The PRESIDENT — No, because I did not allow
Mr Leane to do so the last time. Sorry.

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. It is in relation to the new bus services that
have been provided to the greater Geelong region.
There was a significant consultation period with the
Geelong regional community and Public Transport
Victoria over many months that tried to provide the best
connections possible between rail and bus services
throughout the Geelong area, but it has been a total
debacle since the new bus service routes were
introduced on the weekend. An article in the Geelong
Advertiser headed ‘Patrons miss the bus’ quotes
commuters as having said:

It has been raised with me that Mr Ondarchie
mentioned Whittlesea, which is not in his electorate. I
am not sure of the exact geography of what he raised in
his constituency question, but perhaps I will have a look
at that tomorrow or later today. Again, constituency
questions have to be about a member’s own electorate.

ABSENCE OF DEPUTY PRESIDENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to advise that the Deputy President, Ms Tierney, has a
rather urgent matter she needs to attend to regarding the
health of a very close relative, and she will therefore not
be here today. For the rest of the week her presence will
depend on the circumstances associated with that
matter. I indicate to the house that I will require
Mr Elasmar to be the chair of committees as required
this week.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) presented report,
including appendix.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.

It’s a disgrace. I live in Corio and now have to catch two
buses into town …

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I move:

My biggest issue is the lack of buses between Corio and Lara.

That the Council take note of the report.

I didn’t think the bus services in Ocean Grove could get any
worse. Scrapping the 83 now means the only way into
Geelong and back is by a —

pushbike.
Another commuter stated:

On behalf of the Standing Committee on the Economy
and Infrastructure, I present the first report of the
committee for the 58th Parliament. This was a
groundbreaking inquiry in that it was the first time a
Council committee has reviewed a bill before its
introduction into the Legislative Council. The
committee was able to review the bill without delaying
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its passage through the Council. In undertaking the
brief for this important inquiry the committee received
evidence from key witnesses about how investigators
may react to this proposal. The evidence given to the
committee suggests that the impact may be shown
several years further down the track given the lead
times involved in property investment.
Concerns were raised in the hearing about the ability of
the Treasurer to grant exemptions from the stamp duty
surcharge and the transparency of that process.
However, the committee was also advised that these
types of exemptions are not unusual as there are similar
provisions in other acts. Witnesses suggested that
fast-tracking exemption applications would assist
developers to plan developments with certainty. The
government may need to review the operations and
staffing of the State Revenue Office.
I thank my colleagues on the committee, Khalil Eideh,
Philip Dalidakis, Nazih Elasmar, Colleen Hartland,
Bernie Finn, Rachel Carling-Jenkins and Craig
Ondarchie for their work on the inquiry. On behalf of
the committee I thank all the witnesses for their time
and evidence. Finally, the committee’s thanks go to the
staff and in particular Anthony Walsh who undertook
the research and managed the inquiry from the outset to
enable the committee to meet its very tight deadline. I
commend the report to the house.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the Standing Committee on the
Economy and Infrastructure report into the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I thank the
committee’s chair, Joshua Morris, for tabling this
report. I take this opportunity to thank all the members
of the committee, Philip Dalidakis, Nazih Elasmar,
Colleen Hartland, Bernie Finn, Craig Ondarchie and
Rachel Carling-Jenkins for their ongoing work on the
inquiry. In addition to my committee members, I thank
all the staff who assisted the committee, and in
particular Anthony Walsh, and all the witnesses who
kindly offered their time and evidence for this
important report.
This was a very important inquiry. It was the first time
a Council committee has reviewed a bill that is before
the Parliament and prior to its introduction into the
Legislative Council. Through this process the
committee was able to receive evidence on how future
investors might perceive this proposal. Under the
process the committee found that the impact of the
taxation amendments outlined in the legislation may not
be fully understood for some time when the lead times
involved in property investment are considered. We
also heard other concerns about stamp duty exemptions
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and suggestions including fast-tracking this process and
ensuring its accountability. I commend the report to the
house.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
would like to add a few words. This inquiry was very
well done. It shows we can look at legislation and have
a rapid turnaround to the house. For that reason it was
very worthwhile, and I hope we deal with more
legislation in this way.
Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 7
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 7 of 2015, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

It is unusual to move that the Council take note of an
Alert Digest report. However, yesterday the executive
officer of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, Andrew Homer, announced that he would
be stepping aside from that role. He has been in that
position for some 20 years, well before the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee was formed, if that
makes sense, when there was a scrutiny role. He
indicated that he first took on the role in 1988 and that
he has seen eight chairs come and go, and I am one of
them. For the record and in order for the Parliament to
acknowledge officers who work tirelessly to assist us in
our duties, I formally record my appreciation to
Mr Homer. I wish him well, and I wish his family well
as he moves towards retirement, as we all eventually
will do. I look forward to the report being published.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Deputy Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
1 June 2015 giving approval to the granting of a lease at
Albert Park.
Melbourne City Link Act 1995—
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City Link and Extension Projects Integration and
Facilitation Agreement Twenty-Third Amending Deed,
19 June 2015, pursuant to section 15B of the Act.
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Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Act 2014 —
Remaining Provisions — 1 July 2015 (Gazette
No. S151, 16 June 2015).

Exhibition Street Extension Sixteenth Amending Deed,
19 June 2015, pursuant to section 15D of the Act.
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Melbourne City Link Thirty-Fourth Amending Deed, 17
June 2015, pursuant to section 15(2) of the Act.

General business

Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Accountability and Oversight Committee’s
Report on Victorian Oversight Agencies.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendments C143 and
C148.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C105.
Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C134.
Warrnambool Planning Scheme — Amendment C98.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 24 June 2015:
(1) notice of motion given this day by Ms Wooldridge
appointing participating members to the various
Legislative Council standing committees;
(2) order of the day 22 standing in the name of
Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to the failure of the
government to produce various documents;
(3) notice of motion 102 standing in the name of
Dr Carling-Jenkins in relation to disability procurement;

Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC125.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment Cl 31.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —

(4) notice of motion given this day by Mr Bourman relating
to the benefits of outdoor sports and activities.

Motion agreed to.

Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 — No. 46.
Crime Statistics Act 2014 — No. 48.
Local Government Act 1989 — No. 47.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994— No. 50.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983—
No. 49.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 46, 48 to 50, 52, 54 and 61 to 63.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Declaration of provisions to be a corresponding
law, 9 June 2015, under the Prevention of Cruelty
to Animals Act 1986.
Declaration of Approved Seatbelts, 13 May 2015,
under the Road Safety Act 1986.
Ministerial Order 843 — Victorian Institute of
Teaching Schedule of Registration Fees 2015–16,
5 June 2015, under the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Act 2015 —
Remaining Provisions — 15 June 2015 (Gazette
No. S144, 9 June 2015).

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Kindergarten funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to inform the house of the Andrews
Labor government’s new investment in supporting
kindergartens to move to improved child-to-educator
ratios. As a government we have a vision to make
Victoria the education state, and early childhood
education and care is a key part of this. Our vision
builds on the legacy of the last Labor government that
expanded kinder hours by 50 per cent in the year before
school from 10 hours to 15 hours of kinder per week
and lifted quality in our services through the
introduction of the national quality framework. This is
why I was proud to announce yesterday with the
Premier up to $83.7 million over the next four years to
support the implementation of improved
child-to-educator ratios from 1 January 2016 to move
Victoria from 1 educator for every 15 children to 1 for
every 11 children.
Research shows that improved child-to-educator ratios
promote improved literacy and communication skills as
well as better socialisation skills. We have also invested
new funds to ensure that children from disadvantaged
backgrounds get access to free or low-cost kindergarten
through the early start kindergarten program and the
kindergarten fee subsidy.
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Improved ratios will deliver higher quality care for our
children in kindergarten. Improved ratios will also
create several hundred more early childhood educator
jobs. In light of this it is extremely disappointing to see
media reports today that, according to its leaked green
paper on federation, the Abbott government is yet again
considering cuts to kindergarten funding and walking
away from preschool altogether. If the Abbott
government were serious about the value of early
childhood education, it would rule out pulling out of
kindergarten funding. If it were serious about lifting
school performance, it would provide ongoing funding
certainty for kindergartens. If it were serious about
economic growth, it would invest more, not less, in
high-quality early childhood education.

legal representation — I have given this some
consideration. It is a difficult one for me in the sense
that whilst it might seem straightforward to say, ‘There
are a certain number of people at this point in time who
are having their legal costs funded’, I am not in a
position to direct the minister to change his answer on
this one. He has stated by way of answer that with the
investigation ongoing he is not in a position to provide
the information sought. He has indicated, however, that
when the matter is concluded there will be a
preparedness to respond to the question in respect of all
those people whose legal costs might be met. In that
sense the minister will be providing an answer to that
question at what he regards as an appropriate time,
given the nature of the investigation.

The contrast is clear. The Andrews Labor government
believes in giving every Victorian child access to a
quality early childhood education, and we are investing
in supporting more children to participate in kinder
through $50 million for improved infrastructure for
kindergarten and early year facilities as well as funding
to implement the new child-to-educator ratios.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have resumed the
chair briefly, and I thank the Acting Chair for allowing
me to return to indicate the rulings in respect of matters
raised with me earlier.
In respect of Ms Patten’s question on notice 525 to the
Minister for Agriculture, I concur with Ms Patten that
the answer is unsatisfactory. It does not address the
question that was asked, and therefore I will reinstate
that particular question.
I have also had a request from Ms Dunn in respect of
question on notice 543 that was put to the Minister for
Agriculture. It was in regard to various funding aspects
of logging activities in Victoria, particularly with regard
to the VicForests arrangements. I have reviewed the
answer, and I am of the view that whilst there is a
reference to some of that information perhaps being
available online, most of the response is not apposite to
the question that was asked; therefore I reinstate
question 543.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Ms Wooldridge’s point of order regarding
Mr Ramsay’s question of last week which has been
answered in writing by Mr Jennings — and this goes to

Numurkah District Health Service
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Last Friday I
was pleased to attend the official opening of the new
Numurkah District Health Service, three years after the
original hospital was devastated by floods in 2012. In
2013 the former Liberal government provided
$18.3 million for the replacement of the hospital, which
needed to be fully rebuilt as it was so badly damaged it
was rendered permanently unusable.
I want to thank former health minister David Davis for
his commitment to the Numurkah District Health
Service rebuild and the board and CEO Jacque Phillips
for their leadership during a very difficult time. I would
also like to congratulate the Numurkah community for
having raised a very impressive $200 000 towards the
purchase of new equipment.
The new hospital is a fantastic facility that will serve
the community well and be a constant reminder of the
strength and resilience of the Numurkah community
and the coalition’s commitment to regional health
needs.

Al Kasem Youth Organisation
Ms LOVELL — It was my pleasure to attend the
official launch of the Al Kasem Youth Hub in
Shepparton the week before last. The Al Kasem Youth
Organisation has had a strong presence in the
Shepparton community since 2011, attending and
organising a wide range of events and activities to
strengthen community relations. I congratulate all
members of the Al Kasem Youth Organisation on their
great achievements in our community.
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Wyndham Vale railway station
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I was very
pleased on Saturday to attend the community open day
for the new Wyndham Vale railway station, where
there were hundreds of very happy people. They were
not just happy about this station but also happy about
the services.
Mr Finn — Why wasn’t I invited?
Mr LEANE — Mr Finn must not be part of the
community, because it was a community open day. I
am a bit sad on his behalf if he is not.
Anyway, everyone was very happy to be there and
check out their new architect-designed station, their
new bus exchange and one of their new double-decker
buses. It is the first community that will have access to
the new double-decker buses, which double the seating
capacity for passengers. They were also happy with
their warm indoor waiting room, the extra car parking,
the facilities to park their bikes and the lifts down to the
platform. That is a novel thing — actually putting lifts
in when a station is opened rather than six months later,
which was the practice of the previous government.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LEANE — A fun time was had by all, and it is
a shame that Mr Finn missed it.

Jumps racing
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
how dangerous jumps racing is for horses and jockeys
was clearly shown last Sunday at Hamilton, with falls
and riderless horses in all three events. In race 1 only
five out of nine horses finished. King of the Forest was
described as jumping ‘awkwardly’ — again blaming
the horse instead of the dangerous activity — and lost
its rider. On the eighth hurdle Longshaw lost its rider
and continued around the track with King of the Forest.
Towards the end of the race Lake Eerie pulled up and
was unable to finish, and King of the Cross lost its rider
as well. So there were three horses in that race running
around without riders.
In the second race only five of the seven horses
finished. Diello Rose smashed through the wing at the
hurdle and continued after losing its jockey, and
Cavallo Reigns knuckled and fell, dislodging its jockey.
In the third race only four of the six horses finished.
Red Rossa failed to finish, and Hezza Tidal Wave fell
over the second-last hurdle, throwing its jockey.
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I urge members to view videos of these events and to
ask themselves if this is the sort of hazardous activity
that should be sanctioned in this day and age. It is
interesting that all these falls occurred in the last stages
of these 3.2-kilometre events, when the horses were
clearly tired, and also that, except on one occasion, the
riderless horses avoided jumps whenever they were
able to, even crashing through barriers to do so.

Port Phillip Specialist School
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Last week I was delighted to revisit the Port Phillip
Specialist School, many years after I was first there. It
was even more inspiring to me than it was some
15 years ago. The school caters for students aged from
2.8 to 18 years, including students with intellectual
disabilities and other associated disabilities.
Approximately 45 per cent of students have autism
spectrum disorder as well as an intellectual disability.
The school is a leader in providing educational, health
and welfare services to students and their families. It
does this through an integrated service model. This
means structuring educational, medical, paramedical
and mental health services to maximise the available
resources and outcomes for students. The school looks
very different to the way it looked the first time I went
there, mainly because of the major playground
redevelopment undertaken in 2014. Another major
achievement of the past year is that the school is now
partnering with a school in Singapore, the Melbourne
Specialist International School.
I acknowledge the work of the teachers at the school,
led by principal Alison Druce and assistant principal
Katie Brice, and also the contribution of the school
council, its foundation and the Friends of Port Phillip
Specialist School. They all contribute to make this an
absolutely outstanding school.

Firewood collection
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — In making my
members statement today, I commend the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water for her
decisive action in securing domestic firewood supplies
for communities in the Barmah National Park vicinity
in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region. This
action was brought about after a number of constituents
contacted my office expressing concern about their
difficulty in obtaining wood and the pending end to
collection in the Barmah National Park on 30 June this
year. Cobram resident Daryl Hitchcock and his wife,
Janice, who unfortunately is suffering from cancer, rely
on wood as their primary heating source. They, like
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many vulnerable pensioners in the area, are the people
most impacted by the transition to no firewood
collection from the legislated sunset date.
It was my constituents’ stories that led me to work on a
policy solution to help local residents, something the
former government failed to do. That is why I was
proud to announce last Friday that the Andrews Labor
government has secured vital firewood collection for
vulnerable local residents who are depending on it this
winter. As I speak, the remaining firewood in
designated collection areas within Barmah National
Park is being collected and made available, with a focus
on getting wood to the most vulnerable in our
community. Parks Victoria will provide access for
firewood on Barmah Island, which is not in the national
park, for the next firewood collection season from
1 September.
I thank my constituents, local councils, Parks Victoria,
Corrections Victoria, the Woka Wolla crew, which is
part of the Yorta Yorta Nation Aboriginal Corporation,
and the Department of Health and Human Services for
working with the minister and me on this important
issue.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Time!

Leadbeater’s possum
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to
commend Zoos Victoria for its efforts in pushing for
urgent action to protect the habitat of the Leadbeater’s
possum. Zoos Victoria is in good company, with an
increasing number of government ministers, respected
research bodies and local councils as well as many
businesses and community groups in Victoria raising
urgent and serious concerns about VicForests’
management of native forests. The recent up-listing of
the Leadbeater’s possum to critically endangered status
ought to be a clarion call to the Victorian government to
cease logging of the Leadbeater’s possum’s habitat.
The four core points that Zoos Victoria has raised with
VicForests are: firstly, current forest management
requirements for the central highlands are inadequate to
protect Victoria’s faunal emblem from extinction;
secondly, establishing the Great Forest National Park is
the most important conservation action for the
Leadbeater’s possum; thirdly, the scarcity of tree
hollows due to timber harvesting and fire raises
extinction concerns about other hollow-dependent
species, particularly the sooty owl, the greater glider
and the yellow-bellied glider; and fourthly, the current
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scale of timber harvesting in the central highlands
cannot be viewed as ecologically sustainable.
In the context of these latest findings from such a
respected Victorian institution, I find that VicForests
has listed a further 300 logging coupes, which, if the
plan proceeds, will ensure that all that remains of the
Leadbeater’s possum’s most identifiable home,
Toolangi State Forest, is logged by the end of next year.
This is an atrocious state of affairs and must be
addressed with urgent, decisive action.

Ballarat Base Hospital
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I was thrilled
to be at the opening of the helipad and multilevel car
park at the Ballarat Base Hospital on Wednesday of last
week with the chair of the Ballarat Health Services
board, Andrew Faull, and the Minister for Health, Jill
Hennessy. The helipad and car park was an important
initiative of the coalition government under then
Premier Denis Napthine and former health minister
David Davis, who delivered a critical piece of
infrastructure to facilitate the efficient transfer of
critically ill patients from Ballarat and broader western
Victoria to hospitals in Melbourne, giving patients the
very best opportunity for positive health outcomes in
time-critical situations.
Initiatives such as the Ballarat helipad do not occur
without local champions, and I pay tribute to my
predecessor in this place David Koch, who advocated
for over a decade to have the Ballarat helipad built for
the benefit of all western Victorians.

Australian Red Cross Blood Service
Mr MORRIS — I recently visited my local
Australian Red Cross Blood Service donor centre
where I gave not a pound of flesh but half a litre of
blood. As we often hear, 1 in 3 of us will need blood at
some point in our lives, but only 1 in 30 actually give
blood. At this time of year, when many people have
colds and flu, the number of people who can give blood
is greatly reduced, so I encourage all members to roll
up their sleeves and give some blood. Just a single
donation can save up to three lives.

Victorian Assyrian Community
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — Last
Sunday I was delighted to join the federal member for
Calwell, Maria Vamvakinou, and my parliamentary
colleague Bernie Finn to officially open Bet Urmia
House, a new centre for the Victorian Assyrian
Community. The Victorian government is incredibly
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proud to support the upgrade of Urmia House through
its Multicultural Community Infrastructure Fund, which
provided a $50 000 grant so this new centre could
continue to be a place where the Assyrian people could
come together as a community to participate in
important cultural traditions and activities.
The Assyrian people, also known as Chaldeans, Syriacs
and Arameans, are an ethnic group whose origins lie in
ancient Iraq. They speak, read and write distinct
dialects of Eastern Aramaic exclusive to that part of the
world. Today Mesopotamia is comprised of parts of
several nations, including northern Iraq, south-eastern
Turkey, north-eastern Syria and north-western Iran. The
Assyrians were one of the first civilisations in that part
of the world to adopt Christianity.
With recent global events contributing to the migration
of many cultures, it is important to have organisations
such as the Victorian Assyrian Community set up
houses so they can get together as a community. These
organisations cannot reach their full potential without
dedicated and hardworking teams behind them. I
acknowledge the president of the Victorian Assyrian
Community, George Daniel, and its secretary, Monika
Younan, for the tremendous work they do for the
community.

Moving FWD
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
week I had the honour of attending the Hume City
Council’s Moving FWD graduation ceremony. I got to
watch eight young people participate in the ceremony
and celebrate the successful completion of their Moving
FWD course.
Moving FWD is a council-run initiative that connects
disengaged and disenfranchised young people in the
Hume area back into the community, empowering them
and enabling them to recognise their potential. It boosts
their confidence and reignites their motivation to
succeed. These are children who were falling through
the cracks. They were not going to school, they were
not employed and they just were not moving forward.
Moving FWD has delivered 16 programs in the last
four years and boasts a completion rate of 85 per cent.
In total an incredible 124 young people on the fringe
have been given the encouragement and support to step
forward to a more promising future. To date 84 per cent
of the participants have gone on to or returned to further
education or employment and 80 per cent are now
connected with mental health and/or drug and alcohol
services.
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Sadly, the federal government cut the funding for this
program, so it is up to the Hume City Council to
continue it, and we are not sure that it will. I take this
opportunity to enshrine in Hansard the names of some
amazing people: Aidan Cressey, Alyssa Glover, Emmy
D’Arcy, Chloe Hubezak, Paul Murray, Rhys
McKernan, Samantha Lomas and Tristan Scott-Overs.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Time!

Australian Labor Party
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Excitement is
building throughout Melbourne’s west. Those of us
who are aware of the level of corruption rife in the ALP
in the western suburbs are now anticipating that this
knowledge will be shared with every other interested
Australian. Putting to one side the imminent appearance
of the federal Leader of the Opposition before the
Royal Commission into Trade Union Governance and
Corruption, because that is something that I would not
want to anticipate, it seems at least some sections of the
national media are turning their attention to the
quagmire that is Labor in the west.
With any luck the world will soon know the Brimbank
scandal was about far more than a dodgy Labor council.
Very soon we will know just how far the tentacles of
the Suleyman empire reach in this country. Very soon
we will know exactly who did what to whom and how
many times. I anticipate many big names being exposed
as participants in the grubbiest and most despicable
forms of political activity. I fully anticipate we will
soon see the opening of a squalid barrel of corruption,
bribery, threats and intimidation, no end of dirty dealing
and shysterism and more than a little criminal activity.
At long last those who have suffered at the hands of
Labor in Melbourne’s west will have their plight
recognised. After many years in some cases, justice will
be theirs. The antics of the ALP in Melbourne’s west
are a disgrace, and they have been a disgrace for as long
as most locals can remember. I am told that the shining
light — —
Ms Shing — Time!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I thank members for making rulings on time, but that is
time for Mr Finn.

Gippsland road safety
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
acknowledge the significant work that is being done
throughout Gippsland in relation to road safety and the
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contributions made by community members to better
inform the direction that road safety initiatives take
throughout regional Victoria.

International Champions Cup in Melbourne, along with
Associazione Sportiva Roma. Each of those three
games will pack out the MCG.

To this end I note that a number of forums have been
conducted throughout the state to better encourage
grassroots participation in what works and what does
not work so far as driver education and the physical
environment of our roads, including road treatments,
safety barriers and amenities being changed to save
lives. In addition to that, they have looked at the
education that is absolutely part and parcel of making
better, safer drivers from the get-go before young
people even start to turn the ignition and take control of
a piece of what is often very dangerous machinery that
they will be involved in needing to control in often
less-than-optimal circumstances.

It was the former coalition government that brought the
State of Origin to Victoria, and Daniel Andrews is
taking credit for it. Next week will see an AFL game
attended by 80 000 people — and we continue to
support major events. The coalition government may
have had some shortcomings over its four-year term,
but its major events calendar and support for major
events certainly was not one of them. These statements
made by the Premier show a distinct lack of class and
an inability to be gracious. The Premier should be able
to acknowledge the work that has been done by others.
This sort of attitude reflects very poorly on the Premier,
Daniel Andrews.

For example, on 16 June a very important and useful
consultation was held in Sale, which I attended. It was
coordinated by the Transport Accident Commission
and attended by VicRoads, police, ambulance and other
emergency services, as well as road safety groups and
individuals who are concerned with improving road
safety across Gippsland. I commend their efforts and
thank everyone who has made a contribution across
Gippsland to improve the situation and reduce our road
toll, tragic as it is.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Time!

Major events
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Last week the
Premier spoke at the State of Origin function held prior
to the game at the MCG. He spoke about how proud he
was to be able to see the greatest colosseum in the
world filled to capacity. The following morning on the
Today show Premier Andrews then went on to say:
Victoria’s been a bit sleepy in the last three or four years …
Well all that changes now.

I find that quite amazing because the current calendar
of major events in Melbourne has nothing to do with
Daniel Andrews and his government. If anyone wants
to find a major event that the Labor Party has brought
to Melbourne, then they have to go out to Flemington
and have a look at cage fighting and join 1400 people
watching people belting each other senseless. That is
the most major event that the Labor Party has brought
to Victoria.
In contrast, during its time in office the former coalition
government brought to Melbourne the Cricket World
Cup, for which the MCG was sold out. During the
soccer Asian Cup, Melbourne held the opening match
and the opening ceremony. In the next month
Manchester City will compete with Real Madrid for the

International Festival of Language and Culture
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — We are
fortunate to live in a society enriched by the many
cultures that have contributed to our great state in many
ways. We are also fortunate to live in a society where
there is cultural harmony and inclusion. It is one of the
greatest qualities we possess in Victoria.
The International Festival of Language and Culture was
held in Australia for the first time on Sunday, 7 June,
and I had the privilege of attending this event. Also in
attendance was the Minister for Multicultural Affairs,
the Honourable Robin Scott; Inga Peulich; my
colleague Mr McGuire, the member for Broadmeadows
in the Legislative Assembly; the executive director of
the Australian Intercultural Society, Mr Ahmet Keskin;
and representatives from Sirius College.
The International Festival of Language and Culture
started in 2003 as a competition in Turkey, with only
62 students from 17 countries. It has now grown to
include students from six different continents. This
event was one of the many festival events held in nine
countries and featured over 2750 students from
150 nations. Those who attended were lucky enough to
watch a showcase of outstanding performances by
talented students from different cultural backgrounds.
It was wonderful to see so much diversity under one
roof and a true representation of the cultural harmony
that already exists not only in our state but also
throughout Australia. Events such as this festival
demonstrate a proud commitment to multiculturalism
and promote the important values of tolerance, diversity
and social cohesion.
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Maryvale paper recycling plant
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Last week I donned
my hard hat and safety glasses to witness a good news
story at Australian Paper’s Maryvale mill in the Latrobe
Valley. The de-inking wastepaper recycling plant is like
no other in Australia. This plant has the capacity to
produce 50 000 tonnes of recycled paper pulp each
year, which will in turn divert up to 80 000 tonnes of
paper away from landfill. That is the equivalent of more
than 16 billion sheets of A4 paper.
In April this year project manager Gavin Jones and his
highly skilled team successfully completed the first
monthly manufacturing of recycled products, meeting
stringent specifications and Environment Protection
Authority Victoria standards. This brought to fruition
many hours of hard work. It has been a two-and-a-half
year journey, with 90 contracts awarded and hundreds
of direct and indirect jobs created. For those statistically
minded, we are talking about 80 pumps, 216 motors,
73 kilometres of cables and 20 kilometres of stainless
steel piping.
The recycled paper produced at this plant is backed by
Planet Ark for its environmental benefits. In my view
the important thing is this: as individuals and in our
workplaces we need to choose to support recycled
paper products made locally in the Latrobe Valley and
make a commitment to purchasing Australian Paper’s
recycled paper products. Well done to all concerned.

Health funding
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I join
Ms Lovell in congratulating the Numurkah community
and the board and CEO of the Numurkah District
Health Service on their magnificent fightback from the
floods of 2012, and I indicate my pleasure in joining
them at the opening of their hospital on Friday. I also
point directly to the additional capacity in our hospital
system left by the coalition government. Victoria now
has 15 170 beds, comprising 13 583 acute beds and
more than 1500 other types of beds, including hospital
in the home, prevention and recovery care beds,
subacute beds and private contract beds. This is up
from 14 460 beds in 2009–10.
Ms Hennessy, the Minister for Health, has been
misrepresenting the facts in relation to the former
coalition government’s achievements from the base
year of 2009–10, the last full year for which Daniel
Andrews was the responsible minister. Coming to
government in 2010–11, we pumped $55.2 million into
the system in the first month to lift the performance of
our health system and cover up the problem left by
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Daniel Andrews, who had not funded the Christmas
holidays of health workers. That is the valid
comparator.
We promised 100 additional beds in 2011–12, 200 beds
in 2012–13, 200 beds in 2013–14 and 300 beds in
2014–15. We delivered 710 new beds by 30 June last
year and are on track to deliver 800 beds by the end of
this financial year. That is a remarkable achievement,
and Jill Hennessy should stop misleading the
community.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
and BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 June; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
and motion of Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2015–16.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian budget 2015–16 — and what a
budget! The budget has received very positive feedback
from the people of Victoria, including families and
businesspeople. In particular the feedback has been
very positive from my electorate, the Western
Metropolitan Region, and that is what I am going to
focus my contribution on for the next few minutes.
My electorate is now getting some special attention
from this government in relation to various
investments, including in education, transport, health
and other services. I start with the benefit my electorate
receives from this Andrews Labor government
budget — —
Mr Finn — Last year was better for the west.
Mr MELHEM — I say to Mr Finn that the west did
not get much last year. He should be ashamed of that
comment. In relation to education, there is funding for
upgrading existing schools and the opening of new
schools. For example, the Essendon Keilor College’s
East Keilor campus has benefited from the budget, as
have Strathmore Primary School, Sunbury College,
Sunshine College, Werribee Secondary College,
Westbreen Primary School, Williamstown High School
and a number of others.
There has been a significant investment in upgrading
existing schools. There is also investment in new
schools. The western suburbs of Melbourne are
experiencing significant growth with an increasing
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population, and that is why investment in new schools
is very important. For example, there will be a
significant investment in the Footscray Learning
Precinct, which will combine Footscray City Primary
School and Footscray City College, to the tune of
$15 million. We will also complete the Tarneit P–9
college project and are looking at implementing a new
tech school in Wyndham.
Education is a cornerstone of this budget, particularly in
the west — for example, Victoria University will stand
to benefit from this budget. That is against the
background of previous budgets — both state and
federal — where there have been some massive cuts to
TAFE. The $320 million investment by the Andrews
Labor government will see some investment back into
the TAFE system, and Victoria University will benefit
out of that.
I turn to health, another area in which the western
suburbs will benefit from this budget. There will be an
$85 million upgrade of the Werribee Mercy Hospital,
which services Wyndham and those regions of
Melbourne. For families across the west there is an
investment of $200 million dedicated to the Western
Women’s and Children’s Hospital, with 237 beds,
39 special care nursery cots and 4 theatres. That is
welcome news for Sunshine Hospital. I have visited the
hospital and spoken to staff there, and the investment in
these two hospitals is very welcome investment in the
west.
Another area of investment in the west relates to
transport. In the last week or so we have seen the
completion of the regional rail project. That project was
commissioned under the former Labor government —
both state and federal — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — State and federal. Without that
vision and the investment by the former state Labor
government and federal Labor government, that project
would not have seen the light. That was left by the
former coalition government. They sat there for four
years, and really they could not claim to have
implemented a single project — not a single one. I am
pleased that that project was completed on time and
under budget.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — You did not do that, Mr Finn. It
was done by hardworking people who are union
members; they worked on delivering that project. I had
the pleasure of negotiating that agreement with good
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conditions. It was delivered on time and on budget, and
we are proud of that.
Talking about transport, another matter I will talk about
is railway crossings. As recently as the last couple of
days a contract has been awarded for the Main Road
West level crossing, and the project will go ahead, and
that will include the Furlong Road level crossing. That
is welcome news. There are five other railway crossings
in the western suburbs of Melbourne that are part of the
50 railway crossings the Andrews Labor government
has committed to upgrade during this term of
government and the next term. It is pleasing to see that
upgrades to at least seven railway crossings in the
western suburbs of Melbourne will be delivered under
this government.
Let me talk about another project that will benefit the
western metropolitan region — that is, the Melbourne
Metro rail project. This government will not talk about
doing things; it is going to do things. An amount of
$4.5 billion has now been committed to start
construction of the Melbourne Metro rail project.
Where members of the previous government said,
‘Maybe one day we’re gunna do’, we are not the ones
who are ‘gunna do’; we are the ones who will deliver
things and get on with it. Construction on the metro rail
will hopefully start shortly.
It is an ideal time to talk about the announcement today
by the government of the introduction of legislation to
establish Infrastructure Victoria. Finally, we will have
an independent body which can plan the infrastructure
needs of the state for years to come and which will not
be part of any political arguments about what the state
needs. That is welcome news.
I will refer to some infrastructure projects that will
benefit my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region.
One is the West Gate distributor and the Transurban
proposal, which I think is an excellent proposal and
which members of this government and our federal
counterparts are happy to support. I am sure
Infrastructure Australia will give it the tick. Hopefully
that project can start sometime this year.
The second project is the M80 upgrade — and Mr Finn
has been very quiet about this one. The former Minister
for Roads, Mr Mulder, and the former federal Labor
transport minister, Mr Albanese, announced there
would be $500 million to complete that part of the
Western Ring Road between the Calder Freeway and
Furlong Road. However, the former state government
decided to take that money away and put it into the
so-called east–west link. Motorists in the western
suburbs of Melbourne are left stuck in traffic in the
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morning and afternoon peak times, and I do not see
Mr Finn raising any issue with that, because he has no
argument. But guess what? We are fixing this. Money
has been allocated to complete that project. When
motorists go from four lanes down to two — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — We are going to fix your mess! I
think Mr Finn should be supporting that project,
because it is a great project. We are getting things done.
There will also be more buses and more routes, which
will be part of the upgrade. They will benefit my
electorate. I finish my contribution there. I hope in due
course the house will support and vote for the bill. It is
a great budget, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I should thank
Mr Melhem for his contribution and point out to him
that when it comes to voting for this piece of
legislation, we have no choice. That is just a part of the
deal. If we did have a choice, a bloke would be
tempted, I can tell you that now. Whilst this
government is a new government in Victoria, I have to
say that it is not showing any new imagination or any
new thought processes. I go back to the previous Labor
governments, the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments, that were pretty flat on most things, it has
to be said. It is the same old Labor budget that we have
come to expect. ‘We spend up big and we slug the
taxpayer’, that is the way the Labor Party operates.
At the very beginning of my contribution I have to say
that the decision to pay $640 million not to build a road
has to be the most outrageous decision by any
government in this state’s history. The scrapping of the
east–west link is, without question, the single biggest
act of economic vandalism in this state’s history by a
government against its people.
Ms Crozier — They wanted it only four or five
years ago.
Mr FINN — As Ms Crozier points out, they wanted
it only four or five years ago, and we all know that in
10 years we are going to have to build it for probably
three or four times the amount it will cost now. But that
will not be Labor’s problem, because of course in three
and a half years Labor will not be in government and it
will not be its concern.
We heard from Mr Melhem, and I am disappointed to
see that Mr Melhem has left the chamber. He said that
what he called the western distributor will begin — he
said, ‘Hopefully, perhaps, maybe, could be. I don’t
know. I’ll think about it and get back to you tomorrow’,
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and all of these sorts of possibilities — sometime this
year, or maybe next year or maybe the year after.
Mr Eideh — This year.
Mr FINN — This year, is it? Can you give us a
date? Come on, Khalil, give us a date.
Mr Eideh — Sometime this year.
Mr FINN — No, I think you should make a quick
call. I have another 12 minutes left. Make a quick call
and get back to us, will you? We will get that into
Hansard quick smart.
This western distributor, I have to say, is something that
is not going to solve any of the problems the people of
the western suburbs have. It is one glorified
T-intersection. In fact what it is going to do for the
western suburbs is what Hoddle Street and the Eastern
Freeway have done for the inner east. It is absolutely
nonsensical. Why would you put the motorists of
Victoria into hock for years just to do that? It will solve
no problem. It will create a bigger problem, and as a
result the motorists of Victoria will be paying tolls for
many more years.
I had hoped that I might live to see CityLink handed
over to the people of Victoria as a paid-off entity. I
think we have something like 17 years left in order to
do that, and I was very hopeful that I would live to see
that happen, being a member of the government that
initiated CityLink. I have to ask: where would
Melbourne be without CityLink now? As I said, I had
hoped that I would live long enough to see that handed
over as a paid project for the people of Victoria, but if
this West Gate distributor T-intersection — call it what
you will — goes ahead, there is no way on God’s earth
that I will live that long. There are probably a few
around who are quite happy to hear that! There is no
way I would live long enough to see anything handed
over. In fact there are very few people around anywhere
who would live long enough to see CityLink handed
over to the people of Victoria, because we will be
paying tolls for the duration if this goes ahead.
Just on the subject of the West Gate T-intersection, I
recall that before the last election we had a project that
was proposed by the then Leader of the Opposition, the
now Premier. He called it the western distributor. He
told us it was shovel ready. Remember that? He said it
was shovel ready. He was asked by the media what the
Labor Party would do if it were elected and it scrapped
the east–west link. He said, ‘Well, I’ve got the western
distributor. It’s ready to go. It’s shovel ready, and we’ll
do that’. I would love to know: whatever happened to
the western distributor? Where did it go? It is like some
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great, shrinking monster that has disappeared into the
ether. We still do not know — and I suspect we will
never find out — what has happened to the western
distributor, despite the fact that Mr Andrews had all the
plans. Mr Andrews had his shovel ready, and I think I
know what he has been using it for since.
The fact of the matter is that this distributor — the
western distributor, the West Gate distributor, whatever
they want to call it — is a joke. It will solve no
problems for the western suburbs of Melbourne; in fact
it will create more. Of course the fact that we have
spent — —
Ms Crozier — How is it going to be funded?
Mr FINN — How is it being funded? I know how it
is being funded: it is being funded by tolls for the next I
do not know how many years.
The people at the Transurban consortium are no dills,
but they know a dill when they see one. They saw
Daniel Andrews and said, ‘Yes. Come in, sucker! Here
we come, and have we got a deal for you!’. They have
dragged him along by the nose. Here we have a Premier
desperate to say that he has actually done something,
and the good people of Transurban came along and
said, ‘Dodgy’ — because they are on first-name terms
with him — ‘we have got a deal for you’, and he has
apparently fallen for it hook, line and sinker. Here we
are, having those tolls for years to come. It is not
exactly good government, is it? I suggest that very
strongly. Then again, you would expect less than good
government from this crowd because at this point they
have not shown much promise at all — perhaps a lot of
promises but not much promise.
Ms Crozier — Broken ones.
Mr FINN — There have been a few broken ones
too, and I will get to that in just a moment. In the
meantime we are going to have a situation where
people on the West Gate Freeway, people on the
Tullamarine Freeway and people on the Calder
Freeway are going to be stuck in traffic gridlock for
many years to come — perhaps for a generation to
come. That is something that is tragic for Victoria’s
future, and it is something this Labor government will
long be remembered and cursed for.
Another thing this government will be long
remembered and long cursed for is scrapping the rail
link to the airport. As I have explained to this house in
the past, it is not the first time Labor has scrapped this
particular project. Back in 1999, very early in his career
as Premier, Mr Bracks knocked the airport rail link on
the head after promising it would go ahead. In fact we
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in the west, and the north-west in particular, are very
proud of the fact that we had the first-ever broken
promise by Steve Bracks — and God knows, there
were a few more after that. But we were the first.
Mr Bracks said, ‘Remember that rail link we were
going to build to the airport? Forget it, because we were
only joking, and quite frankly we do not care what you
think, because you will vote for us anyway’. That was
the attitude of the Labor Party back then; it is still the
attitude of the Labor Party now.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — That rail link to the airport is
something that is absolutely necessary, and I am glad to
hear Mr Barber agrees that that rail link to the airport is
very necessary. On my way into the city this morning I
drove past the airport, and I saw the traffic banked back
for kilometre after kilometre. I thought to myself that
this government’s scuttling of the airport rail link is a
further act of vandalism against the state of Victoria.
We heard a great deal from Mr Melhem about the
regional rail link. We heard that Labor was going to
remove the level crossing at Main Road in St Albans. I
do not know where Mr Melhem has been, but the fact
of the matter is that the money — $220 million, or part
thereof — was set aside to remove that level crossing.
That money was set aside not just to remove the level
crossing at Main Road in St Albans but also to build a
premium station and reconfigure the bus interchange
there. It was a big deal. I am not sure that the Labor
Party is still going to go ahead with that. It says it is
going to remove the level crossing, which I think it will
find is a bigger project than it anticipated. But then
again, Labor has been promising to remove this level
crossing for generations.
I first remember Labor promising to remove this level
crossing back in 1982, when Jack Ginifer was the
member for St Albans in the Assembly. Mr Ginifer left
us shortly after and George Seitz — who has since gone
to God, and may God rest his soul — was elected in the
by-election of 1982, and he promised that the Main
Road level crossing in St Albans would be removed. It
just never happened. Labor has promised it again and
again. The people of the western suburbs, particularly
the people of St Albans, cannot be blamed for being
very wary of what Labor says, because we all know
what Labor says and what Labor does are two very
different things. We certainly know that in the western
suburbs.
What is happening out in Sunbury with the regional rail
link? It is quite extraordinary, because this regional rail
link, as even Mr Melhem has had to admit, has come in
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on time and under budget, and that is as a direct result
of the work of the former coalition government which
built this thing. Terry Mulder, the member for Polwarth
in the Assembly and the former Minister for Public
Transport, did a brilliant job with the regional rail link.
It was all set to go, and we were turfed out. There was
only one thing that needed to be done to get the
regional rail link up and running, and that was to get the
timetable right so you knew what time the trains were
coming and you could get down to the station and get
on the train. But guess what? Labor stuffed up the
timetable. It is hard to believe. The coalition
government built the train tracks, it built the
magnificent new stations throughout the western
suburbs and into Werribee and beyond and it oversaw
the spending of billions of dollars, on time and under
budget, only to see Labor elected and stuff up the
timetable. This was the only thing the Labor
government had left to do on the regional rail link, and
it stuffed it up. But that should not surprise anyone,
because that is the Labor way.

That said, I would now like to spend some time talking
about where this government has not delivered on
health. My first topic will be Footscray Hospital. Before
I talk about the hospital, even though the building is
crumbling and the emergency room is unsafe, I have to
say that the staff are the most amazing people I have
ever encountered and they work under extraordinarily
difficult circumstances.

Unfortunately that is what we are seeing with the
Sunbury out of Hume issue. Labor promised before the
last election that it would respect the will of the people,
and it is now doing everything in its power to ensure
that the will of the people is thwarted and that Sunbury
remains within the city of Hume. It is very sad that
Victoria has a government such as it has, and I am very
sure that in three and half years we will have a
Matthew Guy-led government in Victoria.

I think the minister will be loath to admit that the south
ward is currently being decommissioned ward by ward
due to the sorry state of its infrastructure, but anybody
who wanders through the hospital can plainly see
closures and just how bad things are getting. Delays in
the redevelopment of Footscray Hospital will end up
costing the government far more than if it just got on
with the job now.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
keep factual my presentation about the budget. Today I
specifically want to talk about how the Andrews
government in the 2014–15 budget has dealt with the
issue of health. The Greens recognise Labor has
delivered on many of its election promises in relation to
health, and we congratulate Labor on that. As a
member for the western suburbs I personally am
particularly pleased that Labor has delivered on the
promise of the Western Women’s and Children’s
Hospital at Sunshine. This will provide much-needed
capacity for maternity services and restore paediatric
care to the hospital. This is something that the Greens
have campaigned for, and we are thrilled that it is
actually going to be built, although I note that the
government has short-changed the hospital. The
women’s and children’s hospital was costed at
$200 million when done in tandem with the Western
Hospital at Footscray. If done alone, it will be costed at
$230 million. Given that the government has as yet not
committed to proceeding with the Footscray Hospital
proposal, the government needs to be forward planning
for an additional $30 million over the coming years for
Sunshine.

The Andrews government has failed to fund the
redevelopment of the Footscray Hospital emergency
department and inpatient precinct or even provide
funding for the detailed design work that needs to be
done this year so that work could commence. These
parts of the hospital are decrepit and in urgent need of
redevelopment. Footscray Hospital’s emergency
department and inpatient precinct is struggling to keep
up and now has the longest wait times of any hospital in
Victoria and the second longest in Australia for
emergency department transfer into inpatient care or
discharge.

Over the coming year and in the forward estimates it is
clear that Footscray Hospital will require millions of
dollars to be spent on it to keep the number of wards
open in the face of structural problems. These bandaid
measures will then only be wasted, as they will be
demolished along with the rest of the buildings when
the government finally does step up to the mark and
invests in much-needed facilities.
I have regard for the Minister for Health, so I am
hoping she is not trying to hide exactly how many
millions will be spent propping up these decrepit
buildings by burying these figures in budget line items.
However, I have asked the minister questions about this
many times now and I am still hoping for honest
answers, but they have been quite slow.
The residents of the inner western suburbs deserve
high-quality health services like the rest of Victoria.
When I raised this issue the government said, ‘We have
not neglected the west; we have invested in Sunshine
and Werribee hospitals in this budget’. To that I say the
fact that it has finally invested in these areas does not
reduce the need for investment in Footscray Hospital.
All it demonstrates is how great the need is in the
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western suburbs. The fact that there are three suburbs in
a desperate state only highlights just how badly
previous Labor, Liberal and Nationals governments
have neglected these issues and failed to keep up with
growing demand over the years. The Andrews
government must fund the long-overdue Footscray
Hospital redevelopment before there is a disaster.
Another area of great concern to the Greens is the
failure to provide funding to keep the Healthy Living
Victoria initiative going. Far too little of our budget is
spent on health promotion and preventive health. In this
Victorian budget spending on health advancement
decreased to just $68.4 million. We all know that
prevention is much better than cure, yet less than 3 per
cent of our over $14 billion health budget is spent on
these areas. This is particularly shocking given we
know the overall savings it can have in the health
system and in community benefits.
Healthy Together Victoria is a fantastic program and an
important investment in the health of our children in
areas overrepresented with preventable chronic
illnesses such as diabetes. This program provides
healthy eating advice support in schools, workplaces
and communities, including in local government areas
with poor public health indicators such as high rates of
obesity, diabetes and heart disease. Healthy Together
Victoria has been recognised nationally as a flagship
program that others seek to replicate. It is a model
example of how the state might tackle the growing
obesity crisis.
Over the past three years Healthy Together Victoria has
worked directly with over 600 000 Victorians,
725 workplaces, 625 primary and secondary schools
and 1265 early childhood centres in Victorian
communities most in need. Despite the great
achievements and obvious benefits, the Abbott
government cut the funding to the national partnership
agreement on preventive health through which this
program was originally funded. Knowing this full well,
the Andrews government has let this cut stand.
I understand that the health budget is tight, especially in
light of the devastating federal cuts to health. In an ideal
world we would not have to pick up after the failures of
the federal government. However, with a program as
important and successful as this, one which has the
potential to deliver savings to our health spending over
the longer term, I am disappointed that this government
has not been re-funded in the 2015–16 Victorian
budget. It is even more amazing that the federal Liberal
Abbott government cut this program.
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In recent weeks the Minister for Health has said she
would look at whether there were any aspects of the
program she could save. I hope she looks at the whole
program and realises that she must save it all. Without
programs such as these I seriously question how the
government thinks it is going to be able to tackle the
crisis we face in the growth in obesity, diabetes and
heart disease.
Speaking of the neglected parts of the budget, I will
now turn to the issue of funding our rural health
services. In this budget the dedicated capital funding for
rural health services has been discontinued. This fund
aimed to strengthen and sustain existing rural and
regional health services through the upgrade of their
local facilities. We know that people living in rural
areas on average have poorer health than city dwellers.
Many rural hospitals suffer from underfunding and
provide a limited range of services. Many locals have to
travel long distances to get the health care they need. I
seriously hope that this is an area that the government
will examine in future budgets to reduce inequity in
health and health care in Victoria.
Another area I am quite concerned about is the lack of
funds for the establishment of a real-time prescription
monitoring system in Victoria and the limited increase
in funds for drug and alcohol support services to help
reduce the hundreds of preventable drug-related deaths.
In 2014, 314 people died from pharmaceutical-related
deaths in Victoria. This is greater than the road toll and
far greater than the number of deaths from illegal drugs
and alcohol. This issue needs to be tackled urgently.
In the 2014–15 budget the Australian Medical
Association costed a real-time prescription monitoring
system at $55 million to allow doctors and pharmacists
to install IT systems so that they could view medical
histories and prevent people from obtaining and filling
multiple prescriptions at once for strong pain
medications that pose massive health risks if abused.
The government has only allocated $300 000 for
evaluation and planning of real-time prescription
monitoring in this budget. This figure is not going to
meet the need.
There is also the issue of public hospital and general
practice IT systems more generally. Not only would an
upgrade of IT systems help prevent doctor shopping, it
would dramatically improve patient care. If it were not
so disturbing, it would almost be comical to see the
archaic systems doctors use to communicate patient
records. Yet there is no money in this budget for
upgrading our public hospital and general practice IT
systems, and that is a disappointment.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015 and BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
1888

COUNCIL

The final area I wish to touch on today is mental health,
in particular the mental health community support
services. During the recommissioning of the sector
under the Baillieu and Napthine governments, a
number of agencies that provided vital care were
defunded. WISHIN — Women’s Information Support
and Housing in the North — Bethlehem Care and
McAuley Community Services for Women are
women’s agencies that provide mental health support to
women seeking refuge and housing, including after
fleeing violence at home. They provide this service in a
safe environment that is tailored to the needs and
sensitivities of the life experiences of these women.
Thanks to the coalition government’s decommissioning
of these agencies, they are no longer funded to provide
mental health support. There are no longer any
women-specific agencies funded to provide mental
health care. Before the budget was tabled, I called on
the Labor government to rectify this situation as
gender-specific services play a vital role in our
community, especially for women escaping family
violence. Unfortunately in this case my calls fell on
deaf ears. This is deeply unfortunate, and I hope the
Royal Commission into Family Violence highlights the
shortfall in this area.
Finally, I had hoped the Andrews government would
have demonstrated its commitment to continued access
to mental health community support services for those
not eligible under the national disability insurance
scheme by removing the new eligibility criteria —
which limits new client care to those with permanent
mental health conditions — and by funding the
expansion of these services in the Barwon trial area.
Unfortunately this has not occurred, which means that
many people with episodic mental illness will miss out
on early intervention and ongoing care in the
community. This is going to be particularly difficult for
young people. I very much hope to see this reversed
and a greater investment in this area in the coming
years.
I conclude by saying that when it comes to health the
Greens stand for quality health care for all, not just for
those who can afford it. The Andrews government has
delivered a reasonable health budget, but so far it has
not delivered transparency and integrity in health
infrastructure spending. And it has failed, as many
governments before it have, to recognise the
importance of investment in preventive health and
health performance. I look forward to the health
minister taking more care in this area in the future and
making sure that these programs are well resourced and
properly funded.
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Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to rise to speak on the first budget delivered
under the Andrews Labor government. It is a budget
which I am very proud to be a part of. It is a budget that
I believe is something the people of Victoria have been
calling out for over the past four years, but their calls
went unheard under the previous government. This
budget has made one thing very clear, and that is that
this government is getting on with the job and
delivering on the commitments it made to the people of
Victoria. The 2015–16 budget embodies our
commitment to putting people first. The 2015–16
budget delivers for families. The 2015–16 budget
delivers for necessary infrastructure. The 2015–16
budget delivers the biggest education budget in
Victoria’s history and establishes Victoria as the true
education state in Australia.
A total of $3.3 billion has been invested to ensure that
all Victorians, regardless of their age or socio-economic
status, can access the skills and education they need to
obtain the jobs they want. The budget will allow
Victoria to meet Gonski funding levels up to the 2017
school year, and despite the Prime Minister’s failure to
commit funding for 2018 and 2019, this government
will remain committed to fighting for it. Our kids not
only need it, they deserve it. We are investing a total of
$688 million to upgrade old and decrepit school
buildings and to build much-needed new schools, and
an extra $10 million will provide works and equipment
for students with disabilities. Funding of $35 million
will deliver 120 new portable classrooms, and
$42 million will commence the first stage of a program
to remove dangerous asbestos from schools across
Victoria. This is because it is our responsibility to
ensure that children are not exposed to such dangers
when obtaining an education. It is our responsibility to
ensure that Victorian students have the best
environment in which to learn and develop. Their
environment is key to their being happy and strong.
One of my fondest commitments in this budget with
respect to education is the Camps, Sports and
Excursions Fund. This fund will help 200 000
disadvantaged students in 250 primary schools get free
eye tests and glasses and will assist in extra costs
associated with schooling, including uniforms and
school camps. In addition, this fund will open up
breakfast clubs to serve free meals to 25 000
disadvantaged students. Breakfast is the most important
meal of the day, and after seeing the results of various
programs run through local schools I regard this
commitment as very important.
No element of education has been forgotten. Victorian
high schools will receive $12 million to support and
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build tech schools. The budget also allocates
$300 million to complete the $320 million TAFE
Rescue Fund, which assists in reopening facilities
forced to close under the former coalition government.
The reopening of TAFEs across the state is of critical
importance to my constituents, many of whom are
disengaged from the school and tertiary education
system. TAFE offers my constituents a different
approach to learning and obtaining skills, and the
results of this system speak for themselves.
This budget does not stop at education. This budget is a
true representation of the core principles of the Labor
Party movement: education, health, jobs, access,
infrastructure, transport, development and putting
people first. My electorate encompasses some of the
biggest growth corridors in the commonwealth, which
is why I was personally delighted to see our hospitals
receiving the support they so desperately need to meet
this increasing demand.
The government has allocated $200 million to build the
Western Women’s and Children’s Hospital in
Sunshine, which is a very important investment for the
people in the west. The Western Women’s and
Children’s Hospital will have 237 beds, 39 special-care
nursery cots, 4 operating theatres and additional
outpatient clinics. This development will ensure that the
hospital can continue to offer expert care and deliver
the high number of births predicted in the future.
Around 5500 babies were born at Sunshine Hospital
last year, and in 2025 this number will reach 7500. That
is staggering. The Western Women’s and Children’s
Hospital will have more capacity to continue the very
important teaching they conduct each year.
The Werribee Mercy Hospital expansion has also been
committed to in this budget, with an investment of
$85 million to expand the facility. In addition,
$15 million has been committed to the Mercy hospital
mental health expansion to help those in the west
suffering mental illness. The Labor government’s
budget commitments will provide families in
Melbourne’s west with desperately needed access to
surgical and critical care services closer to home.
Currently the hospital offers 260 beds, including 37
across Mercy mental health. In 2014 Werribee Mercy
Hospital recorded 33 571 attendances at its emergency
department and a staggering 3014 births. A total of
$2.1 billion has been committed to the Victorian health
system.
Up to $22 billion has been committed to infrastructure
in the state. Within this, a total of $600 million has been
allocated to widen the Western Ring Road and
CityLink to the Tullamarine Freeway. The budget
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commits a total of $6 billion, including $2.4 billion
over four years, to remove 50 of the state’s worst level
crossings. In my electorate the dangerous Main Road,
St Albans, Furlong Road and Melton Highway level
crossings will be removed to increase the safety of
those living in the west.
Finally, this budget does what no budget has ever done
before. It responds to the state emergency that is
occurring in homes around Victoria: family violence.
Family violence is inexcusable and unacceptable. It is
inexcusable that it has taken so long to become a
government priority. The government is providing
$81.3 million to support Australia’s first Royal
Commission into Family Violence and relieve the
overwhelming pressure on the services women and
children need to keep them safe and out of harm’s way.
We are increasing funding for child protection, with
$257 million to protect our most vulnerable and to help
families and carers access the vital services they need,
such as early intervention and preventive services.
I could talk for hours about the importance of the
2015–16 budget, but there is really no need for that.
Actions speak louder than words, and this budget is
testament to the commitment we have to Victorians
and to getting on with the job.
The parliamentary appropriation bill provides
parliamentary authority for payments to run the
Parliament, with specific appropriations for the
Legislative Assembly, the Legislative Council, the
Parliament’s investigatory committees, the Department
of Parliamentary Services and the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. It is very similar to last
year’s bill, as are the financial figures. The bill provides
funding for ongoing capital works and maintenance.
Our Parliament is a very old building, one of the
grandest of its kind. I am awed by the beauty of this
place when I look up each sitting week. But the
building needs ongoing maintenance and upgrades, and
this bill allows for that.
When I think of the Parliament and its staff I often think
first of the important and hardworking parliamentary
library staff, who do an exceptional job. The
researchers make our job that little bit easier by
ensuring that we have all the information we need to
make important decisions. The tours conducted by staff
are excellent and are testament to the pride they take in
their work environment and in our Parliament. I have
spoken with some of my constituents who have taken
library tours in the Parliament, and they raved about
how fantastic that experience was and how
professionally the library staff conduct themselves. I
thank them for their dedication and hard work. In
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addition to the library staff, I thank Hansard staff. Each
and every sitting day they bear witness to and transcribe
each and every debate, some of which take hours on
end. They conduct themselves in a very professional
manner, and I thank them.
In addition to these important staff, there are also
workers who look after our immaculate grounds, staff
who support our parliamentary committees, dining
room staff, who ensure we can refuel on our breaks,
table office staff, cleaners and security staff. I thank all
those who make up this important and dynamic team
and make Parliament what it is today.
Finally, there is another very important team that needs
mentioning — that is, the staff who do not work in
Parliament itself, our electorate officers. They are
essential in ensuring that we are responsive and
represent our constituents effectively. My very
hardworking electorate office staff, Robert
Mammarella, Ashleigh Bouvet and Sarah Tawil, work
tirelessly and are a very valued resource. They always
do much more than what their roles entail. I very much
appreciate the work they do on my behalf. I commend
the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms CROZIER
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 May; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to make some comments
on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. This
is a bill that represents 333 million broken promises.
After the election last year we saw the Premier, the
Deputy Premier and other members of the new
government get up and say that the incoming Labor
government would not increase any taxes, impose any
new taxes or increase any fees or fines beyond ordinary
indexation. This bill gives effect to three of this year’s
budget measures and actually imposes two new taxes
which have been projected over the forward estimates
period to raise more than $333 million between them.
This is a breach of faith with the people of Victoria.
There was a very clear commitment — no increased
taxes, no increased fees or charges beyond indexation
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and certainly no new taxes — and that has been broken
in the first budget.
I have to ask why we are in a situation where the
government is introducing a measure in its first budget
to generate $333 million in new revenue. One really
only needs to look at the debt profile in this year’s state
budget. I spoke about this in my contribution to the
debate on the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015
several weeks ago.
The government is desperate to keep debt under
control, to the extent that it has cut $6 billion out of the
infrastructure program whilst also cutting $4 billion out
of accumulated surpluses over the forward estimates
period. It is desperate to keep the debt profile no higher
than it was in the budget update. Of course to do that
with the spending it is going through it needs revenue
and ultimately it needs cash, and this measure gives the
government $333 million over the forward estimates
period. While the surplus does not reflect that need,
certainly to maintain the state debt levels, and in doing
so hopefully maintain in the longer term the
AAA credit rating, the government has been desperate
for revenue. We have seen this broken promise, which
is estimated in the budget between the two measures,
which I will speak about later, to generate some
$333 million gross of new revenue.
There are two main provisions in the bill. The first is a
new 3 per cent stamp duty on property purchases by
what are defined as foreign buyers. The second is a new
0.5 per cent land tax on what are described as absentee
landowners. This is a whole new area for the state
taxation regime.
At this point I would like to reflect on the work
undertaken by the Legislative Council’s Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure, which
has today tabled its first report, being an inquiry into the
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. This is the
first report of its nature by any of the Legislative
Council committees. It was a self-reference by the
committee in anticipation of the bill being transmitted
from the other place. By undertaking that self-reference
before the bill arrived in this house the committee was
able to hear from key stakeholders, particularly in the
property industry and in the taxation field, about some
of the issues and concerns with the legislation. That
report made its way to this place today in time for this
debate, and it is a credit to the committee that it was
able to undertake the work and produce the report,
which is of value to members in understanding some of
the issues and concerns around the legislation. I record
my thanks to the committee, and to its chair, Josh
Morris, for the work that was undertaken in getting the
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report here today. It forms a useful model by which the
Legislative Council could consider other legislation in
the future.
The two main provisions, referred to in the report and
in the bill, are the new 3 per cent stamp duty on
property purchases by foreign buyers and the 0.5 per
cent land tax — ongoing, being land tax — imposed on
absentee landowners. These are new areas for state
taxation. Currently in the Duties Act 2000 and in the
Land Tax Act 2005 we do not discriminate between
taxpayers on the basis of them being foreign land
purchasers or foreign landholders. This has required the
Treasury and the government to put together a
remarkably complex structure of definitions with
respect to what a foreign buyer of land is and what an
absentee landowner is, as well as defining foreign
corporations, foreign individuals, foreign trusts,
absentee corporations and absentee individuals for the
purposes of the legislation.
What we are seeing around the principle of the bill of
imposing these new taxes on foreign buyers is an
incredibly complex framework of definitions as to what
a foreign or absentee buyer or landowner is. Of course
the more complex you make those provisions the more
opportunity there is for avoidance through loopholes
and unintended consequences, and that is something we
believe will be an ongoing issue.
The other aspect of the bill which is of concern is its
dog whistle nature. The rhetoric in the second-reading
speech — —
Mr Barber — Foghorn rather than dog whistle.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Foghorn, Mr Barber. The
rhetoric in the second-reading speech, in the budget
papers and in the government’s commentary around
them seeks to imply implicitly that foreign buyers are a
bad thing and are the reason why house prices in
Victoria and Australia are so high. The government is
attempting to put a wedge in the property market by
saying, ‘This is the solution. The reason why prices are
so high and the reason why families are having
difficulty in buying properties is foreign buyers’. There
is no comment, of course, from the government on
issues such as land supply or reducing red tape in
residential construction. It is seeking to drive a wedge
by alluding to the suggestion that property prices are
high because of foreign buyers and that this measure
will fix it. Conveniently, the measure the government is
introducing, because it wants $333 million of new
revenue, will address the issue of housing affordability
for first home buyers.
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This is of concern to the opposition because in its first
six months in office the government has already
demonstrated a very negative trend in respect of foreign
investment, the most blatant example of that being what
the government did with the east–west link project. The
Leader of the Government came in here and threatened
to introduce legislation to void a valid contract. That
has sent a message to investors and governments in
Europe and investors in Asia with respect to Victoria,
which frankly is a provincial government in the eyes of
large-scale investors and foreign governments, and
raised questions that have led to the commonwealth
government asking what the Victorian government is
doing and what its position is on foreign investment
when it seeks to void a legitimately entered into
contract with foreign investors and when it suggests it
will pass legislation to do that. Now we see the
government introducing foreign-targeted stamp duty
and foreign-targeted land tax, and it sends a very strong
message to potential foreign investors as to the attitude
of the government.
Unfortunately damage can be done very quickly, but it
takes a long time to repair. While the government
continues to go down this path it will be to the
detriment of the Victorian economy. If the government
gets its house in order with the port of Melbourne lease
and goes to market with it, it will be interesting to see
what sort of response it gets from foreign buyers in the
region and elsewhere, because the message it has been
sending to the market so far, in six months, is that
foreign investment is not welcome. This legislation —
revenue grab that it is but dressed up as protecting
domestic house buyers from foreign buyers — sends a
similar message and will lead to similar concerns more
broadly.
One of the key areas where the opposition has concerns
is in relation to the exemptions in the bill. As I said
before, the provisions proposed by the bill with respect
to defining who is a foreign buyer in the case of
imposing the foreign buyer stamp duty and who is an
absentee landowner in the case of imposing the new
0.5 per cent land tax are complex provisions. The
definitions are complex and the way in which they
operate is complex. In each of those respective
provisions of the bill — clauses 15 and 26 — a very
broad exemption has been created which allows the
Treasurer to basically determine that a party that, under
the definitions listed, would be a foreign buyer in the
case of stamp duty or would be an absentee landowner
in the case of land tax is not one of those parties and is
therefore not subject to this new tax imposition. In
giving the Treasurer that capacity there is absolutely no
scrutiny of how the Treasurer would use those
provisions. There is no need for the Treasurer to
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produce or publish any guidelines as to how those
provisions would operate. There is no obligation on the
Treasurer to publish any details of where he uses that
exemption, how many parties he uses it for or the extent
of the exemption given.
In many of the cases that have been reported this could
relate to very large land transactions — those related to
new housing developments and new estate
developments — where the sums involved with this
stamp duty in particular could extend into tens of
millions of dollars. Very substantial sums of money can
be involved for individual taxpayers. As the legislation
is currently drafted there is no constraint on the
Treasurer as to how he exercises his discretion and
more importantly no requirement on him to report in
any way the fact that he has exercised that discretion in
relation to exempt parties.
It is the coalition’s intention to seek to amend the bill,
and I ask that those amendments be circulated now.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — As outlined, the coalition
is proposing two substantive amendments with respect
to clauses 15 and 26 to provide that where the Treasurer
produces guidelines as laid down in the legislation for
his exercise of the discretion that those two clauses give
him, those guidelines be published in the Victoria
Government Gazette where they are publicly available
and where, if they change, that change would also be
subject to publication in the Government Gazette.
The coalition equally seeks a requirement in both the
provisions with respect to stamp duty and land tax that
where the Treasurer exercises his discretion he
subsequently reports upon it — that is, that a report be
made to the Parliament and published on an appropriate
website disclosing where the Treasurer has used the
discretion, who he has used the discretion for and the
extent to which, in dollar terms, an exemption has been
given. We think that is an appropriate balance to the
very broad discretion that this bill affords the Treasurer
to exempt taxpayers from these provisions. We believe
there needs to be that check and balance in place and
that that is an appropriate mechanism to do that.
This bill is a clear breach of election commitments that
were made by the government. It sends a very negative
message with respect to this government’s attitude to
foreign investment, particularly on the back of what we
saw with the east–west link. The coalition has
significant concerns about certain provisions in this bill
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with respect to the disclosure of the Treasurer’s use of
discretion.
The bill as it stands will not be supported by the
coalition. However, if the Council supports the
amendments which are proposed by the coalition, the
coalition will not oppose the passage of the bill on the
third reading. This is bad legislation. It breaches what
the government said it would do, and it highlights the
way in which this government is willing to walk away
readily and quickly from its election commitments in
the pursuit of revenue to keep its budget in order.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to give the house the story so far. The government
announced this special tax on foreigners, and the
rationale it gave was that foreigners are not paying
enough tax elsewhere because they do not live here,
therefore it is going to charge them more via this tax.
The Treasurer said:
If you own a property in Victoria, then you should contribute
accordingly and the surcharge goes some way to redressing
that balance …

Then, however, the Property Council of Australia came
out and said, ‘Hang on, it’s not just foreign people. We
have companies that are foreign owned, foreign
controlled or with a significant foreign ownership
component’. They turned out to be all the big names in
Victorian property development, from Mirvac to
Australand and the rest of them. The Treasurer said he
did not mean that he was going to tax foreign-owned
corporations. Who could ever suggest that
foreign-owned corporations should, in the Treasurer’s
own words, ‘contribute accordingly’, and that the
surcharge could go some way to redressing the
balance?
A deal was worked out. By the way, Mr Rich-Phillips
should feel free to intervene at any point if I have got
the story wrong. Those opposite said, ‘No, it wasn’t
meant to be you guys. You’re our friends. In fact, we
remember all those donations you gave us at the last
election very well’. Not that they have been disclosed to
the Victorian voter yet, but we will read about that one
of these days. The Treasurer put out some guidelines
saying that it was not meant to apply to the
aforementioned developers.
The Property Council of Australia then boasted that this
was a great victory. It was so boastful about it that it led
to an article being published in the Age of 25 May
under the headline ‘Andrews’ property tax watered
down for developers’. The article says:
The Property Council and the Urban Development Institute of
Australia have declared a ‘major win’ after lobbying the
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Andrews government to introduce case-by-case exemptions
from a 3 per cent stamp duty surcharge on foreign property
buyers and a 0.5 per cent land tax increase for absentee
landlords.

If the property council had such a major win within
days of even starting its campaign, one can only
wonder about the future major wins when various
property groups come to the Treasurer and say, ‘Under
your new-found powers to basically decide who does
and does not pay tax in Victoria, we would like a free
kick, please’. It really did not develop too much further
from there, except that now Mr Rich-Phillips has
proposed an amendment to say that the guidelines the
Treasurer will issue must be tabled in Parliament.
We had one development along the way that made it
even more fruitful — an inquiry by an upper house
committee, the first under this new system. In the style
of Australian Senate committees, the Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure
conducted an inquiry into the bill, calling for witnesses,
holding hearings and reporting back to Parliament,
which it did just a few hours ago. I just spent a couple
of hours reading the report. Evidence was given at
public hearings by the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Department of Treasury and Finance, the State
Revenue Office, the Property Council of Australia, the
Urban Development Institute and Pitcher Partners.
A surprising amount of the discussion during the
committee hearings was about the impact this
legislation might have on affordability. The answer to
the question seemed to be that nobody really knows
what impact it will have on affordability. In fact no-one
ever really argued that this was about housing
affordability. As the Treasurer himself said, it was
about making sure that foreigners, or certain groups of
foreigners anyway, pay their fair share. They all went
round in circles for a while, including the lawyers from
the law institute, trying to surmise the impact this might
have on affordability, and the answer was that nobody
really knows.
We know that stamp duty by itself is an incredibly
regressive tax; it is a bad tax. It is bad because it taxes
property transactions, so in order to avoid paying the
tax, people avoid the thing; they avoid the transaction.
If you are collecting large amounts of tax from a
particular source, over time that starts to distort the
economy. One of the distortions is that once you have
bought a house you really do not want to sell it. You do
not want to downsize when the kids leave home. You
do not want to sell it and buy another one on the other
side of the state if you are forced to move there — for
example, because you want to continue knocking down
trees for a living and you have to move from East
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Gippsland, where the industry is highly subsidised, to
western Victoria, which is crying out for more timber
workers — because you will have to pay stamp duty
every time you move house, or at least sell one. There
is a whole range of inefficiencies around our state tax
mix, and it is at this time of the year, every year, that I
point out that the tweaking of stamp duty rates does not
address the question. Fiddling around with a bad tax is
not going to make the tax better.
Interestingly, the other part of the Liberal Party’s
amendments is to require the public exposure of
anybody who receives an exemption — that is, their
name and the value of the exemption. The big winners
from the property council who had the ear, apparently,
of the Treasurer have already said the exemption will
save them millions. But from here on in we will see
who is exempted — first of all, who qualifies for the
exemption under the bill and then who is exempted
from its provisions.
I would like to know a lot more about some of the tax
exemptions and concessions that have been made so
far. For example, if you go to budget paper 5, chapter 5,
‘Tax expenditures and concessions’, you will see that
typically there are around $2.2 billion of exemptions
from land tax, $952 million of exemptions from payroll
tax, $89 million of exemptions from gambling tax and
$218 million of exemptions from — and this is not
including thresholds, by the way; this is just people
who, by their class, are exempt from the act — other
duties, which is principally stamp duty. I think that
latter number is going to start getting bigger.
Further off in the budget papers you get a much longer
list of who has been exempted from various taxes, why
and so on and so forth. But now for the first time, if
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment is successful — and the
Greens will be supporting it — and if the government
then decides to accept this amendment to its bill, we
will be reading the actual names of the people who are
getting these exemptions.
The problem with exemptions is that the Parliament
makes the decision once and then the exemption carries
on for many, many years with a loss to the public
revenue; it is a set-and-forget mechanism. As I have
just outlined, there are billions of dollars of such
exemptions in the act. This one is the opposite of a
set-and-forget mechanism. In fact the Treasurer will
keep on making decisions constantly in relation to the
individual circumstances of particular property buyers.
I think that is a recipe for — I am choosing my words
carefully — unreasonable influence to be exerted by
property developers, who we already know are very
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powerful because they got the guidelines they wanted
and then they boasted about it to the Age.

point. The guidelines are of no legal import; it is only
what is in the act that limits it.

In some states property developers have been banned
from making donations to political parties. In New
South Wales that is the case. Both Labor and Liberal,
and certainly the Greens, have supported bans on
property developers making donations. We have tried
to ask the Premier whether he would ever support such
an exemption, and we are not getting a very positive
response at the moment. In the meantime some of those
self-same donors to political parties could be the same
ones as foreign-owned land development corporations,
or foreign-controlled land development corporations
could be lining up asking for special circumstances to
be exempted. Apart from making it public,
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment does not really do
anything at all.

The law institute has certainly expressed what I would
say is a very strong and fundamental concern about that
principle being breached. In the evidence that I read
from the inquiry, which I have managed to have a look
at in the last 2 hours, I did not see any other description
of a substantively similar power being granted to a
Treasurer. Yes, there are various lines of inquiry that
certain bodies, including the State Revenue Office,
have to undertake in looking at particular types of
transactions and structures, but I would say that this is a
gaping, wide-open discretion. It is for that reason that
the Greens will not support the particular clause being
incorporated into the bill.

I refer to the transcript of the hearing of the Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure held on
15 June. Mr Morris is the chair of that committee. The
Victorian division of the Property Council of Australia
and the Department of Treasury and Finance seem to
admit that the guidelines have no legal weight. The
property council’s great victory is not looking so great
at this point. Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment, which
proposes to have these legally useless guidelines tabled
in Parliament, will not exactly be the highlight of my
day when they are tabled. However, it will be a
highlight to see which property group has been
exempted from having to pay the special stamp duty
and to play connect the dots with their various webs of
influence in and across state, federal and local
government.
In the view of the Greens, the entire clause that is
seeking to be amended should not exist. The Treasurer
should not be given this level of open-ended exemption
and discretion, so when that clause comes up the
Greens will vote against it. It seems that the procedure
will be that the opposition will get to move its
amendment to the clause. I have flagged that the Greens
will support the amendment, and my guess is that
no-one is going to support the Greens’ move to take
away this discretion that the Treasurer wants to grant
himself.
Even the Law Institute of Victoria — topically quoting
Magna Carta — said it is a fairly big principle that the
Parliament decides the laws and the laws include who
pays tax. We do not have a member of the executive
government — the Treasurer in this case — making
random decisions about who does and does not pay tax.
They are random because they apply nothing more than
what is in the act. We seem to have agreed on that

Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to support
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, and in
doing so I will explain the policy rationale for the bill. It
is a balanced, proportionate and sensible way to address
a couple of policy goals, and it will do so in a way that
supports the budget’s underlying strength.
The bill contains two new budget measures. In addition
it contains financial relief for small business and a
number of other secondary measures, which I will deal
with later on. The two new budget measures aim,
firstly, to improve housing affordability for local house
buyers and, secondly, to achieve a better balance in the
revenue sources from foreign purchasers and foreign
absent owners that the government can draw on at a
time when it is being called upon to provide
infrastructure for a rapidly growing population. In
summary, these two measures are a land duty surcharge
payable by foreign purchasers on the transfer of
residential property and a surcharge on land tax that
will be payable by absentee owners. As I mentioned, in
addition to these two measures the bill includes a tax
relief measure, which I will outline briefly later on, and
some technical amendments.
I will start by identifying a couple of contextual matters
which I think are relevant to the framing of this bill: the
housing market context and the infrastructure
requirements of our society. The housing market
context is a very topical issue. Housing affordability is
an issue, particularly for some segments of our
population. There are a number of different measures of
the housing market; it is a difficult and complicated
market to pin down with any one measure. Housing
affordability is related to house prices, to the ratio of
house prices to household income, to debt burdens and
to the costs of repaying debt. Housing affordability has
a number of different elements to it, but what is clear is
that there are segments of our society that are
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increasingly excluded from home ownership, and this is
a serious economic and social issue.
One measure of the housing market is by looking at the
proportion of homes being purchased by first home
buyers, a proportion that has fallen over recent years.
This is a concern in that it may well reflect — and I
would suggest likely reflects — a barrier to those who
are trying to become home owners. We do not want
unnecessary barriers to those who want to enter into
home ownership, and we certainly do not want any
barriers to rise.
Rising house prices are placing upward pressure on
housing repayment costs for individuals and families.
Clearly what we are experiencing at the moment is a
period of sustained high rates of housing price increase.
There is a debate going on in the policy world, in the
financial world and in the academic world about
whether or not this is a bubble and whether or not it
ranks, and where it ranks, against other bubbles. But
what is clear is that we have entered a sustained period
of increasing high rates of house prices. It is in that
context that a measure that goes at least some way
towards ameliorating house price affordability concerns
for some people is worth considering. Indeed members
of this government have gone further than considering
it; we have implemented it.
One factor in the housing market at the moment is
foreign purchases of residential property. I argue that
the previous two speakers put up a straw man in that
they suggested the government’s rationale for the bill is
that foreign purchases of residential property are the
only driving factor behind rising house prices — not at
all. Members of the government have never said that,
and we have never said a measure like this is going to
be a panacea or a silver bullet. What we have said is
that it appears that in many markets foreign purchases
of residential property are a material factor in the rate of
the housing price increases we are witnessing.
This is a difficult matter to pin down, and that is why it
is a matter of some debate in the community. You can
find a range of views on the extent to which this
particular factor is driving house price increases, but
what is clear is that it is material. Based on some recent
data, it appears that somewhere between 10 and 20 per
cent of new properties are being purchased by foreign
buyers, and the data we are seeing suggests that that
rate, that proportion, may well be increasing. It is a
sizable proportion. This is not any kind of dog whistle.
This is just looking at bare facts and saying this
particular element of the market may be putting upward
pressure on prices.
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I am happy to put on the record that I am in favour of
an economy that is open to foreign investment. I am
more than happy to put on the record that I believe it is
positive to have foreign nationals connected to our
economy in various ways, whether it be through
studying here, through owning property here, as tourists
visiting here or as business people trading here. The
legislation is not at all an anti-foreign measure. What
we are saying is that if the proportion of new properties
being purchased by foreign buyers is this high, and
potentially rising, it is highly likely to be putting
upward pressure on prices. Some have suggested that
there is something quite radical, anti-foreign or
xenophobic about putting this kind of measure on
foreign purchasers of residential property, but I do not
think it is anything of the sort.
There are any number of measures at different levels of
government that reflect the fact that on occasion it is
worth considering in policy terms the differential
impact upon an economy of foreign and local
investment or purchases. For example, the Foreign
Investment Review Board framework implicitly reflects
the fact that the national economy occasionally wants to
vet, control or limit foreign investment to some degree.
The Foreign Investment Review Board framework, I
would have thought, has support from all parts of this
chamber. We might disagree on occasion as to the
precise elements that constitute that framework, but I
do not think many people in this place would suggest
that we should totally remove it. There are all sorts of
ways in which governments at a federal or a state level
distinguish these things. We have to justify making
those distinctions, but the notion that making the
distinctions per se is somehow xenophobic or anathema
to wanting an open economy is simplistic and
ridiculous.
It is similarly ridiculous for anyone to throw the
east–west link into the debate. This has nothing to
do with major investment decisions; this is a
targeted measure in the residential market, where
foreign purchasers are clearly a significant and
growing proportion. There is no bad faith here.
There is no dog whistle. This is a balanced measure,
and it is a measure from a government that
continues to support an open economy with
connections to the international economy. It is from
a government that also understands that there are
supply-side as well as demand-side measures but
that demand-side measures are part of the story.
That is the issue in the context of the housing
market. This is a material measure. It is not the only
measure, but the notion that we should do nothing if
it is not a silver bullet measure is ridiculous.
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There is also the broader issue of absentee owners.
Again, to identify this as an issue is not xenophobic. I
want to again put on the record that I am very
supportive of international connections in our economy
at the financial level and the personal level. However, it
is worth identifying that in some cities that have been
magnets for investment there have been social
consequences in some targeted areas with very high
proportions of absentee owners. This has been
identified in cities like Vancouver, for example. The
point is that a measure such as this is a balanced,
appropriate response to this issue. Without trying to
stop a source of investment that is, on balance, positive
for the economy, a measure such as this is appropriate.
I also want to identify the infrastructure context,
because it is very relevant to this measure. I have
identified on a number of occasions in this place,
including in my inaugural address and in my response
to the budget, that I see population growth as a real
challenge for this society and this economy. This state’s
population growth is at rates far higher than that of just
about any other advanced economy. This is creating
huge requirements for infrastructure growth,
particularly in new suburbs and in highly dense
suburbs, such as the CBD and surrounding areas, where
very expensive infrastructure is required to cope with
that density.
It is worth identifying that the way in which people
contribute to those infrastructure costs over their life
cycle is a complex one. It is partly idiosyncratic, and it
varies by person, but we can look at different phases of
the life cycle, such as when people are single and
professional, when people are part of young families,
when people are more mature and in high-wage or
saving families and when people are retirees. At
different parts of the life cycle people may contribute
more in net terms to the tax base or less.
The point that has been identified by the government in
this measure is that a foreign purchaser entering the
economy in an arbitrary or very late part of their life
cycle without having contributed to the infrastructure
base may be highly inappropriate and may make it very
difficult for a society such as ours to provide the quality
infrastructure it needs. This is something that the
Treasurer has identified on a number of occasions: it is
a very small, modest or additional contribution from
people who are often purchasing properties at a point in
time when they are coming into our society and
economy without having made what one might call a
fair contribution.
I want to reiterate that there are many benefits from
capital inflows and from foreign purchases of

Tuesday, 23 June 2015

residential property. Capital inflows lead to connections
with the international economy and support the
undertaking of many projects that may not have
otherwise been possible. The rates that are being
suggested — a 3 per cent increase in stamp duty and a
0.5 per cent increase in the land tax — will not
materially impede those international connections. The
reason I argue that these are not going to materially
impede foreign inflows is that when one looks at the
reasons why those inflows are occurring, one sees that
these increases are very small.
These rates versus the rates in many of the countries
that compete with us are low. Secondly, many of the
other factors that make us very appealing — our
liveability, our security and the fact that we are a stable,
advanced economy — far outweigh the imposts that we
are talking about today. A 3 per cent increase in stamp
duty and a 0.5 per cent increase in land tax are very
small relative to what continue to be significant
comparative advantages that we hold. Our livability,
security and stability are things that are rare in this
world, and that is why we will continue to be a magnet
for this kind of investment. The revenue that is raised
by these measures will go to much-needed
infrastructure and social development, and it will come
from sources that should appropriately contribute a bit
more to those valuable ends.
There are a couple of other measures in this bill that are
worth identifying. One is the tax relief for small
business. Many in this place have identified that more
than 500 000 small businesses in this state employ
many highly skilled people and many young people.
From 1 July all vehicles classified as mobile plant or
plant-based special purpose vehicles will be exempt
from motor vehicle duty — an important benefit for
small businesses at a time when every marginal benefit
in that sector can lead to significant increases in
employment. In addition it is worth noting that the bill
provides for a number of technical changes which will
improve the operation of a range of tax laws and which
are also worthy of support. I support this bill.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a contribution to the debate on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. This is
one in the regular sequence of bills that relate to the
budget. It provides the revenue that is important in this
process. However, the bill this year contains a number
of unusual aspects that have surprised people.
It is worth recounting for the house the sequence of
events that occurred. On budget day the new Treasurer,
triumphant and excited, presented to the assembled
people in the lockup and told them a porky. He said that
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some of the surprising aspects in this bill — which had
not been foreseen by many people but had been
elucidated well by Mr Rich-Phillips — would not
impact on Victorians. In fact in the budget are words to
that effect that make it clear that these things would not
impact on Victorians. At that briefing of the press and
others the Treasurer was quite emphatic that there
would be no impact on Victorians.
We now know there is an unintended consequence of
his new taxes — the stamp duty surcharge of 3 per cent
and the surcharge of 0.5 per cent on land tax — for
foreign purchasers. It has an unintended effect on a
number of Victorians firms, which are foreign owned in
whole or in part — in some cases, wholly owned by
foreign groups — and which do significant work in
contributing to growth in Victoria, particularly on the
edges of the city. They buy broadacre land, subdivide it,
build properties, put in services and build the future for
Melbourne. Those firms would be caught in this. The
Treasurer initially denied this, but then he had to recant.
The property industry went crazy because this would be
an input tax that would push up the cost of houses on
the edge of the city — whether in Mernda, Wyndham,
Casey or Cardinia. In all of those areas property prices
would have gone up. Australian families wanting to
buy properties would have faced increased property
prices, and housing affordability would have been hit.
The Treasurer then had to find a way to amend, or in
effect amend, this taxing bill that is associated with the
appropriation bill.
I asked for some research to be undertaken. I asked
staff in the table office when the last time an
appropriation or associated taxing bill was amended. In
their search backwards they came up with just one
time — that was in 1975. For those who want to read
that, the Hansard reference is volume 325,
19 November 1975, page 8896. It is a long time since
we have seen the amendment of a budget bill, such is
the scale of the error by and the incompetence and
arrogance of this Treasurer, thinking he could apply this
tax and get away with the impacts that would be visited
directly on Victorian families.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr DAVIS — On Victorian families is my point,
Mr Barber. The Treasurer said the budget was not
going to impact on Victorian families — but of course
it was going to impact on Victorian families, and the
Treasurer has had to backtrack. Mr Morris’s committee,
the Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure, has looked into this, and evidence that
has been provided to that committee by the Law
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Institute of Victoria, the Property Council of Australia,
the Urban Development Institute of Australia (UDIA)
and other groups has been important in flushing the
Treasurer out and making sure he fesses up to what has
occurred. A number of concerns remain.
Mr Rich-Phillips has circulated some amendments, and
I support those. They will make a significant difference.
The transparency they will provide in relation to
decision-making on exemptions from the tax is
important. Let us face it: this Treasurer is an interesting
Treasurer. He would have sought to make these
decisions himself without any transparency, and frankly
that could have opened the way to corruption. The
opposition hopes that the government sees that these
amendments are appropriate and that
Mr Rich-Phillips’s point about transparency is right: at
least the exemptions that are provided and the revenue
that is foregone can be seen.
There is a legitimate question here, which is a point that
was made by other members in the chamber just a
moment ago — that is, there will be revenue foregone if
the changes the Treasurer has indicated are made. You
would think we would see some adjustment in the
budget, and I hope the Treasurer will come forward
with some clarity about what adjustments will need to
be made in the budget so we can understand the size of
these exemptions.
I pay tribute in particular to the work of the Law
Institute of Victoria in this matter. I understand that the
Property Council of Australia and the UDIA had to
move quickly to make it clear to the Treasurer that this
measure would have a direct effect on housing
affordability on the edge of Melbourne and would
directly impact on firms that develop houses for young
Australians on the edge of the city. That is what was
going to happen. The law institute in particular has
made a number of points. I am thankful to Katie Miller,
the president, and the relevant sections, including the
tax committees, of the law institute for the work they
have done.
In a letter to me dated 1 June the institute laid out the
issues: the lack of consultation — a point which again
goes to the arrogance of the Treasurer and his failure to
consult in a thoughtful way; he would not have got
himself into this problem if he had not been so arrogant
and refused to consult — and the revenue rulings that
would sit alongside existing tax guidelines. The letter to
me states:
Currently the SRO produces its own guidelines in the form of
revenue rulings.
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Revenue ruling GEN.001 provides guidance on the status of
rulings while noting a number of limitations.

It further states:
The current procedure of the SRO issuing rulings is not
without its drawbacks —

but it is clearly a more preferable method than the
particular steps the Treasurer had in mind.
The Law Institute of Victoria submits in its letter to me,
in a similar vein to Mr Morris’s committee:
… the bill should be amended to provide that any
discretionary powers created under the DA and LTA should
be exercisable by the commissioner instead of the Treasurer.

Legitimate points can be raised about these points.
Mr Barber has made a number of these points as well,
and there are some legitimate points to be made.
There are also issues around transitional arrangements
for the duty surcharge — the law institute makes a
number of points there — and transitional arrangements
around the land tax surcharge. The idea that you would
give these exemptions as Treasurer, as a member of the
executive, and then not even report to the Parliament or
to the community on the exemptions that have been
given is quite extraordinary. I welcome
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments, because they will see
much greater transparency. They will provide a
significant brake on the risk that corruption could occur.
If these things are published and open and transparent,
it is much less likely that a Treasurer — this one or a
future one — would be able to undertake corrupt acts.
That is important for us into the future.
Opening the way to corruption is a mistake, and that is
a strong reason to support Mr Rich-Phillips’s
amendments. I urge crossbenchers to support them. The
Greens have indicated that they see the value in them,
and I would urge the Labor Party to see the merit of
those points. Why is there a failure to provide this
information? What is the fear of transparency? Why
would you oppose publishing the revenue forgone and
the details of that in that way? Mr Rich-Phillips’s
amendments are right.
The mishandling of this has been extraordinary. I pay
tribute to the Urban Development Institute of Australia
and the Property Council of Australia for their swift
action, but that swift action directly pointed to the
failure of the Treasurer to consult at an early point and
his failure to point to the issues. I pay tribute to the law
institute for its detailed and forensic work on this
matter.
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Mr Morris’s committee has done some very good work
here in ensuring that this comes to public light, that the
transcripts are available to the community and that it
can see the matters that are involved. I am also
surprised that the Real Estate Institute of Victoria did
not provide a submission on this matter; it is of direct
relevance to its industry. The community and the
Parliament would have welcomed input from that
quarter, because that industry is an important industry.
The point that has been made by some people is that we
do not want to send an unfortunate signal to the many
people in our broad multicultural community, and I
agree with that point. We also need to have an economy
that is sensibly open to foreign investment within the
rules and within the law. We want a sensible regime.
This will provide additional revenue and do it in a
sensible way. The sneaky way the Treasurer sought to
do this — the underhanded approach, the failure to
consult and the failure to put in place a transparent and
sensible regime — will be remedied, at least to a
significant measure, by Mr Rich-Phillips’s
amendments, and I urge the house to support them.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2015. The bill supports the government’s
commitment to responsible economic management by
implementing budget measures to deliver investment in
infrastructure and services. In addition, there are other
measures to improve the operation of various taxation
laws. Most importantly, this bill encapsulates an
opportunity for all Victorians, an opportunity to reach
something I am certain most Victorians would aim for
all their lives — to own a family home.
Housing affordability is an increasing problem for
homebuyers, in particular first home buyers. For some
segments of the market, prices have moved out of
reasonable reach, which poses a serious concern for
Victorian families. The Victorian government
recognises this problem, which is why it is committed
to improving housing affordability for families in
Victoria and placing Victorians in a competitive
position in the housing market as a result, which is very
important when you consider the high prevalence of
foreign buyers purchasing property in Victoria.
Data indicates that between 10 to 20 per cent of new
properties are bought by foreign buyers. I have spoken
with many of my constituents, including many young
families who have attended auctions with the hope of
purchasing their first family home. They are being
outbid within minutes, and that is because the buyers
are foreign buyers. At the same time the Victorian
property market has experienced an increase in
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non-resident ownership of Victorian real estate, which
results in distortion to the housing market. This adds a
further dimension to the Victorian property market
pressure cooker.

The Premier said exactly the same thing.
The Deputy Premier, who was on Neil Mitchell’s
3AW Mornings on 14 November 2015, had this
transaction:

What this highlights is a serious problem. Victorian
families have contributed a significant amount of
funding to government services and infrastructure by
paying their fair share of state and commonwealth
taxes. Foreign investors and absentee landowners do
not equally contribute through taxation as do
Australians living and working here. Foreign
purchasers and absentee landowners, who are mostly
investors, enjoy capital growth from their investments,
adding to their own personal wealth. However, it is the
very services and infrastructure paid for by working
Victorian families over the years which support the
capital growth for these foreign investors.
To overcome this problem, the Victorian government is
introducing a 3 per cent stamp duty surcharge on the
purchase or acquisition of residential property in
Victoria, either directly or indirectly, by a foreign
purchaser from 1 July 2015.
At the same time the government is introducing a
0.5 per cent land tax surcharge on land owned by
absentees, to apply from 1 January 2016. This
surcharge will address the distortions created by
increasing foreign ownership and non-resident
ownership of Victorian real estate and be applied to all,
including corporations, trusts and natural persons. Also,
appropriate exemptions will apply to ensure that
relevant Australian-based corporations and trusts are
not unintentionally paying this tax.
In addition to this, the bill also introduces an exemption
from motor vehicle duty upon the registration or
transfer of registration of mobile plant and plant-based
special purpose vehicles.
These measures are very important as they will improve
Victorian taxation laws and ensure that the opportunity
to purchase a home in Victoria is something that all
families can realistically attain. I wish this bill a speedy
passage.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2015. On behalf of my constituents in Northern
Metropolitan Region I have one clear message for the
government: you lied, you lied, you lied. Labor went to
the election saying there would be no new taxes or
charges. I quote the current Treasurer, who on
27 November told 774 ABC radio:
We will introduce no new taxes.
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Mitchell: No new taxes?
Merlino: Correct.
Mitchell: No new fees?
Merlino: Yep.
Mitchell: No new bills, nothing going to sneak in on us?
Merlino: Nope.
Mitchell: Okay, promise?
Merlino: Yes.

An honourable member — Not this one — or was
it?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Mr Merlino — the Deputy
Premier — not this Mr Mulino. Tragically Mr Mulino
has been held to account for Mr Merlino today, but on
Mr Mulino’s behalf and on behalf of the government
Mr Merlino lied to the people of Victoria. No new
taxes, no new charges — a clear broken promise from a
Treasurer who said in his budget, ‘We will deliver on
all of our commitments’. He did not tell us about this.
This is a typical underhanded strategy from this
Treasurer. We have new taxes, we have broken
promises, and the government hates being reminded of
what it said to Victorians, but I predicted this. I
predicted during the election campaign that the Labor
Party would say and do anything to get elected, and it
did. The Labor Party talked about no compensation for
east–west link — it paid compensation. Of course this
government is going to deliver to Victoria another
$1.1 billion in new taxes this financial year, and it has
driven Victoria’s budget into deficit in just six months.
Let us remind Victorians about what the coalition did in
government in terms of stimulating the market. It
provided 50 per cent discounts for first home owners.
In addition to that the coalition government created a
$10 000 grant for those buying a newly constructed first
home. That is how you go about improving
affordability in housing — not through new taxes on
property. In fact when it comes to financial
management in this state, the Labor Party has only one
answer: put the price up and create new taxes — that is
all Labor knows.
This is also a bill that reflects poorly on Victoria’s
multiculturalism. Last night, with many colleagues, I
attended a Ramadan Iftar dinner co-hosted by
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Mrs Peulich. We reflected on how multiculturalism
brings us together as a state and on the beauty of
multiculturalism. I am of a Sri Lankan background and
my wife is of an Italian background, so we celebrate
multiculturalism in our own home every single day. As
you can tell by my very thin athletic frame, I get to
enjoy spaghetti and curry. But this bill goes against
multiculturalism, because it says to foreign investors,
‘We don’t want you here. We want to charge you
extra’. I commend Mr Morris for chairing in his first
term the Legislative Council Standing Committee on
the Economy and Infrastructure inquiry into the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015. In his first term
he has shown extraordinary leadership to provide this
house with some of the answers. In the inquiry, as the
report that Mr Morris tabled today says:
Witnesses were unable to advise how this surcharge —

this new tax, this new penalty on multiculturalism by
the Treasurer, Mr Pallas —
would impact on foreign investment …

They are unable to say. However, Pitcher Partners did
say:
… if this proposal were implemented, the impacts may not be
realised for several years.

This is typical of the Labor Party.
Mr Dalidakis — Who?
Mr ONDARCHIE — This is typical of the Labor
Party — policy on the run: ‘Let’s implement something
and see how it goes, and hang the cost to Victorians.
We don’t care’. Desalination, port of Melbourne,
north–south pipeline, myki — Labor members should
all be held account for this. Mr Dalidakis, as the
government’s self-appointed apologist, sits here today
trying to make excuses for the financial
mismanagement that we have seen time after time,
decade after decade, by Labor governments. The
problem is that Labor members are in denial. They are
in denial that they cannot manage money, that they
cannot manage projects and that they cannot manage
investment.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Mr Dalidakis sits here today
as an apologist for the Premier, Daniel Andrews, and
says, ‘To hell with it, let’s tax the foreigners’.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis will address his remarks through
the Chair.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — Let us make no mistake
about this. This bill introduces two new taxes in clear
breach of Labor’s pre-election commitment. Labor said
in its pre-election commitment, ‘No new taxes, no new
charges, no new fees, and we will stick to every one of
our election commitments’. You lied, you lied, you
lied! This is a classic example of policy on the run, with
a roll of the dice in the Labor Party caucus room each
morning to see what comes up. Who is going to be a
minister? Who is not going to be a minister? Who is
going to be chief whip? Who is not going to be chief
whip? Will they answer a question? Will they take it on
notice? Who would know, because it is policy on the
run by a government that has no clue about how to
manage money, how to manage investments, how to
manage projects and how to manage relationships in
our multicultural community.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
a great delight to follow Mr Ondarchie, because his
contribution to the debate was made with such flair,
flamboyance and with such little regard for the facts or
the truth. However, that does not stop him. He does it
with just as much colour as is in his tie today. For those
reading this in Hansard in years to come, let me just
paint a picture of Mr Ondarchie’s bright, fuchsia pink,
beautiful tie. His presentation was passionate and
devoid of any factual information whatsoever, but that
is okay because outside the chamber he is a good guy.
It was a pleasure to sit with Mr Ondarchie on the
committee, although I did miss him greatly when
we — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, as much as I regard Mr Dalidakis’s sense of
fashion on the colour of my ties and his comments on
the style of my contribution, at some point could you
remind him to get back to the bill?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not think that was a point of order, but I
sympathise with Mr Ondarchie in that Mr Dalidakis
was reflecting on the member’s dress code. I ask
Mr Dalidakis to keep his contribution to the bill at
hand.
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I was saying about
Mr Ondarchie was that it was a pleasure to sit with him
on my first parliamentary committee. Unfortunately he
was not present at the committee hearings, when people
made presentations to the committee. Mr Ondarchie
was not there for the hearings.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis has already made that point. I ask
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him to keep his contribution to the bill and to stop
referring to Mr Ondarchie.

day. It refused to provide advice about what its clients
would do; it refused to provide advice — —

Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy to be called back
to the bill before us. A range of people testified and
gave evidence to the committee. Unfortunately none of
them were able to do so in a way that attacked or
questioned the validity of the legislation that is before
the chamber.

Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting President,
Mr Dalidakis’s contribution reflected upon somebody
who came before the inquiry and made a submission to
it, and I ask you, Acting President, to require
Mr Dalidakis to retract that comment.

I notice that Mr Ondarchie has left the chamber, but
Mr Rich-Phillips will no doubt be able to interject on
his behalf. The Property Council of Victoria, which is
the peak industry association, gave testimony to the
effect that it was okay with this legislation. Some
companies that gave evidence to the committee are, for
the purposes of the legislation, regarded as
non-residents. In particular Australand and AVJennings
said — as recorded in the Hansard transcript in
evidence that will stand the test of time — that this was
okay legislation and that they had no problems with it. I
will get to the quote in a moment, but they described
the negotiations and discussion with the Treasurer, the
Honourable Tim Pallas, as excellent.
The reason they said that is because they had a very fair
hearing. They understood the nature of the legislation
that is before the chamber, which is something that
apparently those opposite do not understand. This is not
an attack on people in the state of Victoria. This does
not increase taxes for people in the state of Victoria.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Morris may not realise
this, but this is about non-residents. This is not about
residents of Victoria, this is not about citizens of
Victoria, this is about providing a 3 per cent surcharge
on non-residents. The reason that was provided, from
the very eloquent testimony given by officials of the
Department of Treasury and Finance in particular, was
so that those non-residents are able to contribute a
greater sum of money — their fair share — into the
infrastructure, services and range of other activities that
the Victorian government provides. It is nothing more,
nothing less — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Ondarchie can scream
across the chamber, but unfortunately Hansard will not
record the ridiculous nature of his interjections. Let me
put on the record that they are ridiculous and baseless.
Mr Ondarchie would never leave his personal tax
affairs to the second-tier, third-rate advice from Pitcher
Partners, according to the testimony that it gave on the

Mr DALIDAKIS — On the point of order, Acting
President, I did no such thing. In fact what I did was
reflect on the organisation Pitcher Partners. I did not
name anybody specifically. There is no point of order.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order from
Mr Morris. In response to Mr Dalidakis’s point of
order, he is treading on very dangerous ground in his
contribution to the debate. He continues to refer to
Mr Ondarchie. I have ruled that he not refer to
Mr Ondarchie in his contribution and that he keep it
within the context of the bill at hand. I again ask
Mr Dalidakis to do that in the short time he has left for
his contribution.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Let us call the facts what they
are. The testimony from one of the tax partners from
Pitcher Partners came from a gentleman who is a
naturalised Australian. I commend him on making the
choice to become an Australian, the greatest country in
the world; I applaud him for doing that. This gentleman
came from New Zealand. Guess where he came to? He
came to Melbourne; he settled in Victoria. Guess what
else? When he chose to do that, he did so because that
is where his commercial interests lay. He gave this
testimony; it is in the Hansard transcript for all to read.
Guess what else? After the initial commercial
relationship which brought him to this great state and
this great city was finished, he stayed here. He
acknowledged, under questioning by me, which is in
the transcript, that there were different reasons and
different costs of living, depending on where you go. If
you want to go and live in Adelaide, the cost of living is
lower. If you want to go and live in Tasmania, the cost
of living is lower. He openly acknowledged that a 3 per
cent surcharge would be only one element that people
would consider when deciding whether to come to
Melbourne. It would only be one element in their
decision-making about whether or not they made this
great state and this great city their place of residence.
To be very clear, when stamp duty for average house
pricing in Sydney is significantly greater than it is in
Melbourne — when you consider that the costs in
Queensland and Perth are also at a very different price
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point to Melbourne — people will choose to make
Melbourne their home for a variety of reasons. Let me
tell members — because apparently Mr Ondarchie does
not understand this point — when you go to an auction,
you have a certain amount of money to purchase a
property. So you include any stamp duty, transaction
costs, mortgage fees and brokerage fees — whether it is
a real estate broker or otherwise. You include all those
fees, and that is your gross figure. Your net figure is the
figure that you can purchase the property for. Your
gross figure is the total amount of money for everything
else in that bucket of expenditure.
Sometimes I wonder about the commerciality of those
opposite, because I really wonder how they ran their
businesses so successfully — in their own minds at
least. When you undertake a commercial transaction
you look at the total cost of that transaction. That is
what you do. Apparently Mr Ondarchie has forgotten
this, which I am staggered to believe. I think he is only
getting up to attack this legislation for the sheer fun of
it, because this is very good legislation.
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advice of Pitcher Partners in its testimony to the
committee. Go and read the Hansard transcript — I had
one of the partners of Pitcher Partners tell me that
according to the supply curve if demand drops,
somehow prices go up. I defy anybody to find anyone
who knows anything about a supply curve in the history
of supply curves to give me the same testimony Pitcher
Partners gave me. That is the level of credibility that
those opposite are relying on, and that is why they are
in opposition. I commend this legislation to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I thought I might begin my
contribution by speaking about some of the comments
that Mr Dalidakis has just made in regard to the truth. I
have regard for the truth and Mr Ondarchie has regard
for the truth, but I am not sure that some of those
opposite have the same regard for the truth. I recall
comments by those opposite about there being no new
taxes and no tax rises, which is astounding considering
that I am standing here speaking on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2015.

Let me remind everybody here that this legislation
provides for a 3 per cent surcharge on purchases by
non-residents. It does not increase taxes and charges —
levies or otherwise — for residents or citizens of
Australia, including those who reside here in the state
of Victoria. That is the first thing. The second thing is
that a range of consultations was undertaken with the
Treasurer and his office, and they were described as
excellent. The third point I want to make is that the
testimony before the committee at all stages was that
the legislation itself is in keeping with other state
taxation legislation in terms of its parameters and how it
is to be implemented — for example, in allowing for
the State Revenue Office to undertake the collection of
the fees accordingly.

Mr Dalidakis took part in and was very active in the
inquiry; however, I am not sure we were participants in
the same inquiry because at the inquiry I was at I very
clearly heard both the Property Council of Victoria and
the Urban Development Institute of Australia (UDIA)
explicitly say they wanted exemptions from this
particular tax to be published. However, the
government has not seen fit to do this. The peak
developer bodies in the state are advocating for
exemptions from this tax to be published. They
understand that sunlight is the best disinfectant. They
understand that transparency is important. However,
this government does not seem to understand how
important transparency is.

I commend this legislation to the house. It is very safe
legislation; it is very sound legislation. It is
grandstanding by those opposite to attack the
legislation. Let us see how they vote, because it is
grandstanding by those opposite to attack this
legislation when what it does is deliver a win for people
who reside in Victoria. It delivers a win for the
constituents of Victoria. It delivers a win for citizens. It
delivers a win for residents — they do not even need to
be citizens as long as they are residents. It delivers a
win for everybody. It increases the cost of a $500 000
purchase by about $15 000. That is all it does.

The UDIA and the property council understand that
when you are doing business it is important that if these
tax exemptions are granted, it is good practice to have
them published so as to remove all question of any
impropriety, any possibility of corruption and any
possibility of inappropriate actions. I would have
thought that those opposite would understand how
critically important it is to remove the opportunity for
any of these actions to occur, particularly when we
think about recent events. I would have thought those
opposite would have learnt from recent events, but
obviously that has not occurred.

Those sitting opposite suggest that somehow this is
going to affect housing affordability, when in fact it has
the potential to drive down prices and make housing
more affordable. The opposition has relied on the

What we see with this tax is a 3 per cent surcharge on
stamp duty and a 0.5 per cent additional land tax
surcharge on purchases of residential property by
non-residents. One of the main reasons for the upper
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house Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure holding the inquiry was to understand the
consequences of this tax and the impact of what the
government was proposing to do. The government
proposed that this was going to help housing
affordability; however, at the inquiry everybody who
came spoke about housing affordability, but nobody
had a clue. No-one from the Department of Treasury
and Finance or the Law Institute of Victoria —
nobody — could say definitively what impact this was
going to have. It is a shot in the dark about what this
legislation will do to housing affordability.
However, there was an issue raised that is going to help
with housing affordability, and that is the issue of land
supply. Rather than addressing the real cause of the
issues in terms of housing affordability and rather than
addressing what is going to impact on housing
affordability for Victorians, the government has seen fit
to slug non-residents with an additional tax.
I certainly listened intently to Mr Ondarchie’s
contribution on what impact this will have on our
multicultural community. What does this legislation
say? From what I can see it says, ‘If you don’t get to
vote, we’ll tax you’. I do not believe this is something
we in this great state of Victoria should be promoting.
We should welcome foreign investment in Victoria, as
Mr Mulino mentioned. However, we are seeing a
government that wants to slug those who do not have
the opportunity to vote here. I also note that the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
raised some of these issues in terms of this tax only
applying to non-residents. I encourage members to read
SARC’s report.
The issue of exemptions to be made by the Treasurer is
greatly concerning. I am concerned for the honour of
the Treasurer. Who will receive these exemptions?
How are we going to find out, and who is going to find
out? Under this legislation nobody is going to find out.
The Law Institute of Victoria, which Mr Davis has
made mention of this evening, spoke about the
separation of powers. In this legislation the Treasurer
has the capacity to unilaterally decide whether or not
this tax will be applied. That is of great concern. How
will that process be undertaken? Where is the open and
transparent process that will apply to whether or not
one has to pay this tax?
As I mentioned, the Property Council of Australia and
the UDIA are very keen to see the publication of
exempted developers, because they understand the
importance of best practice in terms of doing business. I
fear the current government does not share that view.
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This is the clearest example of a broken promise by this
government. We have seen members opposite tell us
they will keep every single one of their election
promises. The Premier said there would be no new
taxes and no rises in taxes or surcharges — then,
despite this, we see this new tax. But apparently it does
not count, because it is non-residents who will be
charged this additional tax — and non-residents do not
count as far as this government is concerned.
The State Revenue Office Victoria (SRO) is likely to do
much of the legwork in terms of how this tax will be
applied. Will it be adequately resourced to do this?
Concerns were raised in the inquiry about the
importance for developers of timely taxation decisions.
Will the SRO be able to make timely taxation
decisions?
I have grave concerns about where the funds from this
tax will go. Will the funds be quarantined to be spent
within a particular area to support services, or will the
situation be similar to the proposed lease of the port of
Melbourne, where the government plans to rip money
out of rural and regional Victoria and put it into inner
city rail crossings in Melbourne?
I cannot support this bill in its current form. As I have
outlined, I have grave concerns.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! It is an appropriate time to suspend for dinner,
but I have some concerns in relation to the contribution
that Mr Dalidakis made. I am accepting and supportive
of robust and passionate debate, but the contribution of
Mr Dalidakis was at risk of reflecting on a member.
The continual dialogue between Mr Ondarchie and
Mr Dalidakis — and I know Mr Ondarchie was
encouraging Mr Dalidakis to have that dialogue —
potentially allowed for reflection on a member and an
unproductive debate in the chamber. I flag with
Mr Dalidakis that I had concerns, even though I do not
believe he trespassed beyond the line. However, it was
very close to the line, and I would have pulled him up if
that had been an ongoing theme in his contribution. I
encourage Mr Dalidakis to keep the passion and the
robustness but not to reflect directly on a member in his
contributions.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.10 p.m.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
and BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
and motion of Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2015–16.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the budget papers, and in doing so I record that this
is a city-centric budget. There is not much in the budget
for regional Victoria; in fact it is absolutely disastrous
for regional Victoria. We saw the agricultural output in
the budget cut by 12 per cent, the regional development
output in the budget cut by 24 per cent and the trade
output cut by 61.5 per cent. The regional expo has been
completely cut from the budget, the road assistance
management budget has been cut by 10 per cent and the
country roads and bridges program has gone
completely. Something that local government really
valued and that was doing some great work in country
Victoria has been cut by the Labor government. The
wild dog bounty has also been cut, which is disastrous
for my area. In the north-east of the state, not one
school north of Wallan, which is on the border of
metropolitan Melbourne, received funding. Labor said
that the budget was about delivering its election
commitments, but it has fallen well short of doing that.
Northern Victoria Region includes four Legislative
Assembly Labor-held seats and one Independent seat.
Five other lower house seats covered by my electorate
did not receive any election commitments from Labor. I
would like to go through what was not in the budget for
the four Labor-held seats and the Independent seat. In
the seat of Yan Yean the government fell well short of
delivering on its major election promises, including the
Mernda rail extension and the Yan Yean Road
duplication. According to the Labor Party the Mernda
rail extension, or the South Morang train line, was to
cost between $400 million and $600 million, but the
budget reveals that it has put just $9 million into the
project. That is just $9 million when the project could
cost up to $600 million. That will not deliver the rail
line.
Funding for the duplication of Yan Yean Road is
similarly miles short of what it was costed at by the
Labor and Liberal parties. Both parties put a price tag
on it of $95 million, yet just $865 000 has been set
aside for the road, with $480 000 of it to be spent in the
coming year. The funds will be spent on planning and

Tuesday, 23 June 2015

on a business case, but there is nothing for the
construction of the road.
Hazel Glen College was promised $10 million, but it
received only $7.8 million. Wallan Secondary College
was promised $5 million, but it received only $902 000
this year. Ashley Park children’s centre, which was
promised $1.6 million, was not mentioned at all in the
budget.
The lower house seats of Bendigo East and Bendigo
West fared a little better, but there are still election
commitments with question marks over them. In
Bendigo East Labor promised $1 million for the
installation of a roundabout at the intersection of
Strathfieldsaye Road, Tannery Lane and Club Court,
but there is only $150 000 in the budget for planning
works. In Bendigo West the Liberals promised
$4.8 million to rebuild the Kalianna School; Labor
promised $1 million for planning, but the school has
been lumped into a $2.15 million package for planning
with five other schools. Will one school get $1 million
from the $2.15 million that has been allocated to five
schools?
The Bendigo Discovery Science & Technology Centre
is another story. It is a fantastic centre similar to
Scienceworks here in Melbourne, and it has just been
abandoned by Labor. Our government was giving that
centre $50 000 a year, which kept the doors open. This
government, however, has walked away from the
Discovery Science & Technology Centre, and the
centre is talking about closing in the middle of July
unless the government comes in to save it. I urge the
Minister for Education and the Minister for Regional
Development to get their act together and provide
funding to that wonderful centre.
In Macedon $200 000 was promised for an
investigation of the intersection of Barry Street and the
Melbourne-Lancefield Road. That is not in the budget. I
hope it is funded by an internal department fund or is
grouped in another section of the budget, because we
cannot see anything there for that election commitment.
The Assembly electorate of Shepparton is a very sad
story, because it was won by an Independent on the
back of a campaign of envy about what other seats
received from previous Labor and coalition
governments. Even though the coalition had delivered
quite strongly for the seat — $73 million for the
courthouse, $22 million to save SPC, $15 million for a
youth foyer, $7.5 million for the Doyles Road
intersection, a new Toolamba kindergarten and
upgrades to four other kindergartens, significant
investment to grow jobs at Pactum Dairy and other
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food processors, CBD revitalisation in Maude Street
and $5 million for the Goulburn Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund, just to name a few — the campaign
of envy resonated with the people, and they changed
their allegiances to an Independent. It has not done
them any good, however, because there is nothing in
this budget. Labor made not one election commitment
to the seat of Shepparton, and they delivered nothing in
the budget for the seat of Shepparton.
By contrast, if the coalition had won, there would have
been $75 million in this budget for stage 1 of Goulburn
Valley Health, $2.5 million to further the CBD
revitalisation, $1 million for planning of the bypass, an
extra $5 million for the Goulburn Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund, and additional train services — a
Melbourne to Shepparton service Monday to Friday
and return services on Saturday and Sunday. As I said,
Labor made no election commitment, so Shepparton
did not get anything. In fact it was not even included on
the map on pages 2 and 3 of Labor’s rural and regional
budget information paper. The fourth-largest regional
city in this state was not included on the map of
Victoria.
What was in the budget was some stalling money —
$1 million for further planning for Goulburn Valley
Health. The vast majority of that will be spent on the
Rushworth planning. There is $500 000 coming during
this financial year and $500 000 during the following
financial year. Of the $120 billion in those two budgets
there is $1 million for further planning for the hospital,
which pushes the hospital project out to 2017. If the
Liberal Party had been elected, there would have been
$75 million in this year’s budget.
We know the master plan for the hospital is complete.
We know the service plan is complete. It was launched
last Friday. There is only a feasibility and business case
study to go. With political will they could be delivered
in a number of weeks, but this government has pushed
them out for two years. For all we know they could be
pushed out even further. Other hospitals, like Bendigo,
were funded without these things being completed, but
Shepparton has to wait once again.
In response to a constituency question I asked on
14 April the minister said the government
acknowledged that Goulburn Valley Health needed to
improve its facility. It is well known — even the
government knows it — so why was the $75 million
which we had locked into the forward estimates not
delivered to Goulburn Valley Health?
This government said the budget was about election
commitments, but one hospital received funding that
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was not part of an election commitment. That hospital
just happened to be the Werribee Mercy Hospital. An
$85 million commitment was made to that hospital.
Perhaps that is where Goulburn Valley Health’s
$75 million went. The Werribee Mercy Hospital is
located right on the border of the Werribee electorate,
which is held by the Treasurer, and the Altona
electorate, which is held by the health minister. I will
leave it to other members or readers of Hansard to
draw their own conclusions as to why that hospital may
have been funded and the Shepparton hospital was not
funded.
The hospital services report which came out last week
shows that 3269, or 43 per cent, of all patients who
presented at the emergency department of the
Shepparton hospital in the last quarter were not seen in
time. This was the worst result in the state. In
category 2 surgery there was a 33 per cent increase in
those who were overdue for surgery, and their wait
increased from 36 days to 60 days. Shepparton has been
looked at by the Australian Institute of Health and
Welfare and named one of the sickest communities in
the country. It is also the subject of a recent obesity
report. We know there is significant disadvantage in
Shepparton. We know this hospital needs to be built,
and I urge the government to get on with building it.
The Shepparton area needs a lot of attention, and not
only in the areas I have outlined. One in five families in
Shepparton is unemployed. At 25.3 per cent
Shepparton’s youth unemployment figures are a
disgrace. They are the worst in this state, and they are
the third worst in the country behind outback South
Australia and northern Tasmania. There are significant
drug, alcohol and domestic violence issues in the town,
and there are large numbers of Indigenous and new
settlers, including refugees. Shepparton is putting in
place local solutions to these things, but it needs the
support of the government to help it make sure that it
does not tip over the edge and that it comes out of this
as the strong community it once was.
This government, however, has chosen in this budget to
ignore entirely the fourth-largest regional city in the
state, and the Independent member for Shepparton in
the Assembly has accepted this result. In its front-page
story of Wednesday, 6 May, the Shepparton News
reported the Independent member as saying she was not
surprised because:
… the government said they would be delivering on their
election promises …

Shepparton did not receive one pre-election promise. I
am not prepared to roll over and accept this result. This
year’s budget is a slap in the face for the people of the
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Shepparton electorate, and I will continue to fight until
Shepparton gets the attention, services and
infrastructure it deserves. In education we need better
schools. Our schools need maintenance money
desperately. We also need investment in our ‘Better
together’ schools alliance, which is an alliance between
secondary schools to make sure that all students are
studying the courses they want in the right
surroundings. Kids are being bussed between the
schools, but about $130 000 is needed just to fund a
coordinator. Not even that was included in this budget.
The schools on the outskirts of Shepparton have
outgrown their sites. Orrvale and Grahamvale primary
schools need additional land to be purchased. The land
is there at the moment — there are orchards and farms
around them — but there is no money to help them.
There is no money to help the three local primary
schools, or neighbourhood schools as they call
themselves, which are dealing with significant
disadvantage. With refugee students, new settlers and
also Indigenous students, there is a concentration of
disadvantage in these schools, and they need money to
assist them to continue to do their great work.
We need additional train services. The former
government conducted a review of the Shepparton line
last year — that is complete — but now Shepparton has
been lumped in with a review of the whole of the state
and will have to compete with other areas. The work
has been done on Shepparton. I say to the Minister for
Public Transport, ‘Come on! Just get on with delivering
better public transport services for us’.
The Shepparton bypass has been on the agenda since
the 1990s, yet this government has not even allocated
any money to planning for the bypass.
In the couple of minutes I have left I will touch on some
of my old portfolio areas. In early childhood
development, the output summary on page 171 of
budget paper 3 shows a 6 per cent decrease in funding.
This is really disappointing, and it leaves a large
question mark over future funding levels for early
childhood. It indicates that parents will probably be
asked to pay more, as there is no additional funding in
this year’s budget.
There is $50 million over four years for the children’s
facilities capital program. That is an $85 million cut on
what the former government committed over our four
years. It was $135 million under the former
government; it is $50 million under this government —
yet only $5 million of that $50 million is in this year’s
budget. That will not even cover Labor’s election
commitments. It promised $8.1 million worth of grants
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to kindergartens, and this $5 million will not even cover
that. The minister put out a terribly misleading press
release, which said to ‘apply for a share of $50 million’.
I guess on a broader scale that is true, but there is only
$5 million to apply for, so why say $50 million?
In the housing portfolio there was no new money and
there were the lowest ever acquisition numbers for new
housing. The Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing claims the projects that I put in place — the
innovation action projects for homelessness and the
work and learning centres — as his own. Members
should read his Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee transcript; it is a disgrace how he claims the
work of the Liberal government in putting good policy
in place — my work — as his own. At least he has
acknowledged good policy and continues to fund the
policies I put in place.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is a pleasure to speak on the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015 — an absolute delight —
because it is a great budget. Before I speak on it, I will
comment on some of the contributions we have heard
from those opposite. The government has been in office
for about 205 days, but suddenly we are responsible for
the four years of absolute zero, zilch and nothingness
we saw from the previous government. It is hard to
believe.
We have heard of all the things that need to be done —
things that were never done under the previous
government. We saw soaring unemployment, we saw a
lockdown by industry and we saw the state grind to a
halt, giving our strategic advantage to New South
Wales in the finance sector and in so many other
sectors. We saw our industrial base fall apart, health
and hospitals drop off and education funding slashed,
but apparently now — 205 days later — everything is
the Labor government’s fault. Everything we saw under
the coalition government — those dismal, black four
years — seems to be everybody’s fault but the
coalition’s.
It is unusual for a government member to say, ‘Yes, I
would like to see more money, just like everyone across
the chamber’. We would like to fund Gonski right
through, straight off. We would like to fund every
hospital. We would like to fund the entire Melbourne
Metro rail project in this budget. We would like to fund
everything under the sun we have heard mentioned by
those opposite, who could not do a thing when they
were in government. But there is a tad of reality we
have to have in this place. Unfortunately there is no
money fairy up there in the sky sprinkling down money
for the pet projects of those opposite — all the money
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they could not get — saying, ‘Here’s some money for
this; here’s some money for that’. It is incredible.

and the reduction has to be managed responsibly so that
we do not have to scrap services in order to achieve it.

We have just heard contributions from those opposite
opposing the development tax. They oppose getting
extra revenue in, but they want money for everything. I
hate to tell them this, but there is no money fairy in the
sky. They seem to know this when they are in
government, but now — 205 days later — they have
gone back to Alice in Wonderland with their money
fairy and they think it is all going to appear in front of
them. Of course it will not. What they could do is have
a clear agenda, put it to the people of Victoria and stick
with it. They could say, ‘This is what we will do if you
elect us’, and stick with it. That is exactly what this
government is doing.

This government is not going to scrap building or scrap
the things it needs to build this state. Capital
expenditure in this budget is very simple: $5.2 billion
this year and $6.5 billion next year.

We have implemented 96 per cent of our promises;
another 4 per cent will come — they are on the way.
Some of them require not money but changes to the
governance arrangements in universities — in my own
portfolio — or a range of other measures, but we are
firmly committed to fulfilling these promises. If we can
do more, we will. But you can only do more not by
relying on the money fairy out there but by structuring
industry, increasing economic activity, improving
productivity and increasing growth. To that point, much
is always said about the economic situation, and I will
start by addressing that.
This budget has a $1.2 billion operating surplus in the
next financial year: not the $100 million that the entire
Brumby and Bracks governments promised but a hell
of a lot more. The operating surplus will be $1.2 billion
and will grow to $1.8 billion in 2018–19. Some might
ask why we need that, why we want to save that
money, that surely it should go to people. That money
will go back into services, back into the transport
system, back into the health system and back into the
hospital system, and that is what makes it responsible.
This government is not relying on a wish list out there;
the government is building a reserve of funding for
future government infrastructure projects. Our forecast
is achievable. By restricting expenditure to 2.5 per cent
on average per year, which is more than reasonable
given the growth rate of Victoria, we will take into
account inflation, population growth et cetera and the
services that people need.
Many people find debt confusing. Those opposite seem
to think that the state has a high level of debt, but of
course that is not the case. This budget reduces debt
from an absolute peak of 6 per cent of gross state
product last year down to 4.4 per cent by 2019, which is
a significant reduction. These are big dollars. The
percentage figures underlie huge numbers of dollars,

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr HERBERT — Ms Crozier is talking about it.
Even with their absolutely dud tunnel, those opposite
averaged $4.9 billion capital expenditure over their
term, far less than what this government has in this
budget. These are not just dollar amounts; these are
projects that stack up and deliver jobs and economic
growth. When we look at economic growth, we can see
that Melbourne, as we all know, has grown by about a
million people in the last seven or eight years and is
projected to continue to grow. One of the crucial
aspects of growth is building roads and public transport
and not one big silly tunnel, where we blow it all off on
a project that has a benefit-cost ratio of less than one in
terms of economic benefit. This government has
$17 billion worth of projects which will reduce
congestion, improve safety, improve public transport
and deliver roads. It is a real capital budget in terms of
roads and investment.
We have all heard about the biggest problem facing this
state. I notice that Mr Purcell is here. He has spoken
with me, and I have been to his electorate of Western
Victoria Region. Unemployment is central to what has
happened in this state over the last few years. This
government inherited an unemployment rate of 6.8 per
cent. Anyone who has gone around and had a look at
what is happening with youth unemployment,
particularly in regional Victoria, will know that it is
shameful, absolutely shameful. It is an indictment of
everyone in this place that we have let youth
unemployment rise to the level it is at, because with that
unemployment rate disillusionment, crime and wasted
lives.
Members of this government say that is nowhere near
good enough. We say that Victoria should not be up at
a 20-year high but building jobs for people. In terms of
our Back to Work plan, that is why members of this
government plan to create 100 000 jobs. We are
committed to hitting that target. We will create those
jobs, and this budget starts that process off very well by
providing $100 million for the Back to Work plan and
payroll tax exemption for those businesses which give
jobs to the long-term unemployed, particularly
unemployed young people.
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In my area some apprentices are out of work through no
fault of their own. An economic downturn can mean
that the employers of those apprentices cannot keep
them. Through this budget those businesses will be
eligible for the bonus to get young apprentices back
into jobs and back into apprenticeships. It really is a
simple equation when we talk about unemployment.
We have got to grow jobs, grow productivity and grow
economic activity. This is the formula for growing jobs.
We also need a skilled workforce. It is not about the
numbers of people who go through apprenticeships and
traineeships but about the quality of those
apprenticeships and traineeships and how many of them
lead to jobs. Quality training leads to real jobs, which
leads to business and enterprise productivity, which
leads to economic increase, economic development and
further economic increase. They all lead to more jobs,
which lead to more training and more opportunities for
people. That is the agenda of members of this
government.
This government has inherited a situation in my
portfolio area where the entire TAFE system was
absolutely gutted. Everyone knows about this; I am not
talking about something new. Unless they went through
the last four years with blinkers on like a racehorse that
could not steer a straight path, everyone would know
that the TAFE system had been gutted. What that has
meant for so many young people, particularly those in
rural and regional Victoria, is that the opportunities they
have had to get the training they need to get a decent
job and to stay in their communities simply has not
been there.
But it is worse than that; it is not just about the gutting
and decimation of TAFE in this state. It is about a
funding system and an unstable training system that has
allowed rorting to flourish. Those opposite cut
$1.2 billion from TAFEs, which is a lot of money.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — I agree with those across the
chamber that that is what we have seen, but how much
of it has gone to the most appalling non-training that
does not lead to any jobs? How much of it went to
improving productivity for business? How many tens of
thousands of people lost faith in our training system or
blew their entitlements to government-funded training?
People in industry and business enterprises say that the
pain is not worth the gain and that the system is so
confusing that they cannot guarantee that if they
employ someone with a credential to do a job, they will
be able to do it, because rorting has gone mad in this
state.
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No-one likes to do what we have had to do, and I
certainly do not like to do it. This government has had
to withdraw about 10 000 certificates and restore the
entitlements of the people who did the courses. Even by
modest auditing standards and by what we have had to
do in terms of the resources that were left to us, 10 000
is a significant number. I surmised that if we had
ramped the figure up 10 times, then we would find
10 times that amount. Some 10 000 people should have
been in work after training, but they never were. They
never got jobs because no-one trusted their credentials.
Some 10 000 people have to be retrained because they
had appalling training. The whole system is in a mess.
In this budget the government’s agenda is that it has
funded all of its election commitments plus more. We
said that we would rescue TAFE, so there is
$300 million in the budget plus the $20 million that we
brought forward at the start of the year so that those
TAFEs that are struggling would not have to sack staff
at the beginning of the year and could start the year
positively. There is funding of $300 million to restore
community services benefits, $300 million to give more
confidence to TAFEs to help them get over and above
the devastation they have experienced and to support
the 25 per cent market share they currently have.
Of course the budget is about more than that; it is about
making sure that we spend the money wisely. There is
$8 million in the budget for a skills commissioner, who
will advise on where future jobs are so that people can
get training to get those jobs.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HERBERT — I am amazed that anyone from
the western suburbs of Melbourne would be critical of
spending money on training and job creation. It is just
astounding that Mr Finn could do that — absolutely
astounding, given the appalling unemployment rates
that his government presided over.
We have $32 million to keep our local learning and
employment networks (LLENs) going, funding that
was withdrawn by the previous government from
LLENs that have to work with training providers,
schools and young people to get initiatives going and
help create jobs for young people. At a time of massive
youth unemployment, how appalling it was that those
opposite were going to scrap that funding. Members of
this government do not think that is good enough.
Over and above those and other election commitments
in the portfolio that I oversee, there is funding of
$50 million in the budget for the TAFE Back to Work
Fund. Members of this government realised that TAFEs
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should be more than just competitive training providers.
TAFEs have obligations to people — to unemployed
youth, to industries and to the communities they serve.
There is funding for $50 million worth of projects in the
budget for TAFEs. TAFEs have applied for that
funding and talked to their local industries and local
communities, and then said that these are the projects
they think will make a difference. Those projects all
have targets; they will all need to meet a targeted
number of apprenticeships and traineeships. They all
have key industries that link to our Back to Work plan
and real outcomes for the communities they serve.
There are 40 projects, and I have already announced a
number of them. They are fabulous projects, and I
could announce another 40, but this is all part of
reshaping our training system to the industries we need
to create opportunities and jobs for people. It is about
real skills, real jobs, real productivity and a cycle that
leads to economic prosperity.
Obviously TAFE and training are my areas, but if
members look across the entire education spend, they
will see that this is a fabulous budget. There is
$4 billion worth of education initiatives, which is the
biggest allocation of school funding this state has ever
seen. Gonski has been funded despite the massive
funding black hole we inherited. The Liberal Party said
it was committed to Gonski, but there was not a cent of
funding allocated to it in the last budget. When we
opened the books, we saw nothing. Zip, zero, zilch. Not
a cracker for the commitment members opposite made
to Gonski — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HERBERT — Not a cracker for all those
disadvantaged students in the western suburbs whom
Mr Finn represents. In particular this funding gives
those disadvantaged students the same education
opportunities as every other person in the state. The
kids in the west should have the same opportunities as
the kids living in the leafy eastern suburbs, so we have
found the money to fund Gonski through to 2017. It is a
great achievement, and it is part of the biggest
education budget we have ever seen. We have linked
that with a doubling of the funding for capital works to
rebuild our schools. We have a whole heap of other
programs, particularly for disadvantaged young people,
whether they be in the country or the city, and the
camps program is just one of them. There are numerous
programs in this budget to start rebuilding our school
system.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this evening and contribute to the debate
after listening to Mr Herbert, who spent his first
2 minutes talking about fairies at the bottom of the
garden and money that is not in the budget. I was
pleased to hear some of his contribution because some
of it was quite sensible, but the majority of it was
completely contrary to Victoria’s needs. As the weeks
have passed since the Treasurer brought down the state
budget, more Victorians have become increasingly
concerned about the direction of this government. The
Treasurer’s budget speech was full of one-liners and
platitudes, but as we have learnt in the meanwhile, this
budget will not be able to deliver what is needed to
fulfil the potential of this great state.
Since 5 May we have seen a completely chaotic
government rocked by internal crises. Only 10 minutes
ago The Killing Season started on ABC TV, a program
which is highlighting those internal ructions plaguing
the Labor Party. We are seeing that play out in our state
government today, which I know will not go down well
with Victorians. Speaking of crises, it is extraordinary
that one of the our most important sectors, the small
business sector, has been left swinging in the breeze by
this government. The minister has been stood aside
while an investigation takes place. Even the minister’s
own faction has sidelined him, and the Premier, who is
assuming responsibility for this very important
portfolio, is too busy dealing with these internal
factional issues. Victorians have very real reason to be
concerned about the direction of this government.
It is not a bright future that is being portrayed in this
year’s budget. Any government needs a strong fiscal
position if it is going to deliver on the services needed
to maintain a growing economy, but what is most
alarming about this government is the speed with which
the state’s finances have deteriorated. In November,
just seven months ago, Treasury forecast a budget
surplus of $2.3 billion for 2015–16. The Treasurer now
says that the surplus is somewhere around $1.2 billion.
That is a lot of money that has disappeared over a short
period of time. It is being spent on election
commitments that have not even started and on
payback union wage claims. All Victorians will find
that very concerning — and believe you me, Victorians
are onto it.
I cannot continue this contribution without making
reference to the disgraceful conduct of this government
when it comes to the east–west link. Labor supported
the project when it was last in government, but it
objected to it when it was in opposition, purely for
political purposes. We just heard Mr Herbert describe
the east–west link as a dud tunnel. He also said in his
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contribution that we need roads and public transport,
which I agree with. The east–west link was a vitally
important piece of infrastructure that would have not
only delivered thousands of jobs but also contributed to
the productivity of our state. The government’s
decision is a reckless one that has reverberated right
around the world. Forget Victoria’s ‘education state’
numberplate; now it might as well read ‘Victoria: the
state of sovereign risk’. Our reputation for doing
business has been trashed.
Our compensation bill is currently sitting at
$640 million, which is an extraordinary amount of
money wasted purely on ideological and idiotic
decision-making. It is really shameful. How many
schools, police officers, child protection workers,
nurses, doctors, early childhood educators or other
public servants could have been paid for with the
money that has just gone up in smoke? That is without
mentioning the jobs that have been wasted by ripping
up the contract and not following through on this
necessary piece of infrastructure.
Meanwhile other projects that were funded by the
previous government have stalled. Why has work on
the level crossing at North Road in Ormond not started?
I was out there last week with Matthew Guy, the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly, and we saw
that not a piece of work has yet been done. It was
budgeted for and funded by our government.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Seriously, we are 205 days into
this Labor government, and it has done nothing. That
project was identified to relieve considerable road
congestion. I say to Mr Dalidakis that we did not
pork-barrel seats like the Labor Party did. We were
implementing an appropriately systematic level
crossing funding regime. Members opposite went to
their electorates and promised the removal of 50 level
crossings in their first term, but now they have changed
plans and are promising to do it over eight years. They
were deceitful.
Mr Finn — They were dishonest.
Ms CROZIER — They were dishonest and
deceitful, I would say, and now we have seen
legislation, which will come into the house tomorrow,
to lease the port of Melbourne, which is another
disastrous decision made by this government. Daniel
Andrews’s solution is to sell out Victoria.
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Ms CROZIER — Dodgy Dan, says Mr Finn. That
proposal in itself is disastrous for this state — and
Mr Dalidakis should hang his head in shame because he
knows that is true. He also went to his electorate saying
that Labor would build a second port. Bay West was
the one that Mr Dalidakis thought would be great. I will
go back to look at what has been said in relation to the
ports issue. When Labor was last in government in
2009 Tim Pallas, the now Treasurer, said:
In planning for future economic growth, and consistent with
the Victorian ports strategic framework, the government has
confirmed that Hastings is the preferred site for a second
container port to supplement the port of Melbourne when it
reaches capacity in around 2030.
The port of Hastings is well positioned to serve as
Melbourne’s second container port …

Yet just last year on radio Neil Mitchell asked Daniel
Andrews, then the Leader of the Opposition, about the
development of the port of Hastings. He said:
And you’re not going to develop Hastings, you’re going the
other way?

Daniel Andrews said:
We think Bay West is a much better option …

In another interview he said that it will bring jobs and it
is a better option:
… better for Geelong, better for the west of Melbourne,
makes more sense and indeed would be cheaper, significantly
cheaper, than the Hastings option.

Labor’s leader says one thing prior to an election, gets
elected and does completely the opposite. It is
absolutely disgraceful.
Mr Finn — That’s the Labor way.
Ms CROZIER — It is disgraceful. At least the
opposition can stand very firm on what it did in
government. We were addressing the removal of level
crossings in an entirely appropriate and fiscally
responsible manner, and at the same time providing a
transport network that would cater for a 21st-century
city including a rail line to Melbourne Airport. Instead
we now will have a tunnel that has been described as
going from Melbourne University to Melbourne
Grammar. It does not even cater, I say to Mr Dalidakis,
in the electorate that he and I represent, for the very
busy demands of South Yarra station. How ridiculous
that he has no plans — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.

Mr Finn — That would be Dodgy Dan.
Ms CROZIER — You have no plans for catering
for the growing population of South Yarra and
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surrounding areas. It beggars belief that South Yarra
station was not included in this rail tunnel. If he reckons
we had a dud tunnel, I suggest that going from
Melbourne University to Melbourne Grammar does not
cater to a lot of Victorians. I wonder why the Labor
government has not catered for South Yarra station. Is it
because it has run out of money? Is that it? In the
budget papers the government said Metro rail would
cost around $11 billion, with only $1.5 billion allocated
in the budget — that is, for 80 per cent of the project
they have no idea how it will be paid for. How on earth
can they make these claims in this budget without
having proper costings and analyses for how it will be
funded into the future? What they have done in this
budget is a sham, and Victorians are waking up to what
Labor is about.
What the Minister for Training and Skills said in his
contribution about public debt was extraordinary. The
now Treasurer said in 2013:
… Labor does not have a problem with public debt per se …

I think anyone who reads those comments should be
very concerned about the commitment of this
government, because it is clear that it has no
commitment to reducing debt. In fact it just wants to
spend taxpayers money.
The Premier himself promised no new taxes. On
28 November 2014, just two days before the election,
he was quoted as saying, ‘Absolutely not, we’re not
going to have any more taxes’. Yet we have, as was
highlighted by the shadow Treasurer, two enormous
new taxes. We have just been discussing the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, and the new
taxes brought in with this budget equate to around
$1.1 billion. The government says one thing but does
another thing. We have clear evidence of that. To go
back to Mr Finn’s words, it is dishonest, it is
disrespectful to the electorate — —
Mr Finn — It’s dodgy.
Ms CROZIER — It is probably all of that and
above, Mr Finn. I have to say that for the then Labor
opposition to release its financial statement just two
days before the election really did not allow the
electorate to have proper scrutiny of its costings. We
are now considering what its priorities are through this
budget.
I will go to the areas for which I have responsibility.
Whilst we all support the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, and on a number of occasions the
coalition has said that the commission has bipartisan
support, when we were in government we did much to
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address this issue. In fact we invested over $140 million
per annum. I think there has been a greater awareness
right across the community about this very devastating
issue. The Australian of the Year, Rosie Batty, has done
an extraordinary job in highlighting it to not only the
Victorian community but to all Australians.
I am aware that culturally and linguistically diverse
communities are raising awareness within their own
communities, and that the federal government is
making family violence a priority of the Council of
Australian Governments. However, programs have
been cut while the royal commission takes place. I
suggest that if the government thinks there is a problem,
it should not wait until the conclusion of the royal
commission. It should just get on and deal with the
issue at hand.
The $81.3 million allocated over four years to family
violence includes $36 million for the royal commission.
An amount of $4 million has been allocated to help
services to meet the demands, and only $2 million has
been allocated in the last few weeks. That will run out
on 30 June and then another $2 million will roll over.
That was announced in February. As you would
naturally expect, these services have a greater demand.
The overall net investment is somewhat negligible in
real terms compared with the investment put in by the
former government.
In the short time that I have remaining I will refer to the
other areas for which I have responsibility. As for youth
justice, certainly the government has dropped the ball.
The investment from the previous government is
potentially at risk because of this government’s lack of
further investment. We know that Victoria has a real
problem with ice, and there are ice initiatives and youth
diversion programs that need to be undertaken to assist
youth in the justice system to get back on track. The
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre was due to be open in
May; it still has not opened. I commend the education
system and the Parkville centre, and I hope the
education and rehabilitation services will also apply at
Malmsbury.
In relation to child protection workers, recently the
minister was at RMIT saying that the best and the
brightest would be recruited. These are very difficult
jobs and I commend all child protection workers who
work in some of the most demanding situations. I do
hope those people who are recruited from whatever
sector get the necessary support to conduct the very
necessary work. When we were in government that
sector was in complete crisis. The Ombudsman report
of 2009 talked about the total mess the sector was in
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and the churning over of staff and the grave concerns
for the entire sector.
I have much more to say about this budget, but
unfortunately time will beat me. However, I want to
mention the early childhood sector. I listened to
Ms Lovell’s contribution in which she clearly
highlighted the reduction in investment by this
government. Only two weeks ago I raised the issue of
ratios, and yesterday the government came up with
$83.7 million over four years. We will see with the
implementation of ratios in the new year whether the
kindergarten sector has the support.
There is much to be concerned about with this budget.
It demonstrates the government is bereft of a long-term
plan for our state. It also demonstrates yet again that
Labor cannot manage money or major projects. The last
few weeks have demonstrated to Victorians that this
government is self-indulgent and more interested in a
political survival strategy rather than what is in the best
interest for Victorians. This budget is like the Daniel
Andrews government. It will not advance Victoria or
provide the necessary jobs into the future.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a contribution to debate on the
budget. It has been a very disappointing budget in so
many regards. As the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2015 has moved its way through Parliament, we
have seen the errors the Treasurer made with respect to
that. We also know there are other areas of government
activity where he and this government under Daniel
Andrews have not delivered and not lived up to their
promises.
In the time allocated to me I want to say something
about the portfolios I represent as a shadow minister.
The planning portfolio is an important one. It is an
important economic portfolio. It is a portfolio in which
the significant regulatory role of government is
important, not least because of the impact it has on
employment, job creation and the affordability of
housing for those across our community.
It is very clear that the last Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy, now the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, left a very strong planning sector and strong
growth in economic activity. The Plan Melbourne —
Metropolitan Planning Scheme that was in put place,
the first of its type, was a very significant planning
framework and a framework which I welcome the new
planning minister giving broad commitment to. He has
indicated that he wants to make some changes but he
also indicated that he wants to provide some stability
and predictability and a level of bipartisanship in the
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future. That is important, and time will tell whether the
reconvened Hansen committee is able to make further
useful additions or whether the minister is determined
to overturn many of the major frameworks that are part
of Plan Melbourne.
It is important to note the new taxes that have come
through the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015
and the impact they will potentially have on housing
affordability and the viability of the construction sector
in particular. It is also important to note the changes the
government has made with respect to wind farms. I
want to place on the record our concern about the
Andrews government’s decision to remove local
control in this important area of activity.
Mr Barber — Really? Councils were begging them
to take it off them.
Mr DAVIS — Councils, I understand, face some
challenges, but at the same time it is fundamentally
undemocratic and unbalanced to up-end all control and
give it back to level 20, 1 Spring Street — the office of
Richard Wynne, Minister for Planning. Local
democracy will take a king hit, and I would argue that
on many occasions local communities would be able to
make more balanced decisions than the minister sitting
in his office in Spring Street can. Obviously there is a
balance to be struck here, and I am happy to concede
that, but I also note that this will by necessity reduce
local democracy and local decision-making. The
reduction in distance from 2 kilometres to 1 kilometre
is also potentially significant.
I note too that, importantly, in the planning portfolio the
decision to reduce funding to the planning flying squad
is something that is very much bemoaned by many
smaller country councils, which needed the expertise
and support of the planning flying squad. There was
money for the planning flying squad over the forward
estimates period, for the next three years, but from all I
hear it appears that the government has reprioritised
that money. I will be seeking from Mr Jennings at a
later point some indication about the reprioritisation of
funds. The flying squad made a big difference to what
could be achieved.
It is important to note in my other portfolio of equality
that I am glad the government has increased funding to
the gender dysphoria clinic at the Royal Children’s
Hospital, and I welcome that increased funding. That
funding is needed. The previous government increased
funding to the Royal Children’s very significantly over
its period in government, but this specific funding will
be welcome. I thank those who advocated for it.
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Importantly too in the equality portfolio, I note the lack
of outcome and output measures. It is important that
those output measures that are in all other areas are in
place for the equality portfolio. A very legitimate
question for Minister Foley is for him to explain how
he seeks to be measured in the equality portfolio. By
what outcome measures is his performance to be
examined? As I look in the budget, I see no substantial
measures in terms of the equality portfolio. I welcome
the creation of that portfolio, but it is important that its
activities be directed to targets and to outcomes that are
important for our community.
In the local government portfolio, which is a very
important one, I note the decision of the Andrews
government in its very first budget to cut funding to
local government. There has obviously been a
considerable war of words between me and the
Minister for Local Government on this matter, but the
facts are very simple. I invite people to look at table B.1
in budget paper 3. They will see that grants and
transfers to local government have fallen from
$912.336 million to $873.863 million, and this in an
environment where rate capping is a very significant
issue and a significant challenge for local government.
The fact is that local government is feeling this from
every angle. We have a federal government which has
frozen the federal assistance grants, and let us be quite
clear about this, it is not a cut, it is a freeze. Victoria’s
federal assistance grant will increase by, I think,
$8 million this year on the basis of population changes
alone. That is very different from what a state
government is doing, which is slicing money out, with
a net fall in funding to local government under Natalie
Hutchins, the Minister for Local Government. Her first
year and first budget have seen a fall in funding to local
government, and that fall is largely due to the cuts in
the country roads and bridges program, which was a
very significant program for many of our country
communities.
It is very clear that the $40 million that was put into that
program made a significant impact on our councils, and
the lack of that funding from 1 July will mean that
country councils will face significant additional
pressures. Those pressures will be felt quite quickly,
especially in a rate-capped environment.
I want to make some points about rate capping too. The
current government promised in May last year that it
would cap rates at the CPI. That is what it said. This
was not the policy of the coalition at the time. We had a
different policy, which was about transparency.
Jeanette Powell, the then Minister for Local
Government, put a bill through Parliament which
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increased transparency and accountability for local
government. The benefits of that will be felt in the very
short term, as I know Local Government Victoria is
about to begin implementing many of those
transparency measures. That is a welcome addition.
What is not welcome for local government is the
heavy-handed intervention of the state government.
I understand why communities are concerned about
costs, and I understand why householders looking at
their budgets are concerned about costs, because there
are cost pressures on families. There are cost pressures
on businesses too. I understand that there is a need to
manage cost increases. It is true that not every council
has been responsible in the way that it has managed its
budget. It is true that some of them have spent on
unsuccessful and outlandish things. I think that is a
matter of public record.
We do not say local government is perfect, but at the
same time this is a heavy-handed policy, and the
community was not told prior to the election, ‘You’re
going to get rate capping at the CPI, but you are also
going to get cuts to services and infrastructure, and at
the same time Minister Hutchins and the Treasurer,
Tim Pallas, will be scooping money out of local
government, wrenching money away from local
government and cutting funding to local government in
a way that leaves it exposed to further pressures’.
Mr Herbert — That’s absolute rubbish.
Mr DAVIS — It is not rubbish; it is a fact. The
government has cut funding to local government, and it
is disgraceful. That is the fact. In Mr Herbert’s area it
has cut funding to local governments right across
Victoria.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Dalidakis will contain himself.
Mr DAVIS — The Premier promised when he was
opposition leader that he would cap rates at the CPI.
That was his solemn promise to the Victorian
community. The Victorian community heard that
promise; make no mistake. Was it a wise policy? We
can debate that. I know the local government sector has
extremely strong views on this matter, and legitimate
points are made by many throughout the local
government sector — local councils, local councillors
and the peak bodies in the sector. However, there was a
policy, and the policy was accepted by the Victorian
people. Our policy did not prevail at the election, but
the policy of the Labor Party did on this matter.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
1914

COUNCIL

I accept the will of the people on these matters, but let
me be quite clear: we now see that the Premier has
failed in this policy to cap rates at the CPI. We know
that the rates are now going to go up across the state by
more than the CPI. That will be a direct breach of his
promise to Victorian people. He will have breached his
election promise to cap rates at the CPI. We can see that
already in number of council areas. I understand the
pressures that councils are under, and I accept many of
the points they make. I also very much understand the
importance of household budgets and the need to make
sure that budgets are not unnecessarily pressured by
costs that in some cases can be managed.
The task is there for local government. I welcome the
inquiry that the Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning will conduct, and I think we
will discover very useful information as we attempt to
understand how these challenges for local government
can be better managed. In country Victoria it is clear
that there are real pressures, and the community has real
concerns.
I also want to draw the community’s attention
particularly to the government’s decision to introduce a
brand-new tax in the form of a dividend from the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA),
which is also a breach of its election promise. It is
worth looking at these dividends, which are outlined in
budget paper 5. The table headed ‘Dividends by entity’
shows that the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority
will be required to pay $145 million this year,
$145 million next year, $87 million the year after and
$43 million in 2018–19. This is a brand-new tax on the
VMIA. The biggest contributor to the VMIA is the
public hospital and healthcare system. About 49 per
cent of the VMIA’s premium income comes from our
public health sector.
Therefore this bizarre tax is a direct attack on our public
hospitals. It will add up to hundreds of millions of
dollars over the next four years — around $220 million,
if you look at the pro rata contribution by revenue to the
VMIA. It is also clear that about $50 million of that
contribution will come from building insurance, so that
will be a direct hit on the construction industry, raising
costs for builders and ultimately for home purchasers
who are purchasing these services but are also required
to pay the insurance that is required.
I received a bizarre answer from one of the ministers on
this matter, but unless you believe in the tooth fairy or
the magic pudding, you cannot take $420 million from
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority and expect
it to grow somewhere or to come from this magic
pudding in some way. If the answer is that you did not
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need to increase premiums, the response is very much
that you could have lowered premiums and there would
have been less costs in the public hospital sector or less
costs in insurance. The fact is that these are a direct hit
to those who have their insurance through VMIA. It is a
disgraceful new approach by this government. I do not
remember when our public hospital system last had a
tax put on it beyond the imposition of the carbon tax,
which was imposed on our public hospitals, and that
has now been removed.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Special Minister of State).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
indicate that Mr Mulino is joining me at the table.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I request that my amendments be
circulated and advise the committee that the
amendments which were circulated in the course of the
second-reading debate have been revised and replaced
with the amendments now being circulated. I also
advise the committee at this time that my amendment 2
contains a quotation mark and a full stop at the end of
the last line which should not be there. Likewise, there
is a quotation mark and a full stop on the last line of
amendment 4 which should not be there.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! It is my understanding that there are three sets of
suggested amendments for the house to consider.
Mr Jennings has government amendments to clauses 15
and 26 relating to the delegation of exemption powers.
Mr Rich-Phillips and Mr Barber have amendments to
the same clauses.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
also ask that my amendments be circulated. I just need
to make a short explanation. I stated during the
second-reading debate that the Greens would be voting
against the clause. However, we will be voting against
one of the subclauses within the same two clauses that
we will be dealing with. I apologise that we are now
having to bring in an amendment that shows exactly
what I meant, which is now being circulated, and I
think I did inform the crossbenchers that I would be
voting against the clause. In fact it is the subclause. I
certainly do not mean any disrespect to the house by
now coming in with a written amendment. Members
will have noticed that I have now taken to wearing the
glasses that have been in my bottom drawer for a
couple of years. It is for that reason that I have in fact
drafted an amendment, the broad intention of which is
to remove new section 3E from clause 15 and also a
new section which is to be inserted by clause 26.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
congratulate Mr Barber on the maturity he is
demonstrating in his appearance in the chamber this
evening and his attitude towards the committee stage. I
congratulate him on the consideration that we all must
bring to bear in relation to our concentration power and,
most importantly, our ability to focus.
I have a number of amendments that I would seek to
have circulated in my name. They have been subject to
consideration across the Parliament today and may
expedite the consideration of the interlocking sets of
amendments before the committee on clauses 15 and
clause 26.
Clauses 1 to 14 agreed to.
Heading to clause 15
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Jennings’s suggested amendment 1 is a test
and consequential amendment for his further
amendments 2 and 3 to clause 15.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
1.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative Assembly
Heading to clause 15, omit “3E” and insert “3F”.

For the sake of the committee and those who will be
following this debate or who wish to know the intent of
the original clause and the intent of the amendments to
be proposed in the committee, it is important for us to
appreciate that clause 15 deals with the way new taxing
provisions and duties will be undertaken and defines
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who would fall within the scope of the provisions of the
new taxation regime being introduced. Within those
provisions there are possibilities for exemptions to be
created subject to guidelines being implemented by the
government and enforced by the Treasurer.
The exemptions provide for an appreciation of the
different corporate structures that occur within the
development industry, where a corporation or an entity
may have controlling interests that straddle both
domestic and international companies. The original
provision of the bill allowed for the Treasurer to
exempt entities that may have a significant domestic
component where they might be adversely impacted in
a domestic market with adverse consequences for the
development industry.
The original provision allowed for the Treasurer to
exempt those entities based upon guidelines published
by the minister on the appropriate State Revenue Office
(SRO) website and which had been circulated for some
time. Notwithstanding that, the government held
ongoing concerns about a perception of the rigour of
that decision-making and compliance with those
guidelines, so the government is quite willing to move
the amendments to clause 15. They provide that the
Treasurer may delegate power to the State Revenue
Office to enable administration of this scheme in a
transparent fashion that allows for the proper
considerations of the State Revenue Office, rather than
the perception that decisions may be made arbitrarily
by the Treasurer. The nature of the amendment moved
by the government is to allow for that delegated
authority.
When we consider the suggested amendments from
Mr Rich-Phillips and Mr Barber, in the case of
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments, interlocking
provisions in relation to the disclosure regime may
apply as to whether the residual power of the Treasurer
to exercise that power would be subject to a reporting
requirement and a less rigorous regime in relation to the
requirement of the SRO if in fact it is the delegated
body that makes that decision. I am sure that
Mr Rich-Phillips will speak to those amendments.
Mr Barber’s amendment is a more blunt instrument to
remove the opportunity for exemptions altogether. That
is the nature of the divide between us.
The government seeks to maintain the exemptions. It
wants to allow for a delegated responsibility, and when
that delegated responsibility is exercised by the State
Revenue Office, the government believes that will
acquit a proper process. In the case of a residual
circumstance where the Treasurer uses the ability to
grant exemptions, the government accepts that there
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would be an enhanced reporting requirement which
would demonstrate transparency in any such decision.
The government accepts the logic of the amendment
suggested by Mr Rich-Phillips and would support it.
The government’s preferred position at this point in
time is not to agree to the amendments put by
Mr Barber. I do not want to short-change the
committee, but that is the outline of the issue before us.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I seek your guidance, Acting
President, as to whether you would like me to address
my amendment to clause 15 as well, or only the Leader
of the Government’s at this point in time?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! We will deal with the amendment from
Mr Jennings first, unless Mr Rich-Phillips wishes to
speak to his amendment now.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — They are interrelated. The coalition
will support the amendment moved by Mr Jennings,
which is to create the capacity for the Treasurer to
delegate the power of exemption to the commissioner
of state revenue. It has been a concern of the coalition
that the bill submitted to the house would have given
the Treasurer the capacity to exercise this exemption
without any effective oversight or any effective
disclosure or reporting, so the coalition supports
delegating that power to the commissioner. The
amendment Mr Jennings is moving gives the Treasurer
the power to delegate, but a fundamental question is
whether the Treasurer will make that delegation, which
the committee may address in due course. The
amendment is certainly a step in the right direction in
terms of getting the decision-making process around
exemptions out of the direct political regime.
The opposition’s subsequent amendments to clause 15
address residual concerns with respect to the exemption
powers. My amendment 2 seeks to insert a requirement
that the Treasurer disclose on a six-monthly basis any
instance where he has exercised the exemption power
himself and that he provide details of the number of
exemptions, the entities to whom the exemptions were
given and the value of the exemptions given. With
respect to instances where the commissioner exercises
the exemption by virtue of the delegation, we seek
similar information but in an aggregated form and
without disclosure of the individual exemptions given.
The proposed clause also inserts in the bill a
requirement for the Treasurer to issue the guidelines
that the Leader of the Government referred to before
and requires that the Treasurer publish those guidelines
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in the Government Gazette so that there is transparency
around the guidelines that are produced, which
presumably the commissioner of state revenue will be
required to adhere to, and transparency in what
exemptions will be given by virtue of this provision.
Given my understanding that the government will
support these amendments and that we will support the
government’s amendment, we will not at this time
support Mr Barber’s amendment to remove the
exemption clause altogether.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
question for the minister. With respect to the guidelines
the minister referred to that are now the subject of
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments, is it not the case that
these guidelines carry no legal weight?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — To
provide Mr Barber with some degree of satisfaction
straight off the bat, I say that after the committee stage
of this bill, if those provisions are passed, by the nature
of the gazetting arrangement that will be required and
set by statute the answer will be: yes.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — We have
a situation where the Treasurer is able to grant an
exemption or the commissioner can grant an
exemption. Can the minister clarify when the Treasurer
would not grant the exemption and pass it down to the
commissioner or vice versa?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I do
not want to prejudge the determination of the Treasurer,
but I tend to think that the nature and effect of these
provisions would be that the delegation would be
exercised under normal circumstances, and I would
envisage comprehensively, but I am not excluding the
possibility of the reserve residual power the Treasurer
may have under the bill. I would not want to prejudge
what circumstances they may be, but I think once the
delegation is made it would continue to have an effect.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
presume what the minister’s answer means — to just
tease it out a little bit more — is that under the way the
bill before us is currently presented the guidelines
would have no legal weight, but if his amendment was
to be successful, then the guidelines would have legal
weight?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Unfortunately a series of distractions occurred around
me, Mr Barber, so I am not quite sure what your
question was, and I do not feel as if I have satisfied
Ms Patten’s question, given her body language. So I
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will answer that and then invite you to ask your
question again, with the Chair’s indulgence.
I think in practice we would expect the Treasurer to
delegate that responsibility.
Mr Davis — It is the intention to do so — is that
what you are saying?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
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has a controlling interest in a foreign corporation, the
nature and degree of ownership and control the person
has in the corporation.
The Treasurer would be looking at that consideration,
but at the same time in earlier sections — for example,
in new section 3A(1)(a) there is the criterion that says:
is in a position to control more than 50% of the voting power
in the corporation …

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister said that they would carry weight of law. My
question is: is that the case under the current bill and/or
is that the case if Mr Jennings’s amendment is
successful? Two possible different circumstances.

So the Treasurer is given one consideration, which is
that the person is in a position to control more than
50 per cent of the voting power in the corporation but
then is given a second — and, I would argue,
contradictory — decision to make, which is:

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thought by jumping to the end of what was anticipated
will happen with this committee stage, Mr Barber
would actually derive some satisfaction that in fact they
will have a standing under the law, because in fact they
will be gazetted under a requirement in the law.

the nature and degree of ownership and control the person has
in the corporation …

In practice, in many instances already within the
taxation regime across the country there are guidelines
that are issued from time to time by the State Revenue
Office or the Australian Taxation Office. They have the
effect of being administrative guidelines in the
operation in those taxation regimes, and they are often
used. Certainly they are used to make determinations to
have compliance with taxation regimes, and they are
often tested in effect as law within challenges that occur
within the court system.
Regardless of whether you recognise their standing in
law, that is how guidelines are issued in many
circumstances. They are tested by law, and the
provisions that are intended to be passed in this
committee stage by the government and the opposition
at this point in time mean they will have standing by
being gazetted in accordance with the amended act.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you for that answer. This also relates to proposed
section 3E, which is the one I will be trying to remove
through my amendment 1, so I would just like to ask a
question about the operation of section 3E as it relates
to sections 3A, 3B, 3C and 3D. Proposed section 3E
says that despite sections 3A, 3B, 3C and 3D, the
Treasurer can still make a finding that a person does not
have a controlling interest in a foreign corporation or
trust estate, and that then leads to tax exemption. Also
in section 3E the Treasurer is given some further
guidance as to the criteria under which they might form
that view; for example, at proposed subsection (2)(a)(i)
the Treasurer may consider, in the case of a person who

which must inevitably be with reference to the earlier
50 per cent criterion. Alternatively the 50 per cent
criterion is not worth anything because the Treasurer is
able to simply make up some other number that
measures the nature and degree of ownership and
control a person has in the corporation. That makes new
sections 3A, 3B, 3C and 3D — or at least certain parts
of them — irrelevant, redundant and possibly
contradictory, and the guidelines will not be any help
because they can only be based within the statute itself.
Under these circumstances can the minister explain
which of the two criteria — that is, either new
section 3E(2)(a)(i) or new section 3A(1)(a) — will
dominate?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think we are going to have a literature analysis for some
time unless we accept the fundamental proposition,
which is that for corporate structures and income
streams there are issues of determination around the
way in which those structures may or may not be
accurately reflected in 50 per cent of shares or votes
within a corporation. There are a number of ways in
which entities can be created that may have significant,
not dominant, commercial activity taking place with a
varying degree of the percentage of ownership of a
corporation. That is basically what this boils down to.
On that basis those two provisions are required as
catch-all provisions to deal with either a straight, clear
transaction in relation to shareholdings, controlling
votes within an entity or an appreciation of the
commercial realities that apply to it. Whilst Mr Barber
may argue that they are inconsistent, they are consistent
in the fact that they cover the real-world appreciation of
what those corporate structures may be. The
government is of the view that these provisions are
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required to be able to give a proper appreciation of the
market in the development community that accounts for
a collaborative partnership arrangement that may occur
between domestic developers and foreign investors.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes, I am
well aware that not all these structures will consist of
simply a voting of ordinary shares. I hope the minister
is not distracted. There could be non-voting shares, and
there could be other sorts of hybrid instruments that do
or do not attract voting rights. Whether that relates to
control is another matter. But my simple point is that
effectively the Treasurer gets to choose which
definition the Treasurer likes. It can either be:
is in a position to control more than 50% of the voting power
in the corporation …

or it can be some other criterion that the Treasurer
decides in the latter section — the one I am trying to get
rid of — goes to:
the nature and degree of ownership and control the person has
in the corporation …

I think the minister’s last answer basically said that,
from the two definitions, the Treasurer gets to choose
the one that suits his purpose.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Let
us go back to basics. This bill is designed to increase
state revenue. In fact it is designed to provide a basis by
which the state taxation scheme can be enhanced to
ensure that when foreign investment is undertaken
within the Victorian land development community
there is an opportunity to derive an enhanced return to
consolidated revenue to support social and economic
infrastructure provided by the state. It is the intention of
the provision to add to state revenue. That is its
purpose, and the first provision in this instance,
proposed section 3A, relates to roping in those entities
that may be obliged to pay tax.
The exemption is a realisation of the corporate
structures of entities but also an appreciation of the
domestic contribution of the partnership arrangements
that may underpin that corporate entity to see whether it
is fair and reasonable to make an exemption on the
basis of the residual economic and other returns to the
state from that domestic contribution. That is why it has
been structured in that way.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I do not
think that is really an answer to the original point I was
driving at, which is: does the Treasurer get to choose
which of the two definitions he likes? I will just say that
when the minister introduced the government
amendments he said that this was about, in his words,
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‘perception’, and he later said that the reason for giving
the possibility of delegation to the tax commissioner
was to avoid any suggestion that the Treasurer might
act arbitrarily. The minister introduced the word
‘arbitrarily’ into the debate — —
Mr Jennings — Generously introduced.
Mr BARBER — He generously introduced it into
the debate, and he now regrets his generosity. It is that
arbitrary nature that I am trying to tease out here. It
seems that there are in fact two definitions of ‘control’,
one of which is 50 per cent and the other one is
whatever the Treasurer thinks it is — the nature and
degree of ownership and control the person has in the
corporation. There is the 50 per cent and then there is
the not 50 per cent. There is some other percentage,
some other nature or some other degree. Then there is
the Treasurer, who says, ‘Hang on. I’ve had enough of
this. I’m out of here. I going to hand the whole problem
over to the commissioner’.
With the developments we have seen here tonight, the
government has been a little bit caught out. It has
realised that Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment, which the
Greens are going to support, will require the Treasurer
to report on all these decisions. So the government has
come in here and said, ‘Having thought about it, there
are some decisions we would rather not be seen to be
making, so we will give ourselves the option’ — the
ability but not the requirement — ‘to delegate this to
the commissioner’.
Names like Mirvac and Australand were brought in
during the — —
Mr DAVIS — AV Jennings.
Mr BARBER — AV Jennings was also mentioned.
Names like those were brought in during Mr Morris’s
inquiry, which is now proving most valuable to the
chamber in terms of our consideration. I am starting to
wonder whether the government already knows which
one of those corporations is going to want an exemption
or which one it thinks should be granted an exemption.
In the past the government has received donations from
property developers, and we do not yet know the
donations that were made in the run-up to the last
election because they have not yet been disclosed.
The government is aware that if Mr Rich-Phillips’s
amendment passes, there will be a very simple
connect-the-dots exercise between the property
developers that have supported this government and the
exemptions worth many millions of dollars they will
receive under this act — that is, if the amendments in
this bill enter the act. It is for that reason that the Greens
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intend to persist with our amendment, the aim of which
is to take out the Treasurer’s exemption and to remove
any perception — which is the word the minister
used — that arbitrary decisions will be made by a
politician.

In relation to any other matters, I have already indicated
to the committee today that the guidelines associated
with the provisions of this clause have been augmented
by the guidelines that have been published by the
government. Those guidelines say:

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr Barber has just suggested that I might have
introduced a concept that indicated that this matter is
arbitrary. I said there was a perception that it may be by
some ill-informed members of the community. Because
of that perception, the government was happy to move
the delegated responsibility and accept the reporting
requirement that was moved by the opposition. But
given what has just been put on the record, for the sake
of the committee I am going to show my confidence in
why those matters are not at all arbitrary.

Transitional arrangements are in place to ensure that the
surcharge will not apply retrospectively. Therefore,
non-resident purchasers who enter into a dutiable transaction
(for example, enters into a contract of sale) or a relevant
acquisition of an interest in a landholder that holds residential
property (for example, enters an agreement or an arrangement
for the relevant acquisition) before 1 July 2015, will not be
subject to the surcharge.

Clause 15, which inserts new sections 3A to 3E, states
at new section 3E(2):
The Treasurer, for the purposes of subsection (1), may, in
writing, exempt a person who has a controlling interest in a
foreign corporation, or a substantial interest in the trust estate
of a foreign trust, if the Treasurer is satisfied that, having
regard to any one or more of the following matters, the person
should not be taken to have that interest —
(a) in the case of a person who has a controlling interest in a
foreign corporation —
(i)

the nature and degree of ownership and control the
person has in the corporation;

(ii) the practical influence the person exerts or any
rights the person enforces to determine or
influence, directly or indirectly, the outcome of
decisions about the corporation’s financial and
operating policies;
(iii) any practice or behaviour of the person affecting
the corporation’s financial or operating policies;

A ‘foreign purchaser’ is defined as a foreign natural person,
foreign corporation or a trustee of a foreign trust. In order for
a corporation to be a foreign corporation, it must be either
incorporated outside Australia, or have its controlling interest
held by a foreign natural person, another foreign corporation
or a trustee of a foreign trust. A trust is a foreign trust if the
substantial interest in the capital of the trust estate is held by a
foreign natural person, foreign corporation or the trustee of
another foreign trust.
The Treasurer may exempt a person who has a controlling
interest in a foreign corporation or a substantial interest in the
capital of a trust estate of a foreign trust. A person who has an
exemption is taken not to have the controlling interest or
substantial interest. The effect of this is that the foreign
corporation or foreign trust will be exempt from the
non-resident duty surcharge.
The persons that are intended to be exempted from the
non-resident duty surcharge from 1 July 2015 are those
whose commercial activities add to the supply of housing
stock in Victoria (either through new developments or
through redevelopment, where such development is primarily
residential). All other duties that are usually imposed will
remain in place. The intention to exempt from the
non-resident duty surcharge remains at the discretion of the
Treasurer.
The Treasurer will have regard to any one or more of the
following general principles and circumstances for the
exemption to apply:

(iv) any other relevant circumstances;
(b) in the case of a person who has a substantial interest in
the trust estate of a foreign trust —
(i)

the nature and degree of the person’s beneficial
interest in the capital of the estate of the trust;

(ii) the practical influence the person exerts or any
rights the person enforces to determine or
influence, directly or indirectly, the outcome of
decisions about the administration and conduct of
the trust;
(iii) any practice or behaviour of the person affecting
the trustee’s administration and conduct of the
trust;
(iv) any other relevant circumstances.

(1) The nature and degree of interest or ownership and
control
The degree of day-to-day control or input into the decisions of
the corporation or trust a foreign person may have.
Whether the foreign person’s interest in the corporation or
trust only grant to them limited rights.
The remoteness of the foreign person’s investment in the
corporation or trust. For example, is it direct ownership or
more remote through a series of other entities or investment
platforms?
(2) Practical influence to determine, directly or
indirectly, the outcome of decisions of the entity
Whether the foreign person acquired its controlling interest or
substantial interest as part of an investment strategy solely for
the purposes of obtaining an income stream.
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The level of involvement of the foreign person in the
investment decisions of the corporation or trust.
(3) The ability to influence the outcome of financial,
operating and management decisions of the
corporation or trust
Whether the directors of the corporation or trustee of the trust
controlled or required to follow the directions of the foreign
person.
The relationship between the persons responsible for the
day-to-day operation of the corporation or trust and the
foreign person.
4)

Any other relevant circumstances

In assessing other circumstances which would be relevant, the
Treasurer may consider the following:
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Whether the Australian-based corporation with a foreign
controlling interest or trust with a foreign substantial interest
has notified the Foreign Investment Review Board for the
purposes of purchasing residential property for development
either as part of its ‘annual program’ or otherwise.
The nature of the approval that has been provided by the
Foreign Investment Review Board for the purposes of
purchasing residential property for development.
Whether the Foreign Investment Review Board has imposed
any conditions on the entity.
Character of the controlling interest or substantial interest
The extent to which the corporation or trust operates in a
transparent manner and the extent to which it is subject to
adequate and transparent regulation and supervision.
The corporate governance practices of the entity.

Impact on the economy
Independence of management
Whether the corporation with a foreign controlling interest or
trust with a foreign substantial interest is actively investing in
adding to the supply of housing stock in Victoria or
purchasing existing property for redevelopment for the sale or
use for primarily residential purposes.
Where land is acquired for development purposes, the extent
and nature of that development.
The level of investment that is undertaken for development
purposes and any relevant planning processes necessary to
obtain approval for such development.
Competition
Whether the foreign corporation or foreign trust is able to
compete fairly in the Victorian marketplace and whether there
are wider consequences for Victoria.
Whether entities that are Australian based but foreign
controlled will be at a competitive disadvantage in providing
an equivalent service or product in Victoria compared to
locally domiciled entities.
For example, in purchasing residential property for the
purpose of adding to new residential supply, the Treasurer
may consider the competitive advantage/disadvantage that a
wholly owned Australian company may have compared to an
Australian-based company with a controlling interest held by
a foreign person/entity.
Impact on the community
The entity in question supplies residential stock to the
Victorian market.
The level of Australian participation in the corporation that
conducts its activities in Victoria with a foreign controlling
interest or trust with a foreign substantial interest.
The level of use of Australian building contractors and other
employees of the entity that conducts residential activities in
Victoria.
Satisfaction of Foreign Investment Review Board
requirements

The location of the entity’s central management and the
ability for the management to make decisions independent of
the foreign person that holds the controlling interest in the
corporation or substantial interest in the trust estate.

I totally reject the suggestion that the guidelines did not
exist and the provisions in the clause did not exist and
constitute an arbitrary decision.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for taking the time to read that screed into
Hansard because it is an absolutely extraordinary list of
considerations that the Treasurer may or may not take
into account.
Let us go back to the beginning. According to the
government the purpose of this bill is to tax foreigners
because foreigners are not paying enough tax. But
amongst the many criteria that I just heard from the
minister was whether or not these foreigners have good
corporate governance practices or not, and this is to be
one of many extra matters that a Treasurer may or may
not consider in deciding whether or not those foreigners
should pay tax.
It is no longer just about taxing foreigners because
foreigners are not paying enough tax. Apparently there
are different classes, good foreigners and bad
foreigners, some of whom have good corporate
governance practices, some of whom do not, some of
whom are building a lot of houses — to paraphrase one
of the criteria — and some of whom are not. All of that
is to be loaded on top of this decision as to whether they
should pay tax at the time of a stamp duty transaction.
I do not know what to make of all the extra matters that
have been loaded on top, but when we listened to those
specific guidelines that relate directly to provisions in
the bill, particularly proposed subparagraphs (i), (ii),
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(iii) and (iv) in proposed section 3E(2)(a), they did not
provide any further yardsticks. It is all to do with the
degree of control, which the Treasurer is still left to
make a call on. It is all about different degrees, but
there is no yardstick for them. In earlier sections of the
bill which I am not seeking to change, there are very
clear degrees of ownership, like 50 per cent. I think I
am even more concerned now than when I started, and
for that reason I maintain the intention to move my
amendments.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — First of all, I
congratulate the government on taking this step. There
have obviously been many discussions today, and the
amendment moved by Mr Rich-Phillips has a
significant effect. These discussions and these two
interlocking sets of amendments are welcome. I begin
with that point. I also begin with the point that one of
my other colleagues in this chamber, Ms Patten, asked
whether the Treasurer intended to exercise these
delegations. I welcome the minister’s answer of yes.
In essence this is one of those occasions where the
Treasurer has got us all into a bit of a difficult zone. We
would not be in this zone if this had been handled much
more smoothly. It is worth reiterating that this is the
first time that I or the table office can find an example
of an appropriation or an associated tax bill being
amended since 1975, and that was simply a correction
of an error in a title. This, however, is a substantive set
of changes.
These substantive changes — the power to exempt, the
guidelines and the arrangements — must have some
impact on the government’s revenue projections from
this tax because the tax was calculated originally by
looking at the figures in the budget in such a way that it
was said it would bring in a certain level of revenue. It
seems that in this case the exemptions, which are set to
remove some of the consequences the Treasurer says he
did not intend, will have some effect on how much the
tax gathers. I wonder whether the minister may give the
house some indication of the scale.
Progress reported.
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Resumed; further discussion of heading to clause 15.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have no advice in relation to Mr Davis’s question about
what the impact upon the revenue projections may be.
The government has conservatively assessed what it
believes the revenue projections may be that are
embedded in the budget, and there has been no
alteration subject to these provisions.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I first make
the point that it is 1 minute past 10.00 p.m., and we
have extended the sitting, a matter that was once upon a
time regarded as an evil outcome, but I make that
comment on the way through.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DAVIS — It is; that is right. But let me be quite
clear here: essentially what the minister has told us is
that the government does not have the figure work on
this, and that is an extraordinary admission. The intent
of the Treasurer may well have been not to impact on a
number of those developers who do the broadacre
developments that were going to impact on families,
and this set of provisions that flow from the exemption
approach and the improvements that come through
these amendments may well lead to an outcome he
intended. It is clear that he has made some serious
blunders here, and one would have thought he could
have been clear at least in terms of the financial impact.
Suggested amendment agreed to; heading to
clause 15 postponed.
Clause 15
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
2.

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 15, page 23, line 9, omit “circumstances.”.” and
insert “circumstances.”.

Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
3.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 15, page 23, after line 9 insert —
“3F Delegation of exemption power
(1) The Treasurer may delegate, by instrument, to
the Commissioner —
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(a) the power of the Treasurer to exempt a
person under section 3E(2);
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(a) in respect of the exemptions (if any)
granted by the Treasurer under
subsection (2) during the period covered
by the report —

(b) the power to delegate the power
delegated under paragraph (a).

(i)
(2) If power has been delegated under
subsection (1)(b), the Commissioner may,
subject to the terms of the instrument of
delegation, sub-delegate, by instrument, to a
member of staff of the State Revenue Office
the power that is the subject of the delegation,
other than the power of sub-delegation.

(ii) the name of each foreign
corporation or foreign trust in
relation to which an exemption was
granted; and
(iii) the value of each exemption, being
the amount of duty foregone, or
likely to be foregone, by the State
because of the exemption; and

(3) Subject to subsection (4), sections 42 and 42A
of the Interpretation of Legislation Act
1984 apply in relation to a sub-delegation in
the same manner as they apply in relation to a
delegation.

(b) in respect of the exemptions (if any)
granted by the Commissioner or a
member of staff of the State Revenue
Office during the period covered by the
report under a delegation under
section 3F —

(4) Despite section 42A(1)(a) of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, the
Treasurer cannot exercise the power to
exempt a person under section 3E(2) while a
delegation under subsection (1)(a) is in effect.

(i)

member of staff of the State Revenue Office
means —
(a) an employee referred to in section 67
of the Taxation Administration Act
1997; or

(4) The Treasurer must issue guidelines for
the exercise of the power of exemption
under subsection (2).

(b) a consultant or contractor engaged
under section 68 of that Act.”.”.

(5) The Treasurer must cause guidelines
issued under subsection (4) to be
published in the Government Gazette.
(6) Guidelines issued under subsection (4)
are not a legislative instrument within
the meaning of the Subordinate
Legislation Act 1994.”.”.

Suggested amendment agreed to.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
2.

2.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 15, page, 23, after line 9 insert —
“(3) At least once every 6 months the Treasurer
must cause to be laid before each House of
Parliament, and publish on an appropriate
government website, a report setting out —

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 15, page 21, line 24, omit “estate.” and insert
“estate.”.”.

Suggested amendments agreed to.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:

the number of exemptions; and

(ii) the total value of the exemptions,
being the total amount of duty
foregone, or likely to be foregone,
by the State because of the
exemptions.

(5) In this section —

I have outlined to the committee in my introductory
comments that the intention of the government in
moving these amendments is to allow for the Treasurer
to exercise the delegated authority under the act and
under the guidelines to the State Revenue Office. It is
the intention of the Treasurer to do that, and it is the
basis of an understanding that I believe will be
supported by the government and at the very least by
the opposition to give effect to that amendment and to
understandings that have been reached that further
amendments may be made in relation to the reporting
requirements and the publication of guidelines.

the number of exemptions; and

3.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 15, page 21, lines 25 to 34, page 22, lines 1 to 36
and page 23, lines 1 to 9, omit all words and expressions
on these lines.
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Committee divided on suggested amendments:
Ayes, 5
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Springle, Ms

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Suggested amendments negatived.
Clause postponed; clauses 16 to 25 agreed to.

speak to my suggested amendment 4. This suggested
amendment duplicates with respect to the land tax
provisions the sections we have suggested be inserted
with respect to stamp duty in relation to reporting and
publication of guidelines. This provision mirrors the
earlier provision, and we will be supporting the
government’s suggested amendment.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
presume my suggested amendment 4 is a test. Although
this section is constructed slightly differently and now
relates to land tax rather than stamp duty, the issues are
fundamentally the same. They go to the issue of the
Treasurer’s discretion, and therefore I have moved
another suggested amendment aiming to do the same
thing as occurred with the earlier clause.
Suggested amendment agreed to; heading to
clause 26 postponed.
Clause 26
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
5.

Heading to clause 26
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Jennings’s suggested amendment 4 is a test
and a consequential amendment for his further
suggested amendments 5 and 6.

1923

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 26, page 31, line 13, omit “circumstances.”.” and
insert “circumstances.”.

6.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 26, page 31, after line 13, insert —

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
4.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Heading to clause 26, omit “and 3B” and insert “to 3C”.

The effect of the suggested amendments to clause 26
has exactly the same effect on the delegated
responsibility that is exercised under clause 15 and
would enable the Treasurer to make the appropriate
delegation to the State Revenue Office. Just as had been
the case with the previous provisions in clause 15, the
government would hope this would receive the support
of the committee. I foreshadow that the government
would be intending to support the equivalent provisions
relating to clause 15 moved by Mr Rich-Phillips to give
interlocking effect to clause 26 in the same way that we
have suggested amendments to clause 15.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I can advise that the coalition will
support Mr Jennings’s suggested amendment 6 for the
reasons he has outlined, and likewise at this point I will

“3C Delegation of exemption power
(1) The Treasurer may delegate, by instrument, to
the Commissioner —
(a) the power of the Treasurer to exempt an
absentee person under section 3B(2);
(b) the power to delegate the power
delegated under paragraph (a).
(2) If power has been delegated under
subsection (1)(b), the Commissioner may,
subject to the terms of the instrument of
delegation, sub-delegate, by instrument, to a
member of staff of the State Revenue Office
the power that is the subject of the delegation,
other than the power of sub-delegation.
(3) Subject to subsection (4), sections 42 and 42A
of the Interpretation of Legislation Act
1984 apply in relation to a sub-delegation in
the same manner as they apply in relation to a
delegation.
(4) Despite section 42A(1)(a) of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, the
Treasurer cannot exercise the power to
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exempt an absentee person under
section 3B(2) while a delegation under
subsection (1)(a) is in effect.

(5) The Treasurer must cause guidelines issued
under subsection (4) to be published in the
Government Gazette.

(5) In this section —

(6) Guidelines issued under subsection (4) are not
a legislative instrument within the meaning of
the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.”.”.

member of staff of the State Revenue Office
means —
(a) an employee referred to in section 67
of the Taxation Administration Act
1997; or
(b) a consultant or contractor engaged
under section 68 of that Act.”.”.

Suggested amendment agreed to.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
5.

4.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 26, page, 31, after line 13 insert —
“(3) At least once every 6 months the Treasurer
must cause to be laid before each House of
Parliament, and publish on an appropriate
government website, a report setting out —
(a) in respect of the exemptions (if any)
granted by the Treasurer under
subsection (2) during the period covered
by the report —
(i)

the number of exemptions; and

(ii) the name of each corporation in
relation to which an exemption was
granted; and
(iii) the value of each exemption, being
the amount of land tax foregone, or
likely to be foregone, by the State
because of the exemption; and
(b) in respect of the exemptions (if any)
granted by the Commissioner or a
member of staff of the State Revenue
Office during the period covered by the
report under a delegation under
section 3C —
(i)

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 26, page 30, line 16, omit “corporation.” And
insert “corporation.”.”.

Suggested amendments agreed to.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
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6.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 26, page 30, lines 17 to 35 and page 31, lines 1 to
13, omit all words and expressions on these lines.

Committee divided on suggested amendments:
Ayes, 5
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Suggested amendments negatived.
Clause postponed; clauses 27 to 46 agreed to.

the number of exemptions; and

Progress reported.
(ii) the total value of the exemptions,
being the total amount of land tax
foregone, or likely to be foregone,
by the State because of the
exemptions.
(4) The Treasurer must issue guidelines for the
exercise of the power of exemption under
subsection (2).

Suggested amendments reported to house.
Report adopted.
Ordered to be returned to Assembly with message
informing them of decision of house.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Deputy Clerk — The Acting Clerk has
received the following letter from the Attorney-General
relating to the resolution of the Council on 10 June
2015 relating to the Advanced Lignite Demonstration
Program.
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 10 June 2015
seeking the production of:
any agreements in relation to the Advanced Lignite
Demonstration Program between the state of Victoria
and —
(1) Coal Energy Australia;
(2) Ignite Energy Resources; and
(3) Shanghai Electric Australia Power & Energy
Development Pty Limited (SEAPED).
The Council’s deadline of 22 June 2015 does not allow
sufficient time for the government to respond to the Council’s
resolution. The government will endeavour to respond as
soon as possible.

I lay on the table 14 documents received in response to
the resolution of the Council of 25 February 2015
relating to the West Gate distributor.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Deputy Clerk — The Acting Clerk has also
received the following letter from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 25 February
2015 seeking the production of:
a copy of all documents in relation to the West Gate
distributor including. but not limited to —
(1) the business case;
(2) interim and final traffic and traffic management
studies, reports or briefings;
(3) environmental studies, reports or briefings
including historical studies, reports or briefings
relating to Stony Creek;
(4) Aboriginal cultural heritage studies, reports or
briefings;
(5) advice on compliance with the Hobsons Bay
planning scheme and Maribyrnong planning
scheme and proposed consultation on required
planning approvals;
(6) departmental advice and briefing documents; and
(7) evidence of consultation on the above.
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The government has conducted a thorough and diligent search
to identify the documents that may be relevant to the
Council’s resolution. The use of the phrase ‘all documents’
means the resolution has an especially wide scope. It is
apparent from the search that producing all documents within
the scope of the resolution would require assessing
approximately 23 000 documents. This would take many
months to complete and would significantly divert the
resources of departments. To provide the Council with a
prompt response, however, departments have collated and
assessed documents identified in paragraphs (1) to (7) of the
resolution. I trust that the Council will not insist on the
government responding further.
I enclose with this letter certain of the identified documents.
Some of the enclosed documents contain personal
information, such as the names and contact details of
individuals. In the interest of personal privacy, and in
accordance with normal practice, these details have been
excluded. I respectfully request that the Council not insist on
the production of this information.
Certain of the relevant documents identified by the
government have been withheld on the basis that releasing
them would be prejudicial to the public interest. This is
because the release of those documents would: reveal,
directly or indirectly, the deliberative processes of cabinet;
reveal high-level confidential deliberative processes of the
executive government, or otherwise jeopardise the necessary
relationship of confidence between a minister and the public
service; or otherwise jeopardise the public interest, in
particular where disclosure would materially damage the
state’s financial or commercial interests. I respectfully request
that the Council not insist on the production of those
documents.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Deputy Clerk — The Acting Clerk has
received the following letter from the Attorney-General
headed ‘Production of KPMG scoping study for the
privatisation of the port of Melbourne’:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 11 February
2015 seeking the production of:
a copy of the scoping study for the privatisation of the
port of Melbourne prepared by KPMG in 2014.
I also refer to my previous correspondence in relation to this
matter (16 March 2015 and 10 June 2015) and to my letter to
you of 14 April 2015, in which I noted the limits on the
Council’s power to call for documents. Those limits centre on
the protection of the public interest. In that letter I set out
factors which the government would consider in assessing
whether the release of documents would be prejudicial to the
public interest.
The government has now assessed the scoping study against
the factors listed in my letter of 14 April 2015, and has
produced it in the Council today. The government has
determined that the release of some material in the scoping
study would be prejudicial to the public interest on the basis
that its disclosure would materially damage the state’s
financial or commercial interests, or would reveal information
obtained by the government on the basis that it would be kept
confidential. Accordingly, the government, on behalf of the
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Crown, makes a claim of executive privilege in relation to the
redacted material in the study.
The scoping study produced by the government contains the
names of individuals. In the interests of personal privacy,
those names have been excluded.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Refugees and asylum seekers
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — In light of the celebration of Refugee
Week last week, my adjournment matter is for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Robin Scott, and it
concerns the provision of services to refugees and
asylum seekers. Refugees and asylum seekers are
highly vulnerable members of the Victorian
community. They often arrive in Victoria with chronic
health conditions and carrying the scars of many
different kinds of traumatic experiences.
I have listened to the stories of many refugees and
asylum seekers. They are stories of violence and
torture, loss and separation from family, friends and
livelihoods, stories of dire poverty, stories of cultural
and religious marginalisation and oftentimes
persecution, as well as anxiety about the future — their
own futures and the safety of their loved ones.
They have complex needs of which those of us who are
born into a safe and secure community have little
comprehension. They require committed, meaningful
and sensitive responses. Improving access to services in
health care, housing, education and counselling is
essential. The inability to access such services leads to
high levels of disadvantage and disengagement. We are
talking here about groups of people living within our
community who are ‘othered’, separated, confused and
lonely.
They need better access to emergency housing to
alleviate the increasing numbers of people who are
falling into homelessness. They need better access to
translation services — especially for people living
outside the boundaries of our cities — and better access
to information services. Someone I recently spoke to
did not know, for example, how to access a GP and did
not know this service is provided free to asylum
seekers. I understand that there are restraints placed on
the state by commonwealth immigration and asylum
seeker policies. However, the people living in our
communities require and deserve better services and
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facilitated access to services to make things a little bit
easier.
One critical step in making improvements in this area
lies in improving the collaboration between the
Victorian government departments and agencies that
work to meet the needs of the same group of people in
the community. The Minister for Multicultural Affairs
has the opportunity to provide leadership here, with the
ultimate aim of restoring a greater sense of dignity
where it has been lacking for refugees and asylum
seekers who are living in our community. I am aware
that the 2014 Victorian Auditor-General’s report titled
Access to Services for Migrants, Refugees and Asylum
Seekers makes some very important recommendations
that can provide some guidance in this area. I urge the
minister to take the steps necessary to improve access
to services for refugees and asylum seekers within the
Victorian community and to do so as a matter of high
priority.

Teacher travel policy
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and it concerns recent changes to travel
rules for teachers. The action I seek is clarification of
any changes to the Department of Education and
Training’s 2006 international and domestic travel
policy and advice on how long recently imposed
restrictions on travel will remain in effect. This issue
has been raised with me by principals from two schools
in my electorate in the last week.
By way of background, a few weeks ago the
department emailed principals, school council
presidents and business managers and advised that
travel is only to be granted in exceptional
circumstances. This is explained in these terms:
This restriction on international and interstate travel
undertaken by department and school staff takes effect
immediately for all travel which has not already been
approved.

The travel freeze is in place while the travel policy is
being reviewed and is a response to revelations at IBAC
of fraud and fake invoicing at the education department.
The two principals who raised this issue with me lead
exemplary schools. Representatives of the two schools
are travelling in the immediate future and are
unaffected by this travel freeze because their requests
were put in prior to it being introduced. They are
travelling because they have been invited to share their
considerable expertise with people at conferences
overseas, and no doubt they will also learn during this
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process. They made the not unreasonable point to me
that principals and teachers who have done the right
thing are being penalised and inconvenienced because
of the fraudulent actions of a few.
I ask the minister to clarify how long the freeze on
travel will continue and when the teacher travel policy
will be finalised. I also ask him to explain why
hardworking teachers who do the right thing should be
inconvenienced because of the fraudulent actions of a
few.
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Lilydale TAFE campus, which was unfortunately
closed due to funding being stripped by the previous
government. It was indicated that the expression of
interest process would be open for approximately six
weeks and that a contract would be awarded.
The action I seek from the minister is that he inform
me, so I can inform the community out there, of the
process that will take place between the contract being
awarded and the point where young people will again
be able to attend TAFE and higher education courses at
the facility at the start of next year.

Homesafe
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. It relates to the supposed Homesafe shuttle
service that was announced by Labor in January of last
year. This service will apparently provide a bus service
from Southern Cross station, departing at 2.00 a.m., to
Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and Traralgon. It sounds
like a good idea and a good way to get home after an
event in the city, whether that be the football, a concert,
a family event or even a nice dinner and show with
one’s significant other. There is but one issue with this
Homesafe shuttle service, and that is it has not
happened.
It has not started, yet the announcement by Labor well
over a year ago was made with much fanfare. Now I
have residents asking me, ‘When is this going to
happen? When will Labor keep its election
commitment?’. I am afraid I do not hold out much hope
for this happening anytime soon. Despite Labor
committing to having this service up and running by
New Year’s Eve 2015, it has not happened.
Currently on a Saturday night the last train from
Melbourne to Ballarat leaves at 11.55 p.m., and the last
train from Melbourne to Geelong leaves at
11.10 p.m. — a far cry from Labor’s failed election
commitment of 2.00 a.m. It is another Labor lie;
another broken promise. When will the government
belatedly attempt to keep its election commitment and
deliver a late-night service to Bendigo, Ballarat,
Geelong and Traralgon?

Swinburne University of Technology former
Lilydale campus
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Training and Skills, Steve Herbert. It is in line with his
announcement during the week at Lilydale calling for
expressions of interest from providers to supply higher
education and TAFE courses back at the Swinburne

Sunbury municipality
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government. As I am sure the minister is aware, next
Wednesday, 1 July, was due to be Sunbury liberation
day — the day that Sunbury would at long last have its
own municipal council and the wishes of the people of
Sunbury and all the people of the city of Hume would
be respected by the establishment of the Sunbury city
council.
Ms Fitzherbert — Finally.
Mr FINN — Finally, indeed. Sadly, as a result of
the actions of this government, that is not happening.
Despite the promise prior to the election that it would
follow through with the previous government’s
commitment to establish the Sunbury council on 1 July
2015, the current government has backtracked and
appointed transition auditors to review the process yet
again. I do not know how many reviews we need on
this. I have to say that I have a concern with one of
those transition auditors. He has had a long and
distinguished career in local government, having been a
former CEO of the City of Hume and the Shire of Bulla
and also a chief administrator for the City of Brimbank,
which I must say he is doing an extraordinarily good
job at. I have the highest regard for this particular
gentleman and quite like him as a person — —
An honourable member — John Watson.
Mr FINN — John Watson is exactly who I am
talking about. The trouble is that John Watson has
made it very clear to a number of people that he does
not support the establishment of a Sunbury city council.
As a resident of Sunbury, he is entitled to his opinion.
As a former high-ranking bureaucrat in Victoria, he is
most certainly entitled to his opinion. But as a transition
auditor, he is not entitled to go into that position with a
pre-established view, particularly in a situation where I
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understand we are looking at a review of the
decision-making process.
Despite my respect and regard for John Watson, and it
pains me to say this, I ask the minister to remove
Mr Watson as a transition auditor in this process. I
believe that as long as Mr Watson is involved the whole
process is under a cloud and can be open to a whole
range of concerns by the Sunbury community.

O’Herns Road, Epping
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan, and it is in
regard to the O’Herns Road interchange in Epping.
This is an interchange about which the then opposition
leader, now Premier, came out during the election
campaign, side by side with the Assembly members for
Yan Yean, Thomastown and Mill Park, and said Labor
would commit to building because it was fully funded
and fully costed.
Imagine the surprise of the City of Whittlesea mayor,
Ricky Kirkham, and others when last week they visited
the Deputy Prime Minister and federal Minister for
Infrastructure and Regional Development, the
Honourable Warren Truss, and were told that the
federal government would not commit money to the
O’Herns Road interchange because the state
government had not yet forwarded a business case for
it. Delegates were in shock when they met with the
federal minister’s office because, understandably, the
Victorian government was claiming that it was going to
build this interchange but was waiting on the feds. The
feds were saying, rightly so, ‘We’re not going to
commit a dime until you show us the business case’,
and the Victorian government has not yet done that.
The people of Epping and the outer northern
metropolitan area have been conned again by this
government. Quite frankly, they are sick of it. These are
the same people who bought into the Aurora housing
estate in Epping north during the time of the last Labor
government and were told they were going to get a
train, bus services and community facilities, but they
got zip from Labor last time. To some degree I would
say to them, ‘This is more of the same’, because this
mob has form on making promises and delivering
nothing.
My adjournment request is for Minister Donnellan to
provide me and the good people of Epping and the city
of Whittlesea the date on which he is going to submit
the business case to the federal government.
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Western Metropolitan Region schools
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Education, the Honourable James Merlino. The first
Victorian budget under the Labor government was
testament to this government’s commitment to invest in
Victoria and put families first. It was evident in the way
we put health care high on the priority list and in the
numerous rail and transport projects we committed to,
but perhaps the most obvious was our biggest
investment in education in Victoria’s history. We
understand that people of all ages need access to
education to unlock their dreams of tomorrow.
Our investment in education saw a multifaceted
approach to all levels of education to ensure that
students in Victoria have access to the necessary
resources to better their opportunities and, ultimately,
their learning outcomes. The 2015–16 budget invests
almost $3.3 billion in Victoria’s education system for
its 900 000 students. For the first time the much-needed
funding required to meet the Gonski reforms will be
met for 2015, 2016 and 2017, and despite the federal
government’s reluctance and refusal to commit the
funds required for 2018 and 2019, we will keep fighting
to ensure that this is made possible for our schools in
Victoria. I sincerely hope that Prime Minister Tony
Abbott puts politics aside and commits to the very
important Gonski plan.
In every capacity we have ensured that our
commitment will make Victoria the education state, and
this is something that the Premier, his cabinet and our
government should be very proud of. Families across
the state confront financial challenges every day in all
areas, which is why the budget has been designed to
alleviate one extra burden — their children’s education.
With the significant investment by the government in
education in Victoria, can the minister indicate which
schools within my electorate will benefit from the
2015–16 budget and in what capacity these schools will
benefit?

Geelong Region Innovation and Investment
Fund
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Industry, and it is a matter that requires some
immediate clarification and action. After making a
written inquiry to the minister seeking confirmation on
the Andrews government’s election commitment of
$7.5 million to the Geelong Region Innovation and
Investment Fund (GRIIF), I received a return letter
from the minister dated 18 June which indicated that
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while $7.5 million would be committed, helping local
workers, the Andrews government would walk away
from the GRIIF partnership between the federal
government, Ford, Alcoa and the state government,
which have collectively provided $29.5 million in the
past, investing in innovative job-creating infrastructure
projects that provided over 700 new jobs.
The state’s contribution was always unconditional in
this partnership, but now the Andrews government is
walking away from this arrangement. This is
reprehensible behaviour, reminiscent of its behaviour of
the tearing up of the east–west link contracts, forsaking
7000 jobs there. We also have a piece of legislation
coming to the house this week whereby a long-term
lease of the port of Melbourne will deny the Geelong
community a second container port and all the jobs that
the construction and operation of that port would
provide.
I cannot believe the minister would be party to
breaching an agreement between the industry, the
federal government and the state government when that
agreement provides job opportunities to a city reeling
from job losses. Australian Bureau of Statistics figures
indicate that in the last six months of the Andrews
government 6100 full-time jobs have been lost in
Geelong. This is not a good track record of job creation.
The lack of incentives for defence procurement
contracts for the city, no move to fulfil an election
commitment of providing a manufacturing hub and
now a petulant attitude of, ‘We’ll decide where to
spend our money, and everyone else can get a canoe’, is
seeping the confidence of jobseekers across the
Geelong community. If it were not for the passion and
purpose of the mayor, Darryn Lyons, all of us in
Geelong would be up the proverbial creek in a canoe
without a paddle.
Before any more damage is done by this irresponsible
action I strongly encourage the minister to seek a
meeting with her federal colleague, Ian Macfarlane, the
federal Minister for Industry and Science, the CEO of
Ford Australia, Bob Graziano, and Alcoa chair, Alan
Cransberg, to discuss and agree on a set of guidelines
for the fund to operate in the spirit of the past
agreements.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane interjected
to the effect that that was a set speech. I must admit that
there were aspects of that contribution that concerned
me in that an adjournment matter is to request an action
of a minister, which is fine — that was there — but the
supporting remarks need to be apposite to the action
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required, not an editorial commentary on other matters.
There were at least two other matters. One of them
might have been oblique enough, but there was a bit too
much commentary. To that extent, it had some of the
characteristics of a set speech.

Greater Shepparton Work and Learning
Centre
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and it is regarding the future of
the Greater Shepparton Work and Learning Centre’s
community meals program. The Greater Shepparton
Work and Learning Centre is one of five centres
established by the former Liberal government to assist
disadvantaged community members by providing
pathways to employment through education and
training. I do not have to tell the minister how good
these centres are and how they work, because he
recognised the good policy I put in place during my
term as minister by continuing funding for those centres
in this years budget.
In addition to providing the work and learning centre’s
services, the Greater Shepparton centre also provides a
community meal twice a week to about
120 disadvantaged people in our community. These
community meals have provided an opportunity for the
Salvation Army to engage with people and encourage
them to participate in the work and learning centre. To
date the community meals program has been funded
through the federal government’s Better Futures, Local
Solutions program, but this was time-limited funding
which has now finished.
The work and learning centre now requires $70 000 a
year to continue the community meals program.
Without this funding the service will cease at the end of
this month. That money is required not to provide the
meals but to provide a coordinator. As I said, the
$70 000 is needed for the employment of a project
officer to coordinate events and catering, including the
provision of the meals — but not the cost of the
meals — twice a week for around 120 community
members who rely on this service.
My request of the minister is that he provide the Greater
Shepparton Work and Learning Centre with the
$70 000 in funding that is required to allow the
continuation of this important and successful
community meals program.
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Crime prevention
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Police. It relates to funding for the very successful Dob
in a Dealer program. By way of background for you,
President, and for the minister at the table, Ms Pulford,
I had the pleasure last week of visiting numerous police
stations in my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region,
particularly in Gippsland. One was the Moe police
station, where I was joined by Ms Bath and the member
for Narracan in the other place, Mr Blackwood.
The Dob in a Dealer campaign was funded by the
coalition government, with $150 000 made available in
October 2014. The program has run in many
communities throughout Victoria. With Crime Stoppers
extensive network and strong brand in the community,
it has led to a significant increase in reports of potential
illegal behaviour, particularly in relation to drugs.
Feedback I had from the Moe police — I thank them
for their time — was that the Dob in a Dealer bus had
seen a 300 per cent increase in drug reports over the
period it had been in Moe and that that information had
been very useful in assisting in further investigation of
other pieces of information which the police had in
their possession. This is a very successful program and
an example of what a sum of money that is relatively
modest in the scheme of a state budget can achieve in
helping Victoria Police with their task of catching
criminals, catching people who are doing the wrong
thing, and finding new sources of information to help
drive new leads and put information together.
I note that prior to the election the then government, the
now opposition, had a commitment to provide
$1 million for the Neighbourhood Watch and Crime
Stoppers programs. Unfortunately the then opposition
and now government of Daniel Andrews, the Premier,
did not match that commitment then, nor did it do so in
the budget that has been handed down. There is no
commitment to Neighbourhood Watch or Crime
Stoppers, or to Step Back. Think or other
community-focused crime prevention organisations.
The action I seek from the Minister for Police is that he
find resources to ensure that these community-led
grassroots campaigns such as Dob in a Dealer, which
have been so successful, can continue into the future.

Westwood Drive, Burnside
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Planning, the Honourable Richard Wynne. I refer to a
matter concerning local residents and commuters in my
electorate. The area around the Palmers Road corridor
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near Kororoit Creek at Westwood Drive, Burnside, has
become increasingly congested. In late 2012 the City of
Melton awarded a contract to build a bridge over the
creek. However, members of the local Wurundjeri
people identified the area as a site of cultural
significance, and in March 2013 Aboriginal Affairs
Victoria issued a stop-work notice. In addition, there
was no approved cultural heritage management plan
(CHMP) at the time. Melton City Council and
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria then spent some time trying
to develop a CHMP. By late 2013 the project and its
assessment were merged into the Palmers Road
corridor environment effects statement (EES).
Melton City Council has concluded its contract.
However, the EES process must be finalised before
construction can begin. VicRoads had been preparing
the Palmers Road corridor EES concurrently through
2013. Unfortunately the advice about the council work
being included in the EES came as VicRoads
completed its draft EES. As a result, VicRoads needed
to revisit its entire assessment. As part of the EES a
draft CHMP will be put on exhibition and approved
after the Minister for Planning has assessed the project.
VicRoads requested that the Minister for Planning
authorise preparation of the proposed planning scheme
amendment in late 2014. Authorisation will allow the
planning scheme amendment and EES to be put on
exhibition. VicRoads is still awaiting authorisation
from the minister, and the exhibition will occur
immediately once authorisation is provided. I ask the
minister if he would provide an update on this matter,
as I am sure the concerns of local Indigenous residents
and commuters can be resolved satisfactorily.

Bhangra Down Under
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. One of the reasons
for the successful multicultural affairs policy in the state
of Victoria is the commitment of relatively modest
funds from the multicultural affairs budget, which are
disbursed to community organisations for various
activities that support multicultural communities,
promote the pride of individuals in their culture and
allow others to participate in and celebrate that culture.
Since the election of the government there has been a
great deal of uncertainty in terms of those grants
programs as a result of a review that is being
undertaken, in part to eliminate duplication in response
to criticisms of the Victorian Auditor-General but also
in part because the machinery of government changes,
as does the minister’s vision for the portfolio. Further
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uncertainty is created by the fact that we now have an
acting chair of the Victorian Multicultural Commission
(VMC). He is very able, but nonetheless he is acting.
Mr Ondarchie — A good man.
Mrs PEULICH — I agree with Mr Ondarchie that
Mr Ross Alatsas is a very good man. There is also the
expiration of a number of VMC positions later this
month. This is causing a high degree of angst in
multicultural communities that are trying to access
funds but are not able to. The most recent example is
one that was raised with me last night — Bhangra
Down Under (BDU). Bhangra Down Under is
apparently Australia’s biggest Punjabi dance festival. It
will be held this year on 26 September at the Palais
Theatre in St Kilda. Organisers have sought funding but
have not been successful. The festival will allow more
than 600 Australian citizens to actively participate in
and practise their traditional dance.
At BDU 2015 there will be 10 teams formed from
around 200 people participating in the main event. It
will feature a guest appearance by UK-based artist
Malkit Singh, MBE, the only Punjabi singer to have an
MBE awarded by the Queen. The entire event will be
recorded and broadcast on Gabroo TV and Channel 31
to reach a worldwide audience. It will be hosted by
L-Fresh the Lion and Preetinder Grewal from SBS
Punjabi radio. So far it has received interest from
21 Australian bhangra teams, local artists, dance
troupes and singers. BDU 2015 will attract more than
2000 spectators on the main event day and will reach
millions of homes globally. As well as bhangra
performances, BDU will showcase various special
community acts from other cultures.
It seems extraordinary to me that an event of this
magnitude and potential has not been successful in its
application for funds. I ask the minister to take action to
make sure that these types of events are supported
adequately — BDU in particular.

Chisholm Institute
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Training and
Skills. The action I seek is the minister’s consideration
and support of Chisholm Institute’s application through
the $50 million TAFE Back to Work Fund. Chisholm
Institute has a number of campuses, one of them being
in Rosebud on the Mornington Peninsula, in my
electorate of Eastern Victoria Region. The Mornington
campus provides vital training for members of the
community in the areas of hospitality and hair and
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beauty therapy and is also equipped with turf
management training. I think it is important — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — I was going to highlight that as a
classic example of a growing area of the economy. It is
a classic example of part of the services economy —
people in the economy providing services to each other.
We will find that services like hair and beauty require
increasing amounts of training, like health and
education. It is something we should be supporting and
not belittling, as some of those opposite might be doing.
But I will not be acknowledging their interjections, so
they will be not be on the record.
It is also very important that the Mornington Peninsula
has strong educational and training facilities, given the
rapid population growth it is experiencing and given the
longstanding transport challenges that many of the
communities there face. I highlight the Back to Work
Fund as a critical part of the government’s agenda in
supporting a large number of new jobs throughout the
economy. I ask the minister in his roadshow across
Victoria announcing successful grants to consider
supporting Chisholm’s application to the Back to Work
Fund.

Responses
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I have
an adjournment matter from Dr Carling-Jenkins for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Mr Scott, in relation
to matters concerning refugees and asylum seekers. I
will refer that matter to Minister Scott.
Ms Fitzherbert raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education, Mr Merlino, in relation to
student travel.
Mr Morris raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport, Ms Allan, and was seeking from the minister
the date by which Labor’s election commitment for the
Homesafe shuttle service will be operational. I am sure
that Minister Allan will look forward to the opportunity
to provide that information to Mr Morris.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Training and Skills, Mr Herbert, seeking
an update on when Lilydale TAFE will open its doors
again to students. Mr Leane’s continued interest and
advocacy for this most important facility in his
electorate is to be commended.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government seeking the removal of Mr John Watson
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from his role as transition auditor, and that matter will
also be referred to the minister for a response.

Mr Drum, Mr O’Donohue and Ms Tierney on 27 May;
and Mr O’Donohue on 28 May.

Mr Ondarchie raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety in relation to
O’Herns Road in Epping North. He is seeking
information around the date of the conclusion of the
business case.

The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.

Mr Eideh raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education and was seeking some detailed
information around which schools would benefit from
budget funding to improve education in Victoria, and I
will pass that matter on to the minister.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Industry, Ms D’Ambrosio, in relation to the Geelong
Region Innovation and Investment Fund, and I will
pass that matter to Minister D’Ambrosio for a response.
Ms Lovell raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, Mr Foley,
about the Greater Shepparton Work and Learning
Centre’s community meals program, and I will seek for
Ms Lovell a response from Minister Foley.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Police, and his matter related to the Dob in a Dealer
program.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning. He is seeking an update on a planning matter
in Melton, which he described in some detail in the
course of his contribution.
Mrs Peulich also raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. She is specifically
seeking advice from the minister around grants and
support for Bhangra Down Under 2015, which, judging
by Mrs Peulich’s description, sounds like a very
exciting and colourful community event involving a
great many people.
Mr Mulino raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Training and Skills, Mr Herbert, again on
the very important matter of TAFE funding and
support. His matter was in relation to Chisholm TAFE.
I will seek formal responses from the appropriate
ministers for members in relation to all of those matters.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Mr Mulino and Ms Tierney on 24 February;
Ms Shing on 16 April; Dr Carling-Jenkins, Ms Lovell
and Mr Purcell on 5 May; Ms Dunn, Ms Fitzherbert
and Ms Pennicuik on 7 May; Mr Eideh, Mr Finn,
Mr Purcell, Mr Ramsay and Ms Tierney on 26 May;

House adjourned 11.06 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied to Hansard.

Registered training organisations
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Training and Skills
11 June 2015

RESPONSE:
The Department of Education and Training undertakes audits of contracted registered training organisations
(RTOs) in accordance with the Victorian Training Guarantee Contract Compliance and Audit Strategy and the
Victorian Training Guarantee Compliance Framework. These documents set out a risk-based auditing strategy that
applies to all RTOs in Victoria.
The Andrews Government at the last election committed to crack down on dodgy providers that flourished under
the former Liberal government and dangerously undermined the confidence in our training system.
We are meeting our commitments to crack down on low quality training by completing Quality Assurance Review.
I will shortly announce our response to this Review. However, I can assure the Member that under this
government, any RTO that delivers phantom activities will be dealt with strongly – regardless of their affiliation
with unions or other associations.
The Victorian Auditor-General is an independent officer of the Victorian Parliament, appointed to examine the
management of resources within the public sector on behalf of Parliament and Victorians.
VAGO undertakes financial and performance audits of Victorian Government entities, including the Department of
Education and Training. Further information about VAGO’s strategic plan, including its audit work plan is
available on the VAGO website.

Registered training organisations
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Drum
Minister for Training and Skills
11 June 2015

RESPONSE:
The Department of Education and Training (DET) is open and transparent in relation to organisations that receive
funding through the Victorian Training Guarantee (VTG). This information is publicly available at:
http://www.education.vic.gov.au/training/learners/courses/pages/rtolist.aspx
I am advised by my Department that only a small number of contracts have been offered since the Andrews Labor
Government came to office in December 2014, which all relate to finalisation of the 2015 entry-to-market process
initiated by the former government. All other contracts were in place under the former Liberal Government.
The current entry to market process has been in place since the commencement of the Victorian Training
Guarantee, and has never required the Department to collect information regarding affiliation with businesses,
associations or trade unions. These are a matter for the individual RTO.
The Andrews Government at the last election committed to crack down on dodgy providers accessing governmentfunds for training, which flourished under the former Liberal government and dangerously undermined the
confidence in our training system.
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We are meeting our commitments to crack down on low quality training by completing Quality Assurance Review.
I will shortly announce our response to this Review. However, I can assure the Member that under this government,
any RTO that delivers phantom activities will be dealt with strongly — regardless of their affiliation with unions or
other associations.

Legal costs
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Special Minister of State
11 June 2015

RESPONSE:
The investigation raised by the member is being managed independently by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. As this investigation is ongoing I would not be in a position to provide the information sought by the
member until the matter is concluded.

Scouts Victoria
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
11 June 2015

RESPONSE:
On 2 April 2015, the Government removed camping fees at all of the 500-plus basic and very basic camping sites
at over 70 campgrounds in 20 parks throughout Victoria. Fees were removed at these sites to help ensure that
camping in these parks remains accessible to all Victorians.
Where camping fees continue to apply, concessions are only offered to school groups from primary and secondary
schools. School groups are not exempt from camping fees. Concessions are not extended to other ‘groups’ such as
scouts, clubs or community groups.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Police numbers
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that Premier Daniel
Andrews has failed to commit to providing additional police
numbers and subsequently, as Victoria’s population grows,
the number of police per capita goes backwards under Labor
every day.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Council of Victoria calls on the Andrews Labor
government to commit to providing additional frontline police
numbers as a matter of priority.

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(47 signatures).
Laid on table.

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Country Fire Authority Fiskville training
college
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) presented interim
report.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I would like to make some comments in
relation to the interim report. Up until this stage this has
been a very difficult report for the committee, and I
congratulate the work the committee and its staff has
done. It has been dedicated to looking at the evidence
and the submissions provided to the committee. Up to
this stage there have been over 433 submissions to this
inquiry, and they are still coming in. We have also held
a number of public hearings in Parliament House.
From the outset I would like to say that I am a former
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteer. I also did my
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skills training at Fiskville so I have a personal interest
in this inquiry. Although it is an interim report, the
evidence we have heard so far has been mainly from
those who have been directly affected by the training
facility at Fiskville. By that I mean the adjoining
landholders and also those firefighters who have trained
at Fiskville over many years going back the 1970s and
1980s and right up to this point in time.
I also note that there have been a lot of submissions by
the United Firefighters Union which have been
provided to the committee on a standard template. The
United Firefighters Union has also presented to the
committee, as has the Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria.
At this stage there has been no representation from the
CFA or the Environment Protection Authority (EPA).
The committee will receive evidence over the next six
months until it is due to report in December, and the
evidence from these organisations will be critical.
I can say, however, that our interim report indicates that
poor practice has been demonstrated in relation to the
use of certain chemicals at Fiskville going back to the
1970s and 1980s. There is no doubt that many
firefighters who have trained at Fiskville, both
professional and volunteer, have been affected by the
use of certain chemicals. We have to put this into
context. At those times we did not have the
occupational health and safety regulations we have
now, and we did not have the EPA as we now know it.
I am sure that many industries and workplaces would
appreciate that going back 30 or 40 years there was
practice that was acceptable at that stage that is
certainly not acceptable in this era.
We need to be mindful of that context in relation to
inquiring into activities at Fiskville. These activities are
not totally different to activities at other training
facilities across the state of Victoria. We have already
visited Bangholme, in the east of Melbourne, and
Craigieburn, where a first-class training facility — I
think built at a cost of more than $101 million — is
being managed by the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. There
is a lot of state-of-the-art infrastructure there,
particularly in relation to water reticulation, which has
been an issue at Fiskville over many years. In the past
water reticulation at Fiskville was reliant on dams and
tank water and at a later stage on the Central Highlands
Water system supplying the Ballan community.
Nevertheless, the issues around contamination and the
use of chemicals go back to the 70s and 80s, and more
recently the use of perfluorooctanesulfonic acid, also
known as PFOS foam, at Fiskville and other facilities
has been a concern raised during this inquiry.
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I stress again that this is an interim report. We have not
heard evidence from the CFA, the EPA or WorkSafe in
relation to this inquiry. Consequently there are only
three recommendations that the committee felt were
appropriate at this stage.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I want to add to
Mr Ramsay’s sentiments on this inquiry. It is a very
important and serious issue. It is the first experience I
have had with this kind of inquiry, and one could say I
have been thrown into the deep end. We are now at the
halfway point, and I am really excited to see what will
come out of the second half of the inquiry and to
replace some of the suspicions with recommendations.
What has been made very clear to me throughout this
inquiry is the importance of the Country Fire Authority
training facilities and the role they play in keeping
Victoria safe. There is a lot at stake with this inquiry
and I am keen to see the outcome.
Motion agreed to.
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This initiative has been responded to well by many key
stakeholders in the Victorian economy. For instance,
the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry yesterday issued a statement which said:
We therefore welcome this legislation to establish
Infrastructure Victoria and look forward to ongoing
engagement to define, prioritise and progress the long-term
infrastructure needs of all Victorians.

Kate Roffey from the Committee for Melbourne has
said:
It is a really good move, and it’s quite a brave move the way
they’ve gone about it.

Jennifer Cunich from the Property Council of Australia
has said:
Infrastructure Victoria is an essential tool for Australia’s most
urbanised state and will be critical in helping the government
oversee the growth management challenge during the decades
ahead …

Brian Negus from the RACV has said:

PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Office — Annual Plan, 2015–16.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 27 May 2015 and
22 June 2015 (Ordered to be published).
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Education and Training Committee’s Report
on approaches to homework in Victorian schools.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Infrastructure Victoria
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I rise
to inform the house of work I have been associated with
that has led to the introduction of legislation and the
announcement of the structure of Infrastructure
Victoria. I am pleased to say that the Premier and I
launched the creation of Infrastructure Victoria
yesterday with the introduction of a piece of legislation
that we hope will receive the support of the chamber. It
is an election commitment. It was a clear undertaking
of the incoming Andrews government to try to establish
the infrastructure pipeline for Victorians’ needs, which
straddle transport, health, education and civic
opportunities for community and cultural development.
We think that the infrastructure needs of Victoria
should be assessed in a rigorous, transparent way and
that these assessments will create a degree of stability
for investments to be made by this government and
future governments over the next 30 years.

The proposal is consistent with RACV’s position that a longer
term approach is required to plan Victoria’s transport needs,
rather than the short-term approaches that we have seen in
recent years.

The Urban Development Institute of Australia has said:
We welcome the emphasis on objective and transparent
analysis and evidence that will inform Infrastructure
Victoria’s activities and will work to provide Infrastructure
Victoria with insight and research undertaken by the institute.

We appreciate that this has been well received, and we
look forward to the introduction of Infrastructure
Victoria.

Aboriginal children’s forum
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
rise to inform the house of my announcement that I will
establish an Aboriginal children’s forum, which has
been touted by the commissioner for Aboriginal
children and young people, Andrew Jackomos, as the
first major Aboriginal policy initiative in Victoria in
many years.
I am concerned about the over-representation of
Aboriginal children and young people in our child
protection and out-of-home care systems as well as the
under-representation of Aboriginal children
participating in early years services, from maternal and
child health through to kindergarten. Bringing together
families and children in a single portfolio across two
departments but working in an integrated way, making
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these connections, is designed to take an integrated
approach to these issues earlier.
Last week whilst I was meeting with the Mallee District
Aboriginal Services when I visited Mildura, I
announced that I would be co-chairing a regular
Aboriginal children’s forum. I had an opportunity to see
some of the excellent programs in that region that are
successfully working to change lives in the Mallee, in
particular with respect to supporting Aboriginal
children and families.
Working in partnership with Aboriginal community
leaders, I want to find answers on how best to shape
policies and practices that will benefit Aboriginal
children and families. Members of the forum will
include Aboriginal community leaders and the CEOs of
the community service organisations that provide
services for Aboriginal children as well as government
representatives. The forum will meet quarterly at four
different locations across Victoria, with each forum to
be co-chaired by the CEO of a local Aboriginal
community-controlled organisation. The focus will be
on the participation of Aboriginal people and the
development of policy and service delivery, while
building the capacity of Aboriginal communities to
manage and drive change.
The terms of reference for the forum and key reform
options will be finalised at a summit to be held in
August. The community works best when it works in
partnership, and the forum is based on the concept that
Aboriginal leaders and communities know the most
about the challenges they face in this area and how to
provide effective prevention and early intervention that
will make a real difference. I have been very pleased by
the support the establishment of the forum has received,
and I look forward to its first meeting.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Bowel Cancer Awareness Month
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to rise today to speak on Bowel Cancer
Awareness Month, because 77 Australians die every
week from bowel cancer. Australia has one of the
highest rates of bowel cancer in the world, and bowel
cancer is the second most common type of newly
diagnosed cancer. About 20 000 cases are predicted by
2020, with that number on the rise. There is an
approximately 66 per cent, five-year survival rate,
which is well behind a number of the other very
common cancers.
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Bowel Cancer Australia has been doing exceptional
work in terms of raising awareness of this cancer and its
impact. We have all been touched in many ways by
cancer, and some of us by bowel cancer. My husband
had bowel cancer in his early 20s, and I am pleased to
say that he has now entered his 50s and is defying some
of the statistics. We are pleased to support Donna
Bauer, the former member for Carrum in the Assembly,
who is now a Bowel Cancer Australia ambassador. She
has addressed the treatment of bowel cancer and is
promoting the cause and raising awareness. She is
doing an exceptional job. I want to acknowledge that
this is important work, and I encourage everyone to join
the bowel movement during June, which is Bowel
Cancer Awareness Month, along with the ambassadors,
the coalition and, I am sure, the support of the
Parliament.

Labour hire industry
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to
make a statement in relation to allegations of worker
exploitation by some labour hire firms. Recently a Four
Corners program aired allegations of abusive practices
in a number of sectors. As the Minister for Industrial
Relations recently stated, these allegations are about
more than the underpayment of wages. They are
potentially about creating an underclass.
The government has committed to holding an inquiry
into the labour hire industry. Last week I met with Gary
Maas, state secretary of the National Union of Workers
(NUW), and Winnie, one of the NUW’s members, to
discuss practices currently occurring throughout the
state and in my electorate in particular. Winnie told me
about her own difficult experiences undertaking farm
work for a labour hire firm. We need to get to the
bottom of these allegations.
The NUW is currently undertaking surveys of members
in various workplaces. The work currently being
undertaken by the NUW reflects the difficulty in
ascertaining what is occurring in disparate workplaces
with workers who might change jobs regularly and who
are difficult to reach. At a time when unions are under a
great deal of scrutiny I think it is important to
acknowledge good work where it is being done.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — Four Corners should be
applauded for raising the profile of the issue of labour
hire firm practices, but I also want to recognise that it
will be unions like the NUW that reach out to
individual workers to help them when they are in
difficult situations.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I did not quite get the
bit after, ‘When the unions were in some difficulty’.
Could you read from that part again?
Mr MULINO — At a time when unions are coming
under a great deal of scrutiny I think it is important to
acknowledge good work where it is being done.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is a reason I ask
members to re-read. I do not think I need to explain.
Mr MULINO — Four Corners should be
applauded for raising the profile of the issue of labour
hire firm practices, but I also want to recognise that it
will be unions like the NUW that reach out to
individual workers to help them when they are in
difficult situations.

Craig Wilson
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure today to recognise the work of Craig
Wilson from Beaufort. Craig is the editor of the
Pyrenees Advocate and this week has sold his paper
after 10 years. He has moved into another line of work.
Previously Craig worked as a political editor for 3AW,
and he has been recognised by the community and also
by the Pyrenees Shire Council for the effort and the
excellent reporting that he provided for that area.

Warrnambool Standard
Mr PURCELL — In the area of media I also
recognise the work of Steve Kelly and 16 others from
the Warrnambool Standard who unfortunately have lost
their positions or are taking early retirement due to the
reduction in numbers at Fairfax. Both of these stories
are from the Western Victoria media, but one is good
and one is, unfortunately, not good.

Nikita Chawla
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Today I rise to pay my respects and offer my deepest
condolences to members of the Chawla family who lost
their beloved daughter and sister Nikita on 9 January
this year to the brutal hands of domestic violence.
Nikita was a talented performing artist with a bright
future ahead of her as the founder of her own
professional dance troupe. Nikita would have turned
24 years old last Sunday.
To commemorate Nikita’s life, raise awareness of the
epidemic of men’s violence against women and honour
and support all victims, Nikita’s brother Tarang, along
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with her parents and friends, organised the Light in Our
Lives candlelight vigil on the banks of the Yarra River
in Southbank. It was an absolute privilege to share the
stage with the Chawla family and the many
distinguished speakers, including representatives from
Safe Steps, White Ribbon, Our Watch, Emerge, Intouch
and the Australasian Centre for Human Rights and
Health, in a homage to Nikita’s life and the urgency
around an issue that pervades our entire society.
I did not know Nikita, but I do know that she should be
alive today. Now, with 44 women dead to violence
across the nation just this year, we cannot wait any
longer for decisive action on violence against women.

Wastech Engineering
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Last week I had the opportunity,
together with the shadow minister for innovation and
member for Caulfield in the lower house, David
Southwick, to visit Wastech Engineering at Hallam, in
my electorate. Wastech Engineering designs,
manufactures and supplies engineering solutions for the
waste and recycling industry throughout Australia and
internationally, including for Veolia, Visy, SITA,
Coles, Westfield, Bunnings, Officeworks and
Woolworths.
Since its establishment in 1993 Wastech has grown to a
staff of almost 100 employees, who are continuing to
deliver innovation for Victoria’s waste and recycling
industry. Over this time it has manufactured over
2000 balers, 13 000 compactors, 17 transfer stations,
41 transfer trailers, 30 front-lift trucks and over
32 000 front-lift bins. Wastech Engineering was also an
ambassador for the Casey Cardinia region at the recent
National Manufacturing Week exhibition in
Melbourne.
Wastech is a leader in innovation in manufacturing. I
take this opportunity to congratulate it on its
achievements in innovation in manufacturing and on
the significant contribution it makes to manufacturing
employment in the south-east.

Prahran railway station
Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) — This
morning I had the pleasure of opening the new second
entrance at Prahran railway station. Labor committed to
this project during the election campaign last year. The
then opposition public transport spokeswoman and now
Minister for Health, Jill Hennessey, and the then ALP
candidate for Prahran, Neil Pharaoh, made this
announcement in September. Mr Pharaoh and I had
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been campaigning for a second pedestrian entrance at
the station since April, some six months earlier.
The project is now complete. The station serves nearly
25 000 commuters — students and workers — weekly.
The new gate will allow customers to enter the station
quickly and safely during peak hours. There is a safety
gate in front of the entrance to ensure a level of safety
for people with mobility issues and with prams, so they
do not fear suffering or falling.

Luis Calleja
Mr DALIDAKIS — I was also joined at the launch
this morning by Mr Luis Calleja, a year 10 student from
Sandringham College, who has joined me this week as
a work experience student. He has asked me many fine
questions, he has represented his school with aplomb
and he has done his family proud. It has been a wonder
and an honour to have him with me this week.

Attendance for prayer
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — This
Parliament has members who have faith-based beliefs,
who have humanitarian beliefs and who are atheists —
I myself was raised as a Catholic and define myself as a
Christian — and I believe this reflects the community,
so I believe it is no longer appropriate to use the Lord’s
Prayer to open Parliament each morning. I have
decided to no longer attend the prayer, because I
believe we need to start a discussion on whether we
should move to a prayer that takes in all faiths, a
reflection or a welcome to country. I have to say this
has not been an easy decision for me, but I can still pray
quietly on my own.

Love Makes a Way
Ms HARTLAND — I also want to highlight the
work of the multifaith group Love Makes a Way,
especially in relation to the peaceful protest it staged
last week at the federal Parliament in support of
children in detention. Its members have shown true
humanitarian and passionate values, and they are
prepared to stand up for what they believe in, especially
in light of the government’s brutal treatment of
refugees.

St Monica’s College
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
week in Epping I had the absolute pleasure of attending
St Monica’s College’s production of Beauty and the
Beast, the college’s 11th production. I congratulate
principal Brian Hanley, the staff and the student cohort
on living their motto of ‘Pray and persevere’.
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What a wonderful cast, including year 11 student
Joshua Failla, who played the part of the Beast; Olivia
Chamoun, who played the lead role of Belle, and she is
only a year 10 student — it was amazing; Isabelle
Mazzarella; Ryan Bolger, very funny as Lumiere;
Makayla Rao; Olivia Greco; Matthew Jones, playing
the role of Gaston; Philip Ly; Stephen Sciberras; Siena
Bambino; and the wonderful ensemble cast, staff and
student orchestra and production team headed by Mark
Eckersley and Jenny Cavallo.
Melbourne’s north is blessed to have this wonderful
school, St Monica’s College in Epping, which year on
year continues to delight our local community.

City of Whittlesea reconciliation awards
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 12 June, it was my pleasure, along with my
parliamentary colleague Bronwyn Halfpenny, the
member for Thomastown in the Assembly, and
representatives of community groups to be in
attendance at the City of Whittlesea reconciliation
award ceremony, which was hosted by the shire’s
mayor, Cr Ricky Kirkham. It was great to see all the
worthy recipients receive their well-earnt awards. I
thank council officers and staff.

William Angliss Institute
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on 16 June I
attended the William Angliss Institute in Melbourne.
The purpose of my visit was to hear a special
announcement by my parliamentary colleague
Mr Herbert, the Minister for Training and Skills,
regarding a TAFE initiative, the $50 million Back to
Work Fund. The fund is targeted at a regional tourism
employability program and an international hotel
school. The William Angliss Institute is a well-known
icon in Victoria. It has served the hospitality industry
well and deserves to be supported with projects that
will provide vital jobs in Victoria.

Ramadan
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On behalf of the Victorian coalition I offer my very best
wishes to our Islamic community for the holy month of
Ramadan, which is marked from 17 June to 18 July.
Ramadan is a special time of year for our Muslim
community and is an opportunity to renew
commitments to lead lives of honesty, integrity and
compassion, things that we can all aspire to.
Two days ago I had the privilege of attending and
co-hosting the annual state Parliament iftar dinner,
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which provided rich opportunities for engagement with
various MPs and was attended by over 30 MPs, only
one of whom was a Muslim. This clearly shows that we
can respect each other’s religions and religious
practices without necessarily belonging to that
particular religious group. Dignitaries were in
abundance, as well as community leaders. I
congratulate Ahmet Keskin, as well as the Australian
Intercultural Society, on this initiative.

Kay Morland
Mrs PEULICH — Congratulations are also in order
for City of Casey mayoress Kay Morland, who I
recently witnessed being inducted as the president of
Inner Wheel Australia.

Irina Kolesnikova
Mrs PEULICH — Congratulations also to prima
ballerina Irina Kolesnikova from the St Petersburg
Ballet Theatre, who performed in Swan Lake. I had the
pleasure of meeting her at a reception with the Russian
Consul General, Irina Bruk, on 18 June.

International Yoga Day
Mrs PEULICH — On Sunday I was happy to join
yoga fans around the world for the International Yoga
Day celebration in Keysborough with the Consul
General of India and others. It was a huge endorsement
of yoga. Some 175 out of 193 members of the United
Nations countries supported this event. The prime
minister of India, Narendra Modi, gave us the
International Yoga Day. All Daniel Andrews has given
us is a grand final holiday.

Shipbuilding industry
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
voice my concern at a recent development regarding
BAE Systems shipyard in Williamstown. Recent media
reports of an internal BAE memo indicate that the
company will not go ahead with patrol boat
construction in Williamstown for at least another year
and a half as the federal government is not intending to
award any contract until at least 2017. BAE Systems
will not be tendering to build 21 new patrol boats, a
$600 million contract, leaving the shipyard high and
dry. Hundreds of families in my electorate depend on
those jobs. It is intolerable that there will be no work at
the Williamstown shipyard for another 18 months.
What are the families of those 800 workers meant to
live on while they wait for the Abbott government to
get its act together?
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The shipyard provides work to 1100 people. The
federal Liberal government’s lack of support and lack
of faith in Australian shipbuilding and manufacturing is
a disgrace. After the shambolic submarine tendering
debacle, I would have thought the Abbott government
would have realised the importance of certainty in the
Australian shipbuilding industry. As BAE maritime
director Bill Saltzer has pointed out, with existing and
upcoming projects running out in Williamstown before
the patrol boat construction begins, it is not
economically viable to reconstitute a workforce in
2017–18.
The industry needs the government to accelerate
projects with a plan that supports continuous
shipbuilding. The Abbott government’s lack of action is
going to cost hundreds of jobs, and the worst thing is
that it does not seem to care.

Tim Cartwright
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Early next
month the Acting Chief Commissioner of Police, Tim
Cartwright, will retire from Victoria Police. I wish to
acknowledge his remarkable four decades of service to
the Victorian community. He entered the force in
1974 — the year I was born — and has undertaken a
number of roles. He worked his way up through the
police force, becoming the deputy commissioner of
regional operations in 2012 before becoming the Acting
Chief Commissioner of Police in January. He has
contributed 41 years of service in a variety of roles in
keeping the community safe.
I would like to put on the record my acknowledgement
of his service to the community, the opposition’s
acknowledgement of his service of community and
indeed that of all members of this place. I will finish by
quoting from the winter 2015 edition of Police Life,
where Mr Cartwright was asked what advice he would
give to anyone considering joining Victoria Police. He
said:
You have a real chance to make a difference in people’s lives
and do good in the community … There are not a lot of jobs
where you can go to work and say, ‘I made the community a
better place today’.

That sums up Mr Cartwright. We wish him all the best.

Robert Clegg
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would also like to
acknowledge Mr Cartwright’s chief of staff, Mr Robert
‘Bob’ Clegg. He was the chief of staff to the Acting
Chief Commissioner of Police and previously to the
former Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay. He is
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also retiring, and we wish him every success for his
future.

Nunawading Primary School site
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate Mr Merlino, the Minister for Education,
his department and the Whitehorse City Council on
finally settling the issue of the empty Nunawading
Primary School site. The council has agreed to take
over this land and keep it for community use and
services. I think this is a great outcome for an issue that
has been a concern in that part of the electorate for a
number of years. I congratulate everyone involved in
reaching that outcome.

Matildas
Mr LEANE — On another matter, I would like to
congratulate the Matildas on waltzing into the
quarterfinals.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — I was up all night thinking of that
one — waltzing into the quarterfinals! They beat the
powerhouse world football team Brazil. I am sure we
will all be following the Matildas on SBS during their
next game. I wish the team members well, and I thank
them for their efforts in doing us all proud. It is a
wonderful achievement.

STANDING COMMITTEES
Membership
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That —
(1) Ms Hartland, Mr Bourman, Mr Ramsay and Mr Purcell
be participating members of the Standing Committee on
the Environment and Planning; and
(2) Mr Rich-Phillips be a participating member of the
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues.

I believe it is a little bit unusual to have an opposition
member move a motion in relation to participating
members. The issue of participating members is very
clearly laid out in chapter 23.05 of our standing orders.
Paragraph (1) talks about substitute members, and
paragraphs (2), (3) and (4) refer to the capacity to
nominate participating members to committees. In
particular, subsection (3) says:
Participating members may participate in hearings of
evidence and deliberations of the committees, and have all the
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rights of members of committees, but may not vote on any
questions before the committees.

Subsection (4) notes:
A participating member shall be taken to be a member of a
committee for the purpose of forming a quorum of the
committee if a majority of members of the committee is not
present.

The use of participating members was common in the
previous Parliament. In fact many members from both
sides were participating members, and I will mention
some of them. On the Standing Committee on the
Economy and Infrastructure Ms Crozier, Ms Hartland,
Mr Leane, Mr Ondarchie and Mr Scheffer were all
participating members; on the Standing Committee on
the Environment and Planning Mr Finn, Ms Hartland,
Mr Leane, Mrs Peulich and Mr Tarlamis were all
participating members; and on the Standing Committee
on Legal and Social Issues Mr Leane, Mrs Peulich and
Mr Ramsay were participating members. Even the now
Leader of the Government, Mr Jennings, was a
participating member on the Procedure Committee.
Despite the standing orders allowing this to happen and
the fact that it was clear practice in the last Parliament,
we have been unable to have the government move this
motion and deal with this in the normal way
committees are dealt with, which would have had the
support of all the members of the house. Instead the
opposition has been required to move this motion on a
Wednesday during opposition business. I suspect
government members will make some comments about
why this has been the case. I contend that this is a
straightforward motion and should have been moved in
the normal course of business, as has been the previous
practice and as is clearly allowed.
Having participating members obviously allows for
there to be quorums and participation. Currently there is
a broad diversity of interesting and detailed references
to the upper house committees. The issues range from
unconventional gas through to the performance of the
new departmental structures and a whole range of other
issues.
It is fair to say that, while there are core committee
members, having participating members allows other
members who have a great interest in the affairs of a
committee as a whole or of a particular inquiry to be
engaged in those issues. In fact there was a
recommendation made during the previous Parliament
that every member should be a participating member of
every upper house committee. Clearly we are not at that
point yet, and that can be discussed by the Procedure
Committee with the work that is happening, but there
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has been a significant commitment to participating
members being part of committee activities.
Given that the government was not prepared to progress
this on a simple and straightforward basis, on behalf of
the opposition — in fact of all non-government
members, including members from the Greens, the
Shooters and Fishers Party, Vote 1 Local Jobs and the
coalition — I have moved this motion so that hopefully,
with the support of the house, those five members can
be participating members of the committees I have
outlined. That is for a variety of reasons — not that we
need those reasons — such as their having a particular
interest in the references that are underway and their
engagement in the work of the committees as a whole.
Clearly the make-up of this house is different to what it
has been in the past. However, we have a reasonably
simple structure of three upper house committees that
deal with the references and legislation inquiries. We
have changed the nature of and make-up of the
committees. Previously the government had four
members on the committees; now it has only three.
There are three members from the coalition, one
member from the Greens and one member from the
crossbench, reflecting the new make-up of the
Parliament.
While there are arguments made, particularly by the
government, that participating or even substitute
members put significant pressure on membership, I
argue that essentially that committee membership
requirement has diminished in comparison with the
previous Parliament, not only for the upper house
committees but also with the reduction in the number of
committees overall.
This is a straightforward motion that reflects clear
directions in the standing orders and clear processes
that have occurred in previous Parliaments. I commend
the motion to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting the motion moved by
Ms Wooldridge to nominate five participating
members: four to the Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning and one to the Standing
Committee Legal and Social Issues. This is all in
accordance with the standing orders. Standing
order 23.05 allows participating members to be
appointed for committees so they can participate in
particular inquiries of those committees, in particular to
then allow, if necessary, a participating member to be
also appointed as a substitute member for a particular
matter. Standing order 23.05(5) says:
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If a member of a committee is unable to attend a meeting of
the committee, that member may in writing to the chair of the
committee appoint a participating member to act as a
substitute member of the committee at that meeting. If the
member is incapacitated or unavailable, a letter to the chair of
a committee appointing a participating member to act as a
substitute member of the committee may be signed on behalf
of the member by the leader of the party or group on whose
nomination the member was appointed to the committee.

The standing orders require that members are in fact
appointed as participating members before they can be
then appointed, or the leader of their party can ask for
them to be appointed as substitute members for a
particular time of an inquiry or for the whole of an
inquiry if an existing member is unable to attend. In the
last Parliament that happened in the case of the
container deposit legislation put forward by my
colleague Ms Hartland. She was a member of the
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues that
was looking at that bill. I was appointed as a
participating member and then as a substitute member
for Ms Hartland on that committee because clearly she
could not be a member of a committee looking into her
own legislation. That is a very practical example of
how this works.
Of course in this Parliament, as Ms Wooldridge has
said, we have a different make-up of the upper house,
with the five crossbench members and the five Greens.
Therefore the make-up of the committees has changed
to reflect that. We have a situation now where the
committees have several inquiries each. It may be that
other members of the crossbench, other members of the
Greens, other members of the opposition or other
members of the government have particular interests in
those particular inquiries, so there needs to be the
capacity to appoint substitute members such as there is
in other parliaments, particularly in the Senate, which
we look to for guidance on how to run committees
because it has a well-established committee structure
that can inform how we should proceed.
I am supporting this motion on behalf of the Greens in
good faith that we are putting forward our participating
member for a particular purpose with regard to the
Standing Committee on the Environment and Planning
in that it is undertaking an inquiry into unconventional
gas, which was a motion put forward by the
government. It may be the case that one of our
members who is a standing member on that committee
is not able to be present during some of the hearings, so
this would enable us to substitute a member. As I have
mentioned, that is something that happened in the
previous Parliament.
Of course now that there are several inquiries for each
committee it is going to be a little bit more lively than it
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was in the previous Parliament, where the then
government limited the committee inquiries to one at a
time. It seemed much more doable having different
inquiries and different committees, but this happens
routinely in other parliaments. In fact any member of
the Senate can be a participating member of any
committee, and if you look at committee membership
in the Senate you will see the appointed members and a
whole string of participating members on most
committees. That is how it works in the Senate. We
should be aspiring to that model as well so that people
can be participating members on any inquiry they have
an interest in. Then if there is a need to appoint a
substitute member for a particular inquiry or a
particular period of time — if a member is ill, for
example — you have the participating member already
there and you can do that. This is the practical way to
proceed, and the Greens will support the motion.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
would suggest that as a general rule if somebody says
that something is simple and straightforward in an
argument within Parliament, then that is very unlikely
to be the case. I have heard a couple of contributors to
this debate today who said this is simple. I do not think
this is simple, so I would like to foreshadow that even
though the government will not be dividing on this
issue, and it accepts the desire of the majority of the
chamber at this point in time that members should be
allowed to be appointed to various committees over
what otherwise might be a winter break, the
government has concerns about the way in which this
opportunity is provided for in the standing orders,
although it has been subject to a reference to the
Procedure Committee and it may appropriately be
codified and moderated in the future to make sure that
all members of the chamber are supported. I will
outline what those concerns are.
For a couple of months in this term of Parliament there
was an unresolved issue about the number of
committees that were going to apply across the
Parliament, in terms of both the number and make-up
of joint investigatory committees and the number and
make-up of committees in the upper house. That issue
was resolved ultimately by a proposition that was
supported by the other parties, but was in fact an
initiative that was led by the government. That was to
apply proportional representation (PR) across all
committees. The government had agreed to PR being
applied to the make-up of committees in the upper
house, and it took that as a precedent to say that PR
should apply to all committees across the Parliament.
This is the first time that as a matter of principle PR has
been applied across the whole Parliament. We did this
to allow for a reasonable landing on the number of
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committees, the scope of the committees and the ability
of various parties across the Parliament to fill those
positions.
Within that framework it surely has to be
acknowledged by everyone, if they are honest with
themselves, that the government’s executive role means
that it has a limitation with regard to the number of its
members who are available to serve on those
committees. The mere fact that the executive comprises
somewhere in the order of one-third of our workforce
across the Parliament means that the number of people
it can allocate to committees is reduced. I am not
denying the privileged position of being in government,
which is an honour and privilege that we recognise, but
it means that we start with a depleted number of
members of our ranks who are available to fill
committees.
We also recognise that with the proliferation of
committees, parties with only one or two members are
sorely stretched by having positions available to them
on these committees and the onerous expectation of the
crossbench, because of PR, regarding these members’
participation in and membership of committees.
We start with the structural issue that the government
has difficulty acquitting its proportional representation
because of its executive role. Members of the
crossbench are overstretched and potentially worked
into the ground as a result of their representation in the
committee structure as it is. This is potentially
compounded by the number of references that may be
run simultaneously by committees.
A committee of this chamber may have two streams of
work, one to do with legislation and one to do with
references. Some of those references are given by the
Council itself, but some of them are determined by the
committee. Simultaneous references can be given to a
committee that mean that it has half a dozen references
running concurrently. Potentially one committee can be
turned into six with, on that example, half a dozen
subcommittees or half a dozen different terms of
references and hearings being run simultaneously. The
originally simple construct of three committees in the
upper house could turn into multiple — far more than
three — in terms of the overlay of references and
subcommittee structures.
If there is a problem for the government in maintaining
its representation across that breadth of responsibilities,
I would suggest that it would be almost impossible for
the crossbench if that were to occur. The government
suggests that this is a major difficulty that confronts us.
Unless we address this question in a systematic and
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holistic way that codifies the restrictions of ruling in
and out what the level of participation may be, this has
the potential to be contaminated by the number of
voting members of committees that you might have
simultaneously if we then move from participatory
members to substantive members of committees. Even
though there are only meant to be at any one time eight
members of an upper house committee, through the
application of participatory members becoming
substantive members for different purposes, on any one
occasion you might have more than eight members of
this chamber having voting rights on a committee.
Whilst Ms Pennicuik is shaking her head in relation to
the potential for that to occur, in reality there is nothing
that can stop that from occurring — nothing. It is what I
am putting to the house. This needs to be clearly
understood from our practice that that cannot occur. At
this moment we do not have that clarity and we do not
have that undertaking by the opposition that that would
be the way in which these conditions would be applied.
We also spent some time establishing the committees
through the prism of scepticism by the opposition about
whether there was going to be any budget and resource
allocation provided to upper house committees — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not quite sure about that. It
has been delivered, has it not? Yes, of course it has
been delivered.
Ms Wooldridge — Thank you for letting us know.
Mr JENNINGS — Right. Great. Terrific. A
fantastic intervention by the Leader of the
Opposition — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — It certainly has not stopped your
members of committees, who complain bitterly about
the number of references and the amount of resources
available to support the research activities, being very
adventurous in using that precious resource to underpin
overseas trips. Whilst at the same time you are pushing
for a multiplicity of references simultaneously and
worrying about the amount of resources, you want to
spend it on trips. I reckon as a matter of principle you
might suggest that overseas trips in this climate are
perhaps not a good idea. If you want to undertake
pieces of research — —
Ms Wooldridge — Explain that.
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Mr JENNINGS — I will explain that because it is
pretty evident — —
Mr Dalla-Riva — Do you know about committee
deliberations?
Mr JENNINGS — No, I do not know — —
Mr Dalla-Riva — Then how can you make that
statement?
Mr JENNINGS — I made that statement because
one of your members has indicated their interest in such
an outcome.
Mr Dalla-Riva — Which committee is it that you
know about? Which committee have you breached?
Mr JENNINGS — I have not breached any
committee.
Mr Dalla-Riva — You have.
Mr JENNINGS — That is what you assert.
Mr Dalla-Riva — You are raising an issue — —
Mr JENNINGS — I have raised an issue because
one of your members has made it very clear.
Mr Dalla-Riva — Who was that? You had better be
careful because you will be held in contempt of the
committee. You know that.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you for your timely
advice. I was actually being careful about the way in
which I expressed that point on the basis of what you
have sought from me and my knowledge of it, but my
knowledge of it occurred in this chamber — —
Mr Dalla-Riva — How did you have that
knowledge?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not want to
intervene in the debate as such, but I indicate that the
funding of committees is my responsibility, not the
government’s. I have reached an agreement with the
government in terms of the resourcing of those
committees. For the purposes of an effective debate
going forward, we need to understand that.
I also indicate that I do not regard the discussion of
administrative matters as a breach of the committees.
Discussion of submissions and the discussions of the
committee in respect of submissions and matters before
the committee ought to be done within the confines of
those committees, but some administrative matters,
particularly those that involve resourcing issues, are
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not, in my view, a breach. I do not think that the
interjections are helpful in that respect.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you, President, for your
guidance. I also thank Mr Dalla-Riva for his guidance
on this matter as well. Notwithstanding the level of
interjections and how contentious that issue may be, I
volunteer to the Parliament that if we are concerned
about the precious resources that are available to us,
which are human resources that underpin the
committees, if we are concerned about the amount of
resources that are available to us to undertake research
activities and if we believe across the chamber that we
live in a constrained environment in relation to the
number of people we have and the amount of money
we can spend, I urge the chamber to actively consider
using those resources domestically on the basis of the
research capability and the ability to acquit our
responsibilities in Victoria and in a different climate.
That is my argument to the chamber.
My argument to the chamber is that, for the reasons I
have outlined, this is not simple. Nobody should insult
our intelligence to say that these matters are not
complicated. They have no bearing on the ability of
upper house committees to acquit their responsibilities
or the ability of members to participate. At face value,
participatory members may assist members in
managing their workload. Today it may suit some
members of the chamber for this to occur, and the
government is not opposing it today.
However, the government is foreshadowing the
difficulty about how these matters should be dealt with
in the long term so that the crossbenchers are not
exhausted, there is an opportunity for government
members to participate appropriately and there is not an
abuse of the committee structure that would allow for
the slide from participatory membership to substantive
membership of a committee. This would change
debating patterns and opportunities for the chamber or
would create an elaborate subcommittee structure
within any committee that effectively would turn one
committee into two, three, four, five or six committees.
That is something that hopefully the Procedure
Committee members will have an opportunity to work
on when we next convene. It is my hope that in the first
sitting week in August members of the Procedure
Committee will meet and focus on these issues and we
will find an agreed landing. Just as we found an agreed
landing on a whole variety of other issues up until now,
I look forward to that occurring. With those concerns
being clearly identified by the government, I indicate
we will not oppose this motion.
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Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to speak to this motion. I do not have a concern
about participatory members, and I tend to agree with
Ms Pennicuik that in some ways we should all be
participatory members on these committees so that we
can have input and if we have an interest in a certain
issue we can learn more about it. My concern starts
with the issue of substitution.
At the moment the Standing Committee on Legal and
Social Issues is running three coinciding inquiries and
three consecutive references. They are all of great
interest, but I could imagine that on a substitution basis
the committee could have as many as 18 members.
That is taking into account that the government would
not substitute members, as it has indicated, but that the
Greens would substitute members onto one of those
references and the coalition would do the same.
As an Independent member, I will probably not have
that ability. I would hope that possibly some
crossbenchers might want to participate from time to
time, but I am thinking of a meeting where we have
three references. When we have just one set of
committee members, those three references can be
discussed. Once we have participatory members, and in
turn substituted members, I am going to have to attend
three different meetings because I am on all three
references — one of which is to discuss end-of-life
choices, one to discuss child protection and one to
discuss the structure of government.
Mr Leane — You will not have time to do anything
else.
Ms PATTEN — Yes. To me this seems very
complicated, and I am concerned about that. I am not
concerned about participatory membership, but I am
concerned about how the structure is going to work
when we have consecutive inquiries — and I imagine
there are going to be more simultaneous inquiries,
because as has been mentioned, we have both
legislation and reference committees and we are also
self-referencing. There may be times when the Standing
Committee on Legal and Social Issues could have up to
six ongoing references and it could have different
people substituted onto each of those committees. My
head is whirling on the practicality of how we work that
on a Wednesday night. I will possibly be attending up
to six subcommittees on a Wednesday night for the
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues.
Mr Dalidakis — It is an out-of-body experience.
Ms PATTEN — An out-of-body experience is
something I was not expecting to have in Parliament,
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but if that is going to be one of the things that I have to
learn about being in Parliament, well bring it on.
Mr Dalidakis — We need more of you. We want to
clone you.
Ms PATTEN — I would be happy if anyone would
like to bring some more Sex Party members into the
house. I suspect that somebody may have to voluntarily
resign for that to happen, but I would welcome that
tremendously and enormously. It would be very
generous of Mr Dalidakis.
While I am supporting the motion, I have some
concerns. Maybe I should become a participatory
member of the Procedure Committee so I could be
involved in voicing those concerns as a single member
who is not going to be able to substitute because I do
not have the privilege of having colleagues in here and
it would mean that my workload would be quite
enormous under the circumstances. I look forward to
the Procedure Committee coming up with a really good
solution to this.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate the coalition on its new zeal for democracy
and for its enthusiasm for these upper house
committees. I cannot put my finger on what has
happened, but I put it down to the change of opposition
leader in this house. I congratulate her on her zeal for
democratic process and her desire for these committees
to operate and function in the way that they were set up
to do. I am not too sure that they were set up to
accelerate examinations into a number of references at
the same time. If they are going to assist the democratic
process, the true operation of these committees should
be such that at the end of the inquiry process there be
time given to personnel, so they can put their expertise
into the reports that they will be asked to produce for
this Parliament. In line with the comments Mr Jennings
made, there are issues around time, effort and staff for a
number of people in this chamber who are participating
in these committees.
In saying that, I acknowledge that the committee
process is important, but I think we really need to take
into account other things that are also important to us as
members of this chamber, as MLCs, such as actually
getting into the communities we represent and having
the time to listen to what they want us to represent them
on. I think that is the bottom line regarding why we are
here. When you take into account the way the upper
house regions have been set up, you see there is no
monopoly for one party in any region. That affords
constituents in those regions the opportunity to speak to
MLCs who represent different political parties.
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That is a good and important change that was brought
in when the new system of the regions was introduced.
If a constituent wants to have a conversation with an
opposition MLC, that will be afforded in every region
that we have covering the state. If a constituent wants to
have a conversation with a government MLC, that is
afforded in every region of the state. If a constituent
particularly wants to speak to a Greens MLC because
of the nature of their issue, I think that is afforded in
most regions — but Ms Pennicuik can correct me. Is it
fair to say that half the regions have Greens MLCs?
Ms Pennicuik — Five out of eight regions.
Mr LEANE — Five! Sorry to undersell you.
Mr Jennings — Five-eighths!
Mr LEANE — Five-eighths. I will not be able to
work that out as a percentage, so I will not try.
Obviously in this parliamentary term, with the new
parties represented in the Parliament, there is a good
opportunity for constituents to speak to people who
represent different parties. I think we have agreed that
is a good thing.
Ms Patten — We’re very good, yes.
Mr LEANE — Taking up Ms Patten’s interjection,
even though I am now talking specifically about
representation within a region, I think she would find
that people from every region are finding her door.
Mr Purcell is probably in a similar position, and I am
sure the two representatives of the Shooters and Fishers
Party and the representative of the DLP are finding
exactly the same thing.
The committee system is important, and we need to
assess that against the importance of doing our core
work, which is making appointments with people who
want us to come in here and represent their views on
issues. Tying up so much time in committee work
would be a real problem. That is why we are keen for
the Procedure Committee to look into every detail of
this motion once we come back after the winter break.
The role of participating membership for a government
MLC is pretty much impossible. There are nine of us
who are not ministers, and there are three committees
with three members in each committee. We need to
think about how we go about it.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr LEANE — In complimenting Ms Wooldridge
before, I never intended to break her heart. Given the
challenges that the government MLCs have, we have to
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think about the way this Parliament works. History tells
us that the major parties go through cycles of sitting on
different sides of the chamber. The opposition should
think about whether it wants to set a precedent where
the new role of MLCs would be not what we see as our
core responsibility and core work but instead spent all
our time working on upper house committee references.
While I am being generous, I congratulate
Ms Pennicuik. She has been a consistent voice on the
way these committees work. We will look to her for
advice on making committees work on a practical level,
and we look forward to those discussions. I
congratulate the opposition on its new-found zeal. I am
sure it is the change of leadership; I cannot put my
finger on anything else. I hope we can find a sensible
way forward so that we can all participate in these
committees but in a practical way that affords us the
opportunity to fulfil our other duties which are core to
what we have been elected to do.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to make a
relatively brief contribution to the debate on this
motion, perhaps mercifully brief for those who are
listening across the chamber. I indicate my concern for
not only the crossbenchers but also newly elected
members of the Parliament in discharging the very
important obligations that come with any reference to a
committee, whether that is a self-reference or
something that comes to the committee as a
consequence of a motion that passes through this house.
I note that the agenda for the purposes of committee
deliberations is a very full one. It covers and canvasses
a wide variety of issues across a number of policy, legal
and social priorities. To that end the opposition has not
suffered from any modesty in putting forth any number
of different matters to be considered and reported on by
different committees, and nor have the crossbenchers.
There is nothing wrong with that.
However, we are dealing with subject matter that is
complex and technical, and it has been referred to a
committee in order to provide Victorians with a level of
transparency and certainty as to the way that inquiries
and reports are generated and that decisions or
recommendations are arrived at. It strikes me as a
matter of some concern that the interests of the broader
public in understanding who has made decisions about
which parts of inquiries, and how, may be somewhat
clouded by the operation of the substitute-in,
substitute-out process that is being proposed by the
motion.
The subject matters are well evidenced in terms of what
is on the record as far as what committees are going to
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be required to deal with. The time frames are very tight.
Those on the crossbenches, with their comparatively
less resourced means, have an invidious challenge
ahead of them in being able to meet the obligations of
the committees to get across very technical subject
matters and in terms of their availability across the
winter break and beyond. In addition to that, as was
indicated by Mr Jennings in his contribution, there are
knock-on effects by virtue of the government’s
composition in terms of the executive and what that
means for representation on committees and the
capacity of individual members whose resources will
already be very stretched to adequately acquit the
obligations that come with each reference.
Committees take their work very seriously. It is a steep
learning curve for everybody, but particularly for new
members. I count myself amongst the group that is
learning as hard and as fast as we possibly can, but it
strikes me as somewhat counterintuitive, in terms of
getting the very best results we can to discharge the
obligations that have been given to committees as part
of their terms of reference, that the motion in the form it
is being proposed will allow the results that the
committees are trying their very best to achieve.
I would like to make sure that these concerns are noted
insofar as the potential to erode transparency about who
has made which decisions and when and, potentially,
the notion of absolute confidence in the way that
decisions of committees have been arrived at and
recommendations have been made. I also note that an
interchange of various members may not necessarily
allow members to best get across the very technical
nature of the terms of reference for various committees
in the fulsome way that it properly deserves.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to sum up briefly on the motion we have
been discussing today in relation to participating
members on two of the upper house committees. It is
fair to say that there is a very well established process.
There were participating members in the committees of
the last Parliament, and they were not misused in any
way at that time. The problems the government is
foreshadowing were not problems in the last
Parliament, when there were a number of participating
members, which I outlined previously.
It is very clear that these have been well-established
mechanisms in the standing orders for some time. In
fact the recommendation from the committee that
looked at this in the last Parliament was that every
member should be a participating member, so the
government is obviously walking away from that
recommendation and raising a whole series of concerns.
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In relation to having so many people voting at a
meeting, it is very clear that there will be no more than
eight votes on any one question. The issue is not that
we might have 23 people attending a committee
meeting and all voting on every motion; there will be
eight votes on any particular issue in any particular
inquiry, as has always been the case and as will
continue to be the case.
Concerns have been raised about the workload of the
committees. A committee has the capacity to prioritise
its work, including self-references, and if the committee
determines that it is at capacity in terms of its workload,
then things like self-references will not be supported.
We have the same capacity in this place. References to
committees come either through a motion of the house
or through a motion of the committee itself. Both the
house and the committees have the capacity to regulate
a committee’s workload if it is too significant. I think it
is very manageable.
It is a very fair and appropriate mechanism for
members who have a specific interest in an inquiry to
be able to engage with that committee, or if a member
will be absent for another member to fill in for them.
Ms Patten mentioned her concern about being a single
member of a party and therefore not able to substitute.
One of the members mentioned in today’s motion is a
crossbench member. They may seek to substitute with
another crossbench member on a particular inquiry.
While single member representatives obviously do not
have another member of their own party, I have found a
high level of collaboration across the crossbenches in
terms of interest on any particular inquiry and deciding
who should be on which inquiry. In the first instance
the discussion of who would go on various committees
included a discussion of the capacity to be flexible with
each other.
I am pleased to have the support of the Greens in
relation to the motion, and I am pleased that the
government will not be opposing it, despite its
concerns. There is obviously an opportunity to look
further into this, but we have very well established and
reasonable mechanisms. We are not trying to nominate
everyone. There are five members across a range of
different parties being nominated for a range of
different reasons, and this will be a very positive and
constructive contribution to the work of the committees
into the future.
Motion agreed to.
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Debate resumed from 10 June; motion of
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan):
That this house —
(1) notes the failure of the government to comply with the
following resolutions of the Council requiring the
Leader of the Government to table in the Council certain
documents, specifically the resolutions of —
(a) 11 February 2015 in respect of port of Melbourne
documents;
(b) 25 February 2015 in respect of West Gate
distributor documents;
(c) 25 February 2015 in respect of Australian Formula
One Grand Prix documents; and
(d) 25 February 2015 in respect of
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project
documents;
(2) notes that the government’s failure to comply with the
resolutions of the Council is inconsistent with the
Andrews government’s election commitment to proper
accountability to Parliament by the executive;
(3) affirms the privileges, immunities and powers conferred
on the Council pursuant to section 19 of the Constitution
Act 1975, and the power to make standing orders under
section 43 of that act;
(4) affirms the right of the Council to require the production
of documents;
(5) is of the firm opinion that the Council is fully entitled to
scrutinise the activities of the government and demand
accountability by the government; and
(6) notes that if the resolutions of the Council are not
complied with, the Council reserves its right to find the
Leader of the Government guilty of a contempt of the
Council and to impose an appropriate sanction until the
resolutions are complied with; and requires the Leader
of the Government to table by 12 noon on the next day
of sitting following the adoption of this resolution, all
documents required to be tabled by the resolutions of the
Council outlined in items (1)(a) to (d) that have not
already been tabled.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is a
pleasure to resume discussion on the motion of the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips that is before the
house. I was just getting started in the last sitting week.
I believe that even though the clock says 17 seconds at
this point, I was approximately 47 minutes into a
contribution on Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion. For the
benefit of the people in the gallery, those opposite,
those on the crossbenches and the Greens I think I am
going to have to start again. It is important for us to
continue to talk to the motion because it is the dawn of
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a new day and the dawn of a new debate and
discussion. It is important that we start from the
beginning. In Greek it is the alpha and the omega — the
beginning and the end.
I began my contribution last sitting week with a
definition of hypocrisy. I went through that definition
on the basis that the motion before the house in relation
to the non-production of documents deals with a range
of documents that the then government, now
opposition, had the opportunity to release some six and
a half or seven months ago. But guess what? It did not
release those documents. I wish I could tell the house
the reason it chose not to release those documents, but I
do not know. In all of the contributions on this motion
not one member of the opposition has provided a
reason why those opposite refused to release those
documents when they were in government. The issue of
hypocrisy still stands.
Those opposite decided not to release documents, and
they may have had very good reasons not to release
them when in government. Now that they are in
opposition, however, they wish to play politics with
some very fundamental and core issues in this state,
including the Australian Formula One Grand Prix. I
spoke about the grand prix at length in my last
contribution, but let me touch upon it again. Forgive my
voice today; I have not been well of late. I apologise to
those listening.
The Australian Formula One Grand Prix, which takes
place here in Melbourne, is a fantastic asset to our
tourism calendar, and as such it does a range of things
for the whole state, not just for Melbourne. People
come to Melbourne for the grand prix, but they often
stay for up to a week if they are from interstate and
longer if they are from overseas. As a result all parts of
Victoria — north, south, east and west — get the
benefit of tourism dollars spent by those people visiting
the state.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The problem is that for a long
period of time there has been bipartisan support for the
grand prix throughout the very successful Bracks and
Brumby governments — —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President, I
am finding it difficult to hear Mr Dalidakis, as
serendipitous as that may sound. If we could perhaps
confine the noise from across the chamber to a dull
roar, it might be in the interests of everyone in terms of
getting through this particular issue.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! I would like to hear the member’s contribution
in silence.
Mr DALIDAKIS — It is a brave ruling, indeed,
Acting President, wanting to listen to me. I appreciate
the generosity of spirit. As I was saying, the grand prix
had a long, strong and proud history of bipartisan
support, but as soon as the swill sitting across from me
came to opposition that bipartisanship was thrown out
the window. All of a sudden they wish to play politics
with an event that is crucial to our major events
calendar and that brings in significant tourism dollars.
The grand prix is not without its problems. As a
member of Southern Metropolitan Region I
acknowledge that residents of the Albert Park region,
St Kilda East, St Kilda West and the suburbs around
them suffer from noise and population issues as tourists
flock to their local area. It is not without its problems,
but by and large the grand prix is a very important part
of our tourism strategy and major events program.
This is a wanton abuse of process. For those opposite,
who refused to release documents in government, to
now be so churlish and childish as to request the
documents they could have released but did not is
hypocrisy at its worst and could potentially endanger
the grand prix. Those opposite wish to endanger a very
important tourism and major event on our calendar for
no reason other than to play politics in this chamber.
They might like their history and their record to show
that, but I am not sure that I would be so proud. If I
were in opposition, I am not sure that I would be
interjecting, nor am I sure that I would be yelling out
and commenting upon this motion. Those opposite
have put forward this motion despite refusing to release
the documents when they were in government.
As I begin my contribution today I will deal with
subparagraph 1(c) of the motion. As I said in my last
contribution, the date referred to in this subparagraph is
25 February. Mr Ramsay was in the chair during my
last contribution, and I want to remind him that that was
a wonderful day because 25 February is my birthday. It
is not just a date referred to in this motion. It is also a
date that those opposite can regret forever, given it is
my birthday. It is a date that my family and I happily
celebrate. It is nice that that date is in Hansard and that
I can draw that personal link to the motion that is before
the house.
We have dealt with the grand prix documents. When
those opposite were in government, time and again they
refused to release documents in relation to the grand
prix on the basis that they were commercial in
confidence and that it would endanger the event. If they
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got the opportunity to poach the Australian Formula
One Grand Prix from Melbourne, many cities around
the world and in Australia would do so. If we released
those documents and another Australian city poached
the race, the first thing you would hear from the
opposition is, ‘The world is falling apart, the sky is
falling in, the world is collapsing before our very
eyes!’, and our tourism and major events strategy
would be in tatters. That is what those opposite would
say if releasing these documents led to another city in
Australia being able to poach the grand prix.
That is why at the beginning of my contribution on this
motion during the last sitting week I referred to the
Oxford dictionary definition of ‘hypocrisy’. I want to
refer to the Oxford dictionary again in relation to
another word. Unfortunately it is not a word of Greek
extraction but of old Latin extraction — ‘transparency’.
The dictionary describes the origin of the word as:
Late 16th century (as a general term denoting a transparent
object): from medieval Latin transparentia, from
transparent — ‘shining through’ …

It is fortuitous that my contributions on this documents
motion have stretched over two parliamentary sitting
weeks, because over that time the government has
released a number of documents in relation to this
motion. We have decided that the issue of transparency
is something we need to honour and that we need to
show respect to the processes in this place and to
members of this chamber, whether they are the Greens,
others on the crossbench or opposition members. We
should provide documents when we can.
That is what we were saying last sitting week when we
began the debate on this production of documents
motion. We began the debate on this documents motion
by saying that where possible, the government will
provide these documents. We will provide these
documents in a period of time that allows us to review
and consider the documents appropriately. We will then
release the documents when we believe that there is no
potential commercial damage to the state of Victoria.
In my last contribution on this issue, one of the things I
said was that we need to be very careful with the
documents. Freedom of speech — and I use that as an
example — is not unfettered in society. You do not
have the ability to say what you like without any fear of
repercussion, depending on the content of your
conversation. That is why we have a range of laws that
the institution of Parliament has put through as
legislation and why this Parliament continues to
enshrine within it the conduct of people outside this
place — because we appreciate that while it is a
fundamental right, it is not without responsibilities. So
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it is with production of documents. We acknowledge
that where possible we should release documents.
Again I refer to the definition of ‘hypocrisy’. In the four
years they were in government those opposite made it
far more difficult to obtain government documents by
changing the rules regarding freedom of information.
The Bracks and Brumby legacy made the system more
open and more transparent, but when the coalition
government was elected, the Liberal and Nationals
hypocrites, who are now on the other side of the
chamber, made it more difficult to get information out
of a government, not easier.
This government has said it will make changes and
introduce reforms. It will provide documents and be
more transparent wherever possible. It is not simply a
matter of saying, ‘Trust us, we will do it’; it is about
saying, ‘Trust us on our record’. Yesterday the Leader
of the Government in this place stood up and released
to the chamber documents relating to the port of
Melbourne, the West Gate distributor and the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project. That one
act from the Leader of the Government did more in one
night than that swill did in four years of government.
They did not release documents at all.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have listened to the contribution from
Mr Dalidakis, and three times now he has referred to
those on this side in derogatory terms. ‘Swill’ is not a
parliamentary term. I ask you to ask him to withdraw
that comment and give him some guidance in relation
to further references to the character of the opposition.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I take Mr Ramsay’s point, but I am not going to
ask — —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
while you are entertaining the point of order that
Mr Ramsay is making, I ask that where any guidance is
given, that guidance also be given in relation to the
flavour and tenor of interjections from across the
chamber, which have included, as I heard this morning,
someone opposite telling Mr Dalidakis that he was so
far up himself it was unbelievable, or words to that
effect.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I understand Ms Shing’s point of order and her
explanation, but I am not going to ask for its
withdrawal. I ask Mr Dalidakis to come back to the
motion.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I appreciate my colleague
putting on — —
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Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting President,
I believe Mr Dalidakis may have misled the house. He
may not understand that he has misled the house, but I
certainly believe he has. He referred earlier to the
Leader of the Government producing documents
yesterday in regard to the request. I believe it was the
Attorney-General who provided those documents, so I
just wanted to clarify — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! That is not a point of order.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Once again we see the
opposition trying to stymie debate. Here I am talking
about a production of documents motion moved by the
opposition, yet those opposite refused to release
documents during the last Parliament. Now here we are,
six or seven months in, releasing documents in this
Parliament, and those opposite are trying to stop me
talking about it. They are so embarrassed by their own
behaviour that they cannot even bear to be caught out
on their own hypocrisy.
Last night, by leave, the Leader of the Government
released three lots of documents, and the fourth lot of
documents, in relation to the grand prix, about which I
have already spoken, has not been forthcoming. It will
be a sad day when we leave this chamber and those
opposite have put in jeopardy Melbourne’s status as
Australia’s tourism and major events capital. Those
opposite have put our events schedule in jeopardy
because they wish to play politics with a bunch of
documents that they understandably refused to release
during the last Parliament. They acknowledged why
they did not release them, yet still they continue to
babble on about trying to have those documents
released in this Parliament. Why? Because they are
now in opposition.
I put it to you, Acting President, that if those opposite
were on this side of the chamber, they would still not
release these documents, because they did not release
them for four years in the last government. During their
four years in government they did not release these
documents, yet six months into opposition they are
trying to have them released. They had those
documents at their disposal but chose not to release
them, and they chose not to do so for a very good
reason — that is, because some of those documents are
commercial in confidence and could endanger, for
example, the grand prix, and in particular the grand
prix’s ability to renegotiate a grand prix contract going
forward.
I give credit to the previous Premier, the Honourable
Denis Napthine, who forged forward and extended the
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contract of the grand prix. Even though I acknowledge
that obviously there are issues for residents and some
other people in relation to having the grand prix at the
track in Albert Park, the greater good and the benefits
outweigh the negatives. From that perspective,
generally speaking there is agreement across both sides
of this chamber in relation to supporting our major
events and sporting events as part of our tourism
strategy.
I again refer to the motion moved by the Honourable
Gordon Rich-Phillips — and I am very glad he is in the
chamber to hear me directly — which asks that this
house:
(1) notes the failure of the government to comply with the
following resolutions of the Council requiring the
Leader of the Government to table in the Council certain
documents, specifically the resolutions of —
(a) 11 February 2015 in respect of port of Melbourne
documents;
(b) 25 February 2015 in respect of West Gate
distributor documents —

both of which, by the way, are now done, so I do not
know whether Mr Rich-Phillips wants to amend the
motion —
(c) 25 February 2015 in respect of Australian Formula
One Grand Prix documents —

which are outstanding, but we have discussed why,
and —
(d) 25 February 2015 in respect of
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project
documents —

which of course have been provided as well.
That was the first paragraph. The motion then asks that
this house:
(2) notes that the government’s failure to comply with the
resolutions of the Council is inconsistent with the
Andrews government’s election commitment to proper
accountability to Parliament by the executive;

Last sitting week I spoke at length about this, and I used
the example of what members of this government
wanted to do with sessional orders in relation to
question time. I referenced that with what transpired —
funnily enough, there is that word hypocrisy again — in
the last Parliament. This is the 58th Parliament. In the
lead-up to the election to determine the
57th Parliament, when the Brumby government was
effectively dismissed by the people and the
Baillieu-Shaw-Napthine governments came to power,
all those people on the opposite side of the chamber
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came into this Parliament with a policy — believe it or
not — of reforming question time.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — A policy of reforming
question time, Mr Ramsay. That was the policy of those
opposite at the election before last, and guess what?
They did not. They had control of the Council. They
had the numbers in this place to pass their legislation,
but do you know what they did? They did nothing —
not one thing.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Ramsay did not sit in the
seat in which he is now sitting, because he was over on
the government benches. He did not do one thing about
changing question time, even though it was the policy
they wanted to implement. They had the numbers in
this place, and they did not. Not one thing did they do
about changing the standing orders for question time.
When it comes to accountability by the executive in an
Andrews Labor government, we went to the election on
29 November last year to reform question time, and
guess what happened when tried to do so? Those
opposite stopped us from implementing the policies we
went to the election with. All of a sudden they are in
opposition, and they have had a Hail Mary experience,
a Damascus experience. They have decided all of a
sudden that they are going to change the standing
orders for change question time now that they are in
opposition.
When those opposite ask, as does the second paragraph
of their motion 2, that the house:
(2) notes that the government’s failure to comply with the
resolutions of the Council is inconsistent with the
Andrews government’s election commitment to proper
accountability to Parliament by the executive —

they should hang their heads in shame. They are a
bunch of hypocrites, because when we tried to change
the standing orders they stopped us. When they had the
ability to change the standing orders themselves, they
did not do it. Now they have the gall to try this and
show their contempt for this Parliament. If only people
outside this Parliament could see the hypocrisy on that
side of the chamber, they would understand that those
opposite come in here to lecture us about accountability
although they did nothing for four years — not one
thing.
Members opposite did nothing to change the question
time rules. We tried to make changes, but they stopped
us from doing so. They had 21 votes in this place in the
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previous Parliament, which is a majority, and they
chose to do nothing. Now they are lecturing us about
changing standing orders and implying that the
executive is failing to be accountable to Parliament.
Gosh, talk about student politics!
I will move on to paragraph (3), which asks that the
house:
… affirms the privileges, immunities and powers conferred
on the Council pursuant to section 19 of the Constitution Act
1975, and the power to make standing orders under section 43
of that act.

Great. I think we all agree on that one. That is black and
white, even though it is printed on pink paper. We are
happy to accept that. Paragraph (4):
… affirms the right of the Council to require the production of
documents;

Of course the Council can request documents. It is
absolutely within the purview of the Council to do so. It
is quite appropriate that we acknowledge the Council’s
right to request documents, because it is an important
right. However, as I said earlier, we cannot release
some documents for a range of reasons, and one of
them is when they contain commercial-in-confidence
material. I acknowledge that Ms Pennicuik does not
always agree with commercial-in-confidence reasons,
and I acknowledge that members of the opposition are
similarly unhappy with those reasons at times, but the
government has a responsibility to the people of
Victoria to govern in a way that does not put any
commercial deals entered into by the executive at risk.
Our no. 1 responsibility, though Ms Pennicuik may not
like it, is to the people of Victoria, not to her. When we
make decisions, we are making decisions on behalf of
all Victorians, not on behalf of a sectional interest from
the Greens political party.
Paragraph (5) notes that the house:
is of the firm opinion that the Council is fully entitled to
scrutinise the activities of the government and demand
accountability by the government.

Again, there is no problem with this part of the motion.
We have scrutiny, evidenced by the fact we are
debating this motion. The opposition has attempted a
number of times to shut me down and switch me off,
but I tell members opposite that I am here, and I will be
here for as long as my colleagues want me to be here.
The Labor Party believes that the Council is entitled to
scrutinise the government. I could spend a great deal of
time talking about the myriad opportunities the
Legislative Council has to scrutinise the executive,
including the committee work undertaken in this place,
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question time and the debates this chamber has on
Wednesdays, which is opposition business day. There
is a broad range of opportunities to scrutinise the
government. There is also the adjournment debate and
the opportunity to raise constituency questions.
Constituency questions are a particularly good
opportunity to scrutinise the government — and guess
what? They were introduced by the Andrews
government specifically to enable more scrutiny. We
did it to provide a greater opportunity for those opposite
to examine the executive.
Ms Pennicuik — Not just those opposite, but your
own members as well.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I take up Ms Pennicuik’s
interjection because it is a very good point.
Constituency questions are indeed an opportunity for all
members of Parliament to ask questions of ministers on
behalf of their constituents. They provide the opposition
and the crossbench with another opportunity to
scrutinise the government, which is a welcome
departure from the last four dark years of non-scrutiny
and refusal of freedom of information requests by the
last government.
Further into the motion, paragraph (6) notes:
… that if the resolutions of the Council are not complied with,
the Council reserves its right to find the Leader of the
Government guilty of a contempt of the Council and to
impose an appropriate sanction until the resolutions are
complied with;

That would be a very sad and very dangerous place for
the Council to go. To use the kind of language
contained within paragraph (6) of Mr Gordon
Rich-Phillips’s motion, specifically the Council’s ‘right
to find the Leader of the Government guilty of a
contempt’, and also, ‘to impose an appropriate sanction
until the resolutions are complied with’, is egregious.
When you consider that the nature of the discussion and
banter across the chamber is robust — at times it can
also be friendly and very supportive, depending on the
issue before the house — it becomes obvious that the
Leader of the Government does a fine job of the
difficult task of representing the government.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have just checked the time and ask if that
clock is right? Has Mr Dalidakis been going for only
15 minutes? It seems like it has been so much longer
than that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
That is not a point of order. The clock is a correct
representation of the time that Mr Dalidakis has been
speaking.
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Mr Ondarchie — Tell us, when is your birthday?
You haven’t told us more than 25 times today.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Mr Ondarchie, but I
have done it only a few times today.
Mr Ondarchie — Is it 25 February?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am glad that Mr Ondarchie
has remembered my birthday. I look forward to a box
of chocolates from him next year. As I said,
paragraph (6) notes:
… that if the resolutions of the Council are not complied with,
the Council reserves its right to find the Leader of the
Government guilty of a contempt of the Council and to
impose an appropriate sanction until the resolutions are
complied with;

We need to be very careful about the language
contained in this part of the motion. As I was saying
before that frivolous point of order was raised, the
Leader of the Government has a difficult job. His job is
made difficult because he represents the government,
which is formed by a majority in the Legislative
Assembly. The Labor Party has only 14 members of a
possible 40 in this chamber, so there are only 14 Labor
members sitting on the government benches. When the
Leader of the Government stands up, he has a range of
competing objectives before him, one of which is to
represent this government in negotiations with those
opposite. Unfortunately we often see that parties with
different interests do not always negotiate in good faith.
The Leader of the Government does the best he can.
Being threatened with ‘appropriate sanction’ when as
the Leader of the Government he is not necessarily the
minister responsible for the portfolios for which
documents have been requested — opposition members
have requested documents from a range of ministerial
portfolios for which he is not directly responsible —
sets a very dangerous precedent. I beg the indulgence of
the chamber to say that those opposite should be very
careful about what precedents they choose to set in
opposition with the crossbenchers and the Greens
because — guess what? — the circle turns. The Leader
of the Government does a difficult job, and he does it
very well. I am very happy — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I am very happy to work
and serve at the pleasure of both the Premier and the
Leader of the Government in this place because —
guess what? — we are in government, and that is in
large part because of the wonderful leadership shown
by the Honourable Daniel Andrews and the Honourable
Gavin Jennings.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I take up the interjection from
my colleague the Honourable Steve Herbert. That is a
great contrast to the four years of the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw dysfunction this Parliament
experienced in the last term of Parliament.
I started with the definition of hypocrisy and I will end
on the definition of transparency, which is ‘the ability
to see through things’. We have provided documents in
relation to three of the four matters in the motion. We
have done so in good faith. We have said that we will
try to continue to work with the release of documents
the Council requests. We will do it in a fashion that is
timely but does not endanger the legacy going forward
of the Victorian government in relation to whatever the
policy issue may be — whether it is the issue of the
western distributor, the issue of possibly building a
second major crossing over the Maribyrnong River or
the issue of the port of Melbourne. I could go back to
the hypocrisy of the opposition’s view on the port of
Melbourne, but I am sure we will have that debate
plenty of times. I look forward to that.
We have looked at the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
project, and in the last sitting week I spent a long time
talking about that. One of the things I reflected on was
that the previous government had an unsolicited bid
from possibly some of its mates, who said, ‘Do you
know what? Beauty!’. They thought the Victorian
government was an ATM, and they said, ‘Sign us up’.
When this government came to office one of the things
it did — which funnily enough those opposite refused
to do — was run a strong and rigorous financial review
of the unsolicited bid. And guess what? The review
found out that there was not value for taxpayer money
in that unsolicited bid, and so we cancelled it.
Guess what we are doing as a result? We are now
conducting grade separations for nine stations along the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line, and we have said we will
buy a surplus of new trains, which is recorded in
Hansard and which I have spoken about. I leave the
house with the point of view — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am getting started, but I
know there are other people who would like to
contribute to this debate. I hope the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips is one. I will end on this question to the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, and I hope he
listens.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
It is not an opportunity for Mr Dalidakis to question
other members.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I am not questioning,
Acting President, I am posing a question. There is a
difference. I am posing the question to the person who
moved this motion. When they get the opportunity to
talk to the motion they have moved, can they answer
the simple question: why was it okay for them to not
release documents when they were in government?
Why was it okay for them not to implement changes to
question time when they had the numbers to do so?
Why is it okay for them to hide behind the fear of
opposition instead of going to the issue of transparency,
which we have provided through the executive of this
government and the strong, capable and fine leadership
of Daniel Andrews in the other place and Gavin
Jennings in this place?
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make some remarks on the motion about the
government’s non-production of documents. I want to
speak particularly about the documents referred to in
paragraph (1) of Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion and respond
to some of the comments made by the previous
speaker, Mr Dalidakis. I go to the status of the
production of the documents referred to in
paragraph (1) and start with the port of Melbourne
documents referred to in paragraph (1)(a).
It is true to say that late into last evening some
documents were tabled in this house, and this morning
we are returning to this motion. Some of those
documents relate to the port of Melbourne. I have not
seen them myself, but my colleague Mr Barber, who is
going through them as I speak, has let me know that
there are quite substantial redactions in the documents.
It was foreshadowed in their tabling last night that there
were some redactions, particularly of the names of
persons, but I am hearing from Mr Barber that the
redactions in the documents are quite substantial.
A lot of the information we are seeking with regard to
this very important issue is not in the documents that
were tabled last night. I cannot give more detail than
that. As I have said, there are a lot of redactions in the
documents, so we would not be satisfied with what has
been tabled with regard to the port of Melbourne
documents late yesterday evening. In paragraph (1)(b)
the motion refers to the West Gate distributor
documents that were called for by the opposition. I
know the opposition is looking at those documents, and
I will leave it to one of its speakers to refer to that
particular set of documents.
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Paragraph (1)(c) relates to the grand prix contract that
was signed in the previous year. I will take up some of
the comments made by Mr Dalidakis which suggested
that my motion to call for that contract is somehow not
in the public interest. The grand prix has now been with
us for 21 years. In the last six years it has cost the
taxpayer at the very minimum, according to the
Australian Formula One Grand Prix’s own annual
reports, $300 million — a loss of around $50 million or
more per year for the last six years. That does not take
into account other contributions that are made by public
agencies, at a cost to those agencies, for the staging of
the grand prix every year.
In 2009 the Save Albert Park group did some work on
this issue with regard to subsidies, including the loss
made by the race in 2009. The losses came to a total of
just under $87 million. The group pointed out that the
spending by the commonwealth government on all
sports in that particular year was $90 million, only
$3 million more than the cost of the grand prix in a
single year. I have said before in this Parliament that if
you add up the losses in the annual reports and look at
the subsidies that are provided to the grand prix by
various agencies, including local government but also
state agencies, over the 21 years the event has been run
you are not getting any change out of $1 billion. Over
that time, that is how much public money has gone into
this car race.
Mr Dalidakis says it is not in the public interest for me
to call for the contract for that event, including
information about how much more public money is
going to be spent on it in the next five years. I said it
would cost about $50 million a year, but in the last
couple of years it has been closer to $60 million. If it
runs to trend, another five years at $60 million — I am
sure people can add that up — will mean another
$300 million will be spent on that race. It is in the
public interest to call that to account and to make the
statement I make, which is that it is not affordable or
sustainable for the Victorian taxpayer to continue to
have to subsidise this event to that extent — that is, the
equivalent of the amount of money that has been spent
across all other sports across Australia for this one
event. In the public interest, the economic sustainability
of this event has to be seriously questioned.
Members might recall that I moved two motions on 25
February. The other one was to require the Australian
Grand Prix Corporation to actually accurately count
how many people attend the race, because every single
year it makes it up. It estimates it, and it includes in its
attendances all the pit crew. They are counted as
attendees; they are not separated from attendees. The
corporation counts tickets that have been issued but
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never actually used. It does not add up when it is put
against the voluntary efforts of other people estimating
and counting how many people attend the race. For
example, I pointed out that on the first days of the trials,
there is hardly anybody there. There are only a few
hundred people there, yet the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation comes up with figures of 300 000 people
attending the event over three days. It is just not
possible. In fact that many people could not fit in the
grandstands and so on that are there.
We have the escalating cost of this event and the
apparent inability of the cost to come down at all; every
single year it increases. We have the deceit perpetrated
on the Victorian community in terms of how many
people attend the race. We also have now, in terms of
the international status of the race, the fact that there are
fewer events being held around the world for the same
reasons I am raising: there are falling attendances and
escalating costs. South Korea has cancelled its grand
prix. Germany, which used to hold the event at two
particular racecourses, has now cancelled its event.
Even the Italian grand prix is under a cloud. This is not
an event that is increasing in popularity or
sustainability; it is decreasing.
I say to Mr Dalidakis that it is completely in the public
interest for me to call for these contracts to see what the
taxpayer has been signed up to, given that Victorian
taxpayers have already been slugged around $1 billion
for this race. Are they being signed up without their
knowledge because the contract is secret and has
remained secret for 21 years? This is a disgrace. The
contract should be public. The amount of money that
taxpayers have been signed up to without their
knowledge should be made public. Of course this
contract was not included in the list of documents that
were tabled last night or previously in accordance with
previous motions to which this motion refers.
Mr Dalidakis mentioned that documents related to the
fourth set of documents referred to by this motion
relating to the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor, in
paragraph (1)(d), had been tabled. Certainly some
documents with relation to the Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail corridor project were tabled. In fact a few
documents relating to the public consultation around
the project have been tabled, but the government has
refused to provide the key document that we are
seeking, which is the value-for-money evaluation, and
has claimed executive privilege over that document.
Mr Dalidakis’s contribution, without me pulling it apart
too much, was not entirely based on fact, but he did
make the claim that the government has discovered that
there is no value for money in that project. I say that it

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
1956

COUNCIL

should release the value-for-money evaluation so we
can all know what the government has found. In fact
when Mr Barber moved his motion, that was the first
item that we requested. In paragraph (1) of his motion
he sought:
the value-for-money evaluation for the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project, required under
item 2.4.1 of the Department of Treasury and Finance’s
unsolicited proposal guidelines, for the purpose of assessing
‘whether value for money is being achieved for government,
including that the benefits to government are being
maximised’.

That is the terminology used by the Department of
Treasury and Finance and, in the public interest, we as
the Greens want to know whether or not there is any
value for money. Of course there was a project under
the previous government, and we understand that there
is a different project under the current government.
Mr Barber made points with regard to unsolicited
projects, and having sat through the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings, I can say that we
are seeing more unsolicited projects appearing out of
the mists. Mr Barber raised the point, which is very
apposite, that the process and planning of the delivery
of key infrastructure — and you cannot get much more
key infrastructure than railways — seems to be
emerging from the private sector rather than from an
orderly and proper planning process undertaken by the
government of the day, which would include
consultation with local government and the community.
Now we are seeing unsolicited projects, and they are
covered by a veil of secrecy. Who knows what the
motivation is behind this unsolicited project from the
private sector? We could presume that the private
sector would be more concerned with what is going to
bring the greatest commercial return than with what the
public benefits would be. The documents that were
tabled last night with regard to the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project did not go
to the key documents that are required in the public
interest.
I will also talk about that project in terms of signalling.
The proposal to upgrade the signalling on that rail
corridor seems to have been dropped, and I heard at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings a
different version of what will occur with signalling. An
upgrade from the current archaic 19th century — or
certainly early 20th century — signalling that we have
in place across the Victorian railway system might
occur on the Pakenham-Cranbourne rail corridor, but
state-of-the-art signalling will be trialled on the
Sandringham line, which is the line I use daily. This is
very interesting because the Sandringham line does not
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have V/Line trains or freight trains, so this signalling
will be trialled on the one line that does not have any
interaction with the other parts of the rail system that
would test whether the signalling works. I accepted the
government’s answer at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, but this decision seems odd to
me. Apparently at the same time a different signalling
system will be put in place on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor.
I go back to the main point, which is that the key
document that we were seeking with regard to this
project has not been provided by the government. A
portion of the documents that are being sought by the
motions that have been referred to by
Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion have appeared, but key
documents or key portions of those documents have not
been provided. The grand prix contract continues to be
kept a secret from the people of Victoria, who have
stumped up more than $1 billion for that race and are
probably going to be stumping up close to $300 million
to $400 million over the next few years. At a time when
every other part of the public sector — education, the
environment, health, training — is struggling for
money, that sort of money cannot be squandered any
further on this event.
We continue to urge the government to produce the
documents that have been called for in this motion.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make my contribution to motion 1
on the notice paper, which has been given the heading
‘Government’s non-production of documents’ and
which is standing in the name of Mr Rich-Phillips. I
want to make some remarks on comments made earlier
by Mr Dalidakis. I note that the word ‘hypocrisy’ was
used quite regularly throughout his lengthy
contribution. I just thought it was important to note that
there have certainly been some issues in terms of
Labor’s view of the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix over time.
At this point in time I might praise the Greens because
they have always been consistent on their view of the
grand prix. I think they have been consistently wrong,
but at the same time they have certainly been consistent
in their view.
It is also the case that the coalition has been consistent
in its views on the grand prix, and they are that it is
good public policy and it is good for the state of
Victoria to hold the Melbourne grand prix. But it is the
case that those members opposite in the Labor Party
have changed their view over time. I note that prior to
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1995 the Labor Party did not support the grand prix in
the great state of Victoria — —
Mrs Peulich — So Mr Dalidakis was not telling the
truth?
Mr MORRIS — I believe Mrs Peulich may be
correct there; I believe Mr Dalidakis may have been
incorrect and it may be the Labor Party itself that is
guilty of hypocrisy in terms of the grand prix. On
15 November 1995 I note that Neil Cole, who was the
shadow Attorney-General at the time, said:
I believe the people who are promoting events such as those
are doing a disservice to the state …

‘A disservice to the state’ was the view of Labor at the
time; it believed the grand prix was doing a disservice
to the state. The Greens, however, were very consistent
in their opposition to the grand prix, and I praise that
consistency. I believe it is consistently wrong, but it is
consistent.
If we continue to look at hypocrisy, we need only look
at those opposite — members of the Labor Party —
who did not support the grand prix. They were
supporters of Save Albert Park. They said the grand
prix should not go ahead, that it was not in the interests
of the state. It was a populist line. What we see now is
the Labor Party being dragged kicking and screaming
towards good public policy. The coalition always
supported the grand prix because it is good public
policy. However, the Labor Party had to be dragged
kicking and screaming to support the grand prix in the
great state of Victoria.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed I believe in the 1990s the
Labor Party was seeking the same documents that the
house is now seeking and the government will not
provide.
I am rather concerned about how these documents were
provided to the house rather late last night. There was
an extension of the sitting last night, and at
approximately 10.25 p.m.— I do not know exactly
when, but sometime between 10.20 p.m. and
10.30 p.m. — the Deputy Clerk admirably informed the
house that the documents had been received from the
Attorney-General. I note that they were received not
from the Leader of the Government in this place but
from the Attorney-General. I would just like to make
that clarification because I think Mr Dalidakis may
have been slightly confused.
Mrs Peulich — And just wrong.
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Mr MORRIS — I think that is a very apt
description; I think Mr Dalidakis is regularly wrong.
This was just one instance in which he was wrong.
Certainly in the past with previous document
productions the government has at times attempted to
comply. This is one of the great concerns I have. As
Ms Pennicuik has noted before, there have been
documents that have been provided — some documents
have been provided — but as Ms Pennicuik has pointed
out, many documents are missing, and indeed there are
large redactions in the documents.
I have not yet had the good fortune to see those
documents. I have been in here listening to the
contributions in the house because I believe that is
important to do. I also note that it is important that we
understand what those opposite are saying and how
incorrect and wrong they are. However, it is extremely
important to understand whether or not these
documents are a true reflection of and truly in keeping
with the order of this house to produce them. That is an
important point to make as well.
This is not a request; this is not the house asking
politely of the government that it — pretty please —
provide these documents. This is an order of this house;
it is the will of this house that the government provide
these documents. It is not a request, it is an order, and it
is critically important that we understand that it is the
will of this house. It is the majority of members in this
house who have made this decision that these
documents should be provided so that we can
understand where in the world we are with some of
these proposals.
The port of Melbourne documents are going to be
critically important to understanding exactly where we
are here — a 70-year private monopoly. I cannot begin
to imagine how members opposite can believe that
having a 70-year monopoly on what is a critical piece
of infrastructure for regional and rural Victoria is going
to be in the best interests of our state. It is of great
concern that the funds that are supposedly going to
come from the port of Melbourne long-term lease are to
be invested in inner Melbourne. Who uses the port of
Melbourne? Who is going to be most disadvantaged by
the rising costs of port fees? It is going to be regional
and rural Victorians.
Mr Ramsay understands this, as do all of my coalition
country colleagues. Ms Lovell understands the
importance of the port of Melbourne. Those opposite
do not understand how important the port of Melbourne
is to regional and rural Victoria. It is critically important
that we do not see 800 per cent rises in the cost of using
the port. It would be a disgrace to all our hardworking
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primary producers if we were to see a rise of that nature
for using the port of Melbourne.
It is of great concern to me that those documents that
have been provided to the house may not — and I am
sure do not — comply with what the government has
been ordered to do in terms of providing documents
relating to the port of Melbourne, the West Gate
distributor, the grand prix and the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project. It is of
great concern to me that these documents may not be a
true representation of what this house has ordered the
government to do.
I am greatly concerned — and those concerns have
been partly reinforced by Ms Pennicuik in this house
today — to see that the government is paying
lip-service to the orders of this house. Mr Rich-Phillips
proposed a motion, and that motion was accepted by
the house. We now have a further motion calling upon
the government to provide these documents. I have
great concerns that the government is paying lip-service
to the motion. There may be a couple of bits of paper
with lots of black texta strewn through the most
important parts of those documents.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr MORRIS — It is of great concern to me that
these documents will not provide the house with what it
was requesting, and that is full details of those projects
that are listed in Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion.
The government is in a privileged position. I actually
heard the Leader of the Government, Mr Jennings,
speaking earlier today with regard to appointing
members to committees and saying that the government
is in a privileged position. It is in a privileged position
because it has the resources. It has the resources of staff
and support and the like to achieve the work that it
wishes to be able to achieve. The opposition, the
Greens and the crossbenchers do not have that same
support. I hear Ms Shing asking whether I have read
those documents. I think it is important that I am in the
house for these contributions, and I am glad that others
such as Mr Barber are taking the time to go through
those documents very deliberately.
I will also take the opportunity to go through those
documents, but my great concern is that those
documents are not going to provide the information that
the house has ordered the government to provide. That
is of great concern to me. The government has staff; it
has ministerial staff and it has further staff to do this
work. The Greens, the crossbenchers and the opposition
do not have that same support. We have to do that work
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ourselves, so it is important that we understand exactly
what is in these documents to ensure that the
government has complied. I have grave concerns as to
whether the government has complied with what this
house has ordered it to do.
In Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion if the resolutions by the
Council are not complied with, the Council reserves its
right to find the Leader of the Government guilty of
contempt of the Council and to impose an appropriate
sanction until the resolutions are complied with. This is
not something to be taken lightly. It is not an idle threat.
It is something that would create great precedent in this
place. If the government does not comply with the
orders of the house, the house has the capacity to
impose sanctions. Those sanctions will not be levelled
at Mr Leane or Mr Melhem; they will be levelled at the
Leader of the Government.
I believe it is critically important that we understand
whether the government has complied with the will of
the house in ensuring that all the documents have been
provided in regard to this motion. It is critically
important that the government respect the will of this
chamber. The will of this chamber needs to be
respected by this government. I remind members that
sanctioning the Leader of the Government is not
something to be taken lightly; it needs to be well
considered. This is a very serious issue. It is something
we need to address well. We need to understand
whether or not all of these documents comply with
what has been requested.
I read the letters that the Attorney-General wrote to the
Acting Clerk, which were presented to the chamber last
night, and I have great concerns that there are a lot of
qualifications in those letters. One states:
Accordingly, the government, on behalf of the Crown, makes
a claim of executive privilege in relation to the redacted
material in the study.

It concerns me greatly that the redacted material may be
of substance to the house and important for the house to
understand.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Refugees and asylum seekers
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Special Minister
of State, Mr Jennings, representing the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs. I understand that a
whole-of-government approach is being undertaken in
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relation to the provision of services in Victoria to
migrants, refugees and asylum seekers. While this is a
commendable effort, there have been some problems.
The 2014 Victorian Auditor-General’s Office report
entitled Access to Services for Migrants, Refugees and
Asylum Seekers found that there had been a lack of
strategic coordination between the relevant government
departments and agencies in the planning, provision
and evaluation of services, as well as a general lack of
clarity around roles and responsibilities. Given that the
minister has responsibility for the portfolio of
multicultural affairs in this house, can he inform me
what is being done to address these issues?

There were also broader recommendations relating to
the ministerial responsibility of multicultural affairs in
terms of the overall integration and coordination of the
whole-of-government effort. Members would also be
aware that in the last few months the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs has undertaken an independent
review of these matters in relation to the effectiveness
of the agencies that have worked with him — the
Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and the
commission he works with. That independent review
will also be making some recommendations about the
way in which those issues may be better integrated into
the future.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question and her
concern about members of our community in relation to
making sure that within the rich cultural diversity of our
state a number of people who may have arrived to our
state through circumstances of being asylum seekers or
refugees have their needs recognised and responded to
appropriately by government agencies. She reminds the
house that in 2014 there was an assessment undertaken
by the Auditor-General of the effectiveness of those
support structures across government.

In the very near future, through the cultural diversity
plans coming from those departments and the
whole-of-government effort from my ministerial
colleague the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, the
member will see some tangible responses to those very
appropriate recommendations in the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office report, which are consistent
with what is embedded in her question about a concern
for the wellbeing of members of our community who
have needs that need to be identified and responded to.
Staff need to be trained to support them, because quite
often they are vulnerable and in need of additional
support from the state, and that is recognised by the
Andrews government.

The Auditor-General made recommendations about the
knowledge base of departments in terms of how they
respond to the needs of members of those communities.
In particular there was emphasis placed on the capacity
and knowledge of the then Department of Human
Services and the department of education in terms of
how well their staff were trained in catering for the
needs of members of these communities; on the need
for availability of data that underpins what their needs
may be now and into the future; and the way in which
training and support structures were provided and the
way in which they could be better integrated so that
there could be a whole-of-government response to the
needs of members of these communities.
The then Department of Human Services and the
department of education recognised the need to respond
to those recommendations and findings of the
Auditor-General. They were urged to develop
integrated cultural diversity plans that would underpin
their work into the future. Those cultural diversity plans
have been worked on by both those agencies. It is a
very timely question that the member asks this week,
because the time frame for the release of those plans is
in fact within the next week. Certainly by the next time
Parliament sits, I hope the member and other
community members who are concerned about these
issues will see the breadth of the cultural diversity plans
that are being adopted by those departments.

Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer and
his empathy towards and his understanding of this
complex issue. I certainly look forward to looking at the
cultural diversity plans and at the review being
undertaken. It is my understanding that there is
currently no complete or reliable data on the number of
asylum seekers in Victoria and that accessing settler
data in general from the commonwealth is often a slow
process. Could the minister inform the house what
action the Victorian government is taking to address
this?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have not seen the full plans, but I hope and it would be
my expectation that data integrity, data analysis and
how it is applied to provide better services would be a
feature of those plans. I will be looking out for that, as I
am sure the member will be, because her point is well
made. We need to know the number of people who
require assistance, where they are currently housed,
where they live and the profile of their wellbeing,
whether it be through housing, employment, skill
development or any other kinds of social service. We
need to know that information, and we need to apply it
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in their daily lives in an appropriate way. I am hoping
that will be a feature. I will make my colleagues aware
that there is an expectation that that will be a feature of
those plans.

School completion rates
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Training and Skills, representing
the Minister for Education. Western Victoria has the
lowest year 12 attainment rate of all Victoria’s regions
and one of Australia’s highest youth unemployment
rates. This is a huge concern to our region, and we all
understand how critical it is that proactive action is
taken to rectify the situation. The great south coast
region strategy includes critical points to address
year 12 attainment, including reduced truancy,
promoting the importance of education to children and
parents and improving childhood literacy and
numeracy. I ask the minister: what action is being taken
to solve the crisis situation of year 12 attainment rates
in western Victoria?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr Purcell for his excellent question,
and I note his commitment to not only education but
also jobs growth in the area he represents. The Andrews
Labor government is absolutely committed to
supporting both disadvantaged young people and
communities in terms of better further education, better
training and better jobs. It is a package that needs to be
put together. You cannot take one aspect out of the
equation and expect the whole sum to work.
Under the previous government there was inadequate
funding, lack of coordination and lack of support, and
youth unemployment absolutely rocketed across this
state, particularly in rural and regional communities that
needed the support more than any other community.
They were abandoned. That was a disgrace for the state
and a disgrace for the former coalition government. We
are absolutely determined to address those issues right
across Victoria and particularly in the area that
Mr Purcell represents.
We cannot really address this until we talk a little bit
about Gonski. If we are talking about schools
education, Gonski was the major reform in this country
and this state. Its core thrust is to make sure that every
young person — no matter where they live, where they
come from or what their disadvantage is — gets the sort
of education to get the job, the higher education and the
opportunities that they deserve. There is a lot of funding
there. When we came to government we found that
Victoria was about $850 million shy of the
commitment in the budget. We have found that funding
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and fully funded Gonski to 2017, and that money will
make a huge difference to educational opportunities in
the south-western and western regions of Victoria.
Over and above that major funding boost we have
established a region-wide working group to look at this
issue. It is working in partnership with school principals
and focusing on a number of high-priority projects.
There are six key priority projects, and one of them is to
lift Victorian certificate of education and Victorian
certificate of applied learning (VCAL) outcomes in the
south-west. That is an area that the government
centrally, with principals and with schools, is working
on.
When I accompanied Mr Purcell to look at vocational
and job issues in his region earlier this year, we visited
the south-western and the Glenelg Southern Grampians
local learning and employment networks (LLENs),
whose job is to coordinate student engagement and
industry jobs and to obtain a better outcome for the
area. Of course we have funded that in this budget with
$32 million; we have restored the funding for these
LLENs to operate. That sort of coordination is
absolutely crucial — the education department, LLENs,
industry and schools all working together with
government support to get better outcomes.
Whilst the question was primarily about schools, one
cannot ignore South West TAFE. It is a fantastic
provider, particularly of VCAL, for all those schools. It
has had a hard time lately. It has dropped off a bit. I
worry about a lot of the students who used to get
vocational offerings at South West but have not got
them in recent years. We gave it $4 million in TAFE
rescue funding at the start of the year to increase its
capacity to deliver these types of programs. I am sure
that when it gets its community service funding, which
was in this budget, it will play a much more significant
role in educational opportunities, particularly
vocational, for young students in the area.
In short there is a whole range of things we are
doing — funding for LLENs, a task force for schools,
restoring TAFE — and I am absolutely committed to
working with Mr Purcell and the western Victorian
community to achieve better outcomes for that district.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I sincerely
thank the minister for the answer. It was a very
thorough answer and one that I much appreciate. I look
forward to working with the minister in those areas. I
ask the government whether it will fund the Beyond the
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Bell program in western Victoria, which is designed to
help overcome the year 12 attainment problem.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr Purcell. When we were there
earlier in the year we discussed the Beyond the Bell
program. Beyond the Bell is an ambitious project that is
being conducted in the western region of Victoria. It is
supported by the LLENs — they are in the process of
doing it. I will keep a close eye on the work they are
doing and the projects they want to continue or expand
into.
Beyond the Bell is one of a number of opportunities in
terms of working with disadvantaged people. We want
to make sure that we get good value for money in terms
of outcomes. We can have the loftiest ambitions, but we
have to deliver. That is good, and we have those. We
want to make sure that they transfer into outcomes.
Beyond the Bell seems to be a pretty good project that
is working well. I look forward to the recommendations
that are brought forward. I am happy to have a chat
with the community to make sure that we get the
outcomes from that project that we want to see in the
member’s area.

Specialist Training and Response Team
program
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ministerial advisory committee on which the Foster
Care Association of Victoria is represented. I have
tasked that committee with providing me with advice
about how we can boost the numbers of foster carers in
our system. I have expressed my concerns previously
about the exodus of foster carers from the system, and
we have put in place a foster care and recruitment
strategy with $1.5 million in funding to develop a
comprehensive package to enable us to both recruit and
retain more foster carers.
In addition, earlier in the year I announced $43 million
for targeted care packages to support our carers to help
to transition children out of residential care either into
foster care or other home-based placements. Those
packages are now being made available to enable our
carers to provide the support they need, and the
packages are tailored around the specific needs of
particular children.
More recently in the budget we allocated $31.3 million
over four years for carer payments. This is the first
increase in a decade. It is designed to simplify the carer
system. It is designed to ensure that we can support our
carers both through financial support and looking at the
process by which we support them in a more effective
way. I am conducting round tables with carers to hear
directly from them in respect of these issues.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children, Ms Mikakos. As the minister would know,
the Australian Childhood Trauma Group has run for the
last 20 years the START (Specialist Training,
Assessment and Response Team) program, which
supports foster carers and kinship carers and kicks in
with a quick response when foster care or a kinship
placement looks like it might break down. The START
program costs approximately $260 000 per annum,
which is about the same as it costs to keep one child in
residential care. For that amount the specialised
START program keeps 50 children in foster care. But
funding for the START program will end next week.
Can the minister explain where, after the START
program ends on 1 July, a foster carer or kinship carer
in the north or west will go if they need urgent
assistance to avoid a placement breaking down?

We have a number of strategies in place to better
support our carers. In relation to the program that the
member has raised, I will look into that matter. I am not
sure whether it is in fact the case, but I will look into the
program and respond to the member as quickly as
possible.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. As I
have explained to the house now on a number of
occasions, this government is very committed to
supporting our carers. We have put a number of
measures in place that I have discussed on a number of
occasions. As I have indicated previously, in the first
100 days of this government I moved to establish a

Given the Premier stated on 28 May at a press
conference, ‘I had a discussion with him’ — meaning
the minister — ‘on Saturday, and I think it was agreed
he should take some time and not be at Parliament this
week’, has the minister just misled the house or is the
Premier lying?

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Minister Somyurek. I refer the minister to
his written response to my question yesterday regarding
his absence from Parliament between 26 May and
28 May, in which he stated:
I was not instructed as such, and I refer the member to my
personal statement where I outlined the reasons for my
absence from Parliament on the sitting days of 26 to 28 May.
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Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I have to say that I cannot
remember much from the conversation I had with the
Premier, but what I do know is this: I did not come to
Parliament on those days due to the reasons I outlined
in my members statement — and that was to be with
my family at a very traumatic time and in order to deal
with the review process.
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and content of those inquiries. Therefore, in order to
comply with the directions contained in the terms of
reference, I am not able to comment or answer any
questions regarding the inquiries at this time. However,
I understand that this is a matter of public interest, but
when I answer these questions I need to take some of
them on notice if they go to the process in order to
protect the rights of both the complainant, myself and
the process itself. I will take that on notice.

Supplementary question
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Given the minister’s answer, I ask: is it the minister’s
intention to treat this house with contempt and to
undermine his own standing in the process?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will not accept the
supplementary question. I think it is right out of court in
the sense that it is not apposite to the original question,
and the minister did dispose of the original question
with an answer that was apposite to the question.
Therefore the suggestion that the minister treated the
house with contempt when he gave an answer, which
again is almost verballing, is out of order.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Minister Somyurek. On 9 June when the
minister was asked the reason for the allegations against
him and the reason for the investigation, he responded,
‘I think people are pretty smart’. Subsequent media
reports relating to the allegations against the minister
indicate that members of the parliamentary Labor Party
caucus believe the allegations are a factional hit from
his ministerial staff and from staff in the Premier’s
private office. Can the minister inform the house when
asked about the reason for the investigation what he
exactly meant by, ‘I think people are pretty smart’.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer. I point out that under our standing
orders and practices of the house the internal matters of
parties are not subject to examination by the house.
However, the question came back to what the minister
meant by a statement, and in that sense the question is
acceptable.
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — This goes to the heart of the
process that is being conducted at the moment. If I can
just say something about the process, the terms of
reference for the inquiries being conducted by
Mr Strong and Mr Allen expressly require all the
parties to maintain confidentiality regarding the process

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Further to the reason for the investigation into
allegations against Minister Somyurek, what reasons
was the minister given by the Premier, the Special
Minister of State or the Premier’s chief of staff for the
investigation into the capabilities of his ministerial
office?
The PRESIDENT — Order! This supplementary
question really is lineball in terms of being apposite to
the original question. There is a fair bit of bowstring in
this one.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, if
this were a substantive question, I do not think we
would have had a difficulty. The difficulty arises
because it is not really a supplementary question. A
smart person in the chamber would know that in fact it
is an extremely long bow that exceeds the validity
of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Jennings — What I am suggesting, President, is
that quite often you have given direction to those asking
questions about the form in which a question can be
asked. I, the government and I am sure Mr Somyurek
would be comfortable with this if it were a substantive
question, but certainly in no context could it be
considered to be a supplementary question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not regard
Mr Jennings’s point of order as a reflection on the
Chair. I am quite happy to have further comment on
this matter. I will set this question aside for the
moment. I will give it to the clerks for their view as
well, so it will not be simply my view on this occasion.
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I defer
to the Leader of the Opposition in relation to her
substantive question; however, a question was put to
the minister that in a sense was a very straight, very
direct and unambiguous question. The minister refused
to answer that question. He did not answer the question
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at all. What did the minister mean by the statements he
made only a month ago that people are pretty smart?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am going to give the
member some guidance. I am not interested in a debate;
I want to know what the member’s point of order is.
Mr Drum — The point of order, President, is that
you have ruled a number of times that a minister must
answer the question that has been put forward to the
best of his ability. The rulings of this house over
100 years have always asked ministers to be apposite to
the question in their answers and to do the best they can
at answering the question. It is a very simple, very
straight and very narrow question, and the minister has
avoided this question. I would like to bring him back to
answering the question in a manner that is consistent
with the practice of this house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have not been here
for 100 years. Some days it seems like it is damn close
to that. Nonetheless, in my 23 years I have become
aware of the expectation of the house in respect of
ministers’ answers. The substantive question was put to
Mr Somyurek, and Mr Somyurek answered that
question to the best of his ability today. The question
before me is whether or not the supplementary question
is apposite to the substantive question. As I said, in the
interests of fairness to all I am seeking further advice on
that.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. Was the
Leader of the Government, his staff or staff from the
Premier’s office involved in preparing or vetting the
written responses provided by Minister Somyurek
today?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I did
have a conversation with Mr Somyurek today.
Mr Somyurek invited me to have a conversation about
his consideration of answers today. I shared my views
with him. He made it very clear to me at all times that
he was determining what the nature of his answers
would be, and he takes responsibility for them.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his response. Noting the involvement of the
minister in discussions with Mr Somyurek I ask: did he,
his staff or staff from the Premier’s office advise
Mr Somyurek to take questions on notice yesterday?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Supplementary question
The PRESIDENT — Order! I invite the Leader of
the Opposition to reword her supplementary, given the
circumstances of the question.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Further to the reason for the investigation into
allegations against the minister, what reasons were
given to the minister by the Premier, the Special
Minister of State or the Premier’s chief of staff for the
investigation?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — This goes to the heart of the
process issue, so I am not able to answer that. However,
if the member wants me to have a good look at it and
perhaps consult lawyers as well, I will do the best I can
and give her a written response tomorrow.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is also to Minister
Somyurek. At his press conference on 23 May, the
Premier said that allegations against the minister were
‘of a serious nature’ and ‘it is alleged that his personal
behaviour was of a threatening, intimidating nature’.
Does the minister reject the allegations that were
outlined by the Premier?
Mr Jennings — My point of order, President,
relates to the guidance you gave the house yesterday
and the clear responses by Mr Somyurek. He has
already indicated to the chamber, consistent with your
guidance, that he will not make any statements which
try to prejudice the considerations of the inquiry. This
question does not allow for any answer from the
minister that would not contaminate those
investigations or be seen to be mounting an argument,
even in his own defence, which then may be used
against him in relation to that process. On that basis I
suggest to you, President, that the question is out of
order.
Mr Rich-Phillips — On the point of order raised by
the Leader of the Government, President, Mr Jennings
is essentially arguing that the minister has said he will
not answer these questions and therefore he should not
be asked to on this occasion. This is a question that has
not been put to the minister in this place. It is a question
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that goes to matters as outlined by you, President,
yesterday — being matters that the minister is directly
connected with — and it is a matter that the minister
has commented publicly on. I believe that on all of
those three grounds it is appropriate that Minister
Somyurek be given the opportunity to answer this
question.
Mr Dalidakis — Further on the point of order,
President — and this is an important point to make —
as Minister Somyurek has stated, the other party to this,
the complainant, is also part of the investigation
process. That complainant does not have an opportunity
to speak here in this chamber. Again I put it to you,
President, further to the Leader of the Government’s
point of order, that the complainant’s position within
this process should also be upheld in your ruling.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is an important
point, and I understand the submissions of both
Mr Jennings and Mr Dalidakis in this matter. However,
I must concur with Mr Rich-Phillips on this occasion.
The basis of my decision is that I have noted public
statements by Mr Somyurek to the effect that he has
indicated he is not at fault in these matters — that the
allegations are not correct — and as he has made those
public statements, I think he does have an opportunity
to make some response to the house.
At the same time I think Mr Dalidakis’s point about the
rights of the other people involved in these matters is
important. I also note that Mr Somyurek — and I have
had a discussion with Mr Somyurek — is genuinely
trying to help the house in terms of some of the matters
that have been raised, but at the same time he is
conscious of the fact that he has obligations in the
investigation that is underway and he is bound by the
confidentiality aspects of that inquiry. I have seen some
material to that effect, and I accept that Mr Somyurek is
trying to do his best.
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my innocence as well. Perhaps it is better if I just say
nothing on this score until this is all resolved.

Wild dogs
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. Wild dogs continue to
cause major economic and social problems in our rural
sector, particularly in the east of the state — —
Mr Davis — Some of them are over there!
Ms BATH — Or in the north part of the chamber.
With successful aerial baiting programs having taken
place in 2014, can the minister advise on the amount of
wild dog aerial baiting undertaken this autumn in
comparison to last year?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Bath for her question, her first question to me
and I think perhaps her first question in the house. The
management of wild dogs requires an integrated
approach with a number of different measures. Around
4000 baits will be dropped over Crown land during
spring 2015. There will be one aerial baiting drop, as
was the case in each of the previous financial years, so
the level of aerial baiting will be maintained.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her answer. Can the minister explain why there has
been a significant reduction in aerial baiting, allowing
dog populations to significantly increase across the east
of our state?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I can
confirm for the house that there has not been a
reduction in the amount of aerial baiting being
undertaken by the government.

Kindergarten funding
In this circumstance, relying on a comment that he
either should or should not have said previously but that
nonetheless is in the public arena, I think it is
appropriate that the question stand. I invite
Minister Somyurek to respond.
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In the past I have professed
my innocence; I am not even going to do that at the
moment. This is hard, because clearly there has been a
process from the complainants when I do profess my
innocence. That is how sensitive this process is. I stand
by my statements, but it is a very difficult situation
when the complainants do not appreciate me expressing

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
During the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings the minister stated that a significant number of
Victorian kindergarten service providers already meet
the new ratio requirements and therefore do not require
additional funding support. Could the minister outline
how many Victorian kindergarten service providers
meet those new ratio requirements?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I welcome the question from the member.
It relates to a very significant announcement that this
government made earlier in this week about supporting
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the implementation of these new ratios. As I announced
with the Premier on Monday, we are proud to be
investing up to $83.7 million in additional funding over
four years to support kindergartens to transition to these
improved educator-to-child ratios. What the ratios will
entail is that from 1 January we will be moving from
1 educator for every 15 children to 1 educator for every
11 children. The research shows — and this is the
reason we are doing this — the more one-on-one
attention that children can receive in those critical early
years the more children are able to develop their
literacy skills, their communication skills and their
socialisation skills.
The National Quality Standard set the benchmark for
these new ratios. In fact they have been put in place in
legislation that was introduced in this Parliament by the
previous government. However, we had no action from
the previous government in relation to how they were
going to implement these new ratios. We have moved
very quickly to give the sector certainty on this issue.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, I ask
you to ask the minister to directly answer my question,
not attack the former government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
I think the minister is trying to provide some context. I
do not think that she has been over the odds in terms of
referring to the practice of the previous government,
and I do not regard it at this point as being an attack on
the previous government, which would be out of order
under our standing orders. The minister might come
back to addressing more the current circumstances than
reflecting on history.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you for your guidance,
President. The issue at hand here is that this is a very
significant reform. We are very proud that we are
investing in these new ratios. We have made other
significant investments in early years education in the
budget, through $50 million in relation to kindergarten
infrastructure funding and $9 million in relation to early
childhood intervention services. However, in respect of
the ratios, we have been working with the sector, as I
have indicated to the house previously. Surveys were
sent out to kinders. It will be up to each kinder to make
a decision in respect of whether they keep the current
enrolment numbers that they might have in place or
whether they go up or whether they go down.
The funding that we have put in place provides an
incentive to kindergartens to actually take up the
opportunity to take on further children to participate in
kindergartens and get the benefit of an additional
educator. We are very hopeful that kindergartens will
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make that decision to enable more children to
participate in their local kindergarten, because we do
want to continue to drive up our kindergarten
participation rate. We have a very high kinder
participation rate in Victoria, but I have spoken in this
house before about particular cohorts in the community
that are missing out, in particular Aboriginal children.
There is a big gap between non-Aboriginal children and
Aboriginal children participating in early childhood
services and other cohorts as well. We want to continue
to encourage all children to get the benefit of a
kindergarten education.
As I indicated to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, there are some kinders that already have
those ratios in place, and that is a positive thing.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I do not have that number at
hand, but I am happy to provide the member with that
figure. Rather than being very impatient and implying
criticism, the member should be welcoming the new
ratios. We have moved to provide the funding to
kinders to enable them to put these ratios in place. You
did nothing.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Is the
minister confident therefore that all Victorian
kindergarten service providers will be able to meet the
new ratio requirements by 1 January 2016?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I again welcome the member’s question. I
have confidence that the sector will work assiduously to
implement these ratios. They have been aware that the
ratios have been coming for some time. This is why we
have moved quickly to provide the funding for these
ratios. We were waiting for the federal government to
provide some funding certainty on the 15 hours, and
they have not.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — Your federal colleagues have
not provided any funding towards the new ratios. We
are providing the funding for the ratios, so we will work
very closely in consultation with the sector to
encourage them to put the ratios in place. Ms Crozier
needs to explain. Does she support the ratios or does
she not support the ratios? From her question she is
certainly inferring that she does not value the new
ratios.
The PRESIDENT — Time!
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Answers

Western Victoria Region

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have the following answers to questions on notice:
580–9.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, I have
been reflecting on your earlier ruling and thinking
through some earlier comments that were made in a
question to Mr Somyurek. In a number of his
comments he referred to the terms of reference for a
number of the inquiries and in some way implied that
they were some sort of shield or otherwise. You may
not wish to make comment on this at the moment, but
the point I am trying to make is that it is very clear that
the chamber is entitled to ask those questions. The
terms of reference or riding instructions for a separate
administrative inquiry or separate administrative
process in no way override the position of the chamber
and the Parliament to ask questions of a minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is true to say that the
house obviously does have an ability to ask questions of
the minister, and the terms of reference are not, as
Mr Davis put it, a shield. Nonetheless, a member can
obviously be somewhat cautious in the responses that
they make, given that they do not want to contaminate
that other process. I would have thought that
Mr Somyurek’s answers — both the written answers
today and the comments he made in the house — were
an attempt to satisfy the house’s questions whilst not
contaminating the process. In broad terms Mr Davis is
correct in saying that the house is entitled to pursue a
line of questions in most matters, including these days
in many legal matters, provided they are not directly
sub judice and where there is a danger that the house’s
deliberations might have an impact on the courts, not
that I think those worthy ladies and gentlemen down in
the courts pay much heed to us.
In respect of Ms Wooldridge’s amended supplementary
question, Minister Somyurek indicated that he would
look to provide an answer to that.
With regard to Ms Crozier’s substantive question on
ratios, Ms Mikakos has undertaken to provide that
number to Ms Crozier, a number that she did not have
at hand today, which is quite understandable.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Premier and
concerns his government’s abandonment of country
newspapers. I have been contacted by the editor of the
Moorabool News, Helen Tatchell, who expressed her
disappointment that the government is not supporting
country newspapers with government advertising.
There are many country publications serving western
Victoria, including the Moorabool News; the Miner,
which is run by Alan Marini; and the Pyrenees
Advocate, so ably run and until recently owned by
Craig Wilson. They play an important role in rural
communities, which still need their local papers to keep
them informed, to help them fight their battles and to
celebrate their successes. I am advised that government
advertising in smaller country newspapers is at
historically low levels. Without the government as an
advertising customer it will become harder for many of
these mastheads to fulfil their vital roles. Advertising,
including government advertising, is vital for the
survival of rural newspapers. My question is: can the
Premier explain why his government is reducing its
advertising in country newspapers?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport and has to do with her announcement
of the upcoming grade separations at Blackburn and
Heatherdale roads in my electorate. Local councils and
stakeholder groups, including resident groups, have
spoken to me about how they would like there to be a
facilitated process whereby they can have some input
into the works of these projects. I ask the minister to get
back to me about what form of consultation the Level
Crossing Removal Authority is considering for this
project and how it could be made more accessible.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is for
the Minister for Agriculture. Of serious concern to the
people of my Eastern Victoria Region electorate is the
scrapping of the wild dog bounty and the reduction in
aerial baiting. Last week one of our local newspapers,
the Pakenham Gazette, reported a vicious attack on a
Nar Nar Goon North farm in which a pregnant ewe was
among the sheep killed. The owner of the farm believes
the sheep was hunted down by a single out-of-control
dog. A similar attack recently occurred in Gembrook,
where one of my constituents had four of his pet sheep
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mauled by a pack of dogs. The Labor government says
it believes that the effective management of pests
requires an integrated approach, but at the same time it
has cut the $100 wild dog bounty and reduced autumn
baiting. How will Labor address the wild dog problem
in my electorate without a wild dog bounty program
and with reduced aerial baiting?
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regional rail link was under construction for years and
that the Andrews government has been in power for
seven months, giving it and Public Transport Victoria
plenty of time to plan, why is the updated timetable still
months away and without a release date, and what
failure in governance has caused this botched planning?

Northern Victoria Region
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
last night’s adjournment debate I raised a matter that
was raised with me by a number of multicultural groups
across South Eastern Metropolitan Region. They are
concerned about being able to access funding for their
usual programs. Part of that concern is related to the
current work being undertaken by the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and his department in addressing
some of the issues raised by the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office in relation to the roles of the
office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and the
Victorian Multicultural Commission.
I note that today the Leader of the Government said
there is an independent review of the office of
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and the Victorian
Multicultural Commission being undertaken. Neither I
nor the members of the community realised that it was
an independent review.
The question I ask is: how can the public have input
into this independent review, what is the time frame for
reporting and is the report going to be released so that
communities, particularly those in the south-east as well
as those in other parts of the state, can place their best
foot forward and know what they are dealing with?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I make the point that
there were three parts to that constituency question
when there is supposed to be only one.

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Residents living on the Altona loop train line
have been enduring substandard services not only
because successive governments have failed to
duplicate the loop but also due to the lack of direct
services to the city during non-peak times during the
construction of the regional rail link. Now that the
regional rail link is open I do not understand why these
residents will have to wait several more months for
service improvements. They were promised that the
timetable would be changed once the rail link was
opened. My question for the minister is: given that the

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Training and Skills and regards
Yenbena, which is a registered training organisation in
the township of Barmah providing a safe and
supportive environment for students from Indigenous
and low socio-economic backgrounds and students with
disabilities to attain employment-targeted
qualifications. Yenbena offers a variety of
qualifications, including certificates I and II in
conservation and land management pathway to
horticulture and agriculture. Yenbena has plans to
introduce certificates I and II in both shearing and dairy
production to meet local job demands. Yenbena has
informed me that due to an administrative error it is
currently not receiving any funds from Skills Victoria.
Yenbena would like the minister to visit to see how
Skills Victoria funding would allow it to broaden its
reach to students who often fall between the cracks of
mainstream education. I would be happy to arrange the
visit for the minister. I ask: will the minister visit
Yenbena and supported its funding application to Skills
Victoria in 2015?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
constituency question for the attention of the Minister
for Police, and I do so on behalf of concerned
constituents in the shire of Yarra Ranges, which is part
of my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region. I also do
so in the context of the Labor Party, which when in
opposition prior to the election did not commit to
funding any additional police. Once elected to
government, Labor provided just a handful of
additional police for Geelong and the Bellarine
Peninsula in its first budget but none for the rest of
Victoria or for the shire of Yarra Ranges.
The community in the shire of Yarra Ranges has
increasing concerns regarding the challenges of ice and
family violence in our community and also the impact
of the new guidelines as far as one-member patrols. The
question I ask the minister is: can he provide an
assurance to my constituents in the shire of Yarra
Ranges that police resources will be maintained at
existing levels, taking into account population growth
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over the term of government, and that there will be no
reduction in or detriment to police patrol hours across
the municipality?
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Sunday, given that a regulatory impact statement had
not been done for that decision at that time. No doubt
that public holiday will inform the statement in respect
of future public holiday costs.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Premier. I am
sure the Premier will recall his promise prior to the last
election that any government he leads would build a
port in the west of the bay. Given his broken promise
on this matter, will the Premier confirm that plans for
Bay West are now in the same place as those for his
‘shovel-ready’ western distributor?

I am prepared to reinstate question 572 at this time, but
I indicate that if the minister does come back and refer
to the regulatory impact statement, then perhaps the
answer to this question will be subject to some further
evidence provided to the house following that process. I
am not quite sure when that process is to be concluded,
but I dare say it is not too far off. Therefore I will
reinstate question 572 as well. Hopefully the minister
will be able to assist Ms Wooldridge with her
questions.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have received a letter
from Ms Wooldridge, the Leader of the Opposition,
with regard to her concerns that a number of questions
she had on notice have received answers but the
answers do not address the substance of the questions.
These go to the matter of the costs of the Easter Sunday
public holiday and the proposed public holiday for
grand final eve. I am a little torn on these ones, partly
because it is fairly clear that the government does not
want to detail the costs or does not know the costs.
Ms Wooldridge seems to indicate in one of her
questions that she is aware of some supplementary
funding to cover the Easter Sunday public holiday.
Certainly in that respect I think the minister at least
could have answered to the effect that there either was
or was not supplementary funding, and if there was, it
should be a quantifiable amount. On this occasion I will
reinstate question 570 from Ms Wooldridge to the
Minister for Health via the Minister for Families and
Children.
Question 571 is to the same minister, but
Ms Wooldridge does seem to understand that there was
supplementary funding. Based on the fact that that
seems to be her understanding, I will let the minister
contradict that position and indicate that there is not
supplementary funding or indeed provide a more
apposite answer to that question. So I also direct that
question 571 be reinstated.
With regard to question 572, which refers to the AFL
grand final eve and the cost of that public holiday to
Victorian health services, I am mindful of the fact that a
regulatory impact statement has been undertaken with
regard to this matter. Perhaps that will provide a better
informed position on the costs associated with that
holiday than we were perhaps able to achieve for Easter

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HERBERT
(Minister for Training and Skills).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes that —
(a) people with a disability make a significant
contribution to Victoria;
(b) mainstream employment opportunities for people
with disability should be emphasised and
expanded;
(c) in the absence of adequate mainstream
employment opportunities, Australian disability
enterprises (ADEs) provide employment
opportunities to approximately 5000 Victorians
with a disability;
(d) in 2013 the then government removed the
schedule 2 exemptions from the procurement
policies of the Victorian Government Purchasing
Board applying to government agencies’ purchases
produced from the labour of correctional
enterprises, Australian disability enterprises and
other businesses that primarily exist to provide
services to people with a disability;
(e) due to the challenges of providing tailored
employment for people with a disability in a highly
competitive environment, many ADEs are under
acute financial pressure;
(f)

under the Victorian State Disability Plan
2013–2016 the state government has an
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obligation to ‘reduce barriers to people with a
disability obtaining and maintaining
employment’; and
(2) calls on the government to —
(a) eliminate the need for public sector agencies to
competitively tender all procurement when buying
from accredited disability agencies;
(b) establish a strategy to boost the level of
procurement from Victorian ADEs, including
consideration of interstate legislation (most notably
NSW Public Works and Procurement Regulation
2014, clause 5 — supply of goods and services by
approved disability employment organisations), by
30 June 2016;
(c) restore the exemptions on Victorian government
agencies’ purchase of products from ADEs that
were removed in 2013; and
(d) as a sign of good faith, immediately seek to make
products made by Victorian ADEs available at
Parliament House.

I am very pleased to move this motion today, which is
around disability and disability procurement processes
in Victoria. I will go through the motion and explain it
to the house. The motion notes, firstly, that people with
a disability make a significant contribution to Victoria. I
remind the house that approximately 20 per cent of us
have a disability. We, people with disabilities, make a
significant contribution to this state, and this
contribution does not have to be quantified in terms of
economics. Some of us are mothers, fathers, uncles,
aunties, carers, and some of us need to be cared for.
Some of us are supporters, and some of us need to be
supported. All of us make varied contributions, and
they are all equally valuable.
Some of us attend day centres, some of us need respite,
some of us need simple modifications within our
workplace to enable us to work to our full potential.
Many of us want to work. However, history is against
us. Consistently throughout history we have been
positioned as different, deviant, undesirable and treated
consistently as inferior. Our needs are too often
dismissed, then minimised, then marginalised, and it is
time to say that we deserve more recognition. This
motion is just one step in the process towards increased
recognition. We need to redefine people with
disabilities from being in a model of service provision,
framed as recipients, to being framed as valued
members of society and contributors.
Paragraph (1)(b) of the motion notes that mainstream
employment opportunities for people with disabilities
should be emphasised and expanded. It goes without
saying that getting a job is hard, and many of us in the
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chamber have raised this issue, particularly when
looking at the unemployment figures over the last six
months. It is difficult to get a job, and we cannot
assume full employment any more. People with
disabilities are, unfortunately, overrepresented in
unemployment, and they often do not show up in
figures. Often it is a hidden statistic. Many people with
disabilities are sick of being characterised as passive,
needy and helpless. It is time to view people with
disabilities as contributors.
There has long been an argument in the disability space
about making an assumption of ability. There is a
well-known catchphrase, ‘Ability, not disability’, which
has guided our service provision but needs to also guide
our attitudes in general. As I have said in this house
before, I urge that we move to a rights-based
framework for talking about and framing policies for
people with disabilities. A rights-based framework will
empower and build the capacity of individuals, of
families and of communities. We will be coming from
a space where, rather than assuming dependence, we
are assuming that people have an ability and a
contribution to make. But I am off topic; I come back to
the access to mainstream employment opportunities.
Employment opportunities play a key role in enabling
people with disability to reach our full potential, and it
should be more available. That is why I have included
in the motion the need for opportunities to be
emphasised and expanded. Paragraph (1)(c) states that
in the absence of adequate mainstream employment
opportunities — and I note again that there is an
absence of adequate mainstream opportunities for all —
Australian disability enterprises or ADEs provide
employment opportunities to approximately
5000 Victorians with a disability.
If people do not know what an ADE is, I will give a
brief explanation. ADEs are not-for-profit organisations
with charitable status. They provide meaningful
employment for people with disabilities. Many people
who work within these services have significant
disabilities. An ADE operates in the same way as other
businesses, but there is one major difference. An ADE
employs people with a disability, and its employees are
supported in their work. There are currently 89 ADEs
in the state of Victoria, with ADEs in each region. I
invite all members to visit one in their area, and I would
be happy to help facilitate these visits.
Supported employment in ADEs means that support
workers are available to give employees the assistance
they need with tasks. For example, an employee with
learning difficulties may need regular reminders from
their support worker about how to complete a task.
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These support workers also become paid employees of
the ADE.
One example in my own electorate is Mambourin,
which I have visited. Its mission statement says it is
about, ‘Promoting independent living by offering
employment, education and training services to adults
with a disability’. When I visited this service I did not
see dependence; I saw contribution. I saw a genuine
focus on potential and development. I have worked in
the disability space for many years, in fact since I was
17, and ADEs back then were a very different entity.
They have evolved into genuine services with a genuine
focus on potential and development, and for this they
should be applauded.
Getting back to Mambourin, this is a commercial
business which employs about 60 people with
disabilities who live in the area. Mambourin has two
main services. One is a packaging service and the other
is a gardening service. With the support of experienced
staff, the supported employment groups work to fulfil
commercial contracts. I spoke to many of the people at
Mambourin, and there were many stories of individuals
using this business as a stepping stone to mainstream
employment. The employees and employers at this site
described many examples of where people had begun
work at the ADE and then had moved on to mainstream
employment, receiving full award wages.
The future of ADEs such as Mambourin hangs in the
balance. Widespread concern for such businesses and
for employees with disabilities who are supported
within these industries prompted me to raise this
motion today. Paragraph (1)(d) of the motion reads:
in 2013 the then government removed the schedule 2
exemptions from the procurement policies of the Victorian
Government Purchasing Board applying to government
agencies’ purchases produced from the labour of correctional
enterprises, Australian Disability Enterprises and other
businesses that primarily exist to provide services to people
with a disability …

This occurred for many reasons, and I look forward to
other members speaking on this issue. I want to make it
clear that I am not here to criticise the decision that was
made; rather, I am asking the government to look again
at procurement policies specifically in relation to
ADEs. I ask the government to consider the fact that
many ADEs are now struggling and have long waiting
lists yet have the capacity to employ more people and
to employ them for longer hours. Many of the people
with disabilities working within these services currently
work part time but would like a full-time job.
Procurement policies are often linked to value for
money, and over the last six months, both in this
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chamber and at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings, we have spoken about what value
for money means. The government has made many
encouraging statements, and it is my understanding that
it defines value for money in terms of quality, not just
quantity, and that is has a genuine commitment to who
benefits. My argument is that people with disabilities
deserve to benefit. They provide a quality service, and
we should take advantage of this.
A recent survey by National Disability Services
reported that very few ADEs do business with state
government departments or agencies. This is a huge
untapped potential. My motion goes on to say, at
paragraph (1)(e) and (f), that:
due to the challenges of providing tailored employment for
people with a disability in a highly competitive environment,
many ADEs are under acute financial pressure;
under the Victorian State Disability Plan 2013–2016 the state
government has an obligation to ‘reduce barriers to people
with a disability obtaining and maintaining employment’ …

Unfortunately a very preventable situation has arisen
whereby ADEs are under financial pressure, as are
many businesses in our state. It does not take a lot to
give them a hand up and to make a positive
contribution. I also remind the house of the
Parliament’s commitment to the social inclusion of
people with a disability, which was made by this
government and the previous government. Under the
previous government we had a parliamentary inquiry
into the social inclusion of Victorians with disability.
The previous government’s response to that inquiry
stated in part that:
The next state disability plan 2017–2020 —

the one that comes after the 2013–16 one —
will incorporate Victoria’s transition to the NDIS and a
continued role for the Victorian government in enabling
people with a disability to participate and contribute to social,
economic and cultural life.

One way to contribute to social, economic and cultural
life is via employment. This is the essence of my
motion today. The social inclusion inquiry defined
social inclusion in a very meaningful way. It talked
about experiencing respect for difference and for
individual aspirations, and it talked about the right to
have control over one’s own life. One way to have
control over one’s life is to have control over the work
one does.
The inquiry also talked about people with a disability
having opportunities to contribute to and participate in
society in a meaningful way and to feel valued. It talked
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about the need for people with a disability to experience
significant and reciprocal relationships and to have
appropriate supports where necessary. These ideals can
be upheld in an ADE. It is within this context of social
inclusion and the commitment that this government and
the previous government made to that, as well as with a
recognition of the contribution made by people with
disabilities to Victorian society, that I call on, firstly, the
government to eliminate the need for public sector
agencies to competitively tender for all procurement
when buying from accredited disability agencies.
The single most effective action a government can take
to ensure the meaningful and ongoing employment of
people with disabilities is purchasing goods and
services from disability enterprises. The legislative
framework exists for this already; it just needs
top-down impetus to make it happen. Victoria, it should
be noted, has been right at the forefront of disability
reform in many areas, but in recent years New South
Wales has started to steal the march on us.
This brings me to the second thing I am calling on the
government to do, which is to establish a strategy to
boost the level of procurement within Victorian ADEs.
This process should include a consideration of interstate
legislation, most notably the New South Wales Public
Works and Procurement Regulation 2014, clause 5,
which relates to the supply of goods and services by
approved disability employment organisations. I call on
the government to establish this strategy by 30 June
2016. This date has been chosen very deliberately: it is
just in time for the next budget.
I previously circulated to many people in the chamber
clause 5 of the New South Wales Public Works and
Procurement Regulation. I will highlight a few points
that it picks up on:
(1) A government agency may procure goods and services
that are supplied by a person or body approved as a
disability employment organisation under this clause.

This makes it much simpler for ADEs. Clause 5 also
states:
(7) A register of disability employment organisations is to
be kept for the purposes of this clause and is to include
particulars of approvals given under this clause.
(8) The register is to be kept by a person or body appointed
for the time being by the Minister for Disability Services
to maintain the register.

It is timely for Victoria to consider this interstate
legislation. Both New South Wales and Queensland
have made commitments to undertake procurement
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from disability employment organisations, and it is time
for Victoria to step up.
The New South Wales procurement program has been
highly successful. It has put tens of millions of dollars
through disability enterprises and has been said to have
created around 500 jobs, all for an investment of much
less than $200 000 per year. A critical factor in the
success of this program has been the emphasis given to
it by the Premier. The New South Wales Premier stated
that the government was commitment to securing
employment for people with a disability and that
procurement from ADEs was a significant way of
achieving this.
Obviously this is not the be all and end all, but it is a
great step in the right direction. The investment in New
South Wales is used to employ one person within
National Disability Services. This person works with
government procurement officers to ascertain what
work is available and then to identify one or more
disability enterprises capable of performing that work.
This person is responsible for timeliness and quality,
and the risk to government is at arm’s length. This
motion is not meant to be prescriptive but to give the
government some ideas to consider.
A secondary benefit to the state government of
investing in ADEs is that if ADEs can no longer
provide employment opportunities for people with
disabilities — and many of the ADEs in this state are
saying that they are coming to crisis point — many of
those individuals will have no option other than to seek
support from the state government-funded disability
service system, which is already under huge stress. As I
stated before, establishing a strategy around
procurement initiatives will help fulfil a key objective
of the state disability plan — the obligation to reduce
barriers for people with disabilities to obtaining and
maintaining employment.
Furthermore, I call on the government to restore the
exemptions on the purchase of products from ADEs by
Victorian government agencies. These were removed in
2013. In the context of the strategy that I am calling on
the government to come up with under section (2)(b) of
my motion, I would also ask, as a sign of good faith,
that the government immediately seek to make products
made by Victorian ADEs available to us at Parliament
House. An example of what could be sold is the type of
products made by Karingal Kommercial.
Karingal Kommercial is an ADE that operates a range
of businesses in the Geelong region — in Mr Purcell’s
electorate. As I have described before, these businesses
provide employment for people with a disability in a
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supportive environment, and they pride themselves on
operating to the highest of commercial standards.
Karingal Kommercial has a Seasons gourmet food
range which includes jams, relishes, chutneys, dessert
sources, dressings, spices, muesli and gourmet
hampers. The purchase of such items here at Parliament
House would not be a big deal for us, but it would
make a big difference to the people with disabilities
who supply these high-quality products.
I also recommend that we have a showcase event of
products from ADEs, perhaps in Queen’s Hall, later
this year to raise awareness amongst parliamentarians
and staff in the departments about the breadth and
availability of products and services from ADEs.
I thank members for listening. I have brought this
motion before the house for consideration. I urge the
government to carefully and thoughtfully consider the
recommendations contained therein, and I commend
the motion to house.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to rise to speak today on the motion of
Dr Carling-Jenkins. I sincerely thank her for her
remarks. She showed such passion and knowledge; she
was very thorough and had some great ideas,
particularly the last one, which was to organise a
display in Queen’s Hall. I would be interested to
explore that idea further with her.
I share the passion of Dr Carling-Jenkins about the field
of disability. I was actively engaged in this field in my
past life. Through my experiences I have seen that
disability and disadvantage often go hand in hand. I
recently spoke with a group of Victorian certificate of
education students, who in the midst of preparing for a
run of practice exams were enthusiastically discussing
their options for further study and employment. They
were all very excited about their pathways into
university, TAFE or employment. They all had a
common goal to do something worthwhile with their
lives that would bring them success, fulfilment and
contentment.
I want all young people to have this enthusiasm and
passion and have these opportunities. However, for the
more than 18 per cent of Victoria’s population who
have some form of disability, the path to success,
fulfilment and contentment is not always so smooth.
That 18 per cent of our population is equivalent to
about 1.5 million people who have various levels of
impairment that they deal with every single day. Add to
this their age, their sex, their ethnicity and where they
live in this state and you soon realise that each of these
factors has a profound effect on the care, support,
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treatment, assistance and opportunities that they have
available to them and ultimately what their quality of
life and experience is like.
We can all agree that in relation to disability there is
one undeniable fact, that we have to do more. We
should do more, and we must do more. Amongst those
1.5 million people are those who want to work, those
who are capable of working and those whose lives
would be made profoundly better as a result of their
being given an opportunity to take their place and make
a positive contribution to an employer who is willing to
give them a go.
As Dr Carling-Jenkins told us, in Victoria there are
89 registered Australian disability enterprises, which
collectively currently employ around 5000 people with
a disability in fields ranging from printing, cleaning,
grounds maintenance, packaging, mail and catering.
Beyond the obvious financial benefits for them in
having a job, there are also the emotional,
psychological and social impacts.
I would like to reflect on some of my personal
experiences. I was a carer for people with disabilities
for more than five years. I worked at Alkira Centre in
Box Hill. Alkira is a community organisation that was
formed in 1954 by a small group of parents who
wanted for their children what every parent wants for
their children — support, understanding and
opportunity. Following on from the efforts of those
determined parents, we now have an organisation that
provides a range of services for more than 150 people
with an intellectual disability. My mother has been a
carer of people with an intellectual disability for around
30 years, and it was her passion around social inclusion
and the work she did in fighting discrimination that led
me to work in this field.
I could share many stories about the significant
contribution that people with a disability make to
Victoria, but I want to use my experience to emphasise
the importance — as noted in this motion — of
expanding employment opportunities, whether they be
through mainstream employment or Australian
disability enterprises.
Living in one of the Alkira residential facilities was a
man named Bob. He attended day placement five days
a week. He could choose from activities ranging from
arts, health and fitness, living and personal
development and vocational skills. Bob’s intellectual
disability meant that he often struggled with his
emotions, particularly if he became frustrated or bored.
Bob had great communication skills and no physical
impediments, and he was able to use public transport
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independently if he was confident of where he was
going. Alkira was able to assist Bob identify a job
opportunity at a recycling plant near his home. He was
to work two days a week. Bob was accompanied by a
staff member to assist him to navigate the bus route and
ensure that he was comfortable in his new workplace
environment. After a few weeks Bob was waking up at
5.30 a.m., packing his lunchbox and was out the door,
off to work. When I rocked up to work it was a sheer
delight to see him returning from his day at work. I
would hear about his day, his new friends, his pride
about his independence and what he was saving up for.
For Bob this experience was an opportunity for him to
have a break from the people he lived with and went to
day placement with day in and day out. He also got a
break from the regular carers and staff he had been
spending most of his days with for over a decade. Bob’s
behavioural issues and the challenges he had in
controlling his emotions all but disappeared. I was very
proud of his achievements, and he was very proud of
his achievements. He paved the way for other residents
to be assisted to explore their own ambitions for paid
employment.
In essence, what I saw firsthand is that having a job not
only helps a person with a disability avoid the often
associated financial hardships, but it provides them with
experiences of achievement and success that they may
otherwise not enjoy. It allows them to be more than
their disability. It allows them to be an employee, a
team member or a colleague, and in many cases it
opens up a friendship group that may never have
otherwise been established.
These are the powerful outcomes of having someplace
to go between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m., even though
many of us may often resist and revile this routine,
especially if your 9.00 a.m. goes until 11.00 p.m. That
is why the federal Labor Party’s introduction of the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) was so
significant and critical. It is about putting the person
rather than the disability front and centre, and then
adequately providing the support and assistance that
will enable each individual’s capacity and ability to be
realised, whilst addressing their needs. This is the
biggest reform the sector has ever undergone, and it is
comprehensive and significant for the disabled, their
families, their carers, their networks and agencies. It is
all about what I mentioned earlier — doing more.
In conjunction with the momentous change occurring
across the sector, there is the continuation of the
operations of Victoria’s disability services. Its core role
remains the delivery of programs and resources that
enable those with a disability to exercise choice and
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control over their lives; the provision of specialised
support for people with a disability and resources and
programs that build capacity to respond to their needs;
and the provision of support for the capabilities,
participation and quality of life for Victorians with
disabilities.
It is Labor’s belief that every Victorian should be able
to lead a fulfilling life, and that the barriers that impede
this, such as those to employment, education, housing
and civic participation, must be removed. That is why
this government is committed to working with the
community to review and update the state disability
plan to make sure it reflects the aspirations of all
Victorians with a disability and breaks down the
barriers that they face.
Their voices, their stories and their experiences are
what we need to listen to and take onboard. There is
much we already know that needs to be done, including
improving transition from school to post-school further
education, employment and training; rolling out a
coordinated communication strategy to better inform
young people with a disability, their parents and
teachers about what further education, training and
employment options may exist; developing and
implementing an assessment and planning framework
to better match post-school supports to a young
person’s needs; developing and implementing
approaches that strengthen the pathway to employment
for young people with a disability; building skills and
work readiness; developing and implementing
approaches to build the work awareness and work
readiness of young people with a disability both in
school and after school; increasing professional
development opportunities for artists with a disability;
providing the training market with information that will
support them to improve outcomes for learners with a
disability; leading the way in the employment of people
with a disability; promoting the employment of people
with a disability through information on the Business
Victoria website; and improving the capacity of the
Victorian public sector to employ, retain and offer
professional development to people with a disability.
Our plan will be developed in partnership with people
with a disability and their families. I am sure
Dr Carling-Jenkins will also be actively involved in this
process. This robust consultative process is intended to
produce a plan that is clear about responding to
challenges in the future and in readiness for the NDIS
environment. The Office for Disability has set aside
$100 000 to support the development of the plan and
for the community consultation process.
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I again thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her motion today,
and I look forward to working with her. I am happy to
support her motion, the government is happy to support
her motion and I commend her motion to the house.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
make some remarks on the motion moved by
Dr Carling-Jenkins with respect to acknowledging the
contribution made to Victoria by people with a
disability and acknowledging the role that mainstream
employment plays for those people.
In their contributions both Dr Carling-Jenkins and
Ms Symes spoke about the important role employment
can play for people with a disability in providing
engagement in the mainstream community. Ms Symes
made the point that employment also provides the
opportunity for a person with a disability to move out of
their residential environment for the purposes of
employment and the benefits that provides within the
residential environment. She also spoke of the
opportunities for the individual to have exposure to a
work environment, the discipline of a regular routine
and real engagement, independent of their living
environment, as being very significant.
I am reminded of Wallara, one of the key agencies in
my own electorate, which has been in Dandenong for in
excess of 50 years and is located in Potter Street.
Wallara offers a growing range of disability support
services, including supported accommodation and
support in the home. More recently a growing element
of what Wallara offers has been Wallara Industries,
which provides a range of employment opportunities in
the south-eastern suburbs for people with a disability.
Its broad range of employment activities include
product assembly, packaging, logistics services and
mail distribution. These activities are provided to third
parties on a commercial basis and engage a number of
the residents of the Wallara complex. Wallara
Industries has been very successful. It has grown and
developed its employment services in the last 15 years
or so, and this has augmented the range of services that
Wallara previously offered to the community of the
south-eastern region and of Dandenong in particular.
One of the key areas Dr Carling-Jenkins focused on in
her motion was access to government contracts for
disability enterprises. We all agree on the importance of
providing opportunities for disability enterprises to
contract with government, access government work and
be able to offer that employment to people with a
disability. As the motion focuses to a large extent on
government procurement policies, I will take the
opportunity to run through a bit of the background of
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the current Victorian Government Purchasing Board
procurement framework.
This new framework was introduced in 2013. Prior to
that we had policies which had been in place since
around the mid-1990s and were very prescriptive.
Basically those policies treated all government
procurement in the same way, with the exception of
setting different dollar thresholds for the value of
procurement. If a procurement was worth less than
$25 000, there were certain requirements around
obtaining quotations before proceeding to contract; if its
value was between $25 000 and $150 000, there was a
different set of criteria; and if the estimated value of
procurement was above $150 000, the requirements
were more extensive. It was a very blunt set of policies
based purely on the expected dollar value of the
particular procurement. However, at those individual
levels of procurement there were exemptions.
The Victorian Government Purchasing Board put the
policies in place and then had an extensive list of
exemptions, being the schedule 2 exemptions, which
Dr Carling-Jenkins referred to in her motion. I point out
to the house that the exemptions in schedule 2 are not
limited to disability enterprises; they are far broader
than that, and this is one of the challenges for the
procurement policy.
The exemptions which existed under the old
procurement framework included procurement for the
direct purpose of providing foreign assistance;
expenditure on goods and services by offices of the
state operating outside Australia; expenditure
specifically authorised by the Governor in Council on
the recommendation of the Minister for Finance;
Department of Justice expenditure incurred by the
sheriff in the course of executing writs, warrants and
orders of the court; periodicals, textbooks and books of
reference, including supplements to such publications
et cetera; expenditure for the use of the Governor and
for the upkeep and maintenance of Government House;
purchases from Indigenous enterprises; procurements
by covered entities, being those which would be
otherwise covered by the policies where it is for the
purpose of assisting an entity that is exempt from the
policies; and as a result of a design contest et cetera.
Also included on that list was an exemption for
purchases from Australian Disability Enterprises
(ADE).
The list of exemptions which existed under the old
framework was extensive, and it was one that was
continually growing in the sense that there were always
calls for different sectors to be included, be they
manufacturers, small business, Indigenous enterprises
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or innovative enterprises started by young
entrepreneurs. There was a continuous request for
different exemptions from the procurement framework.
What occurred after 2013 was a recognition that the
policies that had existed for the last 20 years did not
reflect modern procurement. The challenges of modern
procurement were not necessarily tied to a dollar value.
The fact that something was above or below $25 000 or
above or below $150 000 did not reflect whether that
procurement was complex and risky for the state of
Victoria, as opposed to being a simple procurement.
There are some examples of where buying a small fleet
of vehicles for a government agency, which might run
to $100 000 or $200 000, is a simple procurement. It is
something government does on a regular basis, and it is
not a complex procurement or a risky procurement.
Likewise, you could have other procurements — and I
am thinking particularly of the purchasing and
development of some IT systems, where the cost may
be below the $150 000 threshold — where the
complexity of those systems and the risk to government
from those procurements is very high.
There was a recognition by the Victorian Government
Purchasing Board in the period from 2010 through to
the end of 2012 that procurement policy should focus
on risk and complexity rather than simply on the dollar
value of the procurement. That is what is reflected in
the current suite of procurement policies, which were
gazetted at the beginning of 2013. They require
individual government agencies to think about what
they are going to procure and what risks and
complexity may be associated with those procurements.
It also requires agencies to flag what they intend to
procure for the next 12 months. Tenders are not simply
dumped in the marketplace today with a closing date in
two weeks time; rather, it is flagged a year in advance
that departments or agencies intend to procure X. That
is to allow entities that are seeking to engage with
government through contracts with the government to
know in advance what the government is going to be
buying and what opportunities there may be for the
private sector to engage with government through
procurement.
One of the other things we emphasised with the board
when the new policies were introduced was the need to
lower barriers. One of the frustrations for the private
sector in engaging with government, whether it is
disability employment entities or others, is the way in
which a lot of government procurement is
unnecessarily geared towards large-scale suppliers —
simple things like, for example, a government agency
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that might be buying $20 000 worth of outdoor
furniture requiring a supplier to carry $10 million worth
of public liability insurance or $10 million worth of
professional indemnity insurance. Such things might be
appropriate for large suppliers but are not appropriate
for small to medium enterprises (SMEs). One of the
things that we emphasised to the board and that is
reflected in the new policies is the need to remove
barriers to make it easier for SMEs to engage with
government without the unnecessary contract terms
which suit large employers and large entities but do not
suit smaller entities.
Likewise, in implementing the policies — and this goes
to the issue Dr Carling-Jenkins raised around
exemptions — the new framework does not set out
exemptions. What the framework requires is that
agencies, when they are planning to go to market, give
much more consideration to how they engage with the
market and the form of engagement they take.
Under the new policies for market engagement, the
mandatory requirement in developing market
engagement strategies for individual procurements is
that, firstly, the agency must apply a market approach
that eliminates barriers to participation by small to
medium enterprises and local businesses. That is the
point I made before about ensuring that there are no
arbitrary barriers to procurement because ‘they existed
in the past’, because ‘we have always done it that way’
or because ‘we have always required $10 million worth
of insurance even if we are only buying $10 000 worth
of goods’.
Additionally, there is a requirement that all agencies
engage with potential suppliers in a fair and equitable
manner, and that is where the opportunity exists for
continued engagement by the Victorian government
with ADEs.
One of the challenges in these policies, which are being
implemented by government now, is that it is a rolling
process and each agency must be approved by the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board as it goes
through a transition. It is not a cut-over date for
everyone; it is a rolling progression as agencies
transition from the old framework to the new
framework. It very much puts the onus on agencies to
think about the way in which they engage and the way
in which they lower barriers.
I place on the record that background around the
current procurement framework and the rationale for it.
I go back to where I started my contribution. The issues
raised by Dr Carling-Jenkins around the importance of
providing opportunities for people with a disability to
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have employment in the broader community are good
ones. Such opportunities are supported by coalition
members through the agencies in our electorates, such
as Wallara, which I have had the pleasure of visiting a
number of times. They are supported by coalition
members. I commend Dr Carling-Jenkins for moving
this motion this afternoon.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I also
thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for bringing this motion
before the house. As the disability spokesperson for the
Greens, I have also worked extensively in the field,
mainly in accommodation services. When I was 17 I
worked at Kew Cottages — and I do not want to say
how long ago that was. I have seen a lot, including
when I worked at Kew — which was during the period
when the Age ran a massive campaign about the
conditions at Kew, and the editor at the time, Graham
Perkin, wrote about how terrible and antiquated the
accommodation was, without adequate bathrooms and
all of those things — the transition from those times to
the rebuilding of Kew and then on to the building of
community residential units, a few of which I have
worked in.
It is interesting, too, that in my role as the Greens
spokesperson on disability I have encountered and
worked with many young people with physical
disabilities who find ridiculous barriers to employment
all the time. It can be as simple as someone not being
able to get their chair through a door, having a desk that
does not quite fit their chair, having a hearing
impairment and finding that their employer will not
purchase the equipment they require or having a vision
impairment and finding that the office cannot be
arranged to make it easier or even possible to work in.
These employers simply lack imagination. They do not
understand that they should be looking at someone’s
ability rather than their disability.
While the Greens support the motion in principle, I
would like to raise a few things around the issue of
workplace reform. Members may be aware that over
the past year there has been a major court case about
the shockingly low wages, sometimes as little as $1 a
day, that people who work in some services have
received. As I understand it, while that case has been
resolved the issue has not been. Among the other things
that we should also be looking at when we consider
employment for people with disabilities is how we can
make sure that they receive a living wage that gives
them dignity and enables them to live in the
community. The idea of having a procurement policy
that includes procurement from disability agencies is
logical. It is a worthwhile and practical way for
government to support these industries.
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Dr Carling-Jenkins’s motion would make a good
reference to a parliamentary committee — but not this
year. I think this year’s calendars of all the committees
are quite full. We should look at the issues of
employment for people with physical disabilities,
intellectual disabilities or mental health concerns. We
should consider what are the barriers, what stops them
from getting good employment and what protects them
from being exploited. As I said, the Greens support this
motion in principle. This is something we need to talk
about now, but it would definitely be worth having a
parliamentary committee look at these issues more
broadly.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to speak in support of this motion. I do not
know whether it happens to everybody before they
come to this place, but I too have worked in disability
services at various times. In fact my first work
experience job was in a disability service. I also have
many friends with disabilities. I understand the
challenges of seeking employment but also of having
interaction with the community and being able to be
involved in cultural and other community activities. As
members know, employment is a very big part of how
we become part of our community and how we find
value in it.
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s motion is timely, given that the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) is being
rolled out in some regions and its rollout is imminent
across the country. We need to consider how Australian
disability enterprises (ADEs) will work within that
scheme and the challenges they are facing now with the
changes to the law on how they can decide what wages
they can offer. A case in 2012 changed that altogether.
It was found that the tool that had been used for
assessing a wage for a person with a disability was no
longer valid and that a new tool was needed.
I agree with that part of Dr Carling-Jenkins’s motion
that notes that a lot of the ADEs were put in a very
difficult position of having to pay more at the same
time as they lost some of the exemptions in the
government’s procurement policy. They suffered a
double whammy, and the NDIS will play into that.
Restoration of the exemptions called for by the motion
will put the ADEs in a much better position to employ
more people with disabilities. They will be able to
employ them at a wage commensurate with the
Australian Human Rights Commission’s decisions on
this issue and they will be able to compete with other
employment agencies. Given that the ADEs are
producing things that government agencies can
consume, it makes a lot of sense for us to maybe not
just test apples with apples, as many of the other
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speakers have understood this to be about. In
government procurement generally, and not just with
ADEs, we need to consider a whole range of issues,
including who is the best person to purchase from.
I am very supportive of this motion. As
Dr Carling-Jenkins said, currently 5000 people are
employed by ADEs. I hope that with the rollout of the
NDIS and therefore people being able to make
decisions about their lives more autonomously, more
people with disabilities will be seeking some form of
employment. We may see more ADEs establishing
themselves in Victoria. I know that in my region there
are a number of them. I appreciate that they are finding
it very difficult, particularly given that 2012 case which
determined how they can now assess wages for people
with disabilities.
I appreciate the financial pressure that these
organisations are feeling. I appreciate also the value that
they give not just in the products they produce but also
to the workers they employ. That value is not just in
their 9 to 5 work, or whatever time they are working,
but at other times when they can feel that they are
valued in the community. That can be because they are
catching the bus to work, they have money to take their
own holiday, they can go to the theatre or they can feel
much more engaged with our community than if they
are sitting at home and not able to work and feel
productive. I think that it is a common instinct to feel
that we are productive. People with disabilities have
that same instinct: they want to feel that they are
productive.
Restoring the schedule 2 exemptions will enable us to
be more sensitive on this issue, and along with the
rollout of the NDIS we will be able to take into account
the very worthy challenges that ADEs have in
employing people. I commend this motion, and I hope
that we see what it calls for become a reality.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak in support of Dr Carling-Jenkins’s motion.
Procurement has always been a very tricky policy for
various governments over the years, particularly after
we opened up our economy in the 1980s and 1990s to
compete with the rest of the world. We invited
companies around the world to start competing for
work, including for government contracts and so forth.
It has become a struggle for state governments in
particular to decide what sort of policy to put in place to
encourage and foster local businesses, big and small, as
jobs have started disappearing over the years because
there is no level playing field around the world. A lot of
governments around the world today still subsidise and
support their businesses, and unfortunately our
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businesses are unable to compete. That has become a
real challenge.
I know that the Victorian government over the last
15 years has been struggling with that. We have been
able to put some policies in place through the Victorian
industry participation program to try to encourage
Victorian businesses and give them some assistance to
be able to compete for Victorian contracts, government
contracts and so forth. There has been some
improvement to the system over the years, and Labor
governments have played a major role with further
refinements in the last six months.
I come back to this particular issue of disability.
Government ministers put their different hats on. They
do not want to be seen as discriminating against or
favouring a particular group. They ask themselves, ‘Are
we going to be in breach of the World Trade
Organisation conditions?’ et cetera. But to be frank, this
is probably one area, as a government member of
Parliament, where I would not mind saying, ‘What the
hell? If we can’t support people with a disability and
give them preference, we have a problem’. I think that
is something we should look at seriously. We should
look at how we can support these people. I say that for
a number of reasons, and I will go through them
shortly.
National Disability Services (NDS) does a tremendous
job supporting people with a disability to find
employment. Victoria has 89 Australian disability
enterprises, which are not-for-profit disability
organisations that employ around 5000 people with a
disability. Without these organisations these people
would really struggle to find employment. Let us face
it, people with a disability in this state and in this
country really struggle to find a job. To be frank, a
person with a disability who is competing with an
able-bodied person for a job is starting from a fair way
behind. Therefore if we can provide assistance as a
government, as employers and as a society to people
with a disability, we are doing the right thing because
someone needs to help these people. Someone needs to
recognise their problems.
A person may have a disability, but they can contribute
to society and they can be very productive. They have
an enormous ability to be productive in our society and
to contribute. They do not want to be a burden on their
parents, on the government or on society in general. We
should remember that every person with a disability we
are able to provide employment for will not be on the
national disability insurance scheme when it is fully
operational. Taxpayers will not have to fund that
person. Giving a person a job contributes to their basic
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human dignity. It helps them to feel really good about
themselves and be able to get on with life. I know that a
lot of people with a disability would like to have a job.

These are resources used by pre-schools, child-minding
centres and schools; they are available in English plus several
other languages.

I do not want to play politics — I think everyone in this
house supports this motion, and I commend
Dr Carling-Jenkins for proposing it — but I think there
is an obligation on us to do something and try to
encourage that thinking. So when we talk about the
government’s policy and performance in relation to
whether or not we should give disability organisations
preference — if I can use that word — when it comes
to tenders for government contracts and jobs, I do not
think we should be embarrassed; I think we should be
proud. Sure, we need to look at value for money and we
need to look at the issue of quality, the ability to deliver
and all of those sorts of things, but we should make an
allowance in the decision-making process and provide
the best assistance we can for these organisations.

The outcome of that project is that orders were received
by the RDU, and they were then emailed to Afford.
Afford’s six supported employees working on this
project then picked the orders from small to very large
order sizes. These orders were dispatched to schools all
over the state. After placing a shipping sticker onto the
box, the supported employees recorded the weight and
organised for bulk pick-ups and deliveries. The work
was complex due to the variable size of orders and
numerous distribution points, but the Afford team
completed each job in full, on time and to the complete
satisfaction of NSW Health. That is proof that people
with disabilities can do a productive job and can do it
well. Due to the success of this project, the resource
distribution unit continued to use Afford for this type of
work for over two years.

I want to talk about a case study, going back a few
years, involving the New South Wales government,
which has a very good system in place. It is part of that
government’s policy to provide preference and
assistance to organisations that support people with a
disability to find employment. It also gives people who
are running their own businesses a sort of leg-up by
encouraging various government departments to
purchase from these organisations without applying
strict procurement arrangements.
As I said, I want to refer to a case study by the NDS
involving the New South Wales Ministry of Health’s
resource distribution unit (RDU). I did a little bit of
research earlier on that case study on a contract for
collation and mailing. According to the NDS case
study:
This contract was awarded under clause 5 of the ‘Public
Works and Procurement Regulation 2014 — Exemption for
approved disability employment organisations’.

That clause used to be part of our procurement policy,
but unfortunately that changed in 2015. I
wholeheartedly support reintroducing that requirement,
and I am happy to advocate changing our position and
bringing back that exemption for approved disability
employment organisations. The case study continues:
NDS acted as contract manager on behalf of the RDU and
awarded the contract to Afford —

that is the name of the organisation —
due to their extensive logistics experience.
Scope of this project was to pick and pack the brochures for
‘Munch & Move’ and ‘Live Life Well’ school programs.

The manager for this project is the resource distribution
unit manager, and there is a full analysis of how the
case study highlights the opportunity for New South
Wales government departments to potentially meet
their business objectives as well as providing contracts
that lead to employment for people with a disability.
The point that has emerged from this case study is that
people with a disability have skills and can deliver
goods and services to New South Wales government
standards. The partnership between NSW Health, NDS
and Afford has provided meaningful and sustainable
work for the six employees who worked on this
contract. Structures and barriers to employment of
people with a disability can be broken down and
managed, and the potential impact on the community is
highly positive.
That is a real case study and a real example of what
people with a disability can do and what governments
can do. It is something we should do as the Victorian
government and as Victorian parliamentarians — that
is, look at how we can adopt that model and not be
apologetic about it. We should be proud to say that we
are delivering for people with a disability. The benefits
are that this makes individuals feel good about
themselves and gives them a purpose in life, and it also
shows that as a society we care about people and can
take the pressure off their carers, parents and partners.
They also no longer have to be subsidised and
supported by taxpayers. I am not saying we should not
do so. When we cannot provide them with jobs, we
should look after people with disabilities. We should be
paying them and looking after them, but the best thing
you can do for a human being is give them a job or the
opportunity to have a job and earn a living.
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With these comments I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It gives me a
great deal of pleasure this afternoon to rise and support
the motion moved by Dr Carling-Jenkins. I add my
voice to those who have congratulated her on bringing
this matter before the house, because it is an extremely
important matter and the depth of that importance is
emphasised only too well by the fact that here today we
have the Liberal Party, the Labor Party, the Greens, the
Australian Sex Party and the Democratic Labour Party
all in furious agreement. I am not sure that is going to
happen all that often.
Mr Bourman interjected.
Mr FINN — The Shooters have not said anything
on this. I was not sure whether they were going to. If
the Shooters and Fishers Party is with us as well, that is
even better.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — I hope they do get an opportunity,
because that will be a very good thing. We
acknowledge the depth and importance of this issue,
and I congratulate Dr Carling-Jenkins on raising this
matter. This matter brings to the table some very basic
truths, the most basic being that people with disabilities
are people. Nobody loses any form of their humanity by
virtue of their disability. People with disabilities are as
much human beings as people who are able bodied, or
able minded for that matter. Just because somebody has
an intellectual disability, it does not make them any less
of a human being, nor does it take away any of their
rights. It does not take away any of the dignity owed to
them by way of their humanity. That human dignity
must always be respected, and those human rights must
also be respected.
I have to say it is not always so. I am sure every one of
us has heard people making disparaging comments
from time to time that would indicate that those people
have the view that people with disabilities are
somewhat less than human. I have heard people in this
chamber say that. Going back a few years to a
particular debate, I recall people saying that it would be
fine if we were to do away with people because they
have a disability. To me that smacks at the very core of
human dignity and human decency, and it is something
we should not tolerate.
As shadow parliamentary secretary for autism spectrum
disorder, I have mentioned in this house before that I
have been getting around a fair bit and seeing a great
deal of the work that is being done not just for children
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with autism but also for adults with autism as well as
for families facing the effects of autism. As I have said
before, it is not just the individual child or adult with
autism; it is a family problem. I have been getting
around and seeing that a great deal of very good work is
being done, and one of things that was brought to my
attention very early in the piece is the extraordinarily
high rate of unemployment among people with autism.
To my way of thinking that is very odd, because I
would say that in close to 100 per cent of cases people
with autism have a gift. In some way or other they are
absolutely brilliant and highly gifted in a certain field or
area. It seems to me that society is letting itself down in
not tapping into that gift or that talent. It probably goes
back to the education that we have been providing these
children over the last 20 or 30 years.
One of the greatest culprits in this regard is the
Victorian department of education, because it has taken
the view that one size fits all. It has taken the view that
to move with the times is just too difficult. It has taken
the view perhaps that children with autism are not
worth the trouble of changing the way that we do
things. I take a very different view. My view is that the
one-size-fits-all policy does not work and will never
work. It may work to various degrees with what might
be called able-bodied or able-minded students, but in
terms of students with autism it is never going to work
because the individuality of each child is emphasised
even more by the autism that they carry.
As a society and as a government, and can I say to my
friends over at 2 Treasury Place, as an education
department, we must start thinking differently. We have
to start thinking about these people as people and not as
problems. We have to extract from them and give them
the ability to extract from themselves the talents that
they have to offer and the gifts that they have been
given. We as a society will benefit enormously from
that, and of course the individuals will benefit
enormously. There are no two ways about that. We
know the sense of self-worth that employment brings.
Ms Patten spoke earlier about something as simple as
catching the bus to work and the difference that can
make to an individual. These are things that must be
taken into consideration.
Something I think we have to direct our attention to in
the autism area is behaviour, because behaviour is an
area that dictates whether a person is employable or not.
I was delighted last Friday to be out at La Trobe
University and to meet the researchers at the Autism
Research Centre. They were telling me that they have
come up with a way of diagnosing autism in children as
young as six months old. That allows early intervention

DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT
1980

COUNCIL

to remove the behaviours that might otherwise
condemn these children to unemployment later in life.
It is a very exciting prospect that we can find out early,
get in and do something about it and change these
young people’s lives. We can change their families’
lives. It will be of huge benefit to the community, and
we can all be very excited about it. I left La Trobe
University last Friday afternoon genuinely excited
about what I had seen there. I thought, ‘Here is the
future. Here is something that is going to change so
many lives for the better’. That always is something
that excites me enormously.
I will not speak for too much longer. On the subject of
procurement, that is a matter that should be constantly
under review. Whilst a person may have a disability,
that disability should in no way measure permanently
what their capabilities are. Those capabilities will
change and their potential to make a contribution will
change, just as technology will change. For example,
my son, who is 14, has autism spectrum disorder, as I
am sure the house would know, and he can work the
television and the various mechanisms involved with
the television far better than I ever could — not just the
remote control, but everything.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — It is probably not a big leap, as
Mr Ondarchie says. These children all have a great gift,
and it is our job to find out what it is and to use it. That
will be of great benefit to them as children and later,
once they are adults. That is what happens — children
grow up into adults; we seem to forget that. We talk
about early intervention, we talk about education, we
talk about schools and then when they reach the age of
18, forget about it, you are on the unemployment
benefit or you are on the disability pension or whatever.
We tell them to come back and see us when their
funeral benefit is due. That seems to be the attitude of
many sections of the government. It has to change. It is
just unsustainable, and it is an appalling attitude to have
anyway.
Once again I commend Dr Carling-Jenkins on bringing
this matter before the house. It gives me enormous
pleasure to support the motion. I sincerely hope this
will not be the last time that we see matters of this
nature brought before the house, because they are
matters of enormous importance and should be of
enormous concern to every member of this Parliament.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I put on the
record that the Shooters and Fishers Party most
wholeheartedly support this motion. We echo the
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sentiments of everyone who has spoken in the debate
today.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to sum up the debate on
this motion today that was aimed at establishing a
strategy whereby the government supports in a practical
way people with disabilities who are employed
currently or who have the potential to be employed in
Australian disability enterprises (ADEs).
I thank Ms Symes for her contribution, particularly
around disability and disadvantage. I thank her for
sharing her own experiences in fighting for social
inclusion and for her description of Bob. It is important
that we share the stories of people we know and give a
voice to them in Parliament. I thank her for that.
I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his contribution as well
and for his description of and familiarity with the
service in the Dandenong area that is obviously well
known to him. It is a very successful service by the
sounds of it. That is just the type of service that could
benefit further from a solid government procurement
strategy. I also thank him for his outline of the update
on the government procurement policies in 2013. I
understand better the complexities of the exemptions
and the work on government procurement policies. I
ask that this government consider enabling ADEs to get
a slice of the pie and to put in place a very simple
procedure and strategy like the one in New South
Wales, where one person works to advocate for
agencies. It sounds like the new procurement policies
that came in laid a very good and solid foundation for
the addition of such a strategy, so I thank him for his
contribution.
I want to thank Ms Hartland for her contribution and
for sharing her story of working at Kew Cottages,
which is not something I was aware of before. It was
very brave of her to talk about her experiences at Kew
Cottages. I agree wholeheartedly with her comments on
the lack of imagination that we have generally around
disability issues. I accept her point on workplace
reform. It is an issue, and it is something that we
definitely need to explore. ADEs have certainly come a
long way from the former sheltered workshops that
were around when I first started working in the
disability industry over 20 years ago. There is a lot of
room to improve further. I thank Ms Hartland also for
her suggestion that we have a look at doing this in a
more meaningful way within a committee process once
the committees are a little more freed up.
Ms Hartland interjected.
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Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Yes, next year or the
year after! I thank Ms Patten for sharing her
experiences of having friends with disabilities, and of
working with people with disabilities and for her
description of the holistic value employment can offer
to people with disabilities. I agree with her comments
about hoping this becomes a reality.
I thank Mr Melhem for his contribution. He spoke
about the challenges of procurement and the need for
businesses to be able to compete, which gave a really
good background. I liked the way Mr Melhem framed
his comments about giving preference to people with
disabilities. He spoke of being proud of doing that in
this state and said that it is a really good thing, meaning
this is not simply about productivity; it is about the
basic human dignity of having a job and about our
obligation as a state to do something. I am very
encouraged that these comments — to the effect that
that we should be adopting a model without apology —
came from the government.
I thank Mr Finn for his contribution and for sharing the
story of his family experience of having a son with
autism spectrum disorder and also for sharing his
knowledge of the area, in particular the area of autism. I
appreciated that Mr Finn acknowledged the depth of the
issue, and certainly Mr Finn has a depth of knowledge
of this issue. I reiterate the point Mr Finn made about
the lack of worth often associated with people with
disabilities and that we need to be careful in this
Parliament about the disparaging comments we make
and the point about procurement being something that
should be constantly under review. These are moving
feats; we never quite get there, because there is always
something we should be working on and improving.
Finally, I thank Mr Bourman for his contribution,
which was short and sweet and to the point, as always,
which is fabulous and what we have come to expect
from his party.
Mr Bourman interjected.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Mr Bourman said
they aim to please. Thank you, Mr Bourman; that it is
fantastic. In summary, I commend the motion to the
house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins, and I too thank the
contributors. It is rare that in this chamber we hear
debate on a motion that comes from the heart. There
was a lot of passion and a lot of life knowledge on this
topic, and from the point of view of the Chair, it is very
much appreciated when we have debates on that level. I
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thank all members for their contributions on this
important motion.
Motion agreed to.

OUTDOOR SPORTS
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That this house notes the —
(1) significant financial contribution that outdoor sports
such as shooting, fishing, boating, camping and
four-wheel driving make to the state of Victoria;
(2) financial benefits that these types of outdoor activities
bring to rural and regional areas that desperately need it;
(3) social benefits and positive impact that these types of
outdoor activities have on families;
and recognises that the industry and organisations who
encourage and promote outdoor activities should be
supported and promoted, particularly in regional Victoria.

I will not go through the motion. We all know what it
is. It is basically a motion to tell everyone how much of
a financial contribution, social contribution and general
feel-good feeling outdoor activities bring.
Outdoor recreational activities are enjoyed by a large
number of the citizens of Victoria. These activities
include, but are obviously not limited to, shooting,
fishing, boating, camping, four-wheel driving and even
prospecting. A previous study, which we have referred
to many times, has revealed that the state benefits to the
tune of $439 million from hunting alone. This amount
is not limited to just the provision of guns and ammo
but also includes things such as fuel, food,
accommodation, camping gear and so on. This figure
does not appear to include any of the other forms of
shooting.
Hunting is not the only way to enjoy shooting sports.
There are other ways to enjoy shooting, such as pistol
shooting, rifle target shooting and clay target shooting.
Who knows what the real value of shooting is to the
economy? You can add to that the fact that all these
forms of shooting generally require a form of
expenditure, as a lot of shooters live in urban areas and
have to travel, with rural areas being the most likely
places to go, though there are some indoor ranges in
urban areas.
I come now to fishing. We all have to get our
equipment from somewhere, and fishing gear can be
found in many places. Even some multinational
companies department stores have a fair range of
equipment, although it is mainly intended for the very
occasional or beginner user. Fishing gear can also be
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found in a large variety of outdoor stores, and as you
get out to rural and remote areas, general stores can
have a great range in stock. Without getting into a
how-to on fishing, fishing can be done with lures or jigs
but is most commonly done with bait. The use of bait
generates more than one benefit, as the bait must be
caught and processed before being sold. There are jobs
in catching and selling the bait and enjoyment in using
it. Every sale is an injection of tax and income that
provides jobs.
A lot of people fish from the shore, but a lot of people
also fish from boats. Boating is actually a much bigger
industry than I ever really appreciated until I started this
job. It is worth about $4 billion to $4.5 billion a year
Australia wide. The size of the boating segment became
quite apparent to me after I talked to the boating
industry association. Whilst not all people can afford a
new boat, there are large second-hand boat dealers that
seem to do a thriving business. People upsize boats,
downsize boats or just want to have, as with everything
else, another one. Boats are rarely spartan. You will
find that radios, global positioning system devices, fish
finders and a lot of safety equipment adorn most boats.
With the march of technology, eskies are slowly
making way for 12-volt fridges. All these items should
come from Australia. Whilst we should buy Australian
wherever practical, even imported goods create retail
jobs.
There has been some discussion on the figures on how
much international tourists spend on fishing in
Australia. In 2006 — which is the most recent data I
could find — it was estimated that international tourists
spent in excess of $200 million on fishing in Australia.
That is a lot of money. Nine years on it would be
reasonable to expect that that amount would be higher
and that Victoria would be the recipient of a rather large
chunk of it, given the great fishing we have, such as
snapper in the bay and the massive tuna off Portland.
Camping stores these days provide more than just
camping gear. You will find your fishing gear and all
sorts of other stuff in there — knives, torches, fishing
rods and kayaks; you could go on forever.
We do not make any four-wheel drives in Australia, so
whilst there are retail jobs in — —
Ms Shing — We make Bushmaster.
Mr BOURMAN — They will not sell them to me.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BOURMAN — We will get onto that next time,
about me getting a Bushmaster for myself.
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Ms Shing — I’m sorry for my interjection.
Mr BOURMAN — That is all right. The wider
automotive component manufacturing sector is
estimated to be worth around $11 billion a year in
Australia, of which the four-wheel drive aftermarket is
a large chunk — about $2 billion, to be precise. To go
off-roading most people will not use a standard vehicle.
They may spend large amounts accessorising and
personalising their vehicle, but it rarely stops there;
there is always something to change. I have been in that
boat myself.
To experience and enjoy the outdoors you have to get
there and back, which brings me to the province of
petrol stations. Having lived outside a small town in the
past, I have an appreciation of what a petrol station does
for a rural economy. They can provide a lifeline. Not
only do they sell fuels such as petrol and diesel, but
they also provide other services. It is quite common for
service stations to provide such things as fast food,
general groceries and magazines, and these days stuff
for mobile phones too. Every camper, every shooter,
every boater and every fisher who buys anything from
these service stations is giving the state more tax and
keeping someone in a job.
There is a reason for these activities and the
discretionary expenditure involved in pursuing them:
we enjoy it. Getting out of town provides a lot of people
with the ability to slow their life down, get away from
the rat-race and interact with the outdoors. Given the
often fast-paced and stressful lives we live, getting out
into the bush can be a cathartic experience, and I for
one enjoy the open spaces and fresh air. One of the
benefits of fishing, particularly if you live in an urban
or suburban area, is that you can go to the shoreline and
find yourself immediately in open space. If you get a
boat, you can go a kilometre out into the bay, from
where you can hardly see the land. You could be
anywhere.
The social aspect of these activities cannot be
underestimated either. As I understand it, duck season
is a time when a lot of people catch up for a yearly
event. It may not be to everyone’s taste, but a lot of
people will spend the opening of the season just
socialising. Spending time with people in outdoor
activities and encountering people with similar interests
can lead to new friendships or acquaintanceships that
can last a lifetime. Of course this is not limited to
shooting; it applies to all outdoor recreational activities.
They are rarely undertaken with exactly the same
people every time. Clubs are joined and information is
shared, and in a lot of cases there are internet resources.
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Behind all this are the many industries that supply the
goods and services. As I mentioned before, tax is paid
and jobs are created in a wide range of businesses, from
global importers to local shops, tour operators, local
franchises and all the downstream businesses that feed
them. For example, a coffee van may pull up at a
factory in the morning to deliver a caffeine hit for the
workers.
Given that regional areas are feeling the hurt, and as the
hunting season alone brings significant money to some
rural economies, they may well need this income to
continue. It is incumbent upon any government at any
level to do its best to support these pastimes. By
supporting these activities governments are enabling
these jobs and income streams to continue. It is not
about handouts; it is about reducing red tape, not
unnecessarily restricting lawful activities and investing
in appropriate infrastructure. It is about enabling
industries to flourish, and our society will benefit as a
result.
As our society becomes more urbanised, with more
people moving to urban and suburban areas, I see
successive governments focusing less on rural areas,
and these communities are feeling the effects of that.
We often hear figures of unemployment in regional
areas, and some of the numbers are quite high. Every
sale made to a recreational shooter, fisher, four-wheel
driver, boater or camper is doing double duty by
injecting discretionary income into these communities
and creating jobs. Furthermore, the people enjoying this
recreation are having a good time and, most
importantly, improving their quality of life.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I thank
Mr Bourman for putting this motion forward for
discussion. I am grateful for the opportunity to speak on
the significance of the various contributions made
economically, socially and holistically to our
communities by outdoor activities, including shooting,
fishing, boating, camping and four-wheel driving. I
would like to touch on each of these. At the outset I pay
my respects to everyone in Gippsland — which is a
mecca for these sorts of activities in Victoria — for the
work they do in improving the amenity, the availability
and the general level of service for people who travel to
the area to engage in outdoor activities and get amongst
everything from adventure tourism through to a simple
walk along a rail trail.
The way our great outdoors is celebrated in Victoria is
the stuff of legend and also, as Mr Bourman indicated,
the source of a burgeoning product market. We have
massive economic growth as part of the outdoor
industries market, whether it is through direct
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consumption or longer term investments such as
four-wheel drive vehicles.
The way we enjoy the great outdoors is enhanced
wherever we can do so with our families. To that end I
note that a number of significant policy initiatives have
been placed front and centre by the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water to bring
camping more squarely within the reach of everyday
families, including removing costs for basic campsites
at 570 sites around Victoria.
We also have the fantastic fishing industry. I speak of it
from the perspective of great envy because for some
years I have been known as something of a fish
repellent. I attract the mosquitoes, but once I dip a line,
the fish all depart. This was never more evident than
when I visited the Tarwin River recently to enjoy one
of the new platforms that has been erected near Venus
Bay. It is the eighth such platform to be completed to
allow the local community and the massively
increasing numbers of visitors to dip a line. The scenery
was absolutely pristine — you could not imagine
anything more perfect in terms of the early morning
light — and a group of excited people were enjoying
the environment and, until I arrived, the peace and
quiet. What then happened was that I suspect the fish
heard my footsteps up the ramp because all of a sudden
they were nowhere to be seen.
With my apologies to those who have been forced to
endure the challenges that my presence has brought to
various fishing sites around Victoria simply because I
scare them all off, I want to acknowledge that the hauls
have been enormous. They are prolific, they are
enjoyable and they make good eating. They bring
families and communities together in a low or no-cost
activity which is outdoors, which enables people to
benefit health-wise and which also contributes to local
economies. People may do this through staying at a bed
and breakfast, by stopping at a petrol station or by
buying some of the local produce for which Gippsland
is absolutely and justifiably famous — and that is a
complete plug for the region.
We have many opportunities to contribute to
communities, to add to them and to enhance them
through our participation in outdoor activities. Fishing
is just one of those activities; it could be surf fishing or
enjoying Lake Toolondo and the bounty that exists
there. Whether it is fishing for barramundi in the
Hazelwood pondage or having a crack at finding
something other than carp in the Murray, there are
numerous opportunities to get involved in a really
healthy way.
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In addition, shooting is a really important activity for
regional Victoria in terms of the numbers of visitors it
brings to some of the most beautiful parts of our state. I
know many shooters who are absolutely passionate
about conserving the natural environments that they
enjoy. They take great care and pride in leaving the
environments as they find them and are keen to make
the best possible use of what they catch. They want to
ensure that they observe bag limits and do not litter.
They want to ensure that they pass on the best possible
tips and information about stewardship and land
management to others, and they are great partners in
undertaking pest control, identifying wildlife, managing
populations and basically overseeing the health of
regional land and land assets.
I have decided to give clay shooting a bit of a go. I
doubt I will be any good at it; in fact someone else will
probably have to get in there with a sneaky shot to save
my dignity. Nonetheless, clay pigeon shooting and
other sports shooting activities are also really important,
as are the ancillary industries associated with
outdoor-related activities, such as gun dog training and
the like.
We have voluntary armies throughout regional Victoria
which assist with making activities like this as
accessible as possible. Whether it is kayaking or
canoeing, bushwalking or hiking, or maintaining an
understanding of the four-wheel drive trails to access
some of the most beautiful parts of the state, volunteers
are the backbone of how we are able to access these
particular parts of our wonderful national parks and
other environments.
We have activities that include horseriding, sailing and
orienteering. Everyone can find an activity that will
increase their quality of life, improve their health and
provide economic benefits. In essence we have the
culmination of a group effort — public and private
enterprise, profit and not for profit, community and
business, and voluntary and professional — all geared
towards ensuring that we are able to enjoy our pristine
environments and do so whether it is at its most basic,
in terms of a swag unrolled in a free camping site in
regional Victoria, or whether it is glamping, where you
get to sleep under the stars in 5-star luxury, under
1000-thread count linen, and have a fully cooked
breakfast delivered to your door. The options are
endless and can definitely be tailored to whatever it is
that individuals, couples, families or groups would like
to do.
There are enormous benefits for the state of Victoria,
most significantly for regional Victoria, and these
benefits deliver jobs. They drive growth, and they
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ensure that people are absolutely aware of the key
advantages we have, living in this state.
Phillip Island is another location that falls within the
Eastern Victoria Region. It boasts so many natural
advantages that it almost puts other parts of the state to
shame as far as ecotourism and adventure tourism is
concerned. Just last week I enjoyed another tour of the
Phillip Island Nature Parks, including the Koala
Conservation Centre, where I am pleased to say I met a
very old and grumpy koala by the name of Harriet. She
sleeps for about 23 hours a day, and it did occur to me
that she was enjoying a rather a good lifestyle she was
enjoying. I thought I should leave her where she was
and keep going, because if I had stopped to enjoy her
lifestyle for much longer, I would not be here speaking
today.
The other aspect of Phillip Island that shines is the way
in which it caters for enormous numbers of visitors
during peak periods. This is not an isolated example.
Gippsland proper is able to deliver hospitality, warmth,
a retail experience, entertainment and culture to people
who are enjoying these outdoor activities, and it often
means that people will stay for longer in order to enjoy
them. They will combine outdoor activity with other
activities, whether it is enjoying an event or seeing
more of the great outdoors at a more leisurely pace.
Enormous contributions are also made in terms of the
social benefits that these activities have for schools and
families and also for social clubs. Groups such as scouts
and primary schools can enjoy the great outdoors, again
often at a low cost or no cost, and children can acquire
important skills as far as developing independence,
initiative and general skills that might earn them a
badge if they are a scout or some other form of
recognition, which is instrumental to good growth and
development. This outdoor lifestyle reminds us that
there is a counterpoint to spending one’s time looking
at an iPhone or in front of a television with a remote
control. It says that there is always an opportunity to
give it a go, whether it is rope climbing or canoeing. It
says that it is fun to get dirty, to get outside, to get
amongst it and to find out about the natural
environment, to really enjoy it and to breathe air that
has not been pumped through an air-conditioning
system under fluorescent lighting.
We are seeing that outdoor communities and industries
are contributing enormously not just to regional growth
and development but to the entire composite picture of
the state of Victoria. I am not saying this from a
partisan point of view or a government point of view. I
have enjoyed the smell of wet eucalyptus and mud
under my feet for as long as I can remember. I am still
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enjoying it — and enjoying seeing new and more parts
of Victoria that are also benefiting from the
contributions made by those who participate in outdoor
activities.
We see the stewardship of land management and a
great pride in the need to conserve and make sure that
we adequately safeguard against risks to the natural
environment. We see, for example, the early
identification of change, the management of weeds and
the management of invasive vegetation, often by those
who are enjoying the great outdoors. We see
collaborative approaches with public sector agencies
and not-for-profit or community groups. We see a
commitment to making sure that the natural
environment is there to be enjoyed by people not just
now but well into the future. We see that people are
also able to pick up new skills.
Our boating industry, which Mr Bourman touched on,
is also crucially important in terms of making sure that
people do not just enjoy our land but also are able to
enjoy our marine environments. Enjoying that space in
the fresh air while looking at some of the most
gorgeous country in Australia — for example, the
Gippsland Lakes — is one of the very best parts of
boating. I encourage anyone who has not yet had the
opportunity to get into a tinny, or something more
luxurious, to do so to see what all the fuss is about,
whether it is watching pelicans from above, seeing the
sun set, dipping a line or scaring fish away, as is my
wont.
In conclusion, I note that contributions are made from
across different sectors and industries, and from
members across this house, to the health and wellbeing
of the outdoor industry in this state. People come from
all over the country and the world to enjoy the enviable
services and natural beauty here in Victoria. I cannot
see anything in this motion with which I disagree, and
when I travel into regional Victoria I cannot see
anything that gives me cause to pause about any
downside to enjoying the great outdoors. To that end, I
am very much looking forward to getting out amongst
it myself once the house rises for the winter break.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is a great
pleasure to stand in this house to talk about the pursuits
and activities mentioned in Mr Bourman’s motion. As a
member of The Nationals and the coalition it is a
pleasure to talk about the benefits associated with
camping, shooting, fishing and hunting; the importance
of vermin control; our support of sporting shooting
organisations; and access to our forests and national
parks.
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One of the few advantages of being around longer than
most other members is that I have the benefit of history
when it comes to understanding the coalition’s
treatment of our national parks and state forests when it
was in government versus the treatment by the Labor
Party. What Labor tends to do when it is in government
is lock up our forests and turn them into national parks,
kicking out park users and custodians who have looked
after these parks for hundreds of years. The Acting
President, Mr Ramsay, saw that happen in another life
when he was president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation. He saw that throughout the entire Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council process, when
many forests along the Murray River were locked up
and turned into national parks and many of the pursuits
listed in Mr Bourman’s motion were banned in
Victoria.
It was a very sad process when we had cattle kicked out
of the high country. Labor went through a consultation
stage when it had already made up its mind what it was
going to do. Its members were sitting around people’s
kitchen tables talking about people’s values and the
benefit of their work and how they were going to work
with some of these families; however, the decision had
already been made, and these families had to cease
activities they had partaken in for many generations.
The motion today gives the house the opportunity to
again bundle all of these outdoor activities together. It
notes the financial benefits of four-wheel driving and
generic camping, whether that be near coastal areas or
rivers or in the outback. We tend to associate the
boating industry with fishing; however, we are also
talking about the incredible economy that exists around
speedboats, waterskiing and sporting boating. During
the drought around 2006–07 I remember economists
talking about little Lake Eppalock in central Victoria.
At the time the banning of powerboats from that little
lake was detrimental to the local economy to the tune of
around $30 million.
If a drought can affect one small lake and one small
community to the tune of $30 million, we really have to
look at what that boating industry entails, with sailing
boats, speedboats, waterskiing and fishing boats being a
powerful part of our economy. Mr Bourman went
through some figures in relation to the boating industry.
Fishing is an incredibly lucrative part of our economy.
It has been estimated that every person spends about
$250 on an average fishing trip taking a couple of days,
generating a staggering $2.3 billion annually to
Victoria’s economy. It is an amazing part of our
economy.
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Hunting represents 2.5 per cent of the economy of the
shire of Mansfield and 1.6 per cent of the shire of
Gannawarra’s economy. In many of those instances it
revolves around duck hunting, and the coalition had a
strong record supporting duck hunting during its four
years in government. We have been under pressure
from other groups to ban duck hunting altogether or to
put restrictions on it. All we can talk about is our record
in government, and it was incredibly strong. We were
incredibly supportive of the 43 000-odd Victorians who
enjoy shooting in one form or another.
Many shooting industries need some security. They
need a government that supports them, and they need to
be able to plan what they will do in the future. The
coalition is very proud to be able to point the shooting
industries to our history. For the first time ever we were
able to support the shooting sports clubs of Victoria
with a $12.8 million fund. Due to the time constraints
associated with the last election, we were only able to
spend $3 million of the fund. The first round of that
fund was made available last year, and we were able to
get the applications out, receive completed applications
for the grant, and in the case of the successful
applications, get the contracts signed, sealed and
delivered prior to the election.
The $3 million we were able to spend on our shooting
clubs had a profound effect on many of the clubs. None
experienced a more profound effect than the Greenvale
Field and Game Club, which is now located on the
outskirts of Kilmore. The Greenvale club was once
located in the suburb of Greenvale. However,
residential housing forced it to move. A member of the
Greenvale club at the time had a block of land on the
eastern side of Monument Hill out of Kilmore, so the
club relocated some 30 kilometres to the north and set
up in Kilmore. It was only a matter of 10 years or so
before residential development started encroaching
upon that parcel of land as well, and the club was
forced to move again. It moved to a site where a
member had access to some land about 15 kilometres to
the east of the Kilmore township. The Greenvale club
has now been operating there for a number of years.
The grant that was made available by the coalition
government enabled the club to purchase some
500 hectares, and that will enable it to build what will
end up being a world-class facility. It will give the club
the appropriate buffers. It will be impossible for the
club to be built out in the foreseeable future, and it will
be able to plan one of the world’s great field and game
sites.
Many hundreds of members were there on the morning
that we announced that grant, and they let it be known
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that the years of struggle to try to find permanency
around a home for the club were over, because the
location was able to be secured. The coalition is very
proud it was able to support these people in material
ways so that their club and their sport can be secured
into the foreseeable future. We did not just talk about it,
we actually did it. It was great, and the club members
certainly appreciate the work that was put into making
that grant happen.
We have had mixed messages coming from the Labor
Party. It keeps telling us that the shooting fund is still
alive, although it was not in the budget. The money had
simply been taken out of the budget. It is a bit of a pea
and thimble trick here from the Labor Party. It says one
thing in the house and does something totally different
when it comes to the budget. Labor members say they
support shooting groups and sporting shooters. They
say the money is there, but when they are questioned
about where that money is — that $9.8 million that has
been taken out of the pre-election budget update,
money that the Labor Party has taken out of the hands
of Victorian shooters — they are simply unable to tell
us. Labor members assert it is there, yet under forensic
examination we find that the money is not there. This is
an ongoing saga that we have faced with the
government in relation to a range of programs. When
asked to truly back up what it is saying, it is simply
unable to do it.
It is also worth talking about some of the other aspects
of the motion. In relation to four-wheel driving and
caravanning, we were able to make a range of grants
during our time in government to support small
communities to set up refuge stops to encourage grey
nomads, drivers of recreational vehicles (RVs) and
campers to call in and use specific towns as an
overnight stop. We helped each of those small
communities that were trying to encourage the grey
nomads to stop and spend some money in their town.
We assisted with grants for new facilities, mainly
through the Putting Locals First program which enabled
the councils to partner up with the state government to
increase amenity in these caravan and recreational
vehicle stops. This has increased the ease with which
people can now jump in an RV or a caravan and enjoy
outback and regional Victoria. If you wish to pay for an
overnight stop in an actual caravan park, you can.
However, now it is easier than it has ever been. Many
towns have websites, effectively making them
RV-friendly towns. You can simply park by the side of
the road in a particular area in a specific town. That is
certainly on the increase.

OUTDOOR SPORTS
Wednesday, 24 June 2015

COUNCIL

I know that the improvement of our camping grounds
around the state is something the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change in the former
government, Ryan Smith, the member for Warrandyte
in the Assembly, took great pride in. He aimed to
encourage people to visit the Murray River region, but
in his first year he was faced with floods, which made
that goal incredibly difficult to attain, and during one of
the other summers we were in government we also had
floods. However, as we know, the Murray River is an
incredibly popular area for tourists and campers
throughout the summer months.
The fishing reforms that were made under former
Premier Denis Napthine, the member for South-West
Coast in the Assembly — who wanted to ensure that
Victoria became a fishing mecca — and the programs
he put in place have led to work that is now being
carried on by the current government, and that is a
positive. It is great that the member for Murray Plains
in the Assembly, Peter Walsh, as the former Minister
for Agriculture and Food Security, and Denis Napthine
were able to take the lead in this area. They truly
understand the importance of fishing. They understand
that it is not just about recreation; it is an incredibly
strong and vibrant part of our economy in terms of its
wholesale, resale and recreational benefits. As
Mr Bourman mentioned, fishing has enormous social
benefits to individuals — the relaxation, the socialising
and the friendships formed. These are incredibly strong
aspects to this activity, which has incredibly strong
benefits to Victorians. It is important to Victorians that
they have a government that truly understands the
benefits of recreational fishing.
Boating has been spoken about. This is an incredibly
valuable industry. Caravanning is the same. A lot of
work has been done by Outdoors Victoria in relation to
the sport and recreation portfolio. Outdoors Victoria is a
peak organisation, and it looks after all outdoor
recreational activities. It certainly looks at these outdoor
industries as a driver of regional development.
I will finish off with some statistics. Victoria’s boat
industry employs around 17 000 people, with a
$4.5 billion value to the state’s economy. The bicycle
industry employs around 10 000 people. The combined
annual economic value of Wilsons Promontory, Port
Campbell and the Grampians is around $481 million.
Our alpine resorts are valued at $505 million per year,
and our beach and coastal visits are valued at around
$734 million per year. In outdoor recreation, we have
over 2400 full-time jobs among these operators, and
they turn over $182 million annually.
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This is a huge industry. It is a huge part of what we
believe in. It is what we have stood for in opposition.
The coalition is very proud of what it was able to
deliver when it was in government. It is what we still
stand for now that we find ourselves in opposition. We
hope that the government is strong in its support of
these activities. We hope that the government will stay
true to its word and that it will not go down the track of
introducing more national parks and locking up more of
Victoria than it already has. Only when we see that the
government is going to continue to leave these places
open for activity will we be sure that it is going to be
true to its word.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am delighted
to rise to speak on Mr Bourman’s motion today about
the contribution that outdoor sports, such as shooting,
fishing, boating, camping and four-wheel driving, make
to the state of Victoria, and other such matters. It is a
narrow band of outdoor activities that Mr Bourman has
referred to in his motion, and given the extraordinary
financial contribution that many outdoor activities
make, I wonder why we should not have an
all-encompassing motion that refers to the myriad
activities you can do in our great outdoors.
Mr Bourman talked about the general feel-good feeling
of being in the outdoors, and we in the Greens
absolutely concur with him on that point. We have a
beautiful environment, and we love to enjoy it out
there. We can enjoy it in many ways: walking, cycling,
abseiling, rock climbing, hang-gliding, paragliding,
photography, nature studies, orienteering, caving and
mountaineering. Those of us who like to go into the
forest can do some stag watching. We can try to find
Leadbeater’s possums living in some of the few
remaining habitats in our forests. There is horseriding,
skiing, swimming and mountain biking. For those
vulcanologists out there, I draw the attention of the
house to the Cerberean Caldera, located near Mount
Donna Buang, the 370 million-year-old extinct volcano.
I can assure the house that it is an extinct volcano.
There are many activities that contribute to the
economy of Victoria, and I would like to think that the
house would take note of all of them. Many of those
activities take place in our national parks.
I cannot concur with Mr Drum, who said that having
more national parks means locking up Victoria, because
having more national parks means there is more
opportunity for Victorians to enjoy the great outdoors
and get that general feel-good feeling that Mr Bourman
referred to. I would even go so far as to speculate that
perhaps we would have even more people participating
in fishing, boating, camping and four-wheel driving if
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they were not fearful of a bullet shooting by their ear
while they were doing it.
With that, I would like to draw the attention of the
house to an element of shooting that the Greens have a
contention with, and that is in relation to duck shooting
and the contribution it makes to our economy.
Mr Bourman referred to a study that talked about
$439 million being generated, which further indicated
that $106.3 million of that is strictly related to duck
hunting. I certainly hope those figures have not been
prepared with the same rigour as applied to those
provided by the timber industry, which claims to
employ 21 000 people, even though the Australian
Bureau of Statistics census indicates that there are only
559 jobs in the forest and logging industry. I hope that
these duck-related figures are in no way a reflection of
how the government calculates its logging figures,
because it would be quite distorted.
I would like to draw members attention to an analysis
done by the Australia Institute in relation to duck
hunting, which found that claims that duck hunting or
any recreational hunting contributes significantly to the
economy of Victoria are false. In making these claims
the duck hunting lobby assumes that without hunting
any related expenditure would be lost in Victoria. On
the contrary, the analysis of the Australia Institute
shows that if duck hunters were prevented from hunting
ducks, they would go fishing, hunt other species or go
camping, and that there would be no impact on
expenditure in Victoria from a duck hunting ban.
Revenue from non-hunting tourism is far more
important to Victoria’s economy. I will certainly go on
to speak about that a little bit more. In fact the analysis
of the Australia Institute showed that people would be
less likely to holiday in an area in which duck hunting
took place. I wonder if the figures Mr Bourman quoted
included certain concerned community members. Some
in this chamber might label those community members
protesters, but I like to refer to them as concerned
community members. I am sure they contribute to fuel
consumption and the four-wheel drive aftermarket
industry. I do not think that is purely the domain of
those people participating in those particular outdoor
activities.
I am pleased to hear that socialising does go on during
duck season. In fact the Greens would love it if duck
season was 100 per cent socialising and there was no
shooting. That would be a wonderful outcome for the
health and wellbeing of our community. It would
certainly build family connection, goodwill and good
health at the same time.
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In terms of the motion itself, I wonder whether the
measures available are true measures or massaged
figures. I will quote some real figures on the benefits of
national parks. National parks contribute enormously to
our state and certainly assist those rural and regional
areas that desperately need it, which lends itself to
point 2 of Mr Bourman’s motion. We do not argue that
rural and regional areas desperately need financial
benefits, and certainly there are plenty of opportunities
for them to gain those benefits, particularly through
national parks and nature-based tourism.
I will highlight to members a 12-year-old study which
found that in relation to the Grampians National Park
there was a direct economic input of $189.2 million and
an additional contribution to the state of $246 million.
That study was done back in 2003, so today those
figures would be far greater than that. If you add all of
the benefits that our national parks contribute, they
would have a far greater economic impact than the
hunting industry.
I want to talk about the economic benefits of Parks
Victoria, because there is a direct relationship in terms
of the government employing people through Parks
Victoria. For the period 2013–14 there were
200 employees in regional and metropolitan Victoria
employed by Parks Victoria. The Greens assert that that
is not enough because we do not have enough rangers
on the ground in our national parks. In fact we are
seeing some gates shut because Parks Victoria cannot
maintain our national parks. That is a travesty, and it
means that people cannot enjoy our parks to the great
extent that they want to. The reality is that the total of
41 000 employees is an enormous amount of
employment being generated through Parks Victoria
alone. National parks support an extraordinary amount
of activity in the tourism industry, including
accommodation, tour operators, local restaurants, cafes
and shops. There are enormous benefits to focusing on
national parks.
Why is this motion limited to outdoor sports? Why
does it not fully embrace nature-based tourism?
Nature-based tourism is the way of the future and is
certainly the way forward. It has the ability to grow
Victoria because we have significant natural assets that
people want to come and visit. People want to see what
Victoria has got to offer. According to figures that were
gathered by the National Parks Association of NSW,
nature-based tourism brings $23 billion into the
Australian economy every single year. Tourism is one
of the largest contributors to our economy, and much of
it is derived from our national parks. Their contribution
to our economy cannot be overstated.
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In terms of Victorian national parks, in the year ending
March 2014 the number of travellers who visited a state
or national park increased by 8 per cent to 2.5 million,
and it is estimated that nature-based tourism will
increase by 10 to 30 per cent globally in the next
decade. For those regional and rural areas that
desperately need a vibrant economy, there is no doubt
that nature-based tourism has an enormous role to play
in securing financial viability for those areas.
I note that this motion looks at the financial
contribution and social benefits associated with duck
hunting, but it does not talk about the environmental
benefits or costs. In modern-day accounting and in
undertaking a cost-benefit analysis, you would do a
triple-bottom-line assessment. Just because something
makes money it does not mean it cuts it. Is there a
social benefit and is there an environmental benefit?
These are important considerations that are lacking in
the motion at the moment.
In relation to the environment, there is enormous
support for the Victorian government to expand and
create national parks and conservation reserves, as
shown in a recent survey that was conducted in
October. Victorians do not see the expansion and
creation of national parks by the government as locking
up these areas; they see it as a benefit for the state. If we
evaluate the environmental benefits in any cost-benefit
analysis, we would factor in issues around water. We
know that a pristine and healthy environment has an
enormous impact on not only the water supply but also
the water quality. In Melbourne we are fortunate
because our forebears set aside enormous reserves for
water catchment in our state. We have a great natural
water system with some of the best water in the world.
Any impact on that will be at significant cost to
Melburnians and significant cost to the environment.
We know that Victoria has the most carbon-dense
forests in the world. The mountain ash forests in the
central highlands of Victoria contain more carbon than
any forest anywhere. It is important that that value is
appreciated. We know that the removal of vegetation
has one of the highest impacts in relation to greenhouse
gas emissions, so why would you want to remove
vegetation when people love going to visit it? It is
important to consider that impact. I am not a shooter —
it is not what I do — but if I was playing around in the
bush, I would like there to be some bush out there to be
played in rather than just bare dirt. It is important to
measure those environmental values as well.
Let us talk about the biodiversity outcomes in relation
to an environmental assessment. Our national parks are
really important as places providing refugia for wildlife.
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Where does our wildlife go if there are no national
parks, and where do we go to see our wildlife? I would
hate to think that we would have to rely only on the
Phillip Island Nature Park, as much as it does excellent
work, as the only place we can see a koala because
there were no forests left for koalas to live in. It is a
really important part of the triple bottom line
assessment.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms DUNN — I am not sure whether that was
Mr Bourman or Mr Young, but I am saying that the
environmental impact assessment is an important
element when you are looking at the cost benefits to
regional communities; it is a very important part of it. It
would be remiss of me to say that a part of these
environmental values is around assessing the protection
of endangered species, and with that our own state
fauna emblem, Leadbeater’s possum. Those are all
important considerations and should be part of any
assessment that notes significant contribution.
I turn now to the value of tourism and a place that is
very close to where I am. I see firsthand what happens
in the area of the Yarra Valley and the Dandenong
Ranges. Tourism is valuable to communities and it
fundamentally underpins the local community in that
area, because people can go outdoors and have a full
range of activities available to them. Mount Dandenong
is an old volcano, so they probably will see an old
volcano there, but in relation to what tourism means to
that region of Victoria, $1.01 billion was produced
from tourism in the Yarra Valley and the Dandenong
Ranges, which equates to 13.4 per cent of gross
regional product.
Those figures alone show that we can never turn our
backs on the importance of tourism to regional areas.
Tourism in the region also provided
10 400 employment positions, which amounted to
11.7 per cent of total regional employment. It is a
significant employer and a significant contributor to the
local economy and it needs to be accounted for in
relation to this motion.
I am pleased to see that paragraph (3) of the motion
notes the social benefits and positive impacts that these
types of outdoor activities have on families. It is
important that our families actually spend time with
each other, out there in the great outdoors. I cannot
think of anything better than to be outdoors with my
family. There is no doubt, and there have been many
studies into it, that parks play an integral role in
providing the space to engage in activities that help
form the social bonds and the social fabric that give us
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value as human beings. It is important to note that those
benefits come from our parks. It is an important
element, and I am pleased to see it as part of this
motion.
Another thing we cannot forget when we are talking
about the great outdoors is the cultural value and
recognition of Indigenous people, who have been living
on this land for thousands of years. That is also an
important part of the story of Victoria.
In terms of the last part of the motion that looks at
recognising industry and organisations that encourage
and promote outdoor activities, I particularly pay tribute
to those organisations that currently work tirelessly to
see the introduction of a great forest national park. A
great forest national park would allow a whole range of
outdoor activities and provide a range of economic
advantages to those regions. It would be great to be able
to encourage and promote those organisations, which
include the Royal Society of Victoria, The Wilderness
Society, the Victorian National Parks Association, the
Australian Conservation Foundation, Friends of the
Earth, Places You Love.
Environment groups representing 1.4 million
Australians include Humane Society International,
Birdlife Australia, Environmental Justice Australia,
Environment Victoria, National Trust of Australia
(Victoria), MyEnvironment Inc., Warburton
Environment, Friends of Leadbeater’s Possum,
Healesville Environment Watch Inc., Knitting Nannas
of Toolangi, Yarra Riverkeepers Association, the Field
Naturalists Club of Victoria Inc., Indigenous Flora and
Fauna Association, Bushwalking Victoria,
Bushwalking Australia, Wildlife Victoria, Lawyers for
Forests, Middle Yarra Landcare Network, Friends of
Warrandyte State Park, Wonga Park Environment
Group, Jumping Creek Catchment Landcare Group,
Andersons Creek Catchment Area Landcare Group,
Yarra Ranges Landcare Network, Monbulk Landcare,
Upper Yarra Landcare, Thompsons Road Area
Fireguard and Landcare Group, Southern Ranges
Environment Alliance, Friends of Kurth Kiln, Friends
of Gembrook Park, Say no to Ivy Group, Cardinia Hills
Ragwort and Landcare Group, the Cockatoo Creek
Conservation Group, Puffing Billy Railway and Johns
Hill Landcare Group — a small handful of people who
are incredibly active in relation to encouraging and
promoting outdoor activities and quite specifically the
great forest national park.
I agree with Mr Bourman when he talks about the
double duty of providing income and jobs for people. It
can be done very well. It can be done via nature-based
tourism. It can be done not only with those activities
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listed here but with much more, and it is a great way to
secure the economic future of regional Victoria.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I have much
pleasure in speaking to Mr Bourman’s motion, and I do
so like Mr Drum, as a proud rural Liberal member of
this chamber and also as a man from the land, having
been brought up on a farm and being active in outdoor
pursuits since I was a child. That gives me an
opportunity to relate a brief story in relation to my
introduction to shooting and shotguns.
When I was born at the Freemasons Hospital, my father
very excitedly raced down to Melbourne to see his new
first son. He bought a shotgun on the way. It was a
Merkel under and over shotgun. He proudly showed
my mother his present, before she was able to show her
present to him, being me, and so the gun came first. It
has always been that way in my family ever since. We
have very strong relationships with the Colac Gun Club
and with Holt’s there, which I am sure Mr Bourman
would know, and also with the Winchelsea Gun Club,
the members of which have helped us control many of
the foxes and other vermin we have on our property.
The drives we used to have every Sunday were a really
great social experience.
I have been lucky enough to hike over most of the high
country and alpine country and also to enjoy camping
opportunities there. I have enjoyed learning about much
of the history around Jamieson and the Lovick country.
I feel somewhat blessed that through my school years I
was able to enjoy that experience in the high country —
at Feathertop, Buller and Stirling — as well as living on
the land and knowing how important it is for everyone
to have the opportunity to enjoy the outdoors.
I always run into trouble when I make a contribution
after a member of the Greens has spoken. The trouble
with the Greens is that there is no balance in their
contributions; it is all or nothing. While the motion is
fairly explicit in talking about the importance of
shooting, fishing, boating, camping and four-wheel
driving, I agree with Ms Dunn that there are other
pursuits that can be enjoyed in the outdoors.
Nevertheless, the arguments of the Greens always turn
to their philosophies of non-meat-eating lifestyles and
locking up the national parks or allowing strict access
so that people are not able to enjoy the opportunities
they might well have. There is no mention of the fire
prevention works and vermin control required in some
of the national parks, where there is a requirement to
remove some vegetation to reduce the risk of both the
impact of vermin and the threat of bushfire.
Unfortunately those things never provide a balance
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when a member of the Greens makes a contribution to
debate in this place on national parks or native
vegetation.

Mr Bourman’s motion. One not mentioned is glamping,
or glamorous camping, of which I am a fan — and if
Ms Shing were here, I think she would agree with me.

However, I am on a very strict time limit to allow other
speakers to contribute to the debate. I support all three
paragraphs of the motion. It has been well said that a
significant financial contribution is made by not only
Australians but also our international visitors when
visiting the outdoors and enjoying the sports there. All
the little shops — from the takeaway shops to those
selling bait and others selling outdoor products —
along with Ray’s Outdoors, BCF and Anaconda, which
sell outdoor products, are creating wealth in small
towns.

We enjoy these activities all the more because we get to
participate in them in the beautiful bush and
countryside of Victoria. Only a week ago I spent the
day in the forests of the Yarra Ranges, which is a
beautiful part of our state and awesome country. I really
enjoyed the break and being able to get away. As in so
many other areas across Victoria, thousands of
Victorians as well as many interstate and international
visitors enjoy camping, fishing, four-wheel driving and
numerous other activities in this beautiful environment.

On the financial benefits to rural and regional areas,
many little towns would not exist without tourism —
that is, visitors and people travelling through them
while engaging in outdoor pursuits, whether that be
fishing, boating or shooting. The financial benefits in
dollar terms have already been recognised.
The social benefits are very important. I encourage my
children to get out into the outdoors regularly. As
Ms Dunn said, it is important that as families we do
things in the outdoors. Certainly camping is something
that is easily enjoyed by families. It actually provides
some social interaction rather than people being
concerned with just iPhones, iPads, i-this and i-that.
Camping provides an opportunity for families to share
experiences and have social interaction without the
interruption of modern technology. The first rule when
we go camping is that we ditch all the technology by
leaving it at home. We enjoy the campfire and the
fishing and shooting — and some of the benefits of
those pursuits in eating as well.
I agree that industries and organisations that promote
outdoor activity, particularly in regional Victoria,
should be supported. I know that the Shooters and
Fishers Party has been active in developing policy plans
that encourage governments to invest in those pursuits
in a balanced and environmentally economic way that
does not infringe on the rules of preservation of our
environment but allows us all to enjoy the benefits of
the outdoors. On that basis, I have great pleasure in
supporting Mr Bourman’s motion, and I commend it to
the house.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I will speak briefly in support of this
motion. In starting, I suggest that there would be no-one
in this house and probably not even in this Parliament
who has not enjoyed one or more of the many forms of
outdoor sports and activities mentioned in

In his initial statement Mr Bourman gave many
statistics on the economic benefits across these areas. It
was a really fascinating and well-researched statement.
He pointed out that every week hundreds of towns and
local communities across Victoria are visited by
families, members of sporting clubs and social groups,
and tourists. These groups are there to participate in one
of the many sporting or other outdoor activities that are
available to us all. On virtually every occasion these
visits leave the towns and communities a little better off
economically and a little better off for the social
inclusion they provide.
Anything that contributes so much to the health and
wellbeing of our fellow Victorians and to the
communities they support should be actively
encouraged and supported by the government elected
by those same Victorians. We are all aware of the
physical, social and economic damage caused by the
problems of obesity, stress and other health issues
associated with the pressures of our increasingly
sedentary lifestyle. Governments at all levels are
attempting to deal with these issues through more
community engagement and by advocating for a
healthier lifestyle.
Few things demonstrate a healthy lifestyle more than
participation in sporting and other outdoor activities. It
has long been understood that people who regularly
participate in these kinds of activities are less likely to
suffer from health problems than those who do not. At a
time when we see our health services dealing with more
and more stress-related illnesses and when the health
and fitness of our children is at alarmingly low levels,
anything that can be done to promote a healthier
lifestyle should be encouraged.
I felt that the focus of Mr Bourman’s motion was on the
healthy impact on families of outdoor activities. It also
directs our focus to something we should consider very
closely. While many of us participate in and enjoy the
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activities mentioned in this motion, we very rarely stop
to consider the social and economic impact they have
on our state. This motion is a very timely reminder of
that. Mr Bourman has reminded us that while we are
participating in the activities of our choice, whether it
be four-wheel driving, camping, glamping, fishing or
any of the dozens of other activities, we should not take
for granted the freedom we have to do so here in
Victoria and the availability and accessibility of the
land and countryside in which we undertake those
activities.
Maybe this motion would best be seen as the
re-emergence of an issue that is often placed on the
backburner by successive governments, an issue that
does not get the real attention it deserves. It is often said
that markets are guided by the wallets of consumers.
We can also say that governments are guided by the
actions of their constituents. I believe Mr Bourman is
representing not only constituents but the groups that
make up and speak for the participants in the many
outdoor activities and sports referred to in this motion.
I encourage the government to look closely at this
motion and the reasons why it has been brought before
us today. I hope that something constructive comes out
of our debate and that this is considered to be more than
just a feel-good motion. I hope that broader actions and
inquiries by the government could result in something
positive for the countless Victorians and visitors to our
state who participate in these activities. I am pleased to
support this broad and far-reaching motion today.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I rise today to
speak on the motion put forward by my colleague
Mr Bourman. It would come as no surprise to anyone
that the Shooters and Fishers Party has moved a motion
of this type, but some might argue about its importance,
and they have argued about that with me. That is just
the point. This motion is about demonstrating how
important these things are to our way of life and to the
great state of Victoria. The motion gives examples of
fishing, shooting, four-wheel driving and camping.
However, it encompasses a vast range of activities that
can be enjoyed in the wilderness of Victoria. I have
enjoyed listening to the contributions of other members
on the things they do.
I started fishing at a very young age. My old man and I
used to spend countless nights on the bay in a little
timber boat with a putt putt motor that he called a
clinker. We also had a property at Nagambie where I
used to do a lot of freshwater fishing in channels and
dams and things like that. However, I found my real
passion was for shooting. I was a little bit older when I
started that, and hunting with dad was always
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something I really enjoyed. Target shooting followed
that, and now that I have a bit of financial stability,
collecting.
Over the years I have noticed that people spend a hell
of a lot of money pursuing these activities, so much so
that there have been several studies commissioned to
determine just how much. One thing that is often
examined is where this money flows. Again and again
it is shown that people pursuing these activities spend a
large portion of it in regional Victoria. It goes into small
towns. There are two tiers to the cash flow from these
activities. There is the money that is spent directly to
participate — ammunition, bait, fuel, food,
accommodation and other gear — and then there is the
flow-on effect. There are small country businesses
everywhere that benefit from the increased tourism and
the sheer number of people who travel across Victoria
for no other reason than to pursue their hobby.
The industries that are supported by this direct
expenditure are quite numerous, and I could not list
them all, but they include camping stores, gun shops,
tackle shops, tyre dealers and other retail stores. Then
there is the boating manufacture industry, which has a
huge local industry potential. I believe the boatbuilding
trade should be recognised in Victoria, and that is
possibly something to talk about at a later date. Other
industries include mechanics and vehicle maintenance
and modification services, service stations, general
stores and supermarkets. Even veterinarians benefit.
You would not believe how well some gun dogs are
looked after.
Then there is the local expenditure. I have just
mentioned the shops and businesses in local areas, but
the expenditure also extends to caravan parks, local
pubs and restaurants, and there is a variety of flow-on
effects for the towns in which this occurs. This happens
all over the state and is concentrated in certain areas
depending on the activity. For example, at the opening
of the duck season there are convoys of people heading
north to the Kerang wetlands, south to Geelong’s Lake
Connewarre State Game Reserve, east to Gippsland
where the Field and Games Australia Heart Morass is
located, or even west to Lake Toolondo which had a
ripper season this year thanks to the government’s
action on delivering water.
I know all too well the stress and impatience during the
height of snapper season when you encounter a back-up
of boats waiting to use the Altona boat ramp that
stretches for miles. This does not just happen at that
location, it happens at boat ramps all around the
Victorian coast. Keen fishermen attempt to escape work
early one afternoon, only to find that it takes hours just

OUTDOOR SPORTS
Wednesday, 24 June 2015

COUNCIL

to get the damn boat in the water. Nonetheless, people
from all over the state flock to the bay to go out to try
their luck, and might I add that the fees for launching
boats are not cheap.
While all of these Victorians are travelling across the
state, near and far, they stop in those small regional
towns. It was recently estimated — and, yes, I bring
this up again — that hunting alone is worth more than
$439 million to Victoria. This was shown in a study
commissioned by the former Victorian Department of
Primary Industries in 2013, which left a few things out,
in my opinion. It did not take into account the hunting
of pests for mitigation purposes only and those who are
listed as having a licence for primary production only
were not surveyed, so the economic benefit and impact
on their trade as farmers was not taken into account.
This was recreational hunting only. As I said, hunting is
worth $439 million. It is an industry in itself.
We have not even begun to estimate how much
Victorians spend on target shooting. For quite a few
years I spent more on smashing clays than I did ducks,
as you can do it all year round. That put a lot of
pressure on my dad when he was financing me as a kid
and then on me as an apprentice on pretty average
wages. But we loved to do it, and nothing stopped us.
The figure of $439 million is not to be scoffed at, and it
is growing every year. More people are getting
involved, and the demographic is swinging to include a
large number of women and children, which is
absolutely fantastic to see and very encouraging. There
are 200 000 or so licensed shooters who just love to
spend money on their sport.
However, shooters are outnumbered by fishermen by
nearly 4 to 1, and that will be 5 to 1 if the government
has any measure of success with its Target One Million
plan. It is a shame it has not adopted a similar policy to
target 1 million shooters. Currently there are over
700 000 fishermen in Victoria, and their fishing habits
are divided equally between marine fishing and inland
fishing. Most of the marine fishing I have done has
been in the bay, and as for inland fishing — guess
where that happens? It is not in the city, it is in regional
Victoria. It is not uncommon to see a tinnie being
dragged up the highway as a few mates get away for
the weekend or a family all packed into one car with
several fishing rods poked awkwardly over the shoulder
of one unlucky child. Fishermen are everywhere, and
that is why in 2008–09 the estimated direct expenditure
on fishing was $2.3 billion.
It is very hard to argue that shooting is not a major
contributor to the Victorian economy in its own right,
but it is absolutely impossible to say that the fishing and
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boating industries are not. The boating industry
captures a wide range of people too. You have the little
guy with his 10-foot tinnie that he might push out onto
a lake or river to try his luck at a cod, and then you have
the monstrous vessels that are taken offshore to partake
in open-water fishing, vessels which often have a large
range of bells and whistles hanging off them.
As a part of what I do as a shooter or a fisherman I use
vehicles when I have to. When I go out onto a lake to
shoot ducks I am in a boat. If I try to get into
somewhere dangerous to shoot a deer, I am in a
four-wheel drive. But there are many people who use
those vehicles for their primary activity. Four-wheel
driving is a growing sport, and I have a few mates who
are becoming quite competitive. Many getaways are
spent trekking across the high country in four-wheel
drive vehicles on which there has been an enormous
investment in equipment and accessories, an investment
that was made in Victoria. How many people make the
trip north for a camping weekend along the Murray to
watch the Southern 80? That is another activity centred
on how much money someone can pour into a boat to
make it faster.
The social benefits of these activities are enormous.
The first thing I think of when talking about social
benefits is being happy — how happy it makes us to do
these things. I am happy when I am out participating in
these things, and I know everyone else around me is
too. I look forward to getting out there, and the more I
can do it the happier I am. There is the physical activity.
I tend to lose a lot of weight during the hunting season,
especially when we get a good quail season and there is
a lot of walking, and I find it really beneficial. It does
not matter what you are doing, whether it be walking
through the bush; wading — there is a lot of wading;
pulling up a big fish, which is quite strenuous; or even
digging out your stuck four-wheel drive.
The most important thing I see as a social benefit is
time spent with friends and family. Some of my most
cherished memories are camping trips with my dad and
all his mates, who I do not get to see a lot these days
except on those trips. I look forward to being away just
with that close group. I have a lot of cherished
memories of being with my grandfather. I will always
remember the time I spent with him, and that would not
have happened apart from these activities.
Then there is the one we all need — time away from
work. Something I hear quite often, especially being in
this job, is ‘I can’t wait to get out of the city’. I have
never really spent a lot of time in the city; I actually
hate being in the city. I cannot stand it. It depresses me,
so I hear often from people who say, ‘I just can’t wait to
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get out of here and out into the country’. That is what it
is all about: escaping the hustle and bustle of this kind
of life.
These activities have a whole range of social benefits,
and they also bring people together. There are clubs and
organisations that bring people from everywhere. The
Sporting Shooters Association of Australia has
33 000 members and over 17 branches, and Field and
Game Australia has 17 000 members and 60 branches. I
have a mile-long list of fishing clubs up in my office. I
could not list them all, but so many people come
together to share a common interest. There are other
clubs for four-wheel driving, trail riding, fossicking —
you name it, there is a club.
These are all things that make a better Victoria, a
happier Victoria, a place where people will travel from
all over the country to get a taste of what we have right
at our back door. The government has the ability to
influence all of this, and it does so quite often.
Unfortunately it is often in a negative way, through
restrictions and regulations that bring us closer to being
the ultimate nanny state. People are discouraged from
participating in many activities, and I do not believe it
is right for the government to actively discourage
participation in something that brings so many great
things to the people of our state. Ultimately I would like
to see a reduction in red tape and stupid regulations that
may prevent someone from getting outside, being
active and having a healthier and happier life.
Lastly, I will touch on Scouts Victoria, which is a
wonderful organisation that actively engages
21 000 young Victorians in a wide range of outdoor
activities that lead on to some of the recreational
endeavours I have spoken about today. Children as
young as six are getting out into the great outdoors,
away from their computer, their iPad and social media,
and are enjoying life. It would be a real shame if these
kids grew up and gave up on those things they love
doing because it was too expensive or simply too hard.
The government can ensure that this does not happen.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on this motion, and I congratulate Mr Bourman for
bringing this very important motion to the chamber.
This motion is about our lifestyle in country Victoria,
but it is also a motion about activities that are important
economic drivers of the country Victorian economy.
In country Victoria our young people do not have the
MCG in their backyard so that they can go to the footy
every weekend. They do not have the galleries they can
visit that metropolitan people do. Getting out into the
outdoors is what our young people do, and it is what a
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few of us older people do as well. Whether it be getting
out onto the Goulburn, the Murray, Lake Eildon, Lake
Mulwala or Lake Eppalock, or into the high country or
Strathbogies, or into the Barmah or Gunbower forest,
the outdoors is our backyard, and that is where our
people go on the weekend.
Outdoor sport is very important to the lifestyle of
country Victorians, but it is also very important to our
economy. It not only drives local tourism with visitors
from Melbourne and elsewhere but also provides a
great opportunity for people to come and see our
regions more broadly. They then often come back for
other reasons. Whether it be four-wheel driving, riding
trail bikes, skiing on either water or snow, driving
speedboats, camping, fishing, hunting, bushwalking or
birdwatching in country Victoria, these are the activities
we participate in and that people from Melbourne and
elsewhere enjoy. They come to our region and drive our
economy through tourism by participating in these
activities.
Ms Dunn mentioned there were 2.5 million visitors to
Victoria’s national parks and state parks in the year
ending March 2014. A vast majority of them probably
participated in the types of activities that I have
outlined. The economic activity is more than just
tourism. It drives local employment, and we have some
wonderful facilities. To see how important outdoor life
is to country Victorians you only need to see the shops
in country Victoria that are there to service this type of
activity. The favourite for my nephews is Trelly’s
Fishing & Hunting World in Shepparton. Trelly is a
hero in our household and has been a good friend of
mine since we were teenagers. But you also see the big
stores that have started up: the BCFs and Ray’s
Outdoors. They would not be there unless people really
enjoyed these activities and wanted to get out into the
outdoors.
We see Boats and More Shepparton, which is another
great facility that sells speedboats for people who are on
the Murray or up at Eildon. The houseboat hire activity
on Lake Eildon drives the economy around the Eildon
area. The bait shops, takeaway shops, pubs and
restaurants benefit from this tourism, as do the caravan
parks, motels, service stations and many more.
Outdoor sports are an important part of our lifestyle and
economy in country Victoria. I thank Mr Bourman for
bringing this motion to the house. The debate has
enabled us to convey to the city members of Parliament
just how important these activities are to those of us
who live in regional Victoria.
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Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It is clear
from the contributions to the debate today that most
people agree with the content and spirit of my motion,
and it is clear that pretty well everyone has a connection
to the outdoors in one way or another. I will not thank
everyone, but I want to give the Greens a bit of a
thankyou for the lengthy and ultimately irrelevant
discourse on my motion.
Motion agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Budget update: report 2014–15
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a contribution on the budget update 2014–15. In
doing so, I want to draw attention to a number of key
aspects, particularly matters around the planning
portfolio and the regulation of our building system, our
building practices and our building codes. Building is a
very important part of our economy. It is the largest
employer in our economy, and it is critical to providing
housing for our population, with the aim of providing
safe housing that is affordable, available and of a
sufficient variety that all different types, sizes and
variations of families are able to find suitable
accommodation at a reasonable cost.
I note the recent occurrences where the risks of
inappropriate building practices have come to the fore
in relation to the Lacrosse building site in Docklands.
This is a major point that our community needs to focus
on. We need to have a system where not only do we
have products that are of a sufficient standard and
reliability, whether they are manufactured locally or
brought into the country, but we also have testing
facilities in place that are of sufficient quality to enable
the assurance of products of the type that are used in
our construction industry. We need to have the
architecture and design capacity to make sure that
buildings are designed in such a way that they use
products of that reliable and sufficient quality, as I have
outlined. We then need to have builders who are
capable, appropriately qualified, appropriately
registered and able to use those products and build to a
design in a reliable format.
We need also to have in place appropriate surveying. I
pay tribute to the work of building surveyors and note
the vital role they play in our building system statewide.
The certification of building steps that is inherent in the
work they do and the guarantees they provide mean we
need to ensure that their capacities and qualities are also
up to the task.
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I note the series of issues involved in the Lacrosse
building fire and the terrible problems that occurred
there. There were items on one of the balconies which
led to the risk of a fire starting on that balcony. There
were subsequent matters that occurred in terms of the
fire itself which proved to be a challenge for the
firefighters to manage.
I note the letter sent in recent months to registered
building practitioners by the CEO of the Victorian
Building Authority, Prue Digby. It is an important piece
of correspondence. I know that steps have been
launched to review perhaps 170 buildings in total, and
that set of steps is entirely appropriate and important in
ensuring that what has been built is safe. I note also that
the cladding under discussion with respect to the
Lacrosse building needs to be of the type that is suitable
for purpose. It needs to be certified by the appropriate
testing laboratories, and there needs to be in place
proper design and construction steps to ensure that
buildings are able to be built to the appropriate quality.
It is important that we ensure that this is not about one
particular brand. This is about the quality of all of these
products and the quality of the system that is in place to
ensure that we are able to guarantee a high quality of
construction.
I welcome some of the steps. I note that regulatory gaps
may well be exposed, and I know that federal and state
ministers are going to need to work their way through
these points. These are critical steps — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Davis’s time has expired.

Auditor-General: Technical and Further
Education Institutes — 2014 Audit Snapshot
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — We are
experiencing an economy in the middle of a transition.
There are a number of reasons for that, as has been
discussed in debate on a number of motions in this
house over the past few weeks. One is the terms of
trade going into a period of rapid decline, which is
changing the investment patterns across the economy.
Another is trade opportunities with Asia, and another is
changing consumer demand patterns. There are also
changes to the macroeconomic environment, such as
the declining dollar and downward pressure on interest
rates. Together they all lead to a change in employment
patterns across the economy and to the realistic
expectation that we will continue to see changing
employment patterns. What this means is that we need
a vital and strong training system from high school
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right through the vocational education and training
(VET) sector and higher education.
This is a really important report in that context. What it
says is that there are some serious challenges in the
TAFE sector, which is a core element of the VET
sector. One of the core conclusions of this audit
snapshot for 2014 is that there was a further
deterioration in the financial performance of the TAFE
sector in 2014. In particular, of the 10 TAFEs that
provided financial reports for this report, there was a
combined net deficit of $84.3 million in 2014 compared
to a combined net deficit of $15.1 million across the
sector in 2013.
Digging down further beneath those headline figures,
there were six TAFEs that were assessed by the
Victorian Auditor-General as having high financial
sustainability risks and short-term challenges that
needed to be addressed. In addition, there were nine
TAFEs that were identified as having longer term
financial sustainability risks. I will quote a sentence
from that report. The Auditor-General concluded:
While some steps have been taken by the sector to respond to
the structural changes, bigger steps are needed by TAFE
boards and the Department of Education and Training to turn
around the financial decline within the sector.

Bigger change is needed. It is worth noting that the
report says, at page 7, that following the 2014 election
significant changes occurred and significant additional
funding entered the pipeline. It is noted that following
the election new funding of $320 million over five
years was announced. That included $20 million which
had been injected as a priority — an urgent injection
that had been allocated by 31 December 2014. That
represented a response by the government to the core
financial weakness in the sector and to the deteriorating
position that had been identified by the
Auditor-General.
It is also worth noting a couple of other conclusions in
the report. The Auditor-General concluded that some
positive changes had occurred in relation to
performance reporting — for example, moving away
from measuring TAFE performance against a suite of
mandated indicators across all institutions. However,
the Auditor-General also said:
Performance reporting could be further improved by setting
KPIs for all strategic objectives.

In addition, then, to providing more money — better
funding — we need to continue to strengthen the
performance reporting environment of the TAFE
sector.
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Another element of the financial risk management and
evaluation processes that the Auditor-General
examined was the risk management systems that the
various TAFEs had in place. The Auditor-General
identified a number of ways in which those risk
management processes could be strengthened. This is
therefore not just about better funding, as much as that
is necessary to improve the sector; a number of
recommendations relating to performance reporting and
risk management are important to note. I applaud the
reporting of the financial status of the TAFE sector. The
core finding — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Auditor-General: Operational Effectiveness of
the myki Ticketing System
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
will make a statement today about the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report entitled Operational
Effectiveness of the myki Ticketing System of June
2015. The top-secret business case that led to the
$1.5 billion myki mess promised a cost-effective and
faultless system that would potentially allow for new
time-of-use fares. This business case spruiked
disposable short-term tickets and said that smart cards
would eventually be used to pay for car parking, gallery
admission fees and even some school costs.
What was promised was: there would be disposable
short-term tickets for tourists and non-regular users —
the system failed there; there would be ticket and
top-up machines on transport similar to the Metcard
system — it failed there; cards would be able to be used
to pay for parking and museum entry fees in the
future — it failed there; smart cards would provide
$4 million to $5 million in added revenue every year —
it failed there; the cards would allow people to touch on
in 0.4 seconds — it failed there; the government could
increase fares easily and without fanfare — it did not
allow the government to do that; the system could be
used to create peak and off-peak fares — it failed there;
the system could be introduced in 2007 — it failed
there; and the rollout would take 6 to 12 months — and
it failed there.
The bungled document predicted that a new smart card
ticketing system would cost $753.6 million, although
the authors admitted that final figures were hard to
predict. When the smart card contract was signed in
2005, its budget was almost $1 billion, which
eventually blew out to over $1.5 billion. Consultants
and executives from the then Transport Ticketing
Authority said the smart card would be easy to use and
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reliable. The business case is reported to have said, ‘In
short, it would substantially improve the customer
experience’. I would ask people on the public transport
system if they think that is true.
The consultants and executives did acknowledge the
potential for slippage in the rollout timeline, which was
supposed to start in metropolitan areas in January 2007
but did not begin until late 2009. The document was
written in April 2004, two months after the then
Minister for Transport, Peter Batchelor, endorsed smart
cards. The government made a decision to go ahead
with something and then wrote the business case. Labor
has form on this.
Let me tell members what the Victorian
Auditor-General said in his report:
The implementation of myki experienced significant delays
and related cost increases, due largely to deficiencies in the
original contract and governance arrangements.
This has resulted in a poor outcome for Victoria’s public
transport system and users, which has compromised
achievement of myki’s original business case objectives and
related benefits.
The overly ambitious and vaguely specified initial project
scope and contract for myki contributed to this outcome.
These deficiencies meant the state was not in a position to
assure it was paying for a ticketing system that met clearly
articulated and agreed performance standards — particularly
during the initial build and rollout.

If members look across the globe at other smart cards,
they will see that Hong Kong delivered its Octopus card
in three years, Perth its SmartRider card in four years,
Houston its Q card in five years, London its Oyster card
in six years and the Netherlands its OV-chipkaart in
seven years. In Victoria it took nine years, and those
opposite still have not got it right. This is a typical
bungled Labor project. We have seen plenty of them. It
was a disaster, and it continues to be one. It is just like
the desalination plant, which Victorians are paying
$1.8 million every single day for — another bungled
Labor project. Labor spent $640 million not to build a
road in this state — not to build a road — such is the
hypocrisy, something Mr Dalidakis talks about, of the
Labor Party. Everything Labor touches it stuffs up. This
has been a total mess in Victoria — a mess the Labor
Party started, yet it denies responsibility for fixing it.
Myki, the desalination plant, the north–south
pipeline — Daniel Andrews, the Premier, is building a
state of white elephants, and this is another example of
Labor’s mismanagement. Labor members cannot
manage money, they cannot manage projects and they
cannot manage the Victorian economy. They sit there
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and say not a word about this. They started it, they
stuffed it up and they should fix it. It is about time they
put their hand on their hearts and said, ‘They were
wrong. They need to look the people of Victoria in the
eye and say, ‘We will fix it’. Right now Daniel
Andrews, Tim Pallas, the Treasurer, and Jacinta Allan,
the Minister for Public Transport, are deficient in their
jobs, and they owe Victorians.

Auditor-General: Operational Effectiveness of
the myki Ticketing System
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) report tabled in Parliament, Operational
Effectiveness of the myki Ticketing System. We are all
aware of the myki ticketing system’s chequered history,
so I read the report with genuine interest. The rest of the
developed world has a transport smart card system, so it
was inevitable that Victoria would eventually follow
suit. There has been much criticism of the myki card
since its introduction in 2012 — most of it probably
deserved. On reading the report I see that overcharging
has been the single most common complaint from myki
users since its rollout. The operational performance of
myki has also attracted significant complaint from
users. The previous system, Metcard, was also fraught
with problems — hence the move to a system of
operation that would better serve Victorian commuters.
I think we need to go back in time and get a picture of
how public transport users used to get around
Melbourne and country Victoria. For about 80 years the
travelling public was used to a conductor and cash
payments on the day of travel. It was a culture shock for
most people to have to pre-plan their method of
payment for public transport. If you asked the average
person in the street their preference, I know they would
say to bring the conductors back. But that would be
turning back the clock. In today’s world of automation
and growing population, it is imperative that we move
with the rest of the developed world and adapt
ourselves to changing times.
A review of myki took place in late 2010 to determine
its future. The coalition government decided to stick
with myki, but the modifications made to myki’s
original scope further extended its delivery time frames
and changed the way the state pays for the system. The
current myki contract is due to expire in June 2016,
with an option to extend it for a further six months, to
December 2016. Public Transport Victoria is currently
planning the myki re-tender, which it expects to
complete by November 2016. While the VAGO report
states that the cost of myki has been significantly higher
than expected, it also says Public Transport Victoria has
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improved oversight and management of the myki
contractor.
While myki is still plagued by delays and the travelling
public is not altogether happy with being
overcharged — nor should it be — ongoing
improvements to the system are necessary to its
survival. The myki re-tender is due next year, so it is
imperative that myki take up and implement the
Auditor-General’s recommendations. To this end I fully
support the recommendations of the VAGO report.

Auditor-General: Operational Effectiveness of
the myki Ticketing System
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise this afternoon and speak to the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO) report
Operational Effectiveness of the myki Ticketing System
of June 2015. From the contributions we have heard in
the chamber over the last 15 minutes or so, and the
interjections from government benches, it is clear this is
a very important report. It highlights the many failings
of this ticketing system, which has a very long and sad
history.
The Auditor-General’s report makes reference to a
number of previous reports examining the myki system:
the Victorian Ombudsman’s 2011 Own Motion
Investigation into ICT-enabled Projects, conducted
jointly with VAGO; the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s 2012 Inquiry into Effective Decision
Making for the Successful Delivery Of Significant
Infrastructure Projects; and related internal reviews
undertaken by the Department of Treasury and Finance
in 2011 and 2014. That says an enormous amount about
the state of the myki ticketing system when the
coalition came to government in late 2010. It was a
complete and utter mess. It was plagued with
significant and real concerns, not only financial but
operational as well.
The Auditor-General has referred to a number of those
concerns in this report, including those relating to
performance. The report also highlights the ‘poor initial
planning’ that resulted in ‘myki’s original scope and
contract being vaguely specified and overly ambitious’.
Those remarks are in the opening comments. The report
goes on to talk about the cost of developing myki. This
is where I think Victorians were absolutely horrified at
the actions of the former Labor government, which
could not manage a project. This was one of the ICT
projects that blew out under Labor by a most
extraordinary amount. It was budgeted for around
$494 million and blew out to over $1.5 billion. It is an
extraordinary amount of money — a billion dollars
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blown because Labor could not get this right at the
outset, and that is because it has a very poor record in
managing projects and in managing money.
Mr Elasmar spoke about the significant complaints
from consumers, and many other ticketing systems
around the world are far simpler, are better understood
by commuters and would have been far cheaper. We
have all experienced problems with the myki ticketing
system, and when in opposition the then shadow
Minister for Public Transport, Fiona Richardson, called
on the government to rethink its decision to scrap the
short-term tickets and rip ticket vending machines out
of trams. In December 2012 she said:
The Liberal government’s decision to remove single-use
tickets will leave commuters with no fallback option and will
make the transition to myki even more difficult.

In the same month she called on the Liberal
government to:
… reverse this ridiculous decision to remove single-use
tickets.

Now Labor is in government — and this is typical and
a very common theme with Labor governments — it
says one thing before the election and then does
another. In March 2015 in the Herald Sun the now
Labor government disclosed the following:
The Labor government says it won’t bring back single-use
tickets or return ticket machines to trams, despite arguing
strongly for that to happen when in opposition.

This is becoming and a tedious and common theme —
the government says one thing in opposition and, for
political purposes, says another in government. It is
very deceitful for the Victorian community.
The Herald Sun article states further:
The state government … confirmed that it was not
considering reintroducing single-use tickets or the machines
on trams to buy them.

Again the coalition was left with this dreadful debacle
of a ticketing system. It undertook significant reform to
get it to where it is. It is not a legacy of the former
coalition government, it is a legacy of Labor. It cannot
manage money, and it cannot manage projects.

Auditor-General: Palliative Care
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s report into
palliative care in Victoria — a very important
component of our health care system. The concept of
dying and death can be a very confronting prospect for
a person suffering with a terminal illness and also for
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their loved ones, doing their utmost to care for them as
best they can. For the sufferer, fully understanding their
prognosis, considering the options and deciding what
kind of care they would prefer can be extremely
emotional and at times complex.
In Victoria about 36 000 people die each year. This
figure is predicted to double in the next 25 years. Of
this figure, about half will die following a period of
chronic illness, including cancer, stroke, heart disease
and neurological disease. Patients suffering from these
chronic illnesses with a terminal prognosis would
receive the most benefit from the palliative care
program. Through managing pain and distressing
symptoms, the palliative care program in Victoria aims
to improve the quality of life of patients, making it
easier to make the necessary decisions about how
patients want to be cared for as they die. We have all
seen a family member or friend who unfortunately has
needed to receive palliative care, and despite the
heartache that accompanies this situation, I am sure all
members would agree that the way in which palliative
care is provided is extremely supportive, especially in
the way patients transition through the services.
Victoria upholds the World Health Organisation’s
definition of palliative care, which is intended neither to
hasten nor postpone death. In Victoria palliative care
services are provided across a range of services, with
the majority of services provided in community
settings. The report states:
With the population ageing and the need for palliative care on
the rise, health services and community palliative care
organisations face increasing pressure to manage the often
complex needs of patients, their carers and families. There is
also a shift in preference for palliative care to be provided in
the home.

This will require further coordination in the future.
The Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS) plays an essential part in ensuring that the
palliative care sector is prepared for these increased
projections. I will refer to a few key findings which the
report has uncovered. It found that DHHS further
clarified its priorities in 2011 in its strategic directions;
however, progress in some areas has been slow, and
problems with its performance monitoring framework
make it difficult for DHHS to meaningfully track and
report on how effectively these objectives have been
implemented. It also found that the demands on health
services and community palliative care organisations
are escalating. The community sector and inpatient
hospital services are being forced to become more agile
to accommodate people’s wishes, in particular when
their final wish is to die comfortably at home.
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The report states that patients should be supported to
die in their place of choice, be that in hospital or in their
home. The provision of palliative care services at home
is more cost-effective than in hospital. However, some
metropolitan community palliative care services are
struggling to cope with increasing demand. This means
that some patients cannot access palliative services in
their home, and this combined with increasing stress on
carers at the end of life can result in people spending
their last days in their less preferred and more
expensive hospital setting. The report also states that
there is more that could be done for carers and families.
Further work is needed to ensure that carers and
families can access support at critical times.
Whilst Victoria is a leader in providing effective and
supportive palliative care in Australia it is important
that we continue to offer this essential service in the
future and address the report’s findings. It is important
that DHHS sets clear expectations for delivery of
palliative care services across Victoria and provides the
necessary funding to health services and community
organisations to ensure that people who wish to die at
home are able to do so.
I commend this report to the house.

Auditor-General: Operational Effectiveness of
the myki Ticketing System
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Victorian Auditor-General’s report into the
operational effectiveness of the myki ticketing system,
to commend his recent report into myki and to talk
about the debacle that has been the introduction of
Victoria’s smart card ticketing system.
Like many Victorians, I have been an exasperated
observer of the rollout of myki. Unfortunately the
Auditor-General’s report comes as no surprise to me,
nor to the long-suffering public transport users of
Melbourne. The evidence of the mess is stark, and it is
spread over 10 years. Completion was three and a half
years overdue. There was a $550 million cost blowout,
which is 55 per cent over budget. The public transport
ombudsman was swamped with over 5400 complaints.
Technical problems destroyed public confidence in the
system and led to many people being overcharged,
including as recently as a couple of weeks ago, when
one poor commuter was facing a $2.7 million myki
commute bill. The cause is said to be deficiencies in
contract and governance arrangements, roles and
responsibilities not being well defined or implemented,
poorly defined functional performance requirements
and unrealistic delivery time frames.
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The Auditor-General’s report card is clear: it was a fail.
The report card reads like a case study from the
appendix of a Management 101 textbook called How to
Stuff Up a Public Transport Ticketing System. The
question is: what has the government learnt from this
experience? The Auditor-General points to major
problems in inter-agency coordination. He points to the
decision to keep the myki business case secret under
cabinet-in-confidence conventions. The business case is
the foundation document in a major project like this. It
is where the operational functions are detailed and
modelled. It is like trying to build a rocket where the
first step is to lock the design plans in a safe and throw
away the key and the second step is to let three
government agencies come up with their own design
plans and then see what happens.
The Auditor-General points out that the implementation
of myki occurred alongside rolling reviews of ticketing
and reviews of myki itself. Indeed reports into the
dangers and pitfalls of automated fare collection dating
back to the early 1990s should have paved the way for a
much better system — lessons that should have been
learnt from when Metcard was implemented in the
1980s. In the 1998 Metcard review the Auditor-General
found that:
… the decision to fast-track Metcard’s implementation
resulted in a failure to properly analyse the system’s costs and
benefits, and set unrealistic milestones, leading to delays.

The Auditor-General has reflected on the results of four
other reviews of myki since 2011. These earlier myki
reports all found the same problems, with roles and
responsibilities not being clearly defined. These
reviews found that the original contract was large,
complex and outcomes based. In all this mess
something is crystal clear. The government has not
learnt from the past, and secrecy in major projects
produces problems.
The Auditor-General finds that the
cabinet-in-confidence veil of secrecy around the
original myki business case and the secrecy
surrounding all major project business cases is a
dominant cause of problems. He notes that the
Department of Treasury and Finance itself wrote to the
Department of Premier and Cabinet in 2012 asking for
all major project business cases to be exempted from
cabinet-in-confidence conventions. The Department of
Treasury and Finance is yet to receive a response.
Far from providing the standard we all expect, the
government is like a goldfish in a fish bowl. Victorians
are watching the government swimming around in the
bowl, banging into the same rock time and again, and
the rock it is banging into is cabinet confidentiality. In
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particular the Greens hope the Auditor-General’s
warnings in relation to the re-tendering of myki in less
than 12 months will convert into an upgrade in
management techniques within Public Transport
Victoria.
But we deserve more than hope; we want to know what
the government is planning to do in a systemic way to
ensure that the project management disasters of myki
do not happen again. In particular, will the government
release the original myki business case to Public
Transport Victoria so it can manage the re-tendering
process with a complete set of foundation documents?
Or will Public Transport Victoria have to source the
documents directly from the Herald Sun due to cabinet
confidentiality conventions?

Supreme Court of Victoria: report 2013–14
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to take the opportunity to speak on the Supreme
Court of Victoria 2013–14 Annual Report. I
congratulate Chief Justice Marilyn Warren, the
judiciary in both the criminal and civil divisions, and
court staff — judicial, administrative, security and
others — on the many achievements that are
highlighted in this very interesting report. I congratulate
them on their dedication to addressing the many
challenges the court has faced and continues to face.
As I mentioned, this report is very interesting, and I
recommend it to all members of Parliament and
members of the community if they want to know what
the Supreme Court does and how it does it. Of
particular significance are the reforms to criminal
appeals in the Court of Appeal and preparations for the
implementation of similar reforms for civil appeals.
Alternative dispute resolution provided by associate
judges has been very important in providing litigators
and the public with a faster resolution of cases at no
cost. This saves time that would otherwise be taken up
by judges in the preparation of judgements.
A highlight of the report was to read about the activities
of the Aboriginal Cultural Awareness Committee,
chaired by Justice Kaye, which was established to
address two recommendations from the 1991 report of
the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in
Custody. The committee, in conjunction with the
Judicial College of Victoria, seeks to educate judicial
officers about the cultural and socio-economic issues
that affect Aboriginal people who come before the
courts.
Another highlight of the report was to read about the
development of the Law Library of Victoria. In 2014,
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after a year of collaborative effort toward combined
purchasing, the four jurisdictions authorised the law
library to negotiate and manage annual subscriptions on
behalf of the courts. This is a landmark achievement
and the first realisation of what is envisaged in the
creation of a law library. It is being achieved through
the combined efforts of the court’s administration and
the judiciary, and it continues to be a focus for the
director, with further benefits anticipated in the year
ahead.
The report outlines future challenges that exist for the
court in criminal matters arising from changes to the
sentencing regime introduced by the previous
government. The introduction of baseline sentencing is
likely to impact on the sentencing discretion that the
law commits to judges, the court’s approach to
non-parole periods, the interplay between head
sentences and non-parole periods, and the classification
of the seriousness of offences during plea hearings.
Fixed sentences and the removal of sentencing
consideration of mitigating circumstances may also
increase the disincentive to plead. As a consequence
there is likely to be an increase in the prison population
and in correction costs, fewer guilty pleas and more
delays and greater complexities in both the trial and
sentencing stages.
A continuing challenge for the criminal division is the
increased workload presiding over major reviews and
applications made under the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997, which
has effectively doubled with 14 matters in 2009–10 and
28 matters in this reporting year. This is of concern
since such cases require considerable marshalling of
judicial and other resources. The criminal division
cannot function without an adequate number of judicial
officers or without appropriate facilities to meet such
rising demands.
Under ‘Remarks of the Chief Justice’, the chief justice
is quoted in the report as saying:
Again I mention the Supreme Court building. Court Services
Victoria will provide a strategic opportunity for the Supreme
Court of Victoria to promote its case for the commitment by
government to a major project, namely, a new Supreme Court
building. Nothing has changed from previous years and
problems remain with lack of security, inadequate
arrangements for the public and the unnecessary constraints
placed on the management of electronic trials.

Ultimately a new Supreme Court building is needed. I
take this opportunity to thank again the chief justice and
the judges of the Supreme Court for a tour that some of
us went on earlier in the year. If you visit the court, you
can see some of the problems outlined in the report by
the chief justice. Pages 20 to 23 of the report outline an
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architectural design for a new Supreme Court. I urge
the government to work closely with the court in
overcoming the many challenges highlighted in the
Supreme Court’s annual report, particularly in relation
to repealing some of the ill-advised changes to
sentencing introduced by the previous government,
increasing judicial resources, supporting a new
Supreme Court building and continuing to support the
court’s achievements in the administration of justice.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Assembly’s amendments
Returned from Assembly with message agreeing to
following Council’s suggested amendments:
1.

Heading to clause 15, omit “3E” and insert “3F”.

2.

Clause 15, page 23, line 9, omit ‘circumstances.”.” and
insert “circumstances.”.

3.

Clause 15, page 23, after line 9 insert —
“(3) At least once every 6 months the Treasurer must
cause to be laid before each House of Parliament,
and publish on an appropriate government website,
a report setting out —
(a) in respect of the exemptions (if any) granted
by the Treasurer under subsection (2) during
the period covered by the report —
(i)

the number of exemptions; and

(ii) the name of each foreign corporation or
foreign trust in relation to which an
exemption was granted; and
(iii) the value of each exemption, being the
amount of duty foregone, or likely to be
foregone, by the State because of the
exemption; and
(b) in respect of the exemptions (if any) granted
by the Commissioner or a member of staff of
the State Revenue Office during the period
covered by the report under a delegation
under section 3F —
(i)

the number of exemptions; and

(ii) the total value of the exemptions, being
the total amount of duty foregone, or
likely to be foregone, by the State
because of the exemptions.
(4) The Treasurer must issue guidelines for the
exercise of the power of exemption under
subsection (2).
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(5) The Treasurer must cause guidelines issued under
subsection (4) to be published in the Government
Gazette.

(ii) the name of each corporation in relation
to which an exemption was granted; and
(iii) the value of each exemption, being the
amount of land tax foregone, or likely to
be foregone, by the State because of the
exemption; and

(6) Guidelines issued under subsection (4) are not a
legislative instrument within the meaning of the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.”.”.
4.

Clause 15, page 23, after line 9 insert —

(b) in respect of the exemptions (if any) granted
by the Commissioner or a member of staff of
the State Revenue Office during the period
covered by the report under a delegation
under section 3C —

“3F Delegation of exemption power
(1) The Treasurer may delegate, by instrument, to the
Commissioner —

(i)
(a) the power of the Treasurer to exempt a person
under section 3E(2);

(ii) the total value of the exemptions, being
the total amount of land tax foregone, or
likely to be foregone, by the State
because of the exemptions.

(b) the power to delegate the power delegated
under paragraph (a).
(2) If power has been delegated under
subsection (1)(b), the Commissioner may, subject
to the terms of the instrument of delegation,
sub-delegate, by instrument, to a member of staff
of the State Revenue Office the power that is the
subject of the delegation, other than the power of
sub-delegation.

(4) The Treasurer must issue guidelines for the
exercise of the power of exemption under
subsection (2).

(3) Subject to subsection (4), sections 42 and 42A of
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 apply
in relation to a sub-delegation in the same manner
as they apply in relation to a delegation.

(6) Guidelines issued under subsection (4) are not a
legislative instrument within the meaning of the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.”.”.

(5) The Treasurer must cause guidelines issued under
subsection (4) to be published in the Government
Gazette.

8.
(4) Despite section 42A(1)(a) of the Interpretation of
Legislation Act 1984, the Treasurer cannot
exercise the power to exempt a person under
section 3E(2) while a delegation under
subsection (1 )(a) is in effect.
(5) In this section —
member of staff of the State Revenue Office
means —
(a) an employee referred to in section 67 of the
Taxation Administration Act 1997; or
(b) a consultant or contractor engaged under
section 68 of that Act.”.”.
5.

Heading to clause 26, omit “and 3B” and insert “to 3C”.

6.

Clause 26, page 31, line 13, omit “circumstances.”.” and
insert “circumstances.”.

7.

the number of exemptions; and

Clause 26, page 31, after line 13 insert —
“(3) At least once every 6 months the Treasurer must
cause to be laid before each House of Parliament,
and publish on an appropriate government website,
a report setting out —
(a) in respect of the exemptions (if any) granted
by the Treasurer under subsection (2) during
the period covered by the report —
(i)

the number of exemptions; and

Clause 26, page 31, after line 13, insert —
“3C

Delegation of exemption power

(1) The Treasurer may delegate, by instrument, to
the Commissioner —
(a) the power of the Treasurer to exempt an
absentee person under section 3B(2);
(b) the power to delegate the power
delegated under paragraph (a).
(2) If power has been delegated under
subsection (1)(b), the Commissioner may,
subject to the terms of the instrument of
delegation, sub-delegate, by instrument, to a
member of staff of the State Revenue Office
the power that is the subject of the delegation,
other than the power of sub-delegation.
(3) Subject to subsection (4), sections 42 and 42A
of the Interpretation of Legislation Act
1984 apply in relation to a sub-delegation in
the same manner as they apply in relation to a
delegation.
(4) Despite section 42A(1)(a) of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, the
Treasurer cannot exercise the power to
exempt an absentee person under
section 3B(2) while a delegation under
subsection (1)(a) is in effect.
(5) In this section —
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member of staff of the State Revenue Office
means —
(a) an employee referred to in section 67 of
the Taxation Administration Act 1997;
or
(b) a consultant or contractor engaged under
section 68 of that Act.”.”.

Committed.
Committee
Resumed from 23 June; further discussion of
postponed heading to clause 15.
Amended heading agreed to; postponed amended
clause 15 agreed to; postponed amended heading to
clause 26 agreed to; postponed amended clause 26
agreed to.
Reported to house without further amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank all members for their considered
contributions, in particular the outstanding contribution
of the acting chair of committees, who led us through
the most efficient committee stage I have ever enjoyed
in my life.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
and BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 June; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
and motion of Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2015–16.

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am very
pleased to make a brief contribution to the debate on the
budget for 2015–16. Victoria needs economic stability
and innovation, and I am just not certain that this
budget provides it. With optimistic growth assumptions
and robust revenue predictions, this budget pins its
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hope on the best possible outcome as it relates to the
state’s finances. Whilst I am heartened by the
government’s optimism, I have concerns that it will
only take a small piece of the Jenga puzzle to be pulled
at the wrong moment for it to all come crashing down.
A projected budget surplus of $1.2 billion is not enough
of a buffer to help this state if things go awry. It is a
$1 billion side letter.
This budget predicts that the state’s economy will grow
from 2.25 per cent to 2.5 per cent — just 0.25 per
cent — that unemployment will continue to fall, that
inflation will average out at just 2.6 per cent and that
population growth will remain steady at 1.8 per cent. It
predicts expenditure growth at 3 per cent. I ask the
Treasurer: what if it does not? Where will the surplus
be then? As a small business operator I am concerned
about these narrow margins. For example, we do not
know how many exemptions the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 will cost the budget’s bottom
line. History tells us that rosy first budget predictions of
a new government are hardly ever correct. If Mr Pallas
and the Premier are on the money on all these
indicators, I will be very happy of course, but I will also
be surprised.
Whilst I am shaky on some of this budget’s predictions,
I am very pleased to see a good deal for the people I
represent in Northern Metropolitan Region. I applaud
the government for making investments in this
important region, which is helping to drive our state’s
economic growth. New schools are to be built in
Richmond and Mernda, while technical schools are
being delivered in Whittlesea and Banyule councils.
Schools being upgraded as a result of this budget
include Brunswick and Greensborough secondary
colleges; Carlton, Clifton Hill and Mill Park Heights
primary schools; and Northcote and Preston high
schools. The TAFE Rescue Fund has promised
significant funding to the Melbourne Polytechnic in
Preston and RMIT University.
Victoria Police and emergency services have been
strengthened through this budget, and it is good to see
the government keeping its election promises in this
area. I note there is more money for our state’s
firefighters, who do such an amazing job. The
investment of $15 million for the Mernda police station
is vital and welcome. However, the allocation of
$15 million for new booze and drug buses as part of the
well-meaning Ice Action Plan is misguided. It will not
have any impact on the use of drugs in this state. One
might question why the investment is not just for drug
buses, seeing that alcohol seems not to be part of the Ice
Action Plan.
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The government is not looking at the facts in this area
anyway. What this state needs is investment in
treatment and prevention, and while I appreciate that
some funds have been invested in drug treatment and
support for families, the $15 million should have been
invested there and not in law enforcement. I call on the
government to rethink its approach. There is simply not
enough being done in the areas of drug treatment and
harm minimisation. Governments need to catch up with
what society has already realised, which is that the war
on drugs is over. We cannot enforce our way out of
this. I will not stop saying this until governments listen.
We have lost this war on drugs, and this budget and the
Ice Action Plan should have acknowledged that.

outside the square — for example, at the fashion sector
in Victoria. I have said a number of times that our
Parliament should pay attention to this vital,
ever-growing and changing industry. The fashion sector
provides a huge number of jobs for our state — in retail
and small business, in manufacturing, in tourism, in
marketing and in farming; the list goes on. Its impact is
in the many billions of dollars. I am working closely
with my parliamentary colleagues and industry leaders
to make fashion an economic driver for Victoria and
bring it further into the public spotlight. It needs more
than just a cursory mention in the creative industries
portfolio. We need a minister for fashion. It is time the
government thought outside the box.

Whilst I welcome the six level crossings being removed
in Northern Metropolitan Region — those on Moreland
Road, Bell Street in Coburg and Preston, High Street,
Glenroy Road and Camp Road — I look to the Minister
for Public Transport to provide more detail in relation
to the rollout dates of those projects. Level crossings
are of course contingent on this government passing the
port of Melbourne lease through this Parliament. I have
some concerns about the port of Melbourne sale, but in
principle I agree with the government’s position that
this would be of economic benefit to the state. If it can
help fund the removal of dangerous level crossings,
then I am all for it, but to make one contingent on the
other seems ludicrous, especially when the Premier
announced yesterday that work had begun on removing
these death traps. This surprised me, as my
understanding of the budget is that without the port sale
there will be no removal of the death traps.

The taxation and regulation of cannabis for recreational
use would be a boon for Victoria. The industry has
proven itself a winner in other countries like the US and
the Netherlands, and the government should do
economic modelling on this issue and treat it as a matter
of importance. It is about a new economy for a new
progressive future. The financial benefit would be not
only in the taxes and licensing fees associated with a
cannabis economy but also in the savings we would
make if we were to cease wasting precious law
enforcement and legal resources prosecuting and jailing
so many individuals for their use of this drug. Last year
there were 2901 arrests for cannabis possession. That is
insane. That is eight every day.

The $50 million for a one-year trial of 24-hour public
transport on weekends has been a longstanding policy
of the Australian Sex Party. I am very pleased the
government has decided to jump onboard this vital
issue. When the trial is successful, and I am sure it will
be, the government should make this a permanent
commitment. It is vital for a fast-paced, internationally
recognised 24-hour city like Melbourne, and it makes
common sense, both socially and economically. It will
help people move around safely and help small
businesses. It will enable us to meet the wonderful
international reputation we have as a vibrant
international city.
The Melbourne Metro rail project is vital for our city,
and I am glad to see this major investment being made.
At this stage the project has been allocated between
$9 billion and $11 billion. I have a suspicion it will not
take long before that budget blows out.
When we think of the ways in which our state can be
more productive and more prosperous, we need to look

Estimates are that we spend over $100 million on
policing the possession of cannabis alone, not to
mention the hundreds of millions of dollars we spend
on policing the cultivation of this product. Other
jurisdictions have recognised that if you regulate and
tax cannabis, hundreds of millions of dollars can be
raised for health and education budgets. Now is the
time for Victoria to do the same. Now is the time for
this state to become a progressive beacon in drug law
reform across the country, whilst also securing a
healthy revenue source to make this great state even
greater.
This budget stands on economically shaky grounds, and
it is overly optimistic. I will not exactly eat my hat, but
I will be surprised if revenue and expenditure
predictions match what has been forecast. I will try to
be optimistic, and I hope this time next year we will be
celebrating the completion of many projects and budget
promises in the north and in the rest of Victoria.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms DUNN (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Kindergartens
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families and
Children. It regards facilitating better arrangements for
interaction between kindergartens and primary schools
when a kindergarten is co-located with a primary
school. My request of the minister is that she
investigate ways to streamline the access between
kindergartens and the adjoining primary school when
the kindergarten is co-located with the school. This
would continue work I initiated during my term as
minister.
One of the key reasons to co-locate kindergartens with
primary schools is to provide better transitions from
kindergarten to primary education. This is achieved
because a child is more familiar and comfortable with
the school surroundings, students and teachers. When I
was minister I had the then secretary of the department,
Richard Bolt, initiate work on breaking down some of
the barriers that exist for schools that wish to run their
own kindergarten and also on the issue of access
between the two facilities.
This issue has again been raised with me by a primary
school in my electorate that has a council-run
kindergarten on site. Its staff have advised me that
although there is no doubt the children are benefitting
from the co-location, the benefits could be greater if
movement between the two facilities was easier.
Currently the boundaries of licensed children’s centres
are limited to the kindergarten site only, and parental
permission needs to be gained for each and every visit
kindergarten children make to participate in activities
on the school site. This is onerous for kindergarten
teachers, who need to gain permission slips, and it also
prevents any spontaneous interaction, as they need to
plan days in advance for a visit to the primary school
facilities.
The school is of the opinion that there needs to be a
streamlined approach to gaining permission for access
between the two sites. One solution may be for parents
to sign one permission slip on an annual basis that
covers all interaction between the kindergarten and
school. An annual permission slip would allow for
interaction only with the primary school and only
within the primary school grounds. Individual
permission slips would still need to be signed for all
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other excursions that are outside the primary school
grounds or the licensed children’s service site.
Earlier this week during constituency questions I raised
this same issue. The issue is important not only to the
school that raised it with me but also to all Victorian
primary schools and kindergartens that are trying to
provide the best transition for kindergarten children by
having a kindergarten co-located with a primary school.
I have to say I was extremely disappointed that the
Minister for Families and Children approached the
President to have my question ruled out of order
because it related to a statewide issue and not just to my
local constituency. I would have thought that the
minister would have been more interested in the best
outcomes for children and particularly the best way we
can facilitate smooth transitions to achieve better
outcomes, but unfortunately the minister was more
motivated by playing politics than listening to concerns
about matters within her control.
My request of the minister is that she investigate ways
to streamline access between kindergartens and
adjoining primary schools where the kindergarten is
co-located with the school and that she continue the
work I initiated during my term as minister.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I suggest that that was very close to a set speech, but I
will let it stand nonetheless.

VicForests logging coupes
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Agriculture. The minister will be aware that VicForests
has published its latest timber release plan on its
website. This plan was approved by the board of
VicForests in April. The minister may be aware that the
many hundreds of native forest coupes that VicForests
is planning to clear-fell for woodchips include the last
remaining coupes in the Toolangi State Forest, the
home of the Leadbeater’s possum.
Hopefully the minister will recall that she voted against
the legislation that introduced the current approval
process for the VicForests native forest logging
schedule on 7 May 2013. In doing so the minister lined
up with the Greens in holding serious concerns about
the lack of public scrutiny and transparency around the
government’s continuing destruction of Victorian
forests. This latest schedule for native forest destruction
has been proposed before the first meeting of the new
forest industry task force. This new task force is being
formed for a number of purposes, including to develop
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a plan for the protection of the critically endangered
Leadbeater’s possum.
If the coupes nominated in VicForests’ latest timber
release plan proceed to be logged, it will reveal massive
hypocrisy, with one part of government trying to
protect the habitat of endangered species while the
Minister for Agriculture is busy chopping down the
habitat of the Leadbeater’s possum.
The action I seek of the Minister for Agriculture is that
she acknowledge the role of the yet-to-meet timber
industry task force and issue an amendment to the latest
allocation order issued under the Sustainable Forests
(Timber) Act 2004 to prevent the further logging of
native forests prior to the meeting of the new task force
and prior to VicForests consulting with the task force.
This will not destroy any jobs, but it may be something
that future generations will thank the minister for.

Gippsland health services
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I wish
to raise this evening is for the attention of the Minister
for Health. I draw the minister’s attention to the issues,
challenges and opportunities that are currently being
faced in the provision of health services in Gippsland. I
have had lengthy conversations with the chair of the
board of the West Gippsland Healthcare Group,
Mr Brian Davey; its CEO, Mr Dan Weeks; and the
board members and management about the growth and
changing needs of the West Gippsland area in terms of
service delivery, surgery and elective lists. We talked
about the footprint of the existing building and the
steady pressure that is being applied to services because
of the region’s growth.
I am looking forward to hearing more about the
progress of a departmental review to determine the
needs of the West Gippsland health service area and to
moving on from the inefficient and unhelpful
scaremongering that may be being disseminated in
public quarters by local representatives. To that end, I
ask the minister to attend a meeting at the West
Gippsland Hospital with the board and/or the CEO to
hear in situ about the challenges that are being faced by
that hospital and to gain a greater understanding of the
opportunities and projects that are being considered by
the hospital to ensure that it remains an active provider
of healthcare services for the area.
I also invite the minister to visit the Neerim District
Soldiers Memorial Hospital, which I had the great
pleasure of attending in recent times to meet with the
chair of the board and the CEO to understand how this
small hospital is able to cater for the needs of a vibrant
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community, and to an ageing population. The hospital’s
services include an ophthalmology unit and five
surgeons, who attend as part of down-the-line services
from Melbourne. We also talked about how Neerim
South and the surrounding areas can accommodate
these changes in population and healthcare demand
over the coming years through understanding the
changing demands on services and how the hospital can
stay abreast of those changes and meet them head-on.
I look forward to the minister’s response to these two
requests for meetings.

Funeral services
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is directed to the Minister for Health. It concerns
some changes that seem to be happening in an ad hoc
manner within Victoria cemetery trusts. It seems as
though some cemetery trusts are engaging in funeral
directing services, which is causing great concern to the
state’s funeral directors. Under Victorian legislation
cemeteries are run by trusts and cannot be privately
owned. The cemetery trusts do not get into the funeral
business and funeral directors cannot enter the cemetery
or crematoria markets.
However, on Saturday, 6 June, the Southern
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust advertised in the Age for
expressions of interest in providing mortuary services at
Bunurong Memorial Park (BMP). The advertisement
invited expressions of interest to provide services at a
shared mortuary service facility being developed at
BMP in the south-eastern growth corner of Melbourne.
The advertisement says that the services should include
basic body preparation, embalming, dressing,
encoffining and coolroom handling. Clearly that would
take the Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust into
the realm of providing funeral services. It has caused
major concern among the funeral directors of Victoria.
Funeral directors are not opposed to cemeteries entering
the funeral space if, given their monopoly, funeral
directors are also given access to the cemetery and
crematoria industry.
I ask the minister if she would clarify whether
cemeteries are about to enter the funeral market. Given
the apparent changes to the government’s position on
cemeteries trusts engaging in funeral directing services
that are outlined in the Funerals Act 2006, when will
the Cemeteries Act 1958 be updated to remove any
impediment to the funeral industry providing cemetery
and crematoria services in the Victorian community?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I have some doubts about Mr Drum’s last point,
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because I suspect he may have been asking for a change
in legislation. Would Mr Drum be kind enough to
clarify that action?
Mr DRUM — Yes, you are right, Acting President.
If I could leave the action as asking the minister to
clarify if cemeteries are about to enter the funeral
market.

Women’s Information and Referral Exchange
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos, and it is with
regard to the funding agreement for the Women’s
Information and Referral Exchange, known as WIRE
Women, which is due to expire on 30 June this year.
WIRE Women has been operating for over 30 years as
Victoria’s only women’s service that provides
information, referral and support to women regardless
of the issues they are facing. Every year it answers
some 12 000 requests for free and confidential
information. Funding for WIRE Women is crucial in
keeping the infrastructure required to support women in
the community. It allows for the continuous delivery of
existing and new services. The increase in cases and
upward trend in referrals indicates a need for continued
funding to support the infrastructure and the
community. I understand that funding has been
allocated in the Victorian budget for WIRE Women.
The action I am seeking is that the minister update the
house on the funding arrangement for WIRE Women
for the next financial year 2015–16.

Melbourne Wholesale Fruit Vegetable and
Flower Market
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter for
the attention for the Minister for Public Transport as the
minister responsible for the newly developed wholesale
fruit, vegetable and flower market. I am aware of some
concerns of both my own constituents and constituents
who have spoken to my lower house colleagues. There
are three issues that I will briefly cover, but one action I
seek. The concerns are to do with undercover parking,
access to the market and opening times.
I am advised by a gentleman from a market in Foster,
which is near my home, that the amount of undercover
parking available at the Epping site will be insufficient
to cater for the needs of the country retailers who
currently have undercover parking at West Melbourne.
The concern for the average greengrocer is that the new
site will not have sufficient weatherproof cover to
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protect his or her stock, and that the quality of that stock
may be reduced by operating on the open tarmac.
The second issue is the provision of overnight truck
parking. At West Melbourne there is provision for
country drivers to park in the country retailers allocated
park between delivering and collecting their goods
during the night. There is uncertainty about whether the
onsite secure parking arrangements that are afforded for
those who travel long distances will be issued for the
new site, noting too that many of the operators carry a
lot of cash because it is still a cash business and it
would be a security risk if they were to park externally.
The last issue I raise is in terms of opening times. A
delay in opening times in Epping that has been mooted
could potentially have an adverse effect on product
delivery. My constituents feel that the proposed
opening times are not conducive to rural businesses and
will have a negative effect on staffing issues.
The action I seek is that the Labor government work
with the Melbourne Market Authority to address the
concerns of country retailers and allow them to
continue to operate as they have at the West Melbourne
site without any detriment to their businesses or to their
country customers in Victoria.

Police numbers
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
question in the adjournment debate this evening for the
attention of the Minister for Police, and it relates to the
staffing of police stations around Victoria. There is
some speculation, originally published in the Weekly
Times in April earlier this year, about whether
one-member stations would remain open. The Minister
for Police issued a statement which says:
The Andrews … government supports one-man police
stations in regional Victoria …
As Minister for Police, I made a commitment in Parliament in
February that this would keep all existing police stations
open.

My adjournment matter relates not to a single-member
station, but to some larger stations that I know are
under-resourced. In the case of the Coleraine police
station, I understand it is gazetted to have a sergeant
and two other members, but at the moment all three
positions are vacant. In effect, while not formally
closed, that police station, as I understand it, does not
have any members attached to it.
I draw the attention of the minister, and I have raised
this matter previously in this place, to the issue of the
Somerville police station, which is virtually complete. I
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drove by the station just the other day, and save for
some relatively minor works, I imagine the Somerville
police station will be finished in the coming weeks. The
most recent advice from the Acting Chief
Commissioner of Victoria Police at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings was that it
was unlikely that station would be opened to the public.
There would be some police members stationed there,
but in effect it would be office space for those members
and there would be no public access, no counter
service, no divisional van or other members attached to
respond to police calls. I suppose in essence my
adjournment matter for the Minister for Police is that he
define an ‘open police station’. In the mind of the
community, an open police station is one that is
accessible to the public at certain times of the day or
week — that is, there are members there.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I assume Mr O’Donohue is asking the minister to
define an open station.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I ask the minister to provide
me with a definition of an open police station. As I said,
in the mind of the community an open police station is
one that is operational. Currently there are stations that
do not have members attached to them and are not
operational.
Mr Davis — In fact they are closed.
Mr O’DONOHUE — In fact they are closed.

Waverley Park powerlines
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I seek the
assistance of the Minister for Planning. The matter on
which I seek his assistance relates to the Waverley Park
development in Mulgrave. To familiarise the
chamber — and indeed the minister, perhaps — with
these matters, in 2002 the Waverley Park planning
arrangements were put in place. They allowed for a
series of developments at the Waverley Park estate and
included a planning permit that required the relevant
developer to put powerlines underground. Properties
were sold through that period until more recently with
clear statements in the sale contracts that the powerlines
would go underground.
It is important to note that around the same time, in
2002, Daniel Andrews was elected to Parliament. He is
the local member, and he is well aware of these
planning matters. For 13 years he has ducked and
weaved on this and, in my view, not fully supported the
residents. One thing that has occurred more recently is
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that the planning minister, Mr Guy, called this in
because Mirvac sought to — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DAVIS — The former planning minister in the
last period of government — —
Mr Jennings — The last period of government is
the current one.
Mr DAVIS — I am saying that the former planning
minister, Mr Guy, called in this matter and convened a
planning panel. The planning panel reported, I
understand — and I am happy to be corrected if my
information is wrong — in February to the current
planning minister, Mr Wynne. The government has
been in power now for more than 200 days, and it is
time that a decision was made by Minister Wynne. He
has the matters in front of him. Members of the
community are very agitated about this. Members of
the Waverley Park Residents Action Group are very
agitated about this. They have a legitimate expectation
that the contracts they entered into to purchase their
properties will be honoured and that the powerlines will
go underground.
In these circumstances, what I am seeking is a very
swift decision by Minister Wynne, who has dithered
and delayed, and the swift release of the planning
panel’s report. What is important here is that people
honour the agreements that have been entered into and
that planning not be used to frustrate what are
legitimate expectations of those in Mulgrave.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Mr Mulino on 27 May, Mr Davis on 28 May
and Ms Bath on 10 June.
In relation to tonight’s matters, Ms Lovell raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Families and
Children seeking that the current minister channel her
approach to policy consideration of the co-location of
kindergartens. I am sure the minister will respond
accordingly.
Ms Dunn raised a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture seeking her overview of the current timber
release plan. I know, Acting President, you are wanting
me to refer specifically to the protection of the
Leadbeater’s possum. I was responding in relation to
the timber release plan that the member is concerned
may lead to pressures being put on the habitat of the
Leadbeater’s possum.
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Ms Shing raised an interesting series of issues relating
to health in her local community. I know you, Acting
President, were concerned that she was raising multiple
matters by referring separately to the West Gippsland
health service and the Neerim South health service and
hoping the Minister for Health could visit both those
locations. You might have had a concern that she may
have been asking for two actions, but no, that could be
achieved in one trip, so I think your concerns can be
allayed.
In fact Ms Bath took that approach when she raised a
matter. From the very beginning of her matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport she
identified that she had three issues but that only one
action was sought, so by design she was trying to make
sure that you, Acting President, were not concerned
about the issues she raised. She identified some
concerns about the redeveloped market in Epping. She
wanted to make sure that both the opening hours and
the parking arrangements were not adversely affecting
her constituents or other agricultural producers in
coming to the market and that they were finding that a
satisfactory experience for themselves and their
produce.
Mr Drum raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Health. He was very concerned that there
may be in what is currently demarcated between the
responsibilities of cemetery trusts and crematoria and
the activities of funeral directors some convergence of
what have been discrete activities. He wants some
surety on whether that delineation will be maintained
by the minister or whether there are some intended
changes to those practices which would open up the
field to one profession or set of responsibilities or the
other.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Families and Children seeking her
clarification of and ongoing support for the funding
arrangements to support the women at the Women’s
Information and Referral Exchange, who undertake
important work on behalf of women and their families
in the western suburbs in particular. He would like the
minister’s confirmation of support being provided to
that service.
Mr O’Donohue raised the interesting challenge for the
Minister for Police to provide a definition of an open
police station. I know the minister has an open mind on
this subject, and I know he will be responsive to
Mr O’Donohue’s inquiry.
Mr Davis gave us a history, perhaps not in
chronological sequence or with the tense always
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accurate in describing the decision-making process.
Nonetheless, he wants the current Minister for Planning
to take responsibility in an area that his predecessor was
unable to and resolve an issue that relates to the
undergrounding of powerlines for the development at
Waverley Park.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — By interjection, Mr Davis is
inviting me to confirm what I said to him, that he made
it very clear that his previous colleague — —
Mr Davis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
One should not refer to the Premier as a toady.
Mr Davis — I withdraw calling the Premier a toady.
Mr JENNINGS — What an excellent double act
we have witnessed there — a fantastic piece of work
between you, Acting President, and Mr Davis.
Mr Davis made it very clear that the issue he wants
resolved was not resolved by the previous Minister for
Planning during his term of office, and he is seeking the
resolution of the matter by the current planning
minister.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.18 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied to Hansard.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
I am aware of the standards expected of me as a Minister within the Government that binds Cabinet Ministers.
I believe my actions are consistent with those expectations and my resignation was not offered nor sought on May
23.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
I was not instructed as such and I refer the Member to my personal statement where I outline the reasons for my
absence from Parliament on the sitting days of May 26-28.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
The decision to make a personal statement to the Parliament and the content contained in the personal explanation
was entirely mine. I advised Parliamentary colleagues and staff that I intended on making such a statement.
The decision to take these questions on notice was mine.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
Mr Smith continues to be employed by the Government. His working arrangements are at the direction of the
acting Minister for Small Business, Trade and Innovation.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING

2011
are not required as the inserted text finishes at the end of
new section 3F.
Clause 26 of the bill inserts new sections 3A to 3C into
the Land Tax Act 2005. I have deleted the quotation
mark and second full stop at the end of new section 3B.
They are not required as the inserted text finishes at the
end of new section 3C.

PETITIONS

Reference
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
I have received a letter from the Honourable David
Davis, chair of the Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning. He writes to me:

Following petition presented to house:

Korumburra Secondary College
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

I am writing to advise the Legislative Council that pursuant to
sessional order 6, at its meeting on 24 June 2015 the
environment and planning standing committee adopted the
following terms of reference as a self-referenced inquiry:

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the need for
additional funding to complete the rebuild of the Korumburra
Secondary College.

That the environment and planning standing committee
undertake an inquiry into the Planning and Environment
Act (Recognising Objectors) Bill 2015, and that the
committee reports its findings and recommendations to
the Legislative Council by 4 August 2015.

Neglected by previous Labor governments for many years,
the former coalition government provided $5.6 million for the
planning and first stage of works at the school.

While the letter is dated 25 June, I am advised that that
is an error in the letter and that the letter should have
been dated 24 June. That is when it was written and
conveyed to me.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urge the Labor government to fund the completion of the
Korumburra Secondary College rebuild project as a matter of
priority.

By Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (186 signatures).
Laid on table.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015

CHILDREN’S COURT OF VICTORIA

Clerk’s amendments

Report 2013–14

The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to advise the
house of a matter concerning the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. It is a message that has been
provided to me by way of a letter from the Clerk of the
Parliaments with regard to some corrections to that bill,
none of which have an impact in terms of the debate,
the decisions or the amendments made by this house or
indeed accepted by the Legislative Assembly. These are
simply some consequential matters in terms of
numbering and so forth.
The information I have been provided with by the Clerk
of the Parliaments is as follows:
Under joint standing order 6, I have received a report from the
Clerk of the Parliaments informing the house that he has
made corrections in the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2015.
The report is as follows:
Clause 15 of the bill inserts new sections 3A to 3F into
the Duties Act 2000. I have deleted the quotation mark
and second full stop at the end of new section 3E. They

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
presented report by command of the Governor.
Laid on table.

MUNICIPAL MONITOR
Darebin City Council
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State), by leave,
presented further report.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
2012
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report on the Operation of the Act, 2014 (Ordered to be
published).
Ombudsman — Reporting and investigation of allegations of
abuse in the disability sector: Phase 1 — the effectiveness of
statutory oversight, June 2015 (Ordered to be published).
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2012–13 Financial Performance Outcomes.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Audit Act 1994 — No. 63.
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 — No. 59.
Estate Agents Act 1980 — No. 54.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 55.
Legal Profession Act 2004 — No. 51.
Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Act 2014 —
Nos. 52 and 53.
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — Nos. 56 to 58.
Road Management Act 2004 — No. 61.
Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 62.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 60.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 56 to 58.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Australian Crime
Commission Report, 2013–14.
Victorian Government Report on Multicultural Affairs —
Whole of Government Report, 2013–14.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
4 August, at 2.00 p.m.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Target One Million
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I rise
to update the house on measures the government is
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taking to implement its plan to get more people fishing
more often through our Target One Million policy.
Recreational fishing is not just a hobby; it contributes
$2.3 billion to our social and economic wellbeing and it
encourages kids and families to get outdoors and learn
more about their natural environment. The Andrews
Labor government wants to grow recreational fishing in
Victoria. We have a $35 million plan to phase out
commercial netting, upgrade fishing clubs and increase
the number of recreational fishers to 1 million by the
year 2020. The 2015 Victorian budget delivered
$20 million to kickstart this plan to phase out
commercial netting, increase fish stocks, improve
fishing and boating facilities and help local clubs
promote this great pastime. Labor will increase fish
stock from 3 million to 5 million a year, implementing
a marine species stocking program in Victoria’s
drought-affected bays and inlets and introducing 15 000
barramundi to Hazelwood Pondage.
The government is also preparing to conduct a review
to establish Fisheries Victoria as a statutory authority. It
will require the body to introduce a minimum size for
trout and to pursue reciprocal licensing arrangements
with New South Wales. Victoria is home to 750 000
recreational fishers. By working with fishers to boost
fish stocks and by supporting local clubs to grow
membership and participation and improve access and
facilities, Labor will grow recreational fishing and get
more families outdoors.
President, it was my intention to make this statement in
waders, but after taking some advice from you I sported
them in Queen’s Hall rather than in the chamber. I
would like to explain to the house that this is a result of
a bet that I accepted from my friend and colleague
Shaun Leane. After the bet was accepted Mr Leane
organised colleagues from this house and the other
place to donate more than $1500 to the Treasurer’s
budget charity, SecondBite. SecondBite redistributes
surplus fresh food to community food programs around
Australia. Food is donated by farmers, wholesalers,
markets, supermarkets, caterers and events. This
high-quality surplus food is redistributed to community
food programs that support people who are homeless,
women and families in crisis, youth at risk, Indigenous
communities, asylum seekers and new arrivals. It is a
wonderful cause, and we are pleased to be able to
support it.

TAFE Back to Work Fund
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I rise to inform the house about successful
applicants to the Andrews Labor government’s TAFE
Back to Work Fund. For the past couple of weeks I
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have been visiting TAFE institutes across Victoria
hearing about the fantastic projects that will be
delivered under the program to support local people to
get back into training and jobs, and also build business
and industry capability. The $50 million fund is in
addition to the $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund. It will
play a key role in putting TAFEs on the road to
recovery. It will also support Victoria’s economy in
partnership with industry and employers to provide
training for students and unemployed people, which
translates into real job opportunities and real
productivity for industry. Through the TAFE Back to
Work Fund, 44 TAFE initiatives will be funded, which
will lead to an estimated 7000 new apprenticeships and
traineeships and about 7000 job placements and will
enable some 8000 students to go on to further study as
the program is rolled out.
I was pleased to be at Holmesglen Institute of TAFE,
Chadstone campus, this morning with the Premier,
Daniel Andrews, where he announced $1.4 million for
a joint program between Holmesglen, Chisholm
Institute of TAFE and the Brotherhood of St Laurence
to get over 300 unemployed young people skilled-up
for jobs in Melbourne’s south-east. It is a terrible thing
when young people leave school and end up on the
treadmill of unemployment. It is a treadmill which
leads to disillusionment, despair and a lack of hope for
them. The program we announced this morning will
help get those young people off that treadmill and onto
the footpath of success, success through getting training
and getting a real job.
The program links industry, the Brotherhood of
St Laurence and local businesses. It provides
specialised training to meet those industry needs and
links them to getting a job at the end of it. It gets them
job-ready, but also links to where the jobs are. It is a
terrific project. It is one of five projects under this
TAFE Back to Work Fund that targets unemployed,
disadvantaged youth.
In total the five projects will receive about $8.6 million
in funding and will generate 312 apprenticeships,
408 traineeships, 572 job placements and will enable
well over 1100 young people to move on to further
studies and further work. It is a great initiative. I am
pleased to be rolling this out right across Victoria. I
look forward to more announcements to come as TAFE
institutes take up this program and look to a new era
where they can look directly to community need and
their local industries and employment needs and look
away from simply having to focus on keeping their
doors open because of funding cuts.
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Regional rail link
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise to speak about the opening of
the regional rail link and the Tarneit station open day. It
was a pleasure to participate with the local community
on Saturday, 13 June, in what was a very festive
atmosphere at the brand-new Tarneit railway station. I
spoke to many constituents, and the feedback was very
positive. Locals are pleased with the way V/Line and
ComfortDelGro Cabcharge Victoria (CDC Victoria)
have worked together to coordinate their services and
provide easy access to train stations via bus routes.
Constituents are also pleased with the ample car
parking at Tarneit station and the improved public
transport access to the city.
The new services will be of great benefit not just to
people in the city of Wyndham but also to people in the
areas of Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong. A particular
highlight for me was the community liaison service
provided by the Victorian Maori Wardens and bus
operator CDC Victoria. This is a brilliant initiative, and
I would love to see more such efforts by community
groups across our state. Victorian-made products are a
rare find these days, so I was very excited to see CDC’s
new Victorian-made double-decker bus hit the road for
the first time.
The regional rail link is the product of a combined
effort of the community, public transport operators and
state and local governments. It is encouraging to see
what can be achieved when people work together,
something I hope to see more of during my time in this
place.

Taxation reform
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to
reflect on why I came to this place as a member for
Western Victoria Region. After representing a farmer
organisation for over a decade I was determined to add
a strong voice to the Parliament, representing rural and
regional communities. I remain convinced that
removing regressive taxes, red tape and regulation
while improving access to trade and government
services will help small business and farming
enterprises across the state. But the reliance on stamp
duty, payroll tax and speeding fines — all regressive
taxes — as part of state revenue will only change with
significant tax reform at the federal level. The
likelihood of these regressive taxes being removed will
increase only if they can be replaced with progressive
ones.
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I am equally convinced that real tax reform will not be
successful unless the federal Parliament adopts
four-year terms. That would allow time for policy
development and thorough community and stakeholder
consultation. The white paper for tax reform is a good
step, and an increase in GST will allow the transition
away from regressive taxation. With Australian
personal taxation rated as among the highest in the
world, a tax on employers to employ just does not make
sense, and neither does a small increment reduction in
company tax that does not stimulate productivity.
The GST needs reforming urgently because local
government is struggling to cope with a tax and grant
system that is hopelessly inadequate. Strangely enough
we have superannuation funds absolutely brimming
with cash but not willing to invest in Victoria,
particularly regional Victoria. We have taken small
steps — for example, the fire services levy — in
relation to tax reform, but we must do much more. I
will continue to represent our regional communities to
that end.

Avis Meddings
Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Earlier this month I had the pleasure of presenting Avis
Meddings with her 40-year membership medallion.
Unfortunately Avis was unable to attend the state
conference earlier this year due to ill health, but it was a
great pleasure to attend the Hawthorn branch and
deliver her medal myself.
The year 1975 was a significant time in the federal
political landscape and within the ALP. The dismissal
of Gough Whitlam saw a significant increase in ALP
membership, and Avis is one such example. We were
regaled by stories of Avis’s involvement with the party,
her passion for the Kooyong electorate, her vocal stance
on refugee rights and her involvement in countless local
campaigns over the years. One of the shining glories for
Ms Meddings was that back in 2002 she ran for the seat
of Hawthorn against Mr Baillieu. For the first time in a
long time he was pushed to second preferences, which
never happened again.
I congratulate Avis on a great campaign in 2002, and I
also congratulate her on 40 years of membership of the
Australian Labor Party. I thank her for her service to a
progressive Victoria and a stronger Australia.

Firearms
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It should be
no surprise to people that members of the Shooters and
Fishers Party are highly attuned to the happenings
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regarding firearms and legislation in the state. Back in
1996 we saw changes which introduced what I call an
unfair system, but it is a system we must abide by. Of
late there has been some furore regarding an Adler
lever-action shotgun that has somehow managed to
make the front page of the news and is taking up a lot
of air time.
I saw online last night that a senior minister has said
that they share a concern about the classification of this
firearm, but I need to remind the government that these
classifications have been in place for 19 years and
nothing has gone wrong. This firearm, the Adler
shotgun, is by every definition a category A firearm,
and it should remain a category A firearm.

Violence Free Families
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Whilst
all of us continue to be appalled by family violence
deaths and the long-term damage that family violence
does, I am pleased that there are commitments from
governments of all persuasions to tackle the issue. In
Victoria we have the royal commission, the federal
government is addressing family violence through the
Council of Australian Governments and right across the
state community groups are identifying family violence
as having a major impact and working with local
government. I commend all governments for their
efforts in doing what they can to address the issue.
Community attitudes must change if we are to make
real change, because family violence is completely
unacceptable at any time and in any place, and while I
commend governments for doing what they are doing,
there are many local organisations that are working
within their own communities. They are identifying the
problems, addressing the cultural concerns and working
with schools, sporting clubs, authorities and voluntary
organisations to provide support and programs within
their own local communities.
One such initiative I would particularly like to highlight
is an online behaviour change program developed by
Violence Free Families. It is such a simple concept and
has been trialled and evaluated by the University of
Melbourne. It has received great support from the
philanthropic sector. It is the only program that caters
for a group of men who are unable or unwilling to
attend face-to-face programs. These are men who are
perhaps shiftworkers and who are unable to access a
program because there is none available, especially in
rural or regional Victoria, or because they are too
ashamed to present to a conventional men’s behaviour
change program. This program provides great support
not only to men but also to women and children who
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are subject to family violence. This is exactly the sort of
initiative that does not need the conclusion of the royal
commission. It needs government support, and it needs
it now.

knowing everything about everything, and so it is
appropriate for us to visit other jurisdictions to learn
about both the best and the worst in the way they have
been implementing their policies.

Laverton health clinic

Do members know that Los Angeles has a plan to build
a bigger tram system than Melbourne’s? I have read
about it, but I want to see it for myself and ask for some
answers that are perhaps not immediately obvious from
reading about it on the internet. Likewise, New York
has a plan called Vision Zero — that is, zero pedestrian
or bicycle fatalities in traffic crashes. I will be talking to
some of the people who are involved in that program.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I was
pleased to hear that a new medical and allied health
clinic had recently opened at the Laverton community
hub. This integrated health clinic will be a fantastic
boost to the health and wellbeing of locals and will also
relieve some of the pressure on nearby hospitals by
providing alternative options in non-emergency cases.
This is a great achievement for one of the busiest and
fastest growth areas, and providing these services to
locals will ensure that it is easier to get fast medical
treatment without having to travel far.

Women’s Health West
Mr EIDEH — I congratulate Women’s Health
West on the announcement of a funding boost for its
counselling services. This organisation has worked hard
over the years to deliver family violence services and
promote health to women in the western suburbs.
Although domestic violence is prevalent in all
communities, cultures and age groups, the western
suburbs have been identified as facing the greatest
demand for counselling services. With this
much-needed boost of $108 584 for the next financial
year, 56 children experiencing family violence in this
area will have extra support and counselling. This is in
addition to approximately 150 young people who are
already offered counselling by this agency each year.

As Gorbachev said to Reagan, ‘It is better to see
something once than to hear about it a thousand times’.
Members will all be hearing about it when I return; in
fact I will be tweeting as I go. I also look forward to
hearing reports from other members who travel over the
winter break about what they learn and can bring back
for our wisdom and edification.

National Emergency Medal
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I was honoured
to be in my home town of Benalla on Sunday to attend
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) National Emergency
Medal presentation. We are all well aware of the
horrific events of Black Saturday. The fires had a
profound effect on Victoria and on the entire country.
One of the things that often happens when tragedy
occurs, however, is that we see the best of individuals
and communities. The extraordinary service provided
by thousands of CFA men and women during the
summer of 2009 was inspiring.

Sadly, there is a high demand in the western suburbs for
counselling services and support groups for women and
children. These services are a crucial tool to encourage
mothers and children to get the support they need to
leave toxic relationships. These services are also
important in rebuilding the lives of women and children
who have experienced violence in their family lives. I
commend the Andrews Labor government on this vital
funding boost, which is part of a $3.5 million boost to
counselling services for family violence across
Victoria.

Supported by other emergency services, CFA members
were on the fire line, organising logistics and working
in incident control centres. They supported individuals
and communities in a variety of ways. Many of them
risked their lives, put jobs on hold and worked tirelessly
to save lives and property in the face of great adversity.
It is this service and leadership that was acknowledged
with the presentation of nearly 60 National Emergency
Medals to CFA members who displayed sustained
service to others during this declared nationally
significant emergency.

Parliamentary study tours

I was proud to present the medal to members of the
following brigades from the north-eastern region of
Victoria: Benalla, Boorolite, Bowmans-Murmungee,
Eldorado, Greta, Lurg, Merton, Oxley, South
Wangaratta, Swanpool, Tatong, Thoona, Wangaratta
and Woods Point. My home-ground advantage gives
me the capacity to also acknowledge and pronounce the

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We are
about to start an approximately five-week break
between parliamentary sittings, and I am going to be
using that opportunity to go on a study tour. I am sure
that a number of another members around this place
will be doing the same. Politicians do not arrive here
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fantastically named Goomalibee-Upotipotpon fire
brigade.

Gerard FitzGerald
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I was saddened
to hear earlier this week that Mr Gerard FitzGerald, the
highly decorated coach of the North Ballarat Football
Club, will not continue in the role next year.
Mr FitzGerald has achieved much during his playing
and coaching career, including a hat-trick of Victorian
Football League (VFL) premierships from 2008
through to 2010. He holds the record for the most
games as a VFL coach, currently at 337. Amongst
many other achievements — too many to mention
here — Mr FitzGerald has also coached the North
Ballarat Rebels under-18 team as well as many other
football clubs.
Mr FitzGerald, or ‘Fitzy’ as he is affectionately and
ubiquitously known in Ballarat, is a stalwart of the
Ballarat community, a great football coach and, more
importantly in my view, a positive role model and man
of great character who helps many young people fulfil
their potential both on and off the football field. I note
that Fitzy will coach the Roosters for the remainder of
the 2015 year. I wish the Roosters well, and I wish
Fitzy all the best in his future endeavours, whatever
they may be.

Phillip Island
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — It was my great
pleasure to drive around Phillip Island and attend a
number of meetings, consultations and discussions with
people from a variety of groups last week. In particular
I met with the CEO of Phillip Island Nature Parks, one
of the state’s greatest contributors in terms of tourism,
in relation to branding of the state and to learn about
some of the best experiences one can possibly have as
far as being up close and personal with wildlife —
namely, the little penguin. It was exciting to hear about
future development plans and about a partnership with
WWF as far as interactive tours are concerned and to
make sure the penguin habitat is, as far as possible,
protected and restored.
I then went on to meet with the Phillip Island road users
group, which has quite rightly and justifiably raised
concerns about the influx of high numbers of visitors
during peak holiday periods to a town that has
relatively sparse infrastructure as far as roads and road
treatments are concerned, to hear what the position is in
relation to what is required to be done to make the
roads safer and to minimise fatalities, collisions and
near misses.
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I then went on to meet with representatives of the
Phillip Island Conservation Society to discuss their
concerns and priorities for the future, as well as meeting
a very grumpy koala called Harriet at the Koala
Conservation Centre, before meeting with Destination
Phillip Island general manager Kim Storey to discuss
future plans for tourism and business development in
the area.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
and BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
and motion of Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2015–16.

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — It is with pleasure
that I rise to speak on the Appropriation (2015–2016)
Bill 2015 today. Labor’s Victorian budget came in a
package of documents with the heading ‘For families’.
The cover of each document features photographs of
people with smiling faces. I can only assume that the
photographs of these people were taken in the city,
because my concern is that it would be hard to find
really happy, smiling faces in rural and regional
Victoria with this budget. Unfortunately the budget has
delivered very little for the country.
On a point of clarification for the government, regional
Victoria is not just Ballarat and Geelong. Gippsland, in
my electorate, has so much to offer, but it finds it hard
to compete for its fair share of the resource pile and has
largely been neglected in this budget. It was
disappointing that regional Victoria missed out on its
fair share of funding from the major projects budget,
with only 2.9 per cent of the allocation of the
infrastructure budget. This occurred even though 25 per
cent of Victorians live in regional Victoria.
Councils in my electorate are devastated by the
government’s decision to cut the $160 million country
roads and bridges program, which provided $1 million
each year to each rural council. This was a fantastic
program that was delivered by the coalition, which
committed to continuing it before the election because
it was so successful. Along with the scrapping of this
program comes the government’s rate-capping
proposal, which may place more pressure on small rural
councils in funding the necessary services and
infrastructure programs. Then there was the
disappointing 10 per cent cut to VicRoads funding,
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which can only result in regional Victorians dodging
more potholes and travelling on substandard roads.
More pressure on country Victorians comes with the
government’s decision to increase the fire services levy
by 7.2 per cent. The coalition, when in government,
introduced a fairer and more equitable fire services
levy, and Labor’s changes will hit rural and regional
Victorians the hardest — for example, farmers, rural
homeowners and businesses will be out of pocket. It
appears that this increase in the levy is to fund
additional paid firefighters for metropolitan and
suburban areas.
Also of concern is the fact that the agriculture budget
has been cut by 12 per cent, the wild dog bounty is
gone and the fox bounty has only a year to run.
Government members do not seem to think it is
important that the wild dog bounty has been cut, but
they need to understand that horrific injuries have been
inflicted on livestock — sheep in paddocks — and that
this has an economic flow-on effect as well. We now
see farmers sleeping outside with their flocks in order to
protect their livestock.
The Macalister irrigation district project also missed out
on funds in this budget. This major irrigation system
modernisation project was strongly supported by the
coalition government, with $16 million provided and
another $10 million committed before the election. I
can only hope that future funding is coming from the
Labor government, as this is a vital project that is
expected to provide the economy with approximately
$45 million every year through increased water
efficiency and food production.
It was also disappointing that no funds were provided to
South Gippsland Water for the northern towns water
project, which would improve water security for local
towns in my electorate, including Korumburra,
Poowong, Loch and Nyora.
Only two days ago I listened to Mr Herbert, a member
for Northern Victoria Region, praise the budget for
delivering jobs. I know he is passionate about
delivering jobs; however, it was hard to swallow his
comment that Labor is supportive of job creation and is
boosting employment with respect to the Latrobe
Valley, in my electorate. Labor’s decision to cut a
highly successful job creation program will have the
opposite effect. My colleague Russell Northe, the
member for Morwell in the Assembly, is passionate
about that program.
I refer to the $15 million Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund, which was established by the
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coalition and supported more than 40 businesses,
leveraged close to $1 million in investment and created
over 1100 jobs in our community. It was a highly
successful program which not only created employment
but also diversified our local economy, but it has been
cut. While Labor may be creating jobs through large
infrastructure projects in the city, those in regional
Victoria, such as those in the Latrobe Valley, have been
forgotten.
The regional development output budget is also being
cut by 24 per cent, and, as I understand it, the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund is being used to fund
projects that should have been funded through other
departments, such as agriculture, environment, health,
sport and arts, to allow the money that is left in the core
budget to be spent on city-centric projects. It is a
duplicitous way of trying to look as though regional
projects are being funded when really the government
is investing the absolute minimum that it can spend on
regional development through legislation. The coalition
made sure that our Regional Growth Fund was used for
projects that would develop regional areas. This
government’s infrastructure fund seems to pale in
comparison.
Another hit to regional Victoria has been the cuts to the
Regional Victoria Living Expo. This year 48 regional
and rural councils and thousands of Victorians took part
in the successful expo, which has helped to drive
tourism and economic development in our rural
communities. Cutting this expo will hurt regional
Victoria.
While many areas in my electorate missed out, I am
relieved to see some wins in education. As a former
teacher, I understand how important it is that school
infrastructure allow students to work at their best and
enable them to have the best possible opportunities.
Therefore I am very pleased to see that the Sale
Specialist School is funded in this budget. I know that
the former local member, Mr Peter Ryan, the former
Leader of The Nationals, along with my other Nationals
colleagues in the Assembly Tim Bull, the member for
Gippsland East, and Danny O’Brien, the member for
Gippsland South, fought very long and hard for the Sale
Specialist School. We want the special kids in Sale to
have a great opportunity to learn in a positive
environment.
On the subject of schools, I raise the issue of the
Morwell Primary School regeneration project, to which
the coalition, while in government, made an election
commitment of $13 million. This money would see the
amalgamation of Morwell Primary School, Tobruk
Street Primary School and Commercial Road Primary
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School all on one site. The former government was also
involved in the redevelopment of Morwell Park
Primary School. While it is pleasing to see that this
government has contributed $10.45 million to the
Morwell schools regeneration project, it is concerning
that Morwell Park Primary School seems to have been
left off the funding list.
Last sitting week Mr Dalidakis was rejoicing that the
government is pouring approximately $3.9 billion into
education. Listening to his contribution, I heard him list
a number of schools being funded. They were all
metropolitan schools. Missing from this budget is
funding for Korumburra and Leongatha secondary
colleges in South Gippsland, Wonthaggi Secondary
College in Bass and Bairnsdale Secondary College in
East Gippsland. The coalition had committed to
funding all of these schools if it were returned to
government. I can only hope that these schools are on
future funding lists, because country students deserve
equal opportunities to those attending city schools.
While Morwell did attract some budgetary spending,
another important town missed out entirely: Traralgon
has a population of 28 000 people yet is the only town
in Victoria that does not have a heated indoor aquatic
facility. Such a facility would create amazing
opportunities for economic development and improve
the health and wellbeing of the local population. The
coalition made a pre-election commitment to contribute
$9 million towards supporting the council to build this
new aquatic centre, but that money is missing from this
budget.
While I understand that it is hard to please everyone
when developing a budget, I believe it is important to
remain fair. The coalition achieved fairness by cutting
debt, reducing red tape, cutting taxes and delivering
services to country Victoria. Labor’s budget has largely
ignored rural and regional areas. We have new taxes
and increased taxes despite promises to the contrary.
The government has made cuts to important regional
programs, which will impact upon opportunities for
people living in regional areas. I will do my best to
fight for the needs and wants of my constituents in
regional Victoria. I can only hope that this government
takes the time to look away from the bright city lights
to see how investing in country Victoria today can be
hugely beneficial for the future of our state.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I appreciate
the opportunity to respond to Labor’s first budget since
2010. This is a budget that is best characterised as two
steps forward and three steps back. There are certainly
steps forward in numerous areas, but these steps mainly
correct the previous government’s neglect of public
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transport services and infrastructure. This budget has no
bold vision, no integrated plan for transport, no vision
for the future of our forests and nothing new for
renewable energy. The government is continuing a
business-as-usual approach to the management of the
state. While the Greens respect the role given to us by
the people of Victoria, we are going to hold the
government to account against a standard that the
people of Victoria deserve: a decent, fair and
compassionate government working towards a
prosperous present and a sustainable future.
While it is good is to see that a number of Labor’s key
election promises have been converted into budget
commitments — investment in Melbourne Metro, the
announcement of new rolling stock, a high-capacity
signalling trial and the level crossing removals are all
welcome — these initiatives are just the must-do
projects that show the government’s laudable but hardly
courageous attempts to start playing catch-up with our
failing transport system after many years of neglect by
successive Labor and coalition governments. These
initiatives represent the minimum needed to prevent the
Victorian public transport system from sliding into
national and international disgrace as Melbourne
continues to grow faster than any other city in
Australia.
I do have particular concerns in a number of areas
relating to my portfolio work as the Greens
spokesperson. I begin with our forests, for which
nothing new has been allocated to protecting the habitat
of the Leadbeater’s possum from destruction by
unsustainable logging, despite the species being listed
as critically endangered. Though a task force has been
set up, as a bare minimum there should be a
moratorium on logging in Leadbeater’s possum habitat
while that work is conducted. There is also no money
allocated to the development of the Great Forest
National Park. This government is sticking to the plan
that sees logging continue in the native forest industry
despite it yielding few jobs. It is sticking with the
mantra used by a small number of timber industry
lobbyists, who claim there are 21 000 jobs connected to
logging in native forests. There are nothing like 21 000
jobs in native forests. In the 2011 census the number of
Victorians who specified forestry and logging as their
occupation was 559.
Native forest logging destroys pristine native forest
habitats forever. Logging is associated with an
unsustainable industry that is begging for
modernisation. The government should be investing in
higher job commercial timber plantations, higher job
products in the finished timber market and higher job
tourism industry outcomes by moving forward with the
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Great Forest National Park. The Greens want the best
long-term outcome for the timber industry, for the
environment, for climate change, for endangered
species and for the economy. Let us have a full inquiry
into the regional forest agreements to expose the
shameful sham that continues to be perpetrated on the
Victorian public in the name of sustainable forests
management. And while we are at it, let us inquire into
the operation of VicForests too.
I move to public transport. The Andrews government’s
first budget has condemned public transport users to
continuing overcrowding on trams and trains. All
meaningful investment in new rolling stock is off in the
never-never, meaning that overloaded trams and trains
will only get more crowded during this term of
government. I invite members to commute on our
public transport system for themselves so they can
experience the sardine crush that commuters experience
on a daily basis. While it is good to see investment in
Melbourne Metro, new rolling stock, a high-capacity
signalling trial, level crossing removals and upgrades to
busy rail lines, these are cherrypicked initiatives that do
not sit in any overall transport plan. The real test is
whether we will see more train services and greater
frequencies across our rail networks — or are the level
crossing removals really only about road-based
transport?
Where is the integrated public transport plan? Where is
the government on cost-effective fixing of the small
gaps in the trams network? Where is the government on
Doncaster rail and Rowville rail? Doncaster rail has
been talked about since 1890, and it featured as planned
works in 1969. It will shift 1000 people per train off the
Eastern Freeway and massively reduce congestion in
Hoddle Street and Alexandra Parade. Where is the
government on addressing the immediate crisis of
overcrowding on commuter public transport? Yes, the
additional investment is good, but what about a fully
integrated plan to capitalise on existing public transport
networks to build intermodal links for across-town
transport? What about a clear plan for integrating
cycling infrastructure with public transport links to take
the pressure off roads and public transport? What about
the buses?
The Auditor-General has recently exposed major
problems in the operation of Melbourne’s bus network.
Buses are fantastic. I am a bus fan, along with many of
our supporters. The beauty of buses is that they use
existing infrastructure and have great flexibility in
meeting the community’s needs. They should connect
local communities with speedy rail transport. They
should get people to where they want to go in ways that
rail cannot.
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What about freight management? Instead of waving in
the toll road companies to take over the role of
responsible government in transport planning, how
about developing a proper plan that gets to the heart of
the issue of lowering ever-increasing freight truck
numbers on Victorian roads? How about creating real
incentives for the port to get freight onto rail? While it
is at it, how about the government taking responsibility
and getting to the bottom of the freight movement
inefficiencies that see many unnecessary container
movements, putting more containers onto Melbourne
roads than need to be there?
I turn to local government, a tier of government that is
very dear to my heart. Local government is a
particularly sore point in this budget. Before the
election Labor launched a cynical attack on local
government — a grab for popularity — by introducing
a consumer price indexed rate cap. It has kept its
promise so far by pushing the issue to an inquiry into
how to implement it.
In the context of the $29.6 million cut to local
government funding, the government needs to release
its modelling of the true effect of the introduction of
rate capping on local councils. The true effect will be a
reduction in services such as immunisations, maternal
and child health, childcare services, meals on wheels,
aged-care services, family support and counselling
services, animal regulation, road repairs, local libraries
and sporting facilities. That names but a few of the
services that local government provides. In my
experience with the Yarra Ranges Shire Council, that
council provides 150 services to its community. Which
of those will be under threat from a CPI-imposed rate
cap? I lament for the community there and that loss of
services.
How about a program to incentivise councils to take a
participatory budget-setting approach through
interactive processes to allow residents to have a real
say in the services they fund through council rates?
How about treating local councils with the respect they
deserve as they take on more responsibilities while state
and federal governments wind back funding for support
services?
The government should hardly be congratulated for
merely following promises to the people of Victoria.
While the average voter is getting all too accustomed to
politicians who promise one thing prior to an election
and then deliver something completely different when
elected, I do not accept that the Labor government
should receive any accolades for shocking the average
voter by actually meeting its pre-election commitments.
And what about those key initiatives that did not make
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the promise list? There is no promise for Rowville rail.
There is no promise for Doncaster rail. Too bad for the
people of those communities; there is nothing here for
them. They are condemned to their cars and to traffic
congestion for, it seems, yet another term of state
government.
What we need is a bold vision to address the future of
our forests and threatened species, to transition our state
to a renewable energy future and to have a transport
plan that delivers a public transport system that gets
you where you want to go, when you want to get there.
Our growing state deserves no less. The Greens will be
holding the government to account to a standard that
the people of Victoria deserve.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
my contribution with regard to Labor’s budget.
Unfortunately it is a budget of broken promises. It is a
budget of spin and lies. It is a most unfortunate budget,
not only for Victoria in its totality but especially for
regional and rural Victoria and in particular western
Victoria. I was greatly concerned when I read of the
new taxes and surcharges that are going to be imposed
upon the great people of Victoria. We had a
commitment from both the Premier and the Treasurer
that there would be no new taxes, yet in this place just
this week we have been debating a new tax on foreign
investors purchasing residential land.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr MORRIS — As Mr Dalidakis well knows, in
the inquiry in which we discussed the new tax, the
government was shamed into amending its legislation
to ensure — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris is making a
speech. He is not having a conversation with
Mr Dalidakis, especially by way of interjection. It has
been going on right through the last couple of speakers
as well. It is not on. Mr Morris to continue, without
assistance.
Mr MORRIS — We also saw the slashing of
3700 jobs with the cancellation of the east–west link,
which is going to cost Victorians up to $1 billion — a
significant and critically important infrastructure project
that is not going to occur. We know that in the region of
western Victoria, where manufacturing is having a
tough time but is still critically important, one of the
main difficulties manufacturers have is getting their
goods to port. What we have seen from this Labor
government is that it has cut an important project that
was going to deliver that certainty and reduce travel
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times to the port, which has hurt manufacturers in
western Victoria.
Unemployment is forecast to increase. We have seen
that growth is down and inflation is up. We have seen
not one additional police officer in western Victoria
west of the Bellarine Peninsula. It was a commitment
based wholly on politics to have new police based at
Bellarine. This Labor government is not committed to
serving Victoria and ensuring that the community of
Victoria is kept safe; rather, those opposite are
interested in looking after their own seats.
I listened with interest to Ms Dunn’s contribution with
regard to local government, because what we have seen
from this government is an attack on local government.
Local government delivers incredibly important
services across the breadth of our community, but what
has this government done? It has cut the country roads
and bridges funding, a $160 million program which
served our 40 smallest councils by ensuring that they
had the capacity to maintain their roads and bridges,
which were crumbling prior to the election of the
coalition government and which are going to crumble
again under this Labor government.
Where are those funds going to go? The Labor
government has said, ‘Don’t worry, those funds are still
going to be spent on roads’. Whose roads are they
going to be spent on? They are going to be spent on the
roads that the government is not responsible for. The
government is ripping money out of local councils that
was intended to ensure that their roads and bridges are
kept in good order and placing those funds into bridges
and roads in its own members’ electorates.
On top of that, this government is introducing a
rate-capping regime that is going to decimate the
services local government provides to our community. I
go around and speak to many mayors and CEOs from
many councils across western Victoria, and I have
heard discussion about what this is going to mean. Is it
going to mean a reduction in library services, or is there
going to be a reduction in child and maternal health
services in our community, the critical services that are
delivered by local government? We have rate capping,
and we have the cutting of the country roads and
bridges program at the same time. This is going to
decimate our smaller councils in western Victoria,
whether they be the Buloke shire, the Yarriambiack
shire — it goes on. These are the smaller councils
which do not have the capacity to raise those funds and
which were appropriately supported by the former
coalition government but have been forgotten by this
Labor government.
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Then there are the other election commitments that this
government has failed to meet, one being the late-night
bus service between Melbourne and Ballarat. It
sounded like a great idea; a bus service leaving
Southern Cross station at 2.00 a.m. to return people
home after a night at the football, a concert or just a
dinner and a show with their significant other.
However, this service has not started. This is an election
commitment that the government has not kept.
Ballarat in particular is growing very quickly. It is
growing at 2 per cent per annum. Of the order of
2000 people are moving to the great city of Ballarat
each year. What is it that people come to Ballarat for?
They come to Ballarat for the great education that is
provided there, for the magnificent gardens and also
because of the excellent health care that is provided in
Ballarat. That was provided and well-supported under a
coalition government. I was recently in Ballarat for the
opening of the helipad and multilevel carpark, a piece
of infrastructure — —
Mr Ramsay — You were lucky.
Mr MORRIS — I was lucky to attend. I think my
invitation was lost in the mail, as was Mr Ramsay’s.
However, I was there at the opening of the helipad, and
this is a piece of key infrastructure that the coalition
invested in in Ballarat, because the coalition
understands how important it is to make sure the people
of western Victoria have the appropriate services. There
was to be a redevelopment of Ballarat hospital that
included three additional floors, but that is not going to
be delivered by this Labor government. A project that
would have delivered three additional floors for a
hospital in a city that is growing at 2 per cent per
annum has been forgotten by Labor.
During the election campaign Labor made a
commitment to expand the Ballarat sports and event
centre. I welcomed that announcement until we saw a
$7 million black hole in the project. Ballarat Basketball
has been waiting nearly two decades for investment in
additional basketball courts, but what do we see? We
see a Labor government leaving a $7 million black hole
in a critical project for Ballarat. This is not just about
ensuring that people have a place to play sport —
young and old people. It is critically important that
people have a space to play sports, but this is also about
having an economic driver for Ballarat. This is about
the opportunity to bring new events and new economic
activity into Ballarat. Ballarat Basketball does an
exceptional job at attracting events to Ballarat. It does a
remarkable job. However, it has been forgotten by this
Labor government, which has left a $7 million black
hole in that project.
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One of the key announcements made by then Premier
Napthine in the lead-up to the 2014 election was the
VicRoads relocation to Ballarat, which would have
produced 600 jobs and $60 million of annual economic
activity for the CBD of Ballarat. Where is Labor with
this relocation? It says it is thinking about it. We have
gone this far into this term of government, and we have
a government on the other side which is still thinking
about providing jobs for Ballarat. Ironically the Labor
government held a jobs forum in Ballarat. The
government has a project that will create 600 jobs if it
would just get on with it. We know VicRoads is going
to be moving from Kew; we know how welcome that is
for Ballarat. The city of Ballarat, those involved in
Ballarat’s commerce, the Committee for Ballarat and
local business in Ballarat are supportive of the move,
but this Labor government is dragging its feet on that
announcement.
There has been a great deal a discussion this week
about another of the government’s announcements,
which concerns the long-term lease of the port of
Melbourne. There are many members opposite who I
am sure do not quite understand the importance of the
port of Melbourne to rural and regional Victoria. But
we are hearing about an up to 800 per cent increase in
rents for use of the port of Melbourne. Effectively the
government will be ripping money out of the country so
it can put this money into its unfunded level crossing
removal program. There was no plan to fund this
project, so rather than admitting that it cannot achieve
it, the government is going to rip money out of the bush
to place it in inner Melbourne. It leaves me absolutely
aghast.
I mentioned Assembly electorates such as South West
Coast, Polwarth and South Barwon. There was little to
nothing in this budget for those electorates. The good,
fine people of western Victoria living in those
electorates have been forgotten by this government.
What did we see? In the electorate of Lowan a mere
$1 million of in-kind funding for the Wimmera cancer
centre has been forgotten. In an electorate where there
is a high incidence of cancer — one of the highest of
anywhere in Victoria — with the worst mortality
statistics to go along with it, the residents have been
forgotten by this Labor government.
There is also Eureka Stadium in Ballarat. Who loves
football? We all love football. We have been told that
the funding for this project is going to come through.
The Premier, Daniel Andrews, has committed to AFL
football being played in Ballarat — games for
premiership points. There is just one slight problem —
the AFL has not committed to playing games in
Ballarat. We apparently need to take the Premier at his
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word that these games are going to be coming to
Ballarat. Unfortunately, I am not so sure.
The regional rail link project was delivered on time and
under budget by the coalition government, but what
have we seen from this Labor government? The
delivery of the infrastructure was done, on time and
under budget, and the Andrews government was
required to do one thing, which was to ensure that the
timetabling was sorted out. But, no, the timetabling has
been an absolute shemozzle. The removal of carriages
from trains between Ballarat and Melbourne has
required people to sit on the floor or stand for the entire
journey. That is unacceptable from this Labor
government.
The Regional Growth Fund is something that was
extremely well used and supported under the coalition
government. It supported and helped grow rural
communities. What are we seeing now? We are seeing
that core infrastructure that should ordinarily be funded
by this government is going to be funded out of the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund. The
Regional Growth Fund was there to help support and
grow regional Victoria. But what has happened to it
now? It is effectively a fund for whatever it is that this
government wants to do. Why is this the case? It is
because this government is city centric. It has forgotten
about the bush. It has forgotten about regional and rural
Victoria; regional and rural Victoria has been left
behind.
I conclude by saying that this budget is a budget of
broken promises, it is a budget of spin and lies and it is
a budget that does a disservice to Victoria and to the
good people of western Victoria.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make some remarks on the budget
papers and the Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015. I
will start by making some comments on the budget
estimates process, being a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC). Acting
President, you would be aware that the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee conducted 11 days of
hearings into the budget papers. The make-up of the
committee changed this year, in that for the first time
ever it is not controlled by the government — although
it is chaired by a government member. The Deputy
Chair is from the opposition and in fact was the
previous chair of PAEC. There have certainly been
some improvements.
In terms of questioning, there was certainly a fairer
allocation of questions for members of the opposition,
the Greens and the crossbench, represented by
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Dr Carling-Jenkins, in comparison to what occurred
during my membership of that committee in 2009–10,
when I often would not get a chance to ask a question
of some of the ministers because of the way the
questions were allocated in the committee process. That
is a welcome improvement.
But in many ways the more things change, the more
they stay the same, and there is a lot that is still the
same in the process, in particular the glossy
presentations by ministers and the Dorothy Dixers by
government members. I welcomed the fact that
government members were not able to ask
supplementary questions yet opposition members,
crossbenchers and the Greens were. I think that is an
improvement in the process. However, there is still a lot
that remains the same. In many ways it is not a very
robust process compared to those of other parliaments.
I look forward to a review of the operation of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. The review has
been foreshadowed by the government and will include
an examination of how those committees run and look
at improving the process to make it more robust. These
committees are mainly called public accounts
committees in other parliaments and they do not
necessarily run the estimates process.
This is Labor’s first budget. I would like to start by
saying that it reverses some of the worst cuts to the
public sector and public services by the former
government. But the government is focusing on
delivering on its election commitments and has proudly
said that its first budget delivers on 96 per cent of its
election commitments. Outlined in the budget papers
you can find the 4 per cent of election commitments
that have not been included in this budget but which
will be included at some time in the future.
You would have to say that this government is really
following the trajectory of the previous government, in
that its mantra whenever it was questioned on any
programs or legislation brought into the Parliament
was, ‘This is an election promise; we’re doing this
because it was an election promise’.
Mr Jennings — Is there something wrong with
that?
Ms PENNICUIK — The Leader of the
Government asks, ‘Is there something wrong with
that?’. The answer is yes and no. Certainly there were
some very ill-advised election promises made by the
previous government. Even though they were
ill-advised — some might say pretty out there — it was
determined to implement them. I am saying yes and no.
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On the other hand if the election promises that are put
forward by an aspiring government, in opposition at the
time, are not particularly visionary, they hold you to a
lower standard, and that is something that has been
touched on by my colleagues Ms Sandell and
Mr Hibbins in the other place and also this morning by
Ms Dunn in her budget reply speech. The standard
needs to be higher than just fulfilling election promises.
If the government is going to say, ‘All we’re going to
do for four years is fulfil our election promises’, I do
not think that is a high enough standard.
As I have said, there are many initiatives in the budget
and a restoration of funding to programs, and they are
welcomed and supported, but I also say there is little
vision. If you look at the budget papers you see ‘For
families’. No-one is against ‘For families’, but what
does it actually mean? Then there is ‘Getting on with
it’. What does ‘Getting on with it’ mean? There is also
‘Putting people first’. I have given that a big tick
because my motto is ‘Put people and the environment
first’, so I give that a big tick, but I still do not know
what it means and how it is related to the budget papers.
Then there is ‘Suburban growth’. There might be
suburban growth, but it is without the backup of the
infrastructure and services needed to support it,
particularly in transport, education, health and housing.
I could go on.
If you look at the presentation by the Premier at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing, you
will see dot points on the first two pages about what the
budget is about. Amongst other things, ‘delivering our
election commitments’ and ‘delivering on the
government’s commitments’ are dot points. I raise a
concern about that focus. I hope the government does
not drag its feet just fulfilling its election commitments.
The problem with some of the election commitments
by the then opposition and the now government, and by
the then government and the now opposition, is that
they involve a lot of pork-barrelling. There are a lot of
election commitments particularly in terms of transport,
which schools may get funding for much-needed
maintenance and infrastructure, which hospitals may
get more funding and which level crossings may be
removed et cetera, but if you take a closer look you will
often see these commitments linked to particular
electorates; less marginal electorates are not getting the
attention or what is needed.
That brings me back to my other point, which is about
having a vision and a coordinated response to the big
issues of transport, education, health and the
environment. We do not see any vision in this budget.
Let us look at education. I questioned the Minister for
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Education at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings and I raised the issue of
transparency in education funding. There is no
transparency in education funding. The
Auditor-General pointed this out in his recent report on
the rising cost of public education to families. In an
appendix to the report he tried to explain to the
Victorian people what happens with education funding.
In terms of the allocation, not only of recurrent funding
and funding for special programs but particularly for
school maintenance and new facilities in schools, the
way that is allocated is not transparent and open. If
people look at the analysis I did of the promises made
during the election campaign in terms of school
maintenance and facilities, they will find that the
majority of the announcements made by both the
coalition and Labor were concentrated in areas of either
seats they were trying to win or seats they already held.
This government is talking about being open and
transparent. I asked the minister when he was going to
open up the process so that the Victorian people could
see how education funding was allocated, and the
answer was that Steve Bracks is conducting a review of
it. That is not all that reassuring. It needs to be much
more open than just sending in a previous Premier to
look at it. I raise this issue now because we are hearing
about the problems of the rorting of funding from the
education department in hearings before the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
Very serious allegations are surfacing at IBAC.
Mr Barber — It seems to have been going on for a
while.
Ms PENNICUIK — Yes, as Mr Barber said, it has
been going on for a long time. IBAC is also
recommending that charges be laid against certain
persons in the then Department of Transport, Planning
and Local Infrastructure for rorting contracts. This has
been going on for a long time under both
governments — the previous government and the one
before. Secrecy about how the funding is allocated by
departments leads to this type of problem.
We are talking today about the budget and where
funds are being allocated under the Appropriation
(2015–2016) Bill 2015, but we have seen very big
problems in huge departments. The Department of
Education and Training is the biggest-spending
department. Millions of dollars have been rorted
under the eyes of the ministers and senior
bureaucrats who oversaw the departments. That is
a very big problem. While we are here passing a
budget and saying that much money is going to the
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education department, the oversight on how that is
being spent is wanting.
Of course the Treasurer’s budget speech did not contain
the term ‘climate change’ at all. The amount of effort
and resources being put to that issue is very small. It is
around $20 million for renewable energies. I asked the
Minister for Energy and Resources at the PAEC
hearings about the renewable energy project, one of the
outcomes of which was to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. When I asked her by how much the target
was going to reduce greenhouse emissions, there was
no answer. There was no target. There was no answer. I
followed that up with questions about transition plans
for workers in the fossil fuel industries that inevitably
will close down. Jobs will be lost in the coal industry.
We have seen the closure of the Anglesea power station
and we are going to see more closures. The government
should have a plan for closing down coal-fired power
stations, particularly stations like Hazelwood, but there
is no plan about that and there is no plan about
transitioning those workers.
I welcome initiatives in the area of equality that this
government has introduced, particularly given the
previous government’s record in that area. They are
welcome initiatives. I am trying to use broadbrush big
vision here, and if I only had more time, I could spend a
long time on particular initiatives in the budget. There
is not enough transparency. This government says it is
about transparency. Only yesterday we were talking
about the non-production of documents that the Council
has ordered — —
Mr Jennings — Which we’ve delivered on three or
four of them.
Ms PENNICUIK — Of course they have not been
delivered, as Mr Jennings would know if he had a look
at what I said in the chamber yesterday. We need more
transparency and we need more vision. We are seeing
problems with the lack of transparency and we will see
problems with the lack of vision because you cannot
have a budget which plans to increase suburban growth
without any infrastructure, particularly in public
transport. We have had decades of spending on roads,
and we really need to turn that around and spend on
public transport. We need more trams. We need more
trains.
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public transport system, but there is little sign of that
from this government. Although there are some
welcome initiatives and changes of direction by this
government — I acknowledge that — it lacks a vision.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — As
members would be aware, in my role as President I do
not contribute to many debates, but in this debate on the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 and the budget
papers I feel it is important to make some comments on
how I see the context of this state budget. Like
Ms Pennicuik in her contribution, I intend mostly to
concentrate on some of the big-picture things rather
than the initiatives that are in the budget — and indeed
there are a number of initiatives that I certainly
welcome both in my electorate and across Victoria. But
I am adopting a position in my thinking on this state
budget, and indeed the national picture, that we need to
look at a range of issues far more carefully and with a
great deal more cooperation going forward between
levels of government, because there are very significant
challenges here in Australia and in our state of Victoria.
I believe that our position is actually deteriorating, I
believe that to some extent we are living in a fool’s
paradise and I believe that we need to start to address
some of the issues confronting our state and our nation
more carefully and more vigorously — and perhaps
that seems like a contradiction in terms, but we need
action.
Far too much of the future is now clouded for our
young people. One of the interesting things about my
time in this place is that I see my role as being very
much about shaping the future for our children and our
grandchildren. I have to say I am perturbed about the
future because I see that Australia has become far too
complacent. I see that our investment levels are
inadequate to maintain the sort of productivity that we
need to compete in a global world. We do live in a
fool’s paradise.

Ms Shing — Like the Melbourne Metro rail link.

I note that some of the predictions in this budget about
the future, about growth levels and so forth, are more
modest than those the previous government made in its
last budget before the 2014 election. I welcome the
moderation of some of those growth targets, some of
those changes to the figures, because I think they are
more realistic in the outlook going forward. However, I
do not believe they are realistic enough, and I share the
view that Ms Patten expressed yesterday in her speech
that in fact some of the targets are unlikely to be met.

Ms PENNICUIK — Melbourne Metro is a long
way off. There are a lot of things that can be done in the
public transport system now that will make a real
difference to people’s daily lives and commuting on the

I am concerned, for instance, that the unemployment
figures that have been cast are way too low. The
national unemployment figure is quoted at around 6 per
cent; with underemployment it is more like 8.5 per cent.
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But the reality is that the Australian Bureau of Statistics
does not even believe its own figures anymore. It says
those figures that are being thrown up are
incomprehensible and the real underlying
unemployment rate in this nation is now more like
12 per cent, which is what Roy Morgan Research’s
figures suggest. I think there is a lot more substance to
those figures when you look around this state and when
you talk to people, in particular young people who are
so badly impacted by these unemployment statistics.
This government has a fairly bullish attitude towards
employment growth and state product growth in the
next few years. Yet I look to the future and particularly
at the closure of the car industry in Victoria and I see
that, for every one of the jobs lost at those automobile
manufacturers, five supply chain jobs will be lost. It
may be pessimistic, but I do not think we will save
more than two out of five of those supply chain jobs.
BAE Systems has just announced it will not compete
for a $600 million contract for the building of new
ships, and that is at a cost of 1000 direct jobs. But what
concerns me about the car industry shutdown, BAE’s
announcement and a number of other announcements
across our industrial sector is that we are losing skills.
We are losing the ability to innovate. We are losing
opportunities to create and participate in global markets
with new products and services.
Today I heard about a unit at Monash University that is
involved in the regeneration of muscle after heart
attacks — world-leading research. The whole unit is
going to the United States because it cannot get funding
here in Victoria.
We really need to get serious about some of our
investment. I note some of the initiatives, including the
Premier’s Future Industries Fund and so forth, in this
budget, and I think they are welcome initiatives, but we
need more if we are serious about creating
opportunities for our children and our grandchildren.
We are often very happy about foreign investment into
this country, and yet so much of that foreign investment
is actually lifestyle investment. It is passive investment;
it is not productive investment. It is true to say that
there has been productive investment in the mining
sector. It is true to say that a large range of foreign
retailers have invaded Australia. They do not bring
much in the way of innovation, and for the most part
they do not pay their corporate taxes along the way, and
they are relocating jobs rather than necessarily creating
new jobs.
Beyond those sorts of investments, most of the
investment in Australia is, as I said, lifestyle
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investment. It involves the purchase of residential
properties. Some of the investment and the acquisition
of Australian firms by overseas-owned companies is
about intellectual property transfer. One of the
advantages of foreign investment is that you are
supposed to get new innovation and bring intellectual
property into Australia that advances our economy, but
what is happening with many of the investors today is
that they are buying up the intellectual property of
Australian companies and exporting it holus-bolus
overseas.
Even where we have fantastic biomedical and
bioscience organisations and people who are doing
wonderful things with the synchrotron — which was a
significant investment by this state and an important
one in terms of our future — and we are doing this
wonderful research work, we cannot commercialise
those opportunities. We are losing the lion’s share of
the economic benefits of our smarts to other countries.
We have to do a lot better.
I am alarmed at some of the chopping and changing of
our infrastructure. The people of Moreland must today
be fairly unimpressed by what has happened with
regard to the EastLink project that some of them
campaigned quite strongly against, because now they
have the worst of all worlds. Transurban stands to gain
the greatest benefit from a proposal it put to the
government. It will alleviate some of the traffic issues
of the western suburbs, but essentially it will best
benefit Transurban. It fails to make the link with the
EastLink project or with any of the roads to the east,
and in fact it brings traffic directly into the areas of
those people who were most antagonistic towards the
project.
I was told before the election that Bay West was a
furphy, and that while it was an election policy, it was
never going to be implemented. It was simply designed
to prop up the Geelong seats. That is not a broken
promise; it is deception. It is as much of a ridiculous
proposition as the current proposal to lease off the port
for 70 years. With the Greens I voted against the
dredging of Port Phillip Bay to bring in larger ships to
the port of Melbourne, because it did not make sense.
Ms Pennicuik — It still doesn’t.
Mr ATKINSON — And it still does not make
sense. But a 70-year lease on the port of Melbourne will
see us lose the competitive advantage that this state has
in terms of export facilities. So too are we failing to
recognise the importance of Melbourne Airport, which
now carries more freight by air than any other airport in
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Australia. It is essential infrastructure, but it is not fully
supported to the extent that it needs to be.
Our infrastructure building costs are higher than
anywhere else in Australia, and we need to address that.
We need to bring them down and get better value for
money. We need to make sure that the infrastructure we
put in place does not chop and change but is
infrastructure that has the support of all members of this
house in terms of a future plan. I agree with
Ms Pennicuik when she said there may be a fairly rocky
road ahead in trying to establish a coherent plan that has
the support of all members of the chamber. But we
need a consistent plan so that the investment that comes
into the state is informed investment. We need to be
able to guarantee that it will proceed and be welcomed.
We need to ensure that we are a pro-business state and
that we get the efficiencies that come from good
planning, efficiencies that have been lost a number of
times by governments changing plans and changing
course at the last minute.
Some speakers have talked about the international
markets and the international environment, and there
has been some degree of optimism about an improving
world economy. I do not share that enthusiasm for the
world economy. The United States is kidding itself if it
thinks it is out of trouble. I am a little more optimistic
about Greece this week than I was last week. Greece
may not get out of trouble, but it will be able to kick the
can a little further along the road. The reason it will be
able to kick the can along the road has nothing to do
with economics; it is to do with politics. It is the fact
that the European nations cannot afford Russia stepping
in and getting closer to Greece, so they will find a
solution to Greece’s current debt problems on the basis
of keeping Russia out. For all the wrong reasons they
are going to tackle the issue. But there is no doubt that
Europe is far from out of the woods so far as its
economy is concerned.
There is also a slowdown in Asia, and I am not simply
talking about China, which despite a slowdown still has
remarkable growth rates. There is also a slowdown
throughout the rest of Asia, and this has impacts for
Australia. The new reality is in the prices we are seeing
now for iron ore. Some years ago I spoke on this
matter — I think in this place but certainly in other
places — and said that the whole issue with our iron ore
is that it comprises 30 per cent of our national exports.
What an exposure in one commodity area.
Where are our smarts? Where are the things that
Victoria is good at in terms of that national export
spectrum? The reason it is the new reality in terms of
the prices we are now at and why companies like that of
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Twiggy Forrest’s are going to be in strife going forward
is, in my view, that the Chinese now have alternative
supply. It is not a demand issue. It is not a cyclical issue
as far as how much iron ore they, Japan or South Korea
can consume. There is now much greater supply in the
marketplace, and China is a price maker not a price
taker. That has very real implications for Victoria.
People say to me, ‘We should get out of all the things
we are not good at and all the things on which we
cannot compete with other countries’. I say, ‘Exactly
what are we good at competing at?’. We think we are
pretty good at services, and yet many of our large
accountancy and legal firms are sending backroom jobs
overseas in order to process a range of their activities,
including tax accounting, conveyancing and so forth.
They are being sent offshore. The problem there is not
just that we are losing direct jobs but that we are losing
entry-level jobs that enable young people to get a
foothold in the workforce and come to understand what
working in a job is all about.
I am very worried about young people today in the
sense that our social cohesion depends on those
well-educated young people being able to find jobs and
then being able to set themselves up in life. How do
they do that when housing affordability is as it is?
When I bought my first house it cost less than two
times my annual salary. Today it would cost 9 or
possibly 10 times a proportionate salary to buy the
same house. That is a major issue for us going forward.
Our budgets need to make sure that we take into
account some of these broader economic conditions and
that we address them cooperatively as a Parliament, not
simply as a government and an opposition with
dramatically competing policies.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I am going
to be fairly brief in my contribution today, as is usual. I
have several statements to make regarding the budget,
one of them being on the fox bounty. It is clear that the
fox bounty has a positive impact on the environment. I
am a little mystified as to why there is only one year of
funding for it. It is not what I would call ‘infrastructure
funding’, and I am not sure at this point in time why it
should not be funded for the entire term or at least for
the foreseeable future.
That brings me to the dog bounty. This is obviously a
contentious subject, particularly amongst my
constituents in the Gippsland area. There is no dog
bounty whatsoever. We have heard stories about people
having to sleep with their flocks, much as the old
shepherds had to do, to ward off wolves. It seems that
this issue is not being addressed at all other than with a
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bit of aerial baiting, which is the same as last year and
the year before.
I share concerns about the port lease. I think 99 years is
way too long, particularly if there is a clause providing
that if another port is opened in that time, compensation
will be paid. My biggest concern with the port lease is
that as far as I can tell there is no money whatsoever for
regional areas. It is all going to urban areas. Whilst I
appreciate the need to remove level crossings in
Melbourne and get public transport back into some sort
of fit state, we do not all live in Melbourne.
I see it as good that 400 police are being released from
watch house duty and other various duties, but as far as
I can tell there is no extra money for police except for
15 extra police in the Geelong area. Crime is a problem
in all areas, and there is nothing extra in the budget for
those living out east.
I have a couple of comments regarding health services.
The Bush Nursing Support Fund has been axed as far
as we can tell. We have limited resources for
researching this, but we have done the best we can.
Bush nursing services played a pivotal role in Victoria’s
health services for a while by providing primary health
services, emergency response and some acute inpatient
services. It appears that all the funding for infrastructure
and capital upgrades of these facilities has disappeared.
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Second reading
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Under clause 1, I would like to follow
the practice of committees in previous years by
examining the macro issues surrounding the budget
before dealing with individual appropriation issues in
the schedule. With that in mind, I start by asking the
minister about the government’s long-term and
medium-term financial objectives, noting that the
objectives set down in this year’s budget have changed
quite substantially in a number of ways from the
strategy that was outlined in the previous budget. I
invite the minister to start by outlining why the
government has made those changes to those key
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objectives, both long term and short term. I will then
probably have some follow-up questions relating to
that.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for the opportunity. While I
have done committee stages for many different types of
bills in my life as a minister, this is the first time I have
done a committee stage for a budget bill. I look forward
to the sense of adventure that has created for me and
perhaps for us all in terms of how we will traverse this.
The government recognises and acknowledges — and
hopefully this will reduce some of the underlying
tensions or divisions between the government and the
opposition — that in many ways the budget structure
that it inherited, in terms of its projected surpluses, was
a balanced approach to managing the finances of
Victoria in a stable and predictable fashion. That is not
to ignore some of the profound challenges that the
incoming government believed it would have created
both immediately and in the longer term. Some of the
great stresses and strains on that budget structure relate
in particular, although not exclusively, to demand
pressures in the important areas of health and
education.
The adjustment to commonwealth revenues coming to
the state of Victoria into the future would lead, over the
forward estimates period, to the government having a
great deal of difficulty delivering on demand pressures
in major portfolios such as the ones I have identified. In
particular the commonwealth government’s forward
estimates, particularly from 2017–18 onwards, would
lead to monumental pressures on the structure and
viability of state budgets into the future. The incoming
Victorian Labor government recognised that over the
forward estimates there were service pressures that it
believed had not been adequately accounted for in the
output funding arrangements in the budget settings that
were created for us. We recognised, within the overall
structure of the surplus and its intended use by the
outgoing government, that those surpluses were going
to be largely acquitted through infrastructure and asset
creation rather than output funding.
However, there was headroom for us to adjust the
structure of the budget to be more mindful, from our
perspective, of an appropriate balance in terms of
attributing the foreshadowed surplus in line with our
ability to account for those growth pressures and to get
greater funding coming into output areas. We were able
to modify the proportion of the forward estimates that
was attributed to output funding as distinct from asset
funding — to recalibrate those settings — in order to
provide greater certainty and confidence to us as the
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incoming government that we could meet recurrent
expenditure and recurrent output demand, and we were
able to moderate the proportion of those surpluses that
was attributed to large infrastructure projects. I will not
go into a debate about the relative merits of those
projects, but I have just outlined for the committee’s
benefit that that was a conscious decision made by this
government.
Within the framework I have just described, the
government has maintained a commitment to achieving
ongoing surpluses in the Victorian budget and to
making reasonably conservative yet appropriate
projections in relation to the growth of the economy
and the employment expectations that underpin the
forward estimates in relation to the economic activity in
the state. We have made relatively modest and steady
projections in relation to a combination of growth, CPI
and economic indicators, which creates some degree of
predictability within the structure of the budget.
We believe it is appropriate for us to address in
particular those areas of service demand that we think
the forward estimates we inherited did not adequately
account for, but we think we can recalibrate those to get
a balanced and appropriate outcome for the citizens of
Victoria.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The minister obviously canvassed a
number of matters, some of which I would like to
follow up in a bit more detail.
The minister spoke about the rebalancing, as he
described it, this government has done between new
output funding and asset funding. Firstly, I will
comment with respect to the level of output funding and
follow with some commentary from the Treasurer’s
speech with respect to the growth in output funding
under the previous government, which the Treasurer
stated in his view was not adequate. I make the point
that that was on the back of growth in output funding,
which had exceeded 8 per cent per annum for a decade,
so that period of slower growth in output funding was
not coming on the back of slow growth. It was coming
on the back of growth which had far exceeded inflation
and had far exceeded population growth.
To go to the issue of the rebalancing, as part of the
medium-term fiscal strategy the previous government
articulated in its budget papers a target for infrastructure
investment, with a clear target of 1.3 per cent of gross
state product (GSP) on a five-year rolling basis. There
is no longer a target published by this government in
the fiscal strategy, so I ask the minister: in the context
of the rebalancing he has spoken about, what is the
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government’s long-term target for the level of
infrastructure investment?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Clear
limits are set within the papers that were published on
budget day about what the trajectory of debt would be
as a proportion of gross state product that is in fact
intended to be complied with. Within that you can track
back to establish what will be the investment profile of
the government in the years to come. Whilst, as
Mr Rich-Phillips indicated, there was no specific
dedicated target in percentage terms of GSP, it can be
seen within the limits set within the budget settings that
there is substantial headroom for a significant asset
program to be undertaken between now and the end of
the forward estimates.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The minister referred to debt
constraint, and we appreciate what that means in the
context of maintaining the state’s AAA credit rating. As
I outlined in my contribution to the second-reading
debate on the bill, there are a number of moving parts
and a net result. If you are increasing output spending
and therefore you have lower surpluses, and if you are
keeping debt constrained for whatever reason — and in
the case of maintaining a AAA credit rating your
capacity for infrastructure spending is less — that is
reflected in this year’s budget over the forward
estimates period by around $6.2 billion less committed
to infrastructure than was articulated in the pre-election
budget update, which reflected the previous
government’s commitments. Given that the minister
has spoken about the debt constraint on infrastructure
spending, is that going to be the determining factor for
the government moving forward? Does the government
see a minimum level of infrastructure spending, or is it
the case that if there are increased output priorities and
that debt constraint, that will be what drives where you
land your infrastructure spending on a year-by-year
basis? Is there a minimum threshold?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
appreciate the way in which Mr Rich-Phillips has
couched his question, because he obviously
understands what he describes as the moving parts that
can affect the outcome. In terms of what is attributed to
the asset program now and into the future, it will be a
combination of the budget priorities of the day and the
infrastructure needs as assessed by the Victorian
government at the time budget decisions are being
made. I can assure the member that it will be a priority
of this government to maintain a pipeline of
infrastructure expenditure in accordance with a profile
very consistent in the intermediate period of time with
what the previous government had identified.
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Whilst the balance and recalibration that I have
described has led to a priority in the forward estimates,
basically attributed to the incoming government
wanting to increase output funding where it believed
that the forward estimates were not sufficient to keep
up with growth demand pressures, that does not mean
that there will be a major desertion of a major
infrastructure program now or into the future. We think
there will be a sustained infrastructure program,
particularly when we think about the profile of the
projects that have been identified by the previous
government and now this government. They are
commensurate in terms of the scale of investments in
the previous government’s term — its priorities in
relation to the east–west project, both iterations of it.
Whilst it appeared to be politically quite a latent
commitment to the Melbourne Metro tunnel and the
revisions of the public transport network, I have some
appreciation that there may have been some accounting
for that into the future.
The incoming government’s priorities relate to the
50 level crossing infrastructure proposal, which will be
the primary driver of investments in the next few years,
with a commitment to the metro rail system and other
funding arrangements in relation to other infrastructure,
such as the road networks and other major road funding
arrangements. Significant in this government’s
commitment is the first iteration of a major investment
profile within education. We will see the net effect of
our priorities by and large contributing beyond the
forward estimates, probably into the intermediate
period and into the next term of government, within an
envelope fairly similar to the envelope of the
pre-existing government, although not being
determined in the formulaic way that the member says
was articulated in the budget he was associated with.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The level of capital investment
outlined in this budget and over the forward estimates is
on average about 20 per cent lower than it was in the
previous budget. On aggregate it is about $20 billion
compared to a bit under $27 billion. If I understand
correctly, the minister has indicated that this is where
he expects the government’s forward plan to be on
infrastructure asset spending. The current government
in opposition was critical of the previous government
for having what it said was an insufficient commitment
to infrastructure projects, with infrastructure
construction employment being a factor. Given that
previous criticism, how does the minister reconcile now
having a pipeline that averages about 20 per cent lower
than that of the previous government with providing
adequately for construction sector demand?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Without necessarily accepting the profile of the change
in quantum in the way the member has just described
and which underpins the question, I suggest that part of
the outgoing government’s criticism was on the basis of
the priorities of the previous government and this
government. This government clearly has different
priorities in relation to infrastructure spending. We
clearly have different expectations about its
contribution to productivity, about business cases that
underpin projects and about their net effect on
economic growth in the state. From our perspective, in
terms of part of the recalibration, we think our priorities
may contribute to higher net economic activity in the
state because of the cumulative effect of those priorities
and the employment activity that will be generated.
In terms of actually trying to work through the
economic modelling that underpins our estimation of
the effectiveness of our program and the program of the
outgoing government — and I am sure there are many
economists who are exercising their minds greatly
about the way in which they can prove the net effect of
the economic stimulus and the economic growth that
are underpinned by infrastructure, and good luck to
them — the current government does accept that it is
essential to have the long-term pipeline of infrastructure
needs of our state not only identified but consolidated
and ultimately embedded within the forward
projections of the budget.
As the member would be aware, part of my
responsibilities is to create the legislative framework for
Infrastructure Victoria. That legislation was introduced
to the Victorian Parliament this week, and we will have
an opportunity to talk about that later in the year in this
place. My hope is that I will be sufficiently persuasive
to convince the member and others in this place that
Infrastructure Victoria can play a useful role in trying to
create a high degree of confidence and stability in terms
of the infrastructure needs of the state, a pipeline of
economic activity and an infrastructure rollout that
hopefully we can all mobilise around. I understand that
that is a challenge, but it is a challenge that we are
prepared to take up and hopefully embrace.
If and when this particular aspect of our conversation
today is discussed in future budget committee meetings,
I hope that each time we will have an increased
acceptance of the value proposition of what should be
embedded within the forward estimates of the Victorian
budget, which will create certainty about the scale of
the infrastructure program and its stability and
reliability in terms of being seen by all parts of the
chamber as being of value to the state and perhaps
being less contested than it has been in the past.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I suspect the challenge the minister
has laid down to economists to prove would be equally
as challenging to disprove, which may be more
appealing given the circumstances. I would like to
move to the issue of growth in output expenditure and
again the issue of targets. The previous government had
a minimum surplus target articulated in the budget
papers. Indeed the previous Labor government under
former Treasurer John Lenders had a surplus target, if
my recollection is correct, of 1 per cent of revenue. This
government no longer has a numerical target. Based on
our experience in government, one of the things a
government needs is surpluses to absorb shocks. We
witnessed, as has been articulated in various budgets
and budget updates, shocks particularly with GST
revenue, shocks with stamp duty revenue and shocks
with land tax revenue, and all of those needed to be
accounted for. What is the government’s policy
position with respect to a target for surpluses, having
regard to the need to absorb shocks, which can be
hundreds of millions of dollars, particularly in the case
of federal grants?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
certainly accept that there is an ongoing requirement
within the fiscal strategy of the government — it is a
view that we share — to have within the structure of the
Victorian budget a sustained ability to maintain a
cumulative surplus for the reasons that have been
identified. This is particularly the case in terms of what
I have foreshadowed to be the demand pressures that
the state budget will be exposed to in light of the
current commonwealth government settings in relation
to budget support for major service output requirements
in the years to come, particularly beyond the 2017–18
financial year. The current settings mean there will be
major pressures on any state budget that does not have
structural integrity.
On that basis there is a need within the forward
estimates period for us to be able to maintain a steady
and predictable budget structure, which is laid out in the
budget papers through the forward projections of what
the surpluses will be. The budget papers do report on
that, and Mr Rich-Phillips can assume that, within what
he has described as the moving parts of the budget
settings, the government will be acting to protect us
against external shocks, if that is possible, but most
importantly to gear up with what it anticipates to be
those pressures on output demand growth into the
future, beyond the forward estimates period. The
budget has some headroom to deal with those, given the
variation and lack of confidence that not only our state
but all states must have at this point in time in relation
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to their confidence about revenues coming from the
commonwealth.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — What is the trigger point, then, for an
intervention? The previous government articulated in
its last budget a $100 million envelope. In this
government’s decision-making processes — budget
updates, scorecards et cetera — is there a target figure
at which an intervention will be triggered, be it revenue
or expenditure? Is it $50 million, $100 million, 0.5 per
cent of revenue, 1 per cent of revenue? What triggers an
intervention, a recognition of the need to do something,
in response to a shock?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not in a position to be able to indicate to the member
what that trigger may be because my colleagues, in
their statements on the structure of the budget, have not
crystallised them in the form he is seeking. As much as
it may be desirable for me to be out ahead of that, I am
not going to today.
Mr Rich-Phillips — I would welcome it.
Mr JENNINGS — I know Mr Rich-Phillips would
welcome it, but if he knows nothing else about me, he
knows I am a team player. On that basis I will stick
with the team discipline. The team discipline is that our
government is very committed to making prudent
budgetary decisions that do not allow these moving
parts to get out of line with the maintenance of the
structural integrity of the budget, the AAA credit rating,
keeping our debt profile and maintaining our support of
output demand pressures. As Mr Rich-Phillips well
knows, they are sometimes a very difficult balancing
act. Our track record in the previous administration
during the Bracks and Brumby era is that we were able
to maintain that, notwithstanding some major pressures
in relation to the impact of the global financial crisis.
Notwithstanding those pressures, we were able to keep
those elements in balance, and that will be a discipline
that we will seek to maintain during this term and
beyond.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Just to follow up on that particular
matter with the minister, I invite him to lay down some
guidelines for the Treasurer for all of us to be aware of
at this point in time. Just to conclude on the issue of the
articulated strategy, in a similar vein the previous
government had a target around the reduction of net
debt as a proportion of GSP over the forward estimates.
The current government does not have such a target.
What are the parameters that the government is
targeting for the maintenance of the debt profile? Are

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Thursday, 25 June 2015

COUNCIL

they simply those that are articulated by Moody’s and
Standard & Poor’s around what triggers a
AAA assessment? Or are there internal government
targets around what is a prudent level of debt going
forward? Is it a reduction as a proportion of GSP?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — That
is a good question. I just want to go back on a bit of the
commentary. I want to convey to Mr Rich-Phillips, the
rest of the committee and the community that there is a
great coincidence of interest and discipline that the
government shares in relation to the principles I am
outlining today, and the Treasurer is obviously a
leading player in that discipline. I want
Mr Rich-Phillips to be very clear about that. I have
great confidence in the Treasurer’s ability to maintain
that discipline.
The question I am then asked, in substance, is: are we
necessarily guided by what our best endeavours would
lead us to believe is the headroom of the AAA credit
rating that the ratings agencies may see as a headline
number in relation to the structural integrity of the
budget? I am sure Mr Rich-Phillips knows that they are
also very mindful of revenues and of output funding.
Asset funding is not the only issue at hand here; they
are interested in all those moving parts that we have
discussed up until now. In terms of the headroom they
would have — and there is an expectation of the asset
program — they probably have limits that are beyond
what the current profile of the budget settings is. The
current government is maintaining a profile in the
budget papers that is reasonably consistent, if not totally
consistent, with the budget settings it inherited. We will
be doing our best to — and I have great confidence that
we will be able to — achieve a significant asset
program and be able to maintain an outcome of the net
scale of the level of debt to gross state product
consistent with the profile we inherited.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister may argue that my question is irrelevant to the
scope of the bill. I will argue that my question is
absolutely essential to the implementation of this piece
of legislation, and it relates to the Auditor-General’s
continuous request for powers to follow the public
dollar. At the moment, as the minister would be well
aware, the Auditor-General cannot follow some of the
funds that are appropriated in this budget once they are
spent by a private entity, a public-private partnership or
even a piece of grant funding. The only ability the
Auditor-General has is to audit the government’s own
tracking of those funds.
If this were British Columbia, the Auditor-General
would have the power to follow each and every dollar
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appropriated in this bill. The link to his power is the
link to the money having been appropriated. My
question to the minister is: when will he and the
Department of Premier and Cabinet first meet with the
Auditor-General to begin a discussion about the form
these powers ought to take, because I understand that
we have a commitment that these powers will be
brought into legislation before the end of this calendar
year?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not quite sure what information base underpins the
member’s question. I am not suggesting to him that it is
a totally irrelevant issue; what I am a bit intrigued by is
the basis of what he asserts to be the case about the
lines of communication between me and the
Auditor-General. That is the intriguing bit of his
question, and he should assume that conversations have
taken place. How far they have proceeded is a matter
between the Auditor-General and me and the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, not necessarily a
matter for the member.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
exactly what I am arguing: in the context of this
appropriation and in terms of the house’s consideration
of the bill and the implementation of this legislation —
that is, the spending of all this funding — members
want to know whether we would be able to call on the
services of the Auditor-General to explain to us, as this
bill rolls out of the financial year, where exactly the
money went, how it was expended and whether it was
used efficiently and effectively for the purposes for
which we are appropriating it today. It makes a
difference to our consideration of this bill whether we
can expect the Auditor-General to be able to track the
money — all the money — for us or whether we will
run up against the sort of barriers he has been
continually alluding to. I have given the minister an
opportunity to answer the question; I am not going to
press him for an answer.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I would like to ask the minister about
some of the economic forecasts in the budget and how
they reconcile with some of the government policy
positions, in particular the government policy positions
with respect to the Back to Work Act 2015, which was
something this Parliament passed early this year and
which comes into effect on 1 July. It is the $100 million
pot of money.
The employment growth forecasts for the forward
estimates period — so budget year out — are 1.5 per
cent for 2015–16, 1.5 per cent for 2016–17 and 1.5 per
cent for 2017–18. They are exactly the same as the
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employment forecasts in the pre-election budget update,
which is to say that Treasury is not forecasting any
additional employment, notwithstanding the fact that as
of 1 July this year the government will have a
$100 million fund which the minister said would drive
employment growth. Can the minister reconcile why
Treasury is forecasting no additional employment,
notwithstanding the fact that the government now has
that policy in place, which was to drive employment?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There is nothing wrong with the question. In terms of
the level of precision that occurs when you are dealing
with the scale of the economy and the scale of the
workforce in terms of the forward projections of the
cumulative effect of a number of factors in the
economy, this program will be one contributing factor
to employment growth. In terms of the size of the
workforce, it is a bit hard to crystallise and identify
what on that scale would be attributable to which
elements of economic activity in the level of detail in
the table in the budget papers the member refers to.
The critical issue, which was the clear intention of the
government, is providing support for particular sectors
within the economy — that is, people who may have
been retrenched, the long-term unemployed or those
who may require additional assistance to be in the
workforce. They should be given some degree of
advantage, if not preference, for an employer to select
them for employment within their enterprise. So there
are two intentions of the program. One is to support the
profile that is indicated by the employment growth and
unemployment levels identified in the budget papers.
That is one purpose. The other purpose is to try to
overcome what might be disadvantage in some sectors
of the workforce in relation to the ability to gain and
maintain employment.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I accept what the minister says with
respect to the granularity of the forecast, but that can be
read in two ways. The element that we have not
discussed, separate from the Back to Work package, is
the Future Industries Fund the government has put
forward, which is also ultimately supposed to drive
employment but which is not reflected in these
forecasts. Equally you can argue, taking the minister’s
point of view, that these government policies do not
have material impact on employment in the state in the
sense that you have got an employment base of
3 million people, or thereabouts, and no change is
reflected at that aggregate level. The target the
government articulated for the Back to Work scheme
was 100 000 new full-time jobs over two years, which
reflects about a third of a per cent increase in
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employment, so it is not the target that the government
originally set. It is not insignificant in the scope of the
entire employment pool. It is about a third of a per cent,
but nonetheless it is not reflected in Treasury’s forecast
of what is going to happen over that two-year period.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — One
of the good things from my vantage point is that
Mr Rich-Phillips clearly understands a lot of the things
that are embedded in his question. Sometimes by the
length of his question he almost answers the question
himself, so I appreciate that. Because he is on top of the
issues he actually understands the order of magnitude
that we are talking about — —
Mrs Peulich — Flattery will get you everywhere.
Mr JENNINGS — Not everywhere.
In this instance, if there were a shared understanding
between us, two effects were intended to be produced
by the programs we have talked about — the Back to
Work scheme, the Future Industries Fund and the other
funds that will be used to support economic activity.
Our intention through these programs is to do two
things. One is to maintain a level of economic activity
and job creation. That is clearly the case, and in fact if
anything the drop in unemployment that occurred
within Victoria indicates that we are creating jobs at a
faster rate than people are entering the workforce. That
is a good thing in relation to what those forward
estimates say.
The other element is that we are giving preference to
disadvantaged workers through the Back to Work
program, and we are assisting in the economic
transition of industries or the creation of industries of
the future in terms of the viability of our industrial
capability, our finance sector, the pharmaceutical sector
or other industries of the future. We are increasing the
proportion of our economy that is in a positive stretch
in relation to transition and exposure to domestic,
national and international markets, and ensuring that
these parts are more viable into the future.
Those two things come together, and there is a steer in
the types of economic activity we want to generate. We
want to overcome disadvantage and maintain an overall
trajectory for the economy. We think the cumulative
effect of those measures will hold us in good stead. I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for recognising the granularity,
as he described it — and he said it much better than I
did — of what is embedded within the budget and
reflected in the tables we have referred to. The overall
position for Victoria continues to be quite strong in
relative terms, particularly when you look at the fact
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that by the out years we expect unemployment to go
down.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — We might get a question in in the
remaining 30 seconds before we need to report
progress. The question is on the issue of
unemployment. While the minister refers to the
expectation that unemployment will go down, the
budget forecasts reflect that profile as a deterioration
relative to the pre-election budget update in the sense
that the decline in unemployment the minister refers to
is less than what had previously been forecast. For
2016–17 unemployment is now forecast to be 6.25 per
cent, which is up from 6 per cent. For 2017–18 it is
forecast to be 6 per cent, which is up from 5.55 per
cent. The improvement in unemployment is slower than
was forecast last year, notwithstanding the programs we
have spoken about, the infrastructure program we have
spoken about. What is the government’s explanation for
why unemployment is going to be higher than
previously forecast for those out years?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Again because of the degree of Mr Rich-Phillips’s
understanding of these issues, he understands the time
frame by which these things wash through the economy
if they are not subjected to monumental shocks. There
are trends that take some time to build up cumulatively
and then, through the correction, take a different
trajectory. He has highlighted some variations that have
occurred in the middle years of the forward estimates
period in relation to the effect of either the previous
policy settings and priorities, the level of economic
activity or how long that will take to wash its way
through the Victorian economy. Indeed the member
will note that even in the trajectory he has outlined,
within the original budget settings there was an increase
in unemployment before it went down. In our trajectory
we acknowledge that this is taking longer to come
through the system, but we believe the cumulative
effect of our policy settings will be to stabilise and
improve the situation by the out years in our budget
paper.
Progress reported.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, JOBS AND
SKILLS COMMITTEE
Membership
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before we proceed to
questions without notice, I wish to advise that I have
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received a letter from Jude Perera, the member for
Cranbourne in another place. He has written to me with
regard to the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee. He might have used Australia Post to send
this letter because it is dated 11 June. That is a fair
while ago. Mr Perera says:
It is my understanding that I was placed on the Economic,
Education, Jobs and Skills Committee.
Please note I am resigning from the Economic, Education,
Jobs and Skills Committee as of this day.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Special Minister
of State, and I ask: has the minister been briefed on or
had discussions on the progress of the two
investigations around Minister Somyurek?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his response.
Given that the Premier indicated the investigation
should take weeks and not months, and it is now over
a month since it commenced, is the minister able to
provide any explanation as to why this investigation has
taken so long?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank the member for his question. My answer to his
substantive question was an indication of why I cannot
confidently tell him the time frame. Last time I was
asked a question on this subject I answered in good
faith the question by the Leader of the Opposition about
when I anticipated the inquiry would be concluded. I
based it upon the advice that I had received when the
investigation commenced. I believed that would be the
case, and on that very day that I stood up I said I
believed it was going to be concluded by June. Later
that day I then discovered through the media inquiries
and subsequently in print the following day that there
had been communication between those undertaking
the investigation and the legal people who work for the
complainant and the minister and that they themselves
had volunteered in the public domain that the time
frame had shifted. And so they, because they are
participants in the process, have better knowledge than
I do.
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Regional development review
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container ships will be prevented from entering port in
Victoria?

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Regional Development. On
6 March the minister announced members of an
external advisory board to conduct an independent
review of regional development. The minister’s press
release indicated the board would be chaired by former
Premier John Brumby and that it would deliver its final
report by mid-May. Given that we are now almost at
the end of June — six weeks past mid-May — why has
the final report not been released publicly?

Mr Finn — What are the real issues? This will be
good.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank the member for her question
and her interest in this important piece of work. There
have been many organisations and individuals who
have provided input into this. Indeed interest in
participating in this was greater than anticipated, so the
advisory board is in the process of finalising its work,
and I expect to receive the report in the not-too-distant
future.

Mr JENNINGS — The real issues are not the ones
embedded in Mr Davis’s question. They were not
embedded in the bizarre ads that were run during the
last election campaign about Labor blowing up the
heads, the hysterical ads that were run at the time.
No-one in their lounge rooms could understand what
the context was of the heads being blown up; they
could not understand it. Surprisingly it was not very
successful.

Supplementary question

While that ad was spectacularly unsuccessful in
electoral terms, the hysteria that Mr Davis is trying to
generate today I would suggest will be equally as
unsuccessful. The issue in the future should be: what
are the needs of the port of Melbourne development
and what are the real transportation requirements of
shipping now and into the future? Mr Davis should
make an assessment about that, make an assessment
about the likelihood of the needs of the port over a
protracted period of time and make a suggestion about
what the access should be. I think on balance he will
not be taking as a first order issue the issue that he has
raised because in fact it will be dealt with as a sequence
of considerations of the relevant matters at the
appropriate time.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Is it not a fact
that the minister has an event organised for 16 July for
the release of this report but it was put back from this
week because she instead called the regional
development directors in from the regions to brief them
on a restructure of the department?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — That is an excellent conspiracy
theory, but no, that is all incorrect.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Dalidakis was
keen to make a point of order. I was mulling over what
I assumed his point of order would have been, which is
that the supplementary question seemed to chart new
territory to that of the substantive question. The
minister was happy to answer it, so Mr Dalidakis’s
moment has passed.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Not
for the first time, in my experience, Mr Davis has taken
a concept and gone a very long way with it — quite an
extraordinarily long way with it. I think he is well and
truly ahead of what the real issues to be considered
through it are — —

Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept the
concession by the member that the heads will in a
sequence of time be blasted.

Port of Melbourne
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Special Minister of State,
Mr Jennings, in his role representing the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, and I note
the government’s decision to enter into a 70-year
exclusive arrangement for the port of Melbourne. I ask
the minister: how many tonnes of seabed will have to
be excavated from the Port Phillip Heads in order to
permit access to the port of Melbourne for a supersized
container ship of 12 000 TEUs — 20-foot equivalent
units — or does the government propose that such large

The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis knows that
is not what the minister said. Not only is the comment
provocative, it is actually verballing the minister, and I
do not want that to happen. That is not what the
minister said at all. I ask Mr Davis to withdraw that
comment.
Mr DAVIS — President, I withdraw that. In
framing my supplementary question I note that the
minister did refer to a sequence of time. Given that the
government proposes a 70-year exclusive lease of the
port of Melbourne with no clear option of another deep
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water container port, will the minister guarantee that
there will be a full environmental impact assessment
completed prior to the heads being blasted or otherwise
deepened?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Again at the end of his
question Mr Davis made a jump, but I will allow the
minister to deal with that. The supplementary question
is in order because the minister’s comment was about
processes, and I took from what he said not that the
heads would be blasted but that there would be
environmental studies as part of the process of
assessment of the project. In that sense the
supplementary question has picked up on that aspect,
and I think it is relevant.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
President, you have summed up the issues extremely
well and the framing of how these matters should be
dealt with. Mr Davis’s original question and his
supplementary question are miles beyond the
appropriate consideration at this moment of what the
tendering arrangements are for the leasing
arrangements for the port of Melbourne proposed by
the government — miles ahead.
Mr Davis is also aware that there is an undertaking by
the incoming government that any evaluation of the
container port needs of Melbourne into the future
would be independently assessed by Infrastructure
Victoria, which would include all the appropriate
considerations of the economic, the social and the
environmental consequences of development and the
infrastructure needs of our state into the future. That
would be a detailed piece of work that would evaluate
all the issues, and we should not prejudge any of them.
Ordered that answers be considered next day on
motion of Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan).

Regional network development plan
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Regional Development
representing the Minister for Public Transport. I note
the previous questions the minister has answered
relating to the regional network development plan
currently being undertaken by the government and the
answers she has provided to both Mr Purcell and
Mr O’Donohue. The minister would be aware of the
community anger in Ballarat at both the new
timetabling arrangements and the reduction in carriages
on Ballarat trains. Many of our mutual constituents
have contacted my office wanting to declare how
disappointed they are with this new timetable and how
it duds Ballarat commuters. I ask: why have the dates
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and times not yet been set for the regional network
development plan consultation sessions in Ballarat and
the broader Grampians region?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank Mr Morris for his question.
While I am aware of the work that my colleague
Ms Allan, the Minister for Public Transport, is doing in
relation to a broad-ranging consultation on improving
public transport for regional Victoria, I do not have her
schedule of dates for those consultations. I will take that
question on notice and provide an answer to Mr Morris
in accordance with the usual practice.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — As a
Ballarat-based minister, will the minister commit to
attending the consultation session held in Ballarat?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — As a regular user over many years of
the service Mr Morris refers to, I have a keen interest in
the quality and frequency of that service. I note that the
coalition has always opposed investments in regional
public transport. It was completely unsupportive of the
fast rail project of the former Labor government and
really did very little to improve regional public
transport.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, it is
very clear that the standing orders do not allow a
minister in this approach to attack a previous
government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The point of order is
right. I do not think what the previous government did
or did not do has much relevance to the actual question
that was proposed by Mr Morris today, which was
about whether or not the minister would be trying to
attend any of those sessions that may be held in Ballarat
at some future time. I think there is a disconnect
between the answer and the question. The minister, to
complete the answer.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you for your guidance,
President. I can understand the sensitivity. If my diary
permits, I would be very interested in attending that
discussion.

Public holidays
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Leader of the Government in his
capacity as representing the Premier and in turn in his
capacity as acting Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade and therefore the minister
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responsible for public holidays — and do not say that is
a long bow. On 26 February, in a written response to a
question without notice, Minister Somyurek indicated
that the 2015 Easter Sunday and grand final eve public
holidays were subject to a regulatory impact statement
(RIS) to be concluded by mid-2015. I ask: why has this
RIS process been significantly delayed?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — From
the question that has just been asked and from the
information that is available to me, I am not quite sure
what leads the member to the conclusion that it has
been delayed, because it is still the middle of the year. I
do not know the answer to that question on the basis of
what has been put to me and on the basis of the advice I
have.
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The supplementary may shed light on the question.
Given that this policy will cost the Victorian economy
each and every year and with the Victorian business
community set to make significant and detailed
submissions during the mandatory 28-day public
consultation period still to take place, will the RIS
process, evaluation and consideration be concluded and
publicly reported on by grand final eve?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think the cumulative effect of the substantive and the
supplementary questions enables me to actually provide
perhaps a more fulsome answer than I could at the
beginning. I would certainly anticipate that that would
be the case. I have not been provided with any advice
why that would not be the case. If I am furnished with
any advice why that could not be achieved within that
time frame, I will inform the house. I will inform the
house, if in fact I am the relevant minister to answer
this question, on the next sitting day.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, given
that this chamber has been advised that the Premier is
the acting Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade and given the fact that the Leader of the
Government represents the Premier in this chamber,
there should be no doubt as to whether he is qualified or
not to answer the question. I suggest that in actual fact
the question has not been answered adequately. Given
the commitment that the RIS would be concluded by
mid-2015 and the fact that it still requires a 28-day
period of consultation, I ask that the Leader of the
Government be required to provide an answer in
writing.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! One, we do not get
supplementary supplementary questions, and two,
points of order are not opportunities to have a debate. I
will make a determination at the end of the
proceedings.
Mr JENNINGS — Can I just say, President, that
you are very welcome to make a determination — of
course you are — but I have already volunteered. If
there is any relevant information that says that time
frame will not be complied with, I will voluntarily
provide it on the next sitting day, which is the same
scope of any direction you may give me.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Minister Somyurek. On the evening of
Wednesday, 20 May, did the minister call or SMS
Mr Xavier Smith, reported on the weekend as the
minister’s former ministerial staff member, to inform
him that his services in the ministerial office were no
longer required, effectively sacking Mr Smith?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. President, this goes to the heart of the inquiry
again, so I am unable to comment.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
supplementary question to the minister is — and I hope
he will be able to provide an answer as opposed to
continuing to not comment in relation to these issues,
given the questions in the house: has the minister
dismissed any staff in his ministerial office since he was
commissioned as a minister on 4 December 2014?
Mr SOMYUREK (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again, these matters go to the
heart of what is in my statement and what is in the
complainant’s statement. I cannot divulge what is in
those statements and I cannot run a commentary on
those statements. For me to do that would corrupt the
process. I get it. The Parliament is sovereign. The
Parliament is supreme over all decision-making bodies,
including the executive and the judiciary, but this
process is not about undermining, disrespecting or
challenging the Parliament. It is about the Parliament
perhaps accommodating this process so that we can get
a clear result of what is happening.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
in relation to the question, the minister has responded
purely in relation to the incident at the end of May. The
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question clearly covered a five-month period that was
relevant to his entire period as a minister. I submit that
he has not answered the question in the spirit in which
it was asked.
Mr SOMYUREK — I will give an answer on that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
indicated that he is now prepared to provide an answer
on that and I am quite happy to hear that answer.
Mr SOMYUREK — Again, I make it clear that this
is not about the current situation. Prior to 20 May I had
not dismissed anyone from my office.

Leadbeater’s possum
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the acting Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water. The question relates to the
immediate and urgent action needed to protect the
habitat of Victoria’s faunal emblem, the Leadbeater’s
possum. The signs are very disturbing that the
establishment of the forest industry task force may act
as a smokescreen to divert attention from the continued
logging of native forest in the Central Highlands. I join
with many concerned Victorians in asking whether the
new task force will allow VicForests to keep the
chainsaws going while it plunders the remaining habitat
of the Leadbeater’s possum in the native forests of the
Central Highlands. My question to the acting minister
is: will he consider imposing an immediate moratorium
on logging in the uncontested home of the Leadbeater’s
possum, the native forests of the Central Highlands of
Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. I start from the
premise of appreciating those who want to provide
appropriate protection to the state’s faunal emblem and
other native species in Victoria. It is a very important
commitment that we make to try to ensure that we
protect biodiversity in Victoria. It should be a feature of
what our legislation is designed to do and what our
environmental practices are designed to do. Our land
use policies are designed to make sure that we protect
native species in Victoria. We are obliged to do that.
Whatever else happens in the discussion about these
matters, the government and I totally accept an
obligation to act in a way which protects native species
and particularly threatened native species where
populations may be vulnerable. We absolutely accept
that that is incumbent upon us to do.
Whilst I recognise that, the member has already
identified that there are processes in place designed in
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the first instance to identify habitat and to provide
protection for that habitat and protection for the
Leadbeater’s possum. Those measures have been put in
place. Whether they are satisfactory is contested and is
an issue that requires ongoing vigilance and
determination to see whether that is being achieved. In
fact it is incumbent upon the environment portfolio and
other agencies of the Victorian government to ensure
that there is maximum compliance and adherence to
disciplines within that protection plan and any other
improvements that could be adopted. Within that there
is a framework for the discussion of these issues into
the future. My colleague the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water is indeed embarking upon a
process to examine those actively and engage in those
actively, and that will take place.
To go to the conclusion that the member has asked me
to do in my acting responsibilities — to actually
perhaps pre-empt or interfere with or contaminate that
process — I am reluctant to immediately say yes. In
fact on reflection I will be reluctant to say yes, although
I understand our obligations. I will be playing my role
within government to support the adequate and
appropriate resolution of these matters to allow for
them to be considered on their merits, for habitat
protection to occur and for the Leadbeater’s possum to
be protected.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
acting minister for his answer. My supplementary
question is: does the acting minister support VicForests
proposed amendments to the timber release plan,
especially those amendments that schedule logging in
identified Leadbeater’s possum habitat in Toolangi
State Forest, those areas having been identified by
decades worth of research by Professor David
Lindenmayer?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
have to seek advice rather than just offering a view,
because I have not examined them in any great detail to
see whether they are as the member describes. I am
happy to take advice, and I am happy to respond to the
question if I am still in the acting environment
portfolio. I do not think I will be in the next sitting
week, but one way or another I will be happy to take
advice and form a view. However, I cannot share it
with the member today.

VicForests
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Agriculture. The State Owned
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Enterprises Act 1992 provides VicForests with an
exemption from federal competition and consumer
protection legislation. This exemption is due to expire
on 1 July 2015, according to section 86A of that act.
What process is being followed by the government in
considering whether to maintain VicForests exempt
status from normal corporate legal requirements?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the member for her question. VicForests
performs an important number of tasks for the
Victorian community, and it is certainly my expectation
that it will continue to do so. It has an important role,
and I refer to Mr Jennings’s answer to the member’s
previous question and the important role it plays in
supporting recovery measures to deal with the threat to
Leadbeater’s possum. It has a very critical role in
managing the state’s forest resource. On the specific
details of the member’s question, I will take that on
notice and provide an answer to her.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her response. My supplementary question
is: can the minister provide details of what types of
otherwise unlawful corporate conduct by VicForests
requires a green light from the government, and will
VicForests be seeking the same exemption into the
future?
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, President, I ask
if the member could clarify which unlawful acts she is
referring to.
Ms DUNN — The exemption applies to the
restrictive trade practices which every other corporation
is bound by. VicForests is not bound by that due to the
exemption provided to it in the State Owned
Enterprises Act. Other corporations need to comply
with the act, and my question is: what other exemptions
does VicForests have that every other corporation has
to abide by, and will it be seeking the same exemption
into the future?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to respond, but again, characterising a
behaviour as unlawful would seem on the explanation
to be an inaccurate characterisation given they are
lawful exemptions. To that extent the question may
well have been couched slightly differently
notwithstanding the member has concerns about those
exemptions.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — It is
my expectation that VicForests complies with the law
in everything it does. It is also my expectation that the
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forestry practices that VicForests is engaged in are at
world’s best practice standard.

Firearms
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question is
for the Minister for Training and Skills in his capacity
representing the Minister for Police. I refer to an article
in today’s Herald Sun about the new Adler shotgun. It
says:
Victorian police minister Wade Noonan said they would
argue the weapon should have the same restriction as a
semiautomatic firearm.

The article then quotes the minister as saying:
I have spoken to the acting chief commissioner Tim
Cartwright about this matter. He has raised his concerns that
this weapon — and others like it — are no longer appropriate
for a category A classification. I share his concerns …

On what grounds does the minister believe that this
particular firearm is no longer appropriate for
category A classification?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In response, I am advised by Victoria Police
that the Adler A110 lever-action shotgun legally falls
within the definition of a category A firearm under the
Firearms Act 1996. I thank Mr Young for his question.
He is well known for having strong views on these
matters. As Mr Young points out, there is a concern
that this firearm is essentially a higher capacity,
rapid-fire weapon than current category A firearms. It is
important to make sure that we regulate and enforce the
use of these higher capacity firearms.
I am further advised that the national firearms and
weapons policy working group, consisting of federal,
state and territory police and justice agencies, is
currently in the process of actively considering a
number of issues, including the classification of
firearms and other technical elements under the 1996
national firearms agreement. The classification of
firearms such as the Adler weapon will form part of
these discussions. This group will make
recommendations to federal, state and territory police
ministers — and it is a matter for the police — on the
classification of firearms as part of the review of the
national firearms agreement which occurred post the
Martin Place siege joint commonwealth and New South
Wales review. It is expected that the recommendations
will be considered by ministers at the Law, Crime and
Community Safety Council later this year.
While the government recognises that firearm
technology and design is an evolving matter and that
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there have been significant changes to weaponry since
the national firearms agreement was first signed almost
20 years ago, it is of the view that it may now be
appropriate for Australia’s firearm classification system
to move in step with technological advances in the
firearm industry in order to maintain community safety.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. Given that there was an
inference to move this particular firearm to another
category, what specific problem, if any, is being solved
by this, and how?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for his supplementary
question. As I said, there is not an inference, but
certainly this weapon is part of the technological
change in weaponry, and there is a process which is
agreed through national and state bodies of police
ministers in terms of looking at the national firearm
classification system and taking into account
technology.
Clearly this is a matter of community concern and
community safety. There are different types of firearms,
and I do not think anyone would dispute that there
should be different classifications for them. There is a
process in place which will advise the ministerial law
council later about how those technological advances
and the changes in weaponry impact on the national
firearms classification. The intent of the classification
system in terms of the danger that weapons present as
opposed to sporting use or whatever, how that
technology has changed and whether the classification
system should change also will be addressed by
ministers later in the year.
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Premier is the acting minister, the timetable for the
other house will apply.
Regarding Ms Wooldridge’s substantive question to
Mr Somyurek, I understand Mr Somyurek’s answer
and I have some sympathy for him in terms of him
trying to deal with this particular question. I ask that he
consider providing a written answer to the substantive
question. The supplementary was clearly dealt with. He
might reflect on whether or not an answer could be
furnished at the next day of meeting.
Mr Jennings has undertaken to obtain some further
information with regard to Ms Dunn’s supplementary
question on habitat issues to the acting Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. It was quite
a specific matter and it also involves a minister from the
other house, so that timetable would apply.
Ms Pulford has undertaken to obtain some more
information on the substantive question that Ms Dunn
put to her. From the Chair’s point of view I am not
quite sure where the supplementary question was going.
Answers to the supplementary question might well be
incorporated in the response to the substantive question
when it is published. My direction is only in respect of
the substantive question.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have the following answers to questions on notice: 573,
595–9.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Metropolitan Region

The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions, with Mr Morris’s substantive question on
whether or not dates and times have been set for
regional network open plan consultation sessions in
Ballarat, the minister will obtain the dates for that. It is
directed to a minister in the other house, so there is a
rule applying to the time for that response.
In respect of Mrs Peulich’s supplementary question to
Mr Jennings, in his acting capacity, on the regulatory
impact statement (RIS), I think it would be helpful if
the house were to understand the timetable for the RIS.
There have been a lot of questions back and forth on
this issue, and understanding the RIS process would be
helpful and would stop some of these other questions. I
ask that that timetable be obtained. Given that the

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State regarding
the western distributor, but he has just left the chamber.
Upon detailed examination of the Market-led Proposals
Interim Guideline and responses to my questioning of
the Treasurer regarding this process it has become clear
that, as with the east–west link proposal, the Victorian
government will not release the business case for the
western distributor until after the decision to proceed
has been made.
No doubt in the coming months high-level,
value-for-money figures will be released for the tunnel
toll road, but as we saw with the east–west link tollway,
the devil is in the detail. My question for the Special
Minister of State is: if the government will not release
the business plan for the western distributor before the
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contract is signed, how can we be sure that the figures
are not fanciful, as they were with the east–west link
tollway?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question this afternoon is for the Minister
for Ports, Luke Donnellan. My electorate of Southern
Metropolitan Region takes in large parts of the many
magnificent beaches of Port Phillip Bay, including
those in the electorates of Albert Park, Brighton and
Sandringham. A number of constituents have contacted
me to speak about the proposed legislation on the
long-term lease of the port of Melbourne and the
subsequent implications of the government’s proposed
legislation. Following from that there are concerns
about the potential for Port Phillip Heads to be blasted,
which would cause untold permanent environmental
damage to many areas of Port Phillip Bay, including
those bayside areas of Albert Park, Brighton and
Sandringham.
My question is: will the minister guarantee that any
future port lease that may be signed by the Andrews
government will include a clause to protect Port Phillip
Heads and that the heads will not be blasted?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and is in relation to a roundabout in
Barwon Heads at the junction of Golf Links Road and
Hitchcock Avenue. The Armstrong Creek development
has put a lot of pressure on the Geelong–Barwon Heads
road, which creates a bottleneck at this roundabout due
to increased traffic movements from Geelong through
Armstrong Creek to Ocean Grove.
The coalition recognised this problem prior to the
election and made a commitment that there would be a
traffic management review of that particular
roundabout. The population of Barwon Heads increases
on weekends and during the summer months. The
traffic grinds to a halt at this roundabout due to the poor
siting of the bridge by the Brumby government. I note
that there is no allocation in the budget for improved
traffic management at this roundabout. Can the minister
indicate whether there are plans to improve the traffic
flow and pedestrian safety at this roundabout?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
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Road Safety. I refer to the answer I received to my
previous question to the minister dated 6 June on the
truck curfew proposed for Rosanna Road. I thank the
minister for moving forward with the proposal and for
taking a consultative approach with the community. I
have a follow-up question regarding the make-up of the
VicRoads working group looking into this issue: will
the terms of reference be made public, which
organisations or individual stakeholders will be invited
to the working group and will additional concerned
residents be allowed to participate in the consultation?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The political and industrial leadership in Victoria and
its impact on south-eastern businesses was the subject
of much discussion recently when the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, Mr Ondarchie and I met
with a group of local businesses and manufacturers.
The question they asked me to take up in Parliament is:
given the Premier’s prompt response to allegations of
bullying involving Mr Somyurek, including his being
stood aside as minister, the establishment of an
investigation and a clear statement that he expects the
observance of public service values, I ask the Minister
for Industrial Relations, through the Special Minister of
State, why the same standards will not be applied to the
leadership of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU), which is engaged in illegal
industrial activity, as confirmed again on 3AW, and
Mr Setka’s leadership, with many convictions — —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
draw your attention to the guidance that has been given
to the house in relation to constituency questions. In
fact it was earlier this week, I think, that you reiterated
the need for constituency questions to relate directly to
the member’s electorate. I fail to see how questions
relating to Minister Somyurek or the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union have any relevance
to Mrs Peulich’s electorate. She has certainly drawn no
relevance in anything she has said so far in her
question.
Mrs PEULICH — On the point of order, President,
Mr Somyurek is a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region, and small business, trade and
innovation are critical to the region, which is probably
the reason Mr Somyurek was given that portfolio in the
first instance. This was the subject of much heated
discussion and interest at the South East Melbourne
Manufacturers Association (SEMMA) recently when
the Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly,
Mr Ondarchie and I visited them.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! While a constituency
question is certainly not an opportunity to drag in
another member of Parliament in terms of a dialogue,
did the member say at the start that she went to
SEMMA?
Mrs PEULICH — Yes.
The PRESIDENT — That was at the outset — that
the member went to SEMMA. On the basis that it is an
organisation within that electorate, I will accept it, but I
also had some concern about whether or not the matters
being canvassed were outside the scope of a
constituency question. Certainly talking about the
CFMEU and the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade is tenuous. Mrs Peulich has
5 seconds.
Mrs PEULICH — Will the Minister for Industrial
Relations now call for the severing of the CFMEU’s
affiliation with the Labor Party in order to make sure
that the same standards the Premier has applied in
dealing with Mr Somyurek’s case are applied to
industrial relations, which has impacted on
south-eastern businesses?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member used
more than her 5 seconds, but it did not get her
anywhere because the constituency question is ruled
out. It had absolutely nothing to do with her
constituency at the end.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Police.
Constituents in Murchison have raised their concern
about the reduced level of policing in their town due to
the government’s new policy regarding single-officer
police patrols. Due to this policy, Murchison no longer
has a police presence overnight. This is concerning
because backup patrols need to come from either
20 minutes away in Tatura or 30 minutes away in
Shepparton. The local publican has stated that he
always felt comfortable getting the local officer to do a
walk-through of the pub, which eliminated any
problems he thought might be developing. Residents
are now feeling quite overwhelmed at the prospect of
their town being left vulnerable and at risk.
In opposition Labor did not commit funding for any
additional police, and once in government it committed
funding for just a handful of additional police for the
south of the state and none for the rest of Victoria. My
question to the minister is: will he provide an assurance
that he will reinstate an overnight police presence in
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Murchison and ensure that police resources will not be
reduced due to the government’s failure to properly
resource Victoria Police?
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms LOVELL — On a point of order, President,
right throughout my question I could hear Ms Shing
giggling over there. This is a matter of extreme
importance to the people of Murchison, not something
to be giggled at in the chamber of the Parliament.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
Ms Lovell is assuming that that is what Ms Shing was
giggling at. I would not want to characterise her actions
as being in response to Ms Lovell’s question. I did not
actually hear the giggling — that is my fault because I
was talking to another member — but I am sure
Ms Shing was not being disparaging towards or
diminishing the contribution that Ms Lovell was
making.

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
constituency question for the Minister for Ports, Luke
Donnellan. My electorate of Eastern Victoria Region
has a significant interest in the ports debate that is
currently before the Victorian community, given the
beaches of the region — from Mount Eliza to
Portsea — and the fact that the tourism industry is
critical to the economy of not just the Mornington
Peninsula but Victoria more broadly. The decision by
Labor to potentially preclude the development of the
port in Hastings for decades to come is a matter of
significant concern to the people of the south-east and
the Mornington Peninsula in relation to jobs and
investment.
My specific constituency question to the minister is
around the future blasting of the Port Phillip Bay heads.
My constituents are extremely concerned about this.
Will the minister rule out any future port lease that may
be signed by the Andrews government that does not
include a clause to protect the Port Phillip Bay heads
and ensure that they will not be blasted?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. I refer to the unmitigated mess the
government has created in relation to the proposed
establishment of a new Sunbury municipality. Given
the total confusion in Sunbury over this matter, the
mixed messages sent by the government and the total
ineffectiveness of the member for Sunbury in the
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Assembly in representing his electorate, will the
minister use 1 July — the date appointed by the
previous coalition government for the Sunbury council
to begin — to give the people of Sunbury and Bulla a
guarantee that the new council will commence
operation within 12 months?
Sitting suspended 12.52 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Committee
Resumed; further discussion of clause 1.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is in relation to the issue of reprioritisations.
Previously in budget papers reprioritisations have been
presented as individual line items under each individual
departmental area. So there is a total output summary, a
line for reprioritisations and then a net result. The
budget this year presents reprioritisations on a single
page on page 58 of budget paper 2. I just wanted to ask
the minister the reason why reprioritisations and their
presentation have been changed from individual line
items by department to one consolidated figure.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Interestingly enough it may be in the name of
transparency, but I do not think that is at the heart of the
member’s question. Presenting them in one location
does provide for that opportunity in the way the
member has outlined in her question — she knows
where they are. The member and other members would
be aware that there are a variety of ways in which
output presentations have been identified in budget
papers over a number of years. Whilst the member may
be correct in relation to that, there have been a few
budget papers that have been presented in the way she
has described, but I would also suggest that at the
beginning of the previous government’s administration
that was not the case. In fact the presentation of the
budget papers gave quite a different attribution to the
way in which either lapsing programs were dealt with
or savings were identified. There is not necessarily a set
format, and in this instance the government chose to
present the reprioritisations in one location.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
There is about $490 million worth of budget
reprioritisations in 2015–16, totalling nearly
$1.5 billion over the four-year forward estimates. In the
interest of transparency, I wonder if the minister could
outline a breakdown of reprioritisations by department,
which would be equivalent to how they were presented
last year, for example.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have not got that information before me today. I see
that the table the member has referred to is a netting off
of the initiatives and the reprioritisations within the one
location, and that does provide a snapshot of the whole
of government. For the benefit of the committee, I
indicate that the funding for initiatives was in the order
of $2.2 billion and the funding for the reprioritisations
that helped us support them was $490 million. So there
was a significant net positive impact on the budget
adjustments referred to. That is not to say that there are
other adjustments and savings identified in the budget
table. In terms of pre-empting that question, they are
clearly laid out on page 58 for any observer to see them.
In terms of the reprioritisations within output lines, as
the member knows, the departments are responsible for
identifying which programs and which mechanisms
might be adopted within their output line to make those
appropriate adjustments. Quite often those occur within
the running of a financial year. Some of them may be
instantly implemented, some may be smoothed over a
period of time and some may be reprioritisations that
may be redesigned in the way in which services could
be configured in a certain year to achieve a spread of
objectives for the program. Some of them relate to the
day-to-day management of departments in their
portfolio and their program responsibilities. By and
large that is the reason for those reprioritisations,
because a lot of that is actually implemented in the
running of departmental budgets. I do not have the full
spread of that information available to me. If the
member expects that outcome today, I will not be able
to deliver it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
The minister has outlined that there is $2.2 billion in
funding for initiatives, with reprioritisations of
$490 million in the year, which means that more than
20 per cent of the entire budget is represented by these
reprioritisations. It is fair to say that departments know
in advance their budgets for the year, and even if a
reprioritisation is not directly allocated to a specific
program or initiative, they will have a bottom-line
figure of what reprioritisations are needed to be
achieved. This $490 million will have been allocated to
the eight departments. If the minister does not have that
information, which he says he does not and I assume
the departmental staff in the box do not have it readily
at hand, I ask: could the minister take that on notice and
provide that information to the chamber?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
see what is available to me. I cannot pre-empt what the
Treasurer’s office may be able to provide me to furnish
the house with. But if this is a substantive issue, and I
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am not disputing that it is, the public accounts and
estimates process is a mechanism where each
department is assessed at great length over a number of
hours on the budget settings, the programmatic
outcomes in terms of initiatives and how they will be
funded and the potential for what lapses in programs or
reprioritisations may occur within a portfolio. Not to
limit the nature of this committee, I would have thought
that the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
would be the best place for that to be measured now
and in the future.
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am not sure what the outer limits of my undertaking
are, but I think a combination of what is at this point in
time the information that Treasury may have available
to it, what the public accounts and estimates process
may have been able to obtain and the departmental
responses to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee would have been a very useful place to
compile that information. I will give an undertaking to
the house that I will see what information is available. I
am happy to then make that available, but I do not want
to set expectations in what might be interpreted as an
open-ended commitment.

Mr Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Davis, I take up your
interjection. You are an experienced member of
Parliament who has lived on both sides of the debate in
relation to the public accounts and estimates process, so
why would you suggest that the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee is not an appropriate place?
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not disputing the right of
the house. I have acknowledged the right of the house. I
am saying the best place, in my view, for this
information to be obtained is through the public
accounts and estimates process, which is in fact the
longer and more detailed process. The Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee has the ability to get detailed
information from departments about the
implementation of the budget, either through the
hearing process or through the template questions that
are asked of departments, and I would have thought that
there is ample recourse to obtain this information.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
ask for the ability once again to just engage further with
the minister and seek clarification. I am not quite sure
whether the minister has agreed to take that question on
notice or not. Having engaged thoroughly in the public
accounts and estimates process and having had exactly
these questions asked in the public accounts and
estimates process, it is fair to say I am here today
asking this question because to date that process has not
been satisfactory or rigorous. I congratulate the
minister, because he often gives a more detailed
response. I am not talking about questioning
departmental officers, but rather it is about questioning
the relevant ministers on these issues. I just reiterate
that I would appreciate it if the minister could take that
question on notice and provide the response to the
house.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I did
not mean to necessarily avoid giving an undertaking. I

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
wanting to get some clarification or a confirmation
from the minister, if possible, in relation to the
Department of Health and Human Services social and
community services (SACS) equal remuneration order.
I note there was a media release put out at budget time
in relation to a $935 million boost for community
service workers. Can the minister confirm whether that
calculation for SACS is based on 80 per cent of the
total salary component or 70 per cent?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
know this was a somewhat contentious issue at the time
because there were two issues that came together. One
was in relation to the 80-20 or 70-30 split and the
indexation that applies to programs within the sector.
The application of both of those mechanisms may have
simultaneously caused an expectation that there was a
balance struck between what the figure was in relation
to indexation and the ability for the non-government
sector to pay on the basis of an 80-20 split from the
government’s perspective. The sector may have
believed that that figure was 70-30. I know that was an
issue of concern to both the minister and her
department and to the agencies that were funded under
these arrangements.
I am not certain whether there has in fact been a level of
understanding about the apportionment of that cost
structure and its intersection with the indexation item. I
do not have any additional advice. I understand that that
is subject to consideration between the department and
the sector about the way in which that undertaking
should be acquitted in the future and how it relates to
the global application of both the wage adjustment and
the indexation factor.
I understand that it is still being worked through in
terms of finding an agreed way in which that applies.
The government’s hope, I believe, was that originally
there may have been an expectation it was 80-20, but
on the day the indication may have been that it
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was 70-30. That is a matter that is still being worked
through in terms of how it ultimately will apply.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — This
might be something that the minister will not know the
answer to, because he has just indicated that the
government is working its way through trying to assess
whether it is the 80-20 or 70-30 split. Does the minister
have an indication of when that will be finalised?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
reality it has to be clarified during the course of this
year so that people can be confident about what is
embedded in the structure of their budget and their
programs. I do not know the timetable, to be honest. I
know that this is an important issue to be resolved so
that there is greater confidence, and I volunteer that to
the member, but I have not had a subsequent
conversation with my colleague to know the time frame
by which that clarity will be obtained, although I would
hope it is soon.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — As we
are ending the financial year and starting a new one, I
suspect that is right. Would the minister know what the
estimates would be based on?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — As I
indicated to the committee, I believed right up until
budget day that the estimates were based on 80-20.
That is my personal recollection of it, but in fact that is
not what was announced on the day — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Whether it was announced or
whether it was subject to budget briefings and
conversations that took place from that day to this, that
is the context in which it was announced. Obviously a
discussion is taking place between the department and
the stakeholders, who are trying to find a level of
understanding about how they can deal with the service
configuration and the indexation growth in their
services, and their ability to pay the wage adjustment. I
am not going to be able to do much better than identify
those as an issue and acknowledge that it needs to be
resolved.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
follow-up the questions from my colleague
Ms Wooldridge with respect to reprioritisations, and
these were questions I had marked down specifically
for the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning and also the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. I am interested to see if the minister can
provide a table that consolidates the reprioritisations for
those two departments. I will give the minister one

Thursday, 25 June 2015

example of the sort of thing that I am interested in. If I
look in the 2014–15 budget, I draw the minister’s
attention to page 56 of the previous budget. The rural
council flying squad made allocation of — —
Mr Jennings — The previous budget?
Mr DAVIS — The previous budget — but I am
giving the minister an example of money that is flowing
through and I have reason to believe has been
reprioritised into a different role in this current budget. I
am giving the minister a very precise example of the
sort of material.
Mr Jennings — It might be very precise, but you
are relying on my knowledge of a previous budget.
Mr DAVIS — No, I am about to give the minister a
page reference, page 56 of the relevant budget paper in
2014–15 — and I hand this to the minister. This is the
rural council planning flying squad, which had
$2.3 million per year put out until 2017–18, so with
respect to this year that we are discussing, $2.4 million.
Mr Jennings — The member’s approach is
unorthodox, but we appreciate his assistance.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, the minister appreciates the
assistance. I am not expecting the minister to have the
precise detail of that with him now. I would not expect
him to be able to do that in a different portfolio area,
but the sector that I am dealing with — that is, with
respect to those flying squads — is of the view that that
money has been reprioritised. I am giving the minister
that example of a program that appears to have been
given a different characterisation or a different
mechanism, and what I seek is a table or a consolidated
document that provides information about those
reprioritisations in both the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning and in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. I accept that the
minister may not have such a table now, but it would
surely be possible, in framing the budget, that that table
has been produced.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I ask
Mr Davis for a clarification. Does Mr Davis believe
that with respect of the item he has identified here —
which is in the previous budget, the last budget of the
government of which he was a part — $2.3 million was
allocated in the forward estimates to the rural council
planning flying squad and that that program has been
terminated?
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Or
reprioritised in some manner, even with a different
form. That is the clarification that I am seeking. What I
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am providing you with is an example of a program that
has had some changes made or has been substantially
altered. Presumably there are some financial steps that
have occurred with that, which will be embedded in the
arrangements for the relevant departments. I also note
that there have been machinery of government changes,
and I accept the complexity that is inherently involved
there, but when the government has framed the budget,
it has clearly aggregated these matters to come to its
total figures.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Before I call the minister, for the information of
members, we are still dealing with clauses. There will
be time for questions regarding schedules and
departments.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I also
remind the committee of what I said in my answer to
the first question from the Leader of the Opposition,
which was about the nature of reprioritisations and how
they are embedded in budgets. Sometimes the simplest
way is if a program concludes and funding is
discontinued, then that is clear. That is easy. The
real-world situation is often more complicated than that,
and that is why it is implemented in the running.
As Mr Davis just indicated in his revision of his
question to me, he knows that sometimes programs can
be reconfigured. Elements of a program may continue
but in a different form, which may change how much
money is actually attributed to that specific line item. I
think that in some instances that is one of the
difficulties of trying to crystallise this issue. I
acknowledge that now Mr Davis is saying he is unclear
rather than being absolutely clear that some of the
activity does not continue. I thank Mr Davis for
appreciating the complexity of the issues we are talking
about. Sometimes creating hard-edged lists of the
discontinuation of programs as distinct from their
continuation in another form may be a more
complicated task to acquit than it would be if it were
clear that the activity had stopped.
I am happy to provide information or seek information
to be shared to the best of my endeavours, but I am not
sure what form that is in. I reiterate that I would have
thought perhaps the template expectations of the public
accounts and estimates hearings and responses by
departments — I am not removing myself from
responsibility — would be a very good place for these
things to occur.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I appreciate
the minister’s response, but am I to take from that that
the minister will return to the chamber with his and the
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Treasurer’s best endeavours at providing a consolidated
reprioritisation list for those two departments? I ask that
noting that departments do keep accurate track of these
programs, the money that is allocated to them and how
it is reprioritised. I accept the point — indeed I
volunteered it — that there are complexities here, but
the people at Treasury like to keep a close tab on this,
as they legitimately should, and I know that significant
reprioritisations are reported into the central agencies.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Whatever form the information I can extract is in and
whether or not I can provide it, I will not do so by
coming back to the chamber and reporting it. That will
not be the case, because presumably the committee
stage will conclude today and there is no form for me to
come back.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Can I just
challenge that? Over the years there has been a
well-established practice whereby the minister who has
had carriage of the appropriation bill at exactly this
stage of the budget cycle and has not been able to
provide detailed information has been prepared to come
back to the relevant member — and indeed the chamber
in some cases — with detailed information. So that is a
mechanism that is available.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — My
understanding is that the minister can come back to the
relevant member but not to the chamber.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Clause 3 is the clause which actually
appropriates the funds that the appropriation bill is all
about. It provides that $42.1 billion is being
appropriated by this bill. Subclause (2) includes a
standard provision that provides that if in the financial
year 2015–16 there is a determination in respect of
salaries and related costs that increases the cost of
salaries to the public sector, sufficient funds will be
appropriated for that purpose. In effect, subclause (2)
provides a blank cheque. The Parliament is being asked
to appropriate $42 billion for the ordinary outputs of the
state of Victoria, plus any other amount that arises from
workplace determinations or such related matters.
Members are being asked to provide through this bill a
blank cheque to the government for whatever
workplace outcomes it determines.
My question is: what is government wages policy
currently? I have some follow-up questions on how that
fits relative to what is shown in the forward estimates.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — On
the second part of the equation, it is the intention of the
government to be able to deliver wages outcomes
within the structure of the budget that is being
presented, rather than in the way that Mr Rich-Phillips
has described in his question — that is, by this
provision providing for an open cheque. It is our
intention to manage within our means, so we start from
that assumption.
In relation to wages policy, the government has been
working through that in both the context of individual
enterprise bargaining agreements (EBAs) that it has
been negotiating or concluding since coming to
government and what will be the frame that the
government will apply to wages outcomes into the
future. In answering Mr Rich-Phillips’s question, I am
aware that if I were to define more closely what has
been in the public domain until now, I would be doing
so ahead of government announcements clarifying
wages policy in the way that he is crystallising it.
The wages policy as it is currently framed by the
government as an internal means by which the
government has determined that it will negotiate EBAs
with its employees is on the basis of wages outcomes
commensurate with the outcomes that were delivered
under the previous administration. These outcomes
have been internally determined on the basis of some
guaranteed outcomes and then some additional
increments that will be available to the workforce on
the basis of a partnering relationship between the
government as employer and employees in relation to
workplace flexibilities, improvements in the workplace
and productivity measures beyond them. That will be
done within a setting that can be delivered within the
forward estimates, and it will be comparable with the
outcomes of previous governments in Victoria.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I point out, though, that my
characterisation of this clause as providing a blank
cheque were not my words but the description of such a
clause by former Treasurer John Lenders.
Mr Jennings — That’s why I did not rail against it
but I took it on right here, on the chin.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I do recall sitting there
and getting a similar question.
The minister indicated that the structure of government
wages policy is similar to that of the previous
government: a base increment and then an increment on
top with respect to productivity-related matters. The
base increment for wages policy under the previous
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government was 2.5 per cent per annum with
productivity on top. Can the minister inform the
committee of what the base increment is under current
government policy?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not going to be able to confirm that in a crystallised
way for the committee today, but I go back to what
Mr Rich-Phillips has just categorised — that is, 2.5 as
the floor, plus productivity. In my previous answer I
had outlined an intermediate element which dealt with
workplace flexibility and improvements in terms of the
working environment, the conditions and the
performance of either government departments or
enterprises where mutual benefit can be derived
through work practices in the workplace.
I remind the committee that that is a feature of the
consideration and the framing of the government that is
slightly different to the settings previously, even though
I would stick to my previous answer in relation to the
quantum of expected outcomes being comparatively
similar to previous governments but not necessarily
structured in exactly the same way.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I took from the minister’s substantive
answer that those elements included productivity — a
productivity increase. The minister has drawn a
distinction between those elements which he described
as a partnership, to paraphrase, with the relevant
department and other productivity. Can the minister
elaborate further on how that second element, that new
element, he has referred to is proposed to work, as
distinct from what we have known as productivity for
the purposes of EBA negotiations?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Primarily it relates to what contribution it makes to the
savings element in terms of what was described
previously as bankable savings, as distinct from
enhancements in productivity or in service
improvement. Sometimes they are the same thing, but
they are not necessarily the same thing, and I am
indicating to the committee that in fact the
government’s wages framing may allow for both of
those to occur.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for that
elaboration. Going back to his earlier comment with
respect to the impact of upcoming EBAs on the forward
estimates, if I understood the minister’s answer
correctly it was that this clause is not a blank cheque
and those expected costs are reflected in the budget
papers as we see them today. I will just clarify that
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point. In that context I would refer to the ‘Strategy and
outlook’ budget paper, page 84, which has a section
headed ‘Sensitivity to enterprise agreements’, which
states:
All government enterprise agreements are assumed to be
unchanged over the projection period. An across-the-board
increase in wages arising from an enterprise agreement,
which exceeds the wages policy guideline rate, increases the
general government sector’s employee-titled expenses.

I take it from that paragraph that the forward estimates
have been prepared based on current EBAs and
assuming no change to current EBAs. Can the minister
confirm that that is the case and, given what he has said
about the expectation of EBAs already being built into
the forward estimates, that it is the government’s
expectation that there will not be a change in those
EBA terms and conditions?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think that last implication is a slight over-reading of
what I understand that phrase to mean. I would take this
entry to mean that the forward estimates have been
based upon an understanding of the real costs of EBAs
rather than, quite often, what is reported as their costs. It
is on the basis of what are anticipated to be outcomes
that are consistent with the real outcomes that are then
embedded in the budget. On that basis what is
effectively the growth factor that is incorporated within
the budget settings to account for the real costs of the
EBA outcomes is actually embedded in the structure of
the budget. That does not mean there will not be
increments. It is a growth trajectory.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Indeed. It does compound the growth
factors of each of the EBAs, but it only compounds the
current EBAs. If the EBAs were to change, then surely
these forward projections would need to change.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No. I
will stick to my answer on the basis that the projections
are predicated on the real costs in terms of what is the
real attributed cost of the EBAs in terms of them being
projected over the forward estimates in light of what the
real costs are and what the real estimation of the
outcomes may be. That allows for some swings and
roundabouts within individual EBAs and what the
individual outcomes may be. But on balance across the
entire portfolio of the public sector there is an
understanding of what should be embedded in the
budget to account for those variations and the real cost
of them.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I certainly accept what the minister is
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saying, but surely if you negotiate a new agreement
with new terms and conditions beyond the real cost of
the current, that is going to have a subsequent impact.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Yes,
but again there is a crossover between this line of
questioning and the previous line of questioning that we
had about reprioritisations and how they would be
enacted, or the question that relates to the cost
structures in the community sector about the relative
effect of service reconfiguration, program change,
different work performance, productivity growth
expectations within the programs that we are describing
and those EBA outcomes.
I am not going to flip over the responsibilities in this
committee stage. When the member was a minister I
am sure he reflected on what he believed was the real
cost of the police agreement his administration entered
into compared with what might have been the
published figure and the increments in terms of
indexation and the CPI. Because a reclassification took
place simultaneously with it, just like there is bracket
creep in the taxation regime, there is in effect bracket
creep that occurs in many situations within EBAs due
to the changing profile of the workforce in relation to
their articulation through the classification system.
That is the reason I emphasise the real cost of EBAs, as
distinct from the headline number that is quite often
published about the increment that occurs within each
classification. If it takes account of the restructuring or
reclassifications of the workforce as part of its
professional development, you get a very different net
cost outcome. Within that frame, our budget settings
take account of what we think will be the anticipated
outcomes. Just as the budget we inherited anticipated
that, we anticipate that too. It will not necessarily be a
direct or linear relationship between the annual
increment in a wage outcome in an EBA that has to
matter, it is actually the total cost of the workforce.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I do not wish to go around in circles
on this. I understand fully what the minister is saying
with respect to the real cost and total cost of these
agreements, and I note that for the record and accept
what the minister has said about the government having
factored in its best estimates of what future real costs
are going to be. I just make the point that that seems to
be inconsistent with what this paragraph in strategy and
outlook says about forward estimates being based on
current EBAs rather than the government’s expectation
of future EBAs.
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I will take
up the minister on his example of the police EBA and
Mr Rich-Phillips’s line of questioning. The police EBA
expires during the coming financial year. The minister
has given a description of how the government is
approaching those negotiations across the public sector.
One of the factors that will determine the future impact
on the budget, taking the line of questioning that
Mr Rich-Phillips pursued but did not ask about, is the
outcome and timing of those EBAs and when
agreement is struck. My question to the minister is:
given that negotiations for the police EBA have
commenced and that the current EBA expires in the
new financial year that is the subject of this budget,
when does he anticipate the negotiations for that EBA
to be concluded?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It is a
good question, and I would like to know the answer to
that question. It is a bit hard to crystal-ball gaze. I am
sure the government hopes for it to be concluded in a
timely fashion that is satisfactory from the perspective
of the government and Victoria Police and its members.
As the member would appreciate, it is a little bit
dangerous to predict with great certainty how long
these things might take, but I volunteer that from my
vantage point and the government’s vantage point we
would prefer to have harmonious working
arrangements with the workforce and to conclude the
negotiations in a timely way rather than in a protracted
way. We will make our best endeavours to achieve that
outcome. We are happy to be measured by the success
of achieving that outcome. As the member would be
aware, sometimes there may be some benefit in the
structuring of one state budget to the next on the basis
of having protracted negotiations or delaying them, but
I do not think that should determine the way in which
industrial relations practices occur. I certainly would
not be supportive of that. We should do our best to
conclude those negotiations as soon as possible.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that answer and appreciate his reluctance to
comment about specific EBAs, but to go to the broader
point about inbuilt assumptions in the budget about
EBA outcomes, and again Mr Rich-Phillips’s line of
questioning regarding increments and the minister’s
answers to him, in a more general sense with respect to
the conclusion of EBAs being built into the budget and
forward estimates, is there an assumption about the
outcome of EBA negotiations to be resolved, for
example, at the time of the expiration of the current
EBA period? Is there some built-in assumption in the
budget that deals with those issues?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
believe there is an expectation that negotiations will be
commenced and concluded in a timely way. As a
principle in terms of the real costs of those negotiations,
they would be embedded not only in terms of the
outcomes but when those outcomes are scheduled to
occur. That would be part of a regularised pattern of
budget preparation. That is what I believe would
underpin the forward estimates. As the member would
be aware, there are many instances where there are
protracted negotiations that take a lot longer than the
scheduled conclusion of an agreement. Quite often
when they are subject to protracted negotiations there is
some degree of backdating of provisions or payments to
compensate for the delayed introduction or rollover
from one to the other. That is a feature of industrial
relations practices not only in the public sector but in
the private sector as well. That may be a feature, so you
have to account for that.
I would assume that the structure of the forward
estimates is based upon a realistic expectation of the
implementation of the new arrangements taking effect,
in some shape or form, from the conclusion of an
outgoing EBA.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My issue is with
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources under schedule 1. It relates to
a program that was in last year’s budget that went by
the name of the Strategic Sporting Infrastructure
program. That program was allocated $35 million, and
the entire funds were allocated. The program ran over
two years. In the financial statement put out by the
Labor Party two days before the 2014 election, the
$18 million set down for last year was reprioritised to
other projects and the program was not continued in
Labor’s budget.
What I am wondering is how the projects within the
Strategic Sporting Infrastructure program are going to
be funded if that money has been taken away and not
put back in, yet all of the projects have been allocated
those funds. To sum up, the program was called the
Strategic Sporting Infrastructure program. Funding of
$35 million was allocated for the program over two
years — $17 million for the last financial year and
$18 million for the coming financial year. The
$18 million for the second year of the program has been
reprioritised, yet all of the projects within the program
have been allocated those funds.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think Mr Drum said that anything that had actually
received money in the first iteration continues to hold
the funds that it was allocated prior to the change of
government, so it is the new opportunities that were not
necessarily precommitted that we are talking about.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I can explain.
My understanding is that of the $35 million in that
fund, approximately all but $17.4 million was under
contract, and $17.4 million is the amount that was
allocated to two Bendigo projects. Whilst contracts
were not signed, the City of Greater Bendigo and the
government have given their support for those
programs that were to be funded under the Strategic
Sporting Infrastructure program. The government is
supporting those projects, but it has taken away the
money that was allocated to those two projects —
$2.4 million for the Bendigo tennis centre and
$15 million for the Kangaroo Flat aquatic centre. The
state government, through various ministers, has
expressed its complete support for those two projects.
However, the money has been taken away in Labor’s
Financial Statement, which was delivered on the
Thursday before the 2014 election, and reprioritised
into other programs for other projects. Those two
projects need their money to proceed. I am wondering
how those projects are going to proceed when the
program has been scrapped.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr Drum has very successfully outlined his concern.
With the information that is available to me, I cannot
answer his question. I am happy to take advice and
provide him with an answer to that question. I doubt
that I will be able to answer it now.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Can the minister
ask the staff in the advisers box?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
would be very surprised if they knew the answer to that
question. I can ask them. Let me do that. I feel as if I
have failed, but I will do it. I will ask them.
I return to the table crestfallen. The reason I am
crestfallen is that I have an answer that I was not able to
provide Mr Drum. I should have asked this question.
There was a machinery of government change that
dealt with the nature of some programs which had
previously been under that department but which have
ended up under the Department of Health and Human
Services. The program is now called the Community
Sports Infrastructure Fund, a $100 million fund which
comes out of health. I was advised, very quickly as
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Mr Drum could tell, that in fact that would be the
source of support for those projects.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — If we are to
assume from the minister’s answer that the $18 million
that was on the table will now come out of the
$100 million, can we also assume that we have just
completed spending for the third year of that four-year
fund? If we take the $10 million for female change
facilities out of that fund, if we take $10 million for
cricket out of that fund, if we take $23 million for
29 projects around the state out of that fund, if we take
$15 million for the Kangaroo Flat aquatic centre and
$2.4 million for the Bendigo tennis centre out of that
fund, if we take $2 million for the country football
netball program out of that fund and if we take
$9.8 million for the shooting sports infrastructure fund
out of that fund, we are now up to around $78 million.
There is about $22 million left in that fund. Is that what
the minister is saying?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No,
that is not what I am saying, but I am very impressed
that Mr Drum said it. The reason I am very impressed
that he said it is because that is a very long list. I was
very impressed with Mr Drum’s cumulative
mathematics as he went through it. That was a very
impressive piece of work.
I do not know all those specific projects. My response
to Mr Drum was on the basis of what I was advised
were two specific projects that he referred to that would
be funded out of that new fund. For all the other
projects that Mr Drum has just listed, I do not know
their status and I do not know whether they have
received a further commitment by the incoming
government that had been a commitment by the
previous government in terms of a rollover of projects. I
do not know the answer to that question. But I was very
impressed with the list that Mr Drum remembered of
his prior commitments.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister, and I was equally impressed when he rattled
off those figures. Now that the minister has broken the
seal and realised that he becomes no less a man by
taking the walk of shame over to the advisers, could he
also check with them that — as we have seen via press
release, though we have not heard of any official
notification from government — the $2 million for the
country football and netball program will come out of
the $100 million? Could he also check whether or not
the $9.8 million from the shooting sports infrastructure
fund will also come out of that money? That is what we
have read via press release, but we have not heard from
the government about any official status.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
would have thought those two things sounded like one
and the same. Let me do the walk.
I am in fact not advised of the nature of those additional
projects, but I am happy to take some further advice.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Before the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) the
Minister for Sport went to great lengths when speaking
about $2 million for the country football and netball
program to tell us that the government was going to
continue to fund that program for one year as opposed
to four years as per the coalition’s pre-election
statements. The minister very strongly said before
PAEC that the $2 million for the country football and
netball program was in the budget. However, when
questioned, he was unable to find where it was in the
budget. Would Minister Jennings be able to do that
work for him now and tell us where that money is in the
budget?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I can
tell from the body language — I did not do the walk
this time — and from the quizzical look of the advisers
that I cannot answer that question now. There may be a
very good chance that Mr Drum’s linking of the dots is
accurate, but I am not in a position to be able to confirm
it at this minute. I am happy to provide some
clarification about it.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — We will
hopefully hear back then on the country football and
netball program. The sporting shooters infrastructure
fund was a $10.8 million program whose first round of
grants was rolled out late last year and which had two
remaining rounds to go. There was $3 million in the
first round and there were to be two rounds of, I think,
$4.8 million and $5 million to roll out this year and next
year. The government has effectively said, again via
press release, that the program is still going. Could the
minister confirm to what amount that program will be
ongoing? Will it be to the quantum of the full
$9.8 million, or will it be a lesser amount going
forward?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr Drum may be in fact able to assist me, because he
seems to know what was in the press release, which I
do not know. I know of the issue, because I remember
that Mr Bourman asked me a question about this
matter, which I was not able to answer at the time. He
asked me in question time about it, and I know the
Minister for Sport followed up and provided
information that indicated that there was a new — I do
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not know whether or not it is called this — steering
committee or task force.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — That is right, a number of
people.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, a committee that was about
to be established now. I had thought that in the
information provided to the house there might have
been an amount identified in relation to the allocation of
funds, but I am not in a position to be able to confirm
what that figure is. With the suspense rising, Mr Drum
may be able to tell us what was in the press release?
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I will quote a
line here. The press release says:
Contrary to Mr Drum’s false claims —

I had been saying the program had been cut —
the Andrews Labor government is funding the country
football netball program and the Shooting Sports Facilities
program. The programs are part of the Labor government’s
commitment to improving sports and recreation facilities for
all Victorians.
The Labor government has appointed a Shooting Sports
Facilities Program Advisory Committee, chaired by former
Minister for Agriculture Joe Helper …

And it mentions a range of other people already on the
advisory committee. I note the government removed a
former Liberal politician and put in place a former
Labor politician, because that is somehow or other
going to make the advisory committee work much
better.
The press release goes on:
The committee will meet in the coming weeks to review
existing applications and the guidelines for funding …

Again, I note that the press release does not make any
mention of amounts.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Drum. Given the history of this matter, I can
understand that Mr Drum feels as if he may have been
slighted by that response, and that may be an additional
reason he wants clarification. However, the community
should have some degree of clarification, and I will
encourage my ministerial colleague to provide that
clarification.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I ask for a bit
more clarification around the country football and
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netball program. Is the minister going to find out where
that money is coming from?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Yes.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Is he also going
to try to find out how much money there is for the
shooting sport infrastructure fund and where it is going
to come from?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Yes.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 10 agreed to.
Schedule 1
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I seek your guidance, Acting
President, on whether you are happy to take questions
across schedule 1 or whether you wish to go through by
individual departments.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
happy to do it either way as long as we do not mix and
match.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I have a series of questions on
individual departments. I will go to the first one, which
is in relation to the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources. I refer to
line item 2 for that department, which is the additions to
the net asset base. That is effectively the capital
appropriation for the department. Given what the
government has said around its election
commitments — grade separations et cetera — why is
the capital allocation for the department reduced in this
year’s budget?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
wanted to do better than just come back and say that the
infrastructure program is covered in the
contingencies — I actually wanted to answer the
question — but that is a substantial part of the answer.
In terms of the asset program in the future, there is a
contingency within the budget that allows for
investments to be rolled out over time as projects come
onstream. That could be an answer to many of the
questions that I may be asked during the course of this
part of the committee.
Within the specific elements of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources there were a number of projects that were
not proceeded with during the course of this financial
year. The most significant of them was the east–west
link, where there had been $320 million allocated in the
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forward estimates to be acquitted through the previous
iteration of the department. That contributes in its own
right more than the reduction that has been identified in
the question and in the schedule.
There are a number of rephasings of projects. New
projects that have been introduced by the
government — which include bringing money forward
for V/Locity trains, the Melbourne Metro project, trams
and level crossing allocations — have been offset by
reductions in the east–west link and some rephasing of
other projects. We end up with a net reduction of the
appropriation for this year, acknowledging that there
are contingency provisions for projects as they are
commenced or require investment that will accelerate
through the future budgets in terms of growing the
appropriation for that department.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I will move on now to a similar
question with respect to the Department of Education
and Training, again referring to the additions to the net
asset base line. Noting that this government has said it
is spending so much more on education than the
previous government did, can the minister outline why
the capital appropriation in this year’s budget is zero?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — That
is an even better question, but as in my previous
answer, contingency may provide a safety net provision
overall.
This is a fantastic question, and the reason I like it is
that not only is it intellectually challenging but it
created a bit of a dialogue and contest of ideas between
me and the advisers in the box. In the last year of the
previous government there was a qualification in the
books in relation to the department of education assets,
which was quite a fraught issue for the government of
the day, and the incoming government had to come to
terms with that. The resolution of that matter to the
Auditor-General’s satisfaction and to the incoming
government’s satisfaction was that the physical assets
of the department of education increased in their book
value. Once their book value had increased
significantly, that meant that the depreciation item
attributed to them within the output funding line
subsequently increased. The asset program will be
managed through the depreciation line item in this
year’s output line for education, which has had an uplift
as a consequence.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased we have had the
discussion about the depreciation funding of assets. We
have covered that ground in previous years. I now want
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to turn to the Department of Premier and Cabinet. The
minister said earlier, when we started on clause 1
around the priorities of the government, that a focus
was increasing output funding in areas of priority. But I
draw to the attention of the minister that across the
individual provision of output lines for each of the
departments the department which received the biggest
increase in funding — an 8.7 per cent increase — was
the Department of Premier and Cabinet. Can the
minister explain why it is that the Department of
Premier and Cabinet received the greatest increase in
output funding across the government?
An honourable member — It’s your new portfolio.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
appreciate any assistance the committee may give me in
terms of resources to support my work across
government, but that is not the reason in this instance.
A number of areas have been incorporated within the
portfolio. They include a responsibility in relation to a
variety of things, including a whole-of-government
effort to deal with the prevention of family violence,
community capacity programs and other initiatives that
have come with a realignment of responsibilities. For
instance, yes, IBAC and the Freedom of Information
Commissioner are my responsibility; they have come
into the portfolio. Whilst I support their budgets, I do
not spend them. In a sense those machinery of
government changes have led to an increase in the
structure of the Department of Premier and Cabinet’s
budget.
An equality portfolio has been created. Notwithstanding
a member’s comment in the chamber a few days ago
about funding for the portfolio being business as usual,
there were some additional costs to government in
creating that portfolio responsibility. In years to come I
think what we will find, unless there are further
machinery of government changes, is that the
proportional lift in the Department of Premier and
Cabinet will not be replicated and funding in the
department will return to normal growth rather than
what has been a structural change to the department on
the basis of machinery of government matters.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I draw the minister’s attention to the
explanatory memorandum for the bill, which indicates
that the comparative figures are net of machinery of
government (MOG) changes. The figure for 2014–15
has been backcast by Treasury to net out MOG
changes, and the MOG changes show the Department
of Premier and Cabinet going from some $600 million
down to that adjusted $294 million. I take on good faith
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the minister’s answer, but I point out that according to
the Treasury documents those figures are net of MOG.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
would not like to set myself apart from Treasury in
squaring the ledger here, so let me dig in. Some of the
matters I referred to may require some further shaking
out of the system in relation to that qualification and
that undertaking in the Treasury papers, but let us just
leave that aside as my error — if there is any error.
I also indicate to the committee that there is an output
measure that applies to the creation of Services
Victoria, which is one of my responsibilities. Its
purpose is to drive opportunity across whole of
government, which I outlined at length in the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, so it is
not something I have hidden. It is something I have
actually been quite happy to be associated with —
trying to improve the business systems of governments
and the interface with our citizens through an online
presence and customer service enhancements that will
over time rationalise the 534 websites and the 480 call
centres across government and actually provide for a
more user-friendly interface for our citizens using
online services and engaging with government.
This actually applies — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I will sort them out.
Whilst it is actually within the portfolio of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, it is a
whole-of-government effort. This is the first investment
in creating Services Victoria, which will pull agencies
together. Already we have commenced work across
some of those major agencies. VicRoads, for instance,
has a major service interface with the community, and a
lot of the traffic that comes through and is generated in
relation to business transactions of the state go through
that agency. We are working with that agency and
others to try to achieve a more unified interface with
our community and to develop greater service
configurations. That initiative in its own right
comprises about two-thirds of what has been the
increase in the output funding.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just on this issue, in terms of the machinery of
government changes and the minister’s
acknowledgement of some of the costs of those
machinery of government changes, can the minister
outline the estimate — presumably having been built
into either the 2014–15 budget or the upcoming
2015–16 financial year budget — of the additional
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cost purely of the machinery of government changes
themselves, as opposed to the movement between the
various departments?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
know this is a contested issue between us, and it is
probably going to lead to a lot of consideration by the
committee. My assertion is that those costs are
negligible, so whilst I outlined the consequence of the
movement of programs in terms of what it means for
the output line of departmental budgets — that is what I
was talking about, as distinct from what the incurred
costs might be of shifting those programs — I believe
that the costs incurred for those machinery of
government changes are comparatively minor.
It may be difficult to assess what the costs might be of
the physical relocation of some departmental offices. I
understand that that may incur some costs. There may
be some costs that are incurred in relation to stationery
and other aspects of the branding or presentation of a
department. I am not underestimating those, but quite
often those costs are pretty much embedded in terms of
renewing stationery, renewing branding and altering or
relocating staff to get different service configurations.
This occurs virtually on a continuous basis across an
enterprise as broad as the public sector. It has always,
and I do not think the machinery of government
changes actually add much to those costs. However,
that is a matter that is going to be tested over time. I do
not have an attributed value of that to provide to the
house today, although I know this is of concern to the
opposition and it may be pursuing it through other
means at greater length later.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have just one further follow-up question about the
absence of mention in the minister’s answer of a staff
cost, be that either a potential redundancy cost or a cost
in terms of recruitment. For example, some of the
departments have substantially changed organisational
structures as a result of the machinery of government
changes, which may lead to either staff redundancies or
the relocation of staff to other locations — for example,
where there have been two existing regional offices that
now may be one. There was an absence of mention of it
by the minister in talking about the costs of machinery
of government changes. Is it the minister’s view that
there are no costs attributable to the machinery of
government changes that relate to staff?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you for providing me with the opportunity to
give a more fulsome answer. It would not have been by
design that I had not included that. There have been no
redundancies attributed to the machinery of government
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changes, although by necessity there needed to be some
changes of responsibilities. For instance, we merged
nine departments into seven, which meant that we then
only needed seven departmental secretaries. The two
displaced secretaries were provided with important
responsibilities and were maintained in employment.
From the government’s perspective, we are very
grateful to the two displaced secretaries. Howard
Ronaldson has done important work for all of the
Victorian community in relation to his work at
Ambulance Victoria, and Dean Yates has worked with
me on the creation of the Infrastructure Victoria
legislation and establishing Infrastructure Victoria.
Both of them have done particularly important work on
our collective behalf. They have not left the employ of
the Victorian government, and they were the most
significant employees impacted by the machinery of
government changes. We gave an undertaking as an
incoming government to our employees that the
machinery of government changes would not lead to
redundancies. To my knowledge that has not occurred,
and it is not the expectation that that will occur.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My final question is on the
Department of Treasury and Finance appropriation. It
relates to item 4, which is the Treasurer’s advance. The
Treasurer’s advance is obviously the discretionary
capacity that the Treasurer has available to meet urgent
or emergency claims. My question is: noting that the
Treasurer’s advance is forecast to increase by 45 per
cent to $990 million, what is the reason for the
Treasurer’s advance being increased by such a large
amount?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
simple answer, which may not necessarily assuage any
implied concern in the question but nonetheless is the
simple answer, is that contingencies as a general rule
have been preserved and identified within the financial
statements. Page 35 of budget paper 5 outlines the level
of contingencies in the forward estimates, and this
happens to be one that was allocated in this instance to
be provided for in a Treasurer’s advance. In terms of
the way in which the budget is presented, that has been
the choice mechanism by which that allocation could
occur. It is perhaps not quite as exciting as what might
have otherwise been believed.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Could the minister confirm whether
that has been the practice with respect to Treasurer’s
advances in the past?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
take some advice, but my initial response is that I think
there is the facility and the ability for the budget papers
to allow for the contingency to be allocated in certain
ways. In some ways this immediately identifies that it is
the responsibility of the Treasurer to make that
available to us. I know from previous experience that
sometimes a Treasurer’s advance is required in
emergency situations, such as bushfires and floods.
There has been quite significant exposure to the budget
settings that have been addressed through the
Treasurer’s advance. I do not think there is any major
shock that has been anticipated. The advice I have been
given indicates that there is quite a variation that may
occur. This one, proportionately, seems to be quite a
large one, but we do not think that it is out of the
ordinary given the variations that happen from year to
year.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I make the point that it is the intention
that the Treasurer’s advance be used for urgent
purposes. That is specifically why that discretion is
given to a Treasurer. It is not for subsequent decisions
arising from contingency, which may not be urgent but
which the government may not have been capable of
making at the time of the budget, as distinct from
something that is urgent, such as the examples the
minister used — flood, bushfire relief et cetera.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I hope the
minister has an answer for me, because I gave him a
heads-up about my question about 6 hours ago, at 9.30
this morning. My question relates to the outputs for the
Department of Health and Human Services. On page 39
of budget paper 4 there is $1 million for a Goulburn
Valley Health redevelopment; $500 000 is to be
allocated this year and $500 000 in the forward
estimates. I have been advised that this $1 million is for
redevelopments at two campuses — Shepparton and
Rushworth. I would like to receive a breakdown of that
$1 million for each of those campuses.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
want Ms Lovell to be reassured by one thing: she raised
this question with me at around 9.30 a.m., and at 9.44 I
transmitted a text message to the office of the Minister
for Health to ask for clarification on this matter. I have
a message trail from that time of three or four messages
between myself and the minister’s office, and the
minister’s office has not been able to delineate how that
$1 million will be apportioned between the two
campuses. I can share the message trail with the
member if she doubts the veracity of what I have just
attempted to clarify.
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Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Would the
minister be willing to take the question on notice and
provide me with an answer when the minister’s office
has had time to delineate those funding lines?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Now
that we have started the volley of communication, I am
happy to do that. One of the difficulties may be in terms
of the scoping work and how the work will be
exercised. If it is undertaken within one process, it may
ultimately be difficult to delineate how much of the
expenditure was allocated to one campus or the other,
but let us see what can be done.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like some confirmation about the output initiatives
surrounding the allocation of funding in relation to
family violence. How much of the $57.9 million
indicated on page 5 of budget paper 3 is reprioritised
funding?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
going to take a walk to the advisers box. I am just
trying to think of what the answer is. The reason I am
wincing is that at one stage over the last few months I
would have known the answer to that question but I do
not know the answer today. I do not have that
information available to me. Given the way in which
these things can sometimes play out in the political
domain, I am reluctant, off the top of my head, to give
you a proportion of this allocation. I am sure the
outgoing government knew that it had an allocation of
about $30 million.
Ms Crozier — It was 35.3.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, it was somewhere in the
order of that. Within that frame we are talking now
about an allocation of $57.9 million that has been
identified, so the number falls somewhere within the
limits of what the previous program was and what has
been identified here. My colleagues in the box cannot
assist me with the number. As Ms Crozier would
appreciate, one of the difficulties of providing an
answer on the spot is that some of these programs are in
different portfolios and that is a bit of a trick for me —
as I am sure it is for opposition members, who may
have different concerns to me in relation to how that
money is allocated.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Yes,
that is the reason for my question. I am trying to
understand the allocation of money. In relation to the
$57.9 million, the minister rightly notes that in the
2015–16 pre-election budget update there is
$35.3 million from the coalition government and

APPROPRIATION (2015–2016) BILL 2015
Thursday, 25 June 2015

COUNCIL

$20 million from the royal commission. Combining
those figures it appears there is only around
$2.6 million of new money that has been put into this
area, and that is what I am trying to ascertain.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — At
this point in time I am not able to confirm that. I am
confident that there is a net increase, but I cannot
volunteer what that net increase is. Was this a feature of
a public accounts and estimates conversation?
Ms Crozier — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS — If that is the case, you might be
able to outline to me in supplementary questions the
trail of that inquiry, which may then prompt a better
response from me.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — It was in
relation to trying to ascertain the breakdown of this
money. As the minister said, it is tricky.
Mr JENNINGS — It is tricky but not mischievous.
Ms CROZIER — Nevertheless, in the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee we were trying to
work out how much new money had been reprioritised.
I am referring to the notes I have from the PAEC
hearings, and there were a lot of figures that were
thrown around by various ministers in relation to the
responsibilities of their particular portfolio areas. I think
Minister Richardson confirmed that she was
responsible for around $12.5 million, as well as the
funds for the royal commission and the family violence
fund, which equates to around $16 million, and
Minister Mikakos also rolled out a lot of figures. But I
was unable to get a clear figure of how much money
had been reprioritised, hence my questions to the
minister this afternoon. If the minister would not mind
providing that answer to me at a later stage, I would
very much appreciate it.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
do my best to provide some clarity.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
refer to an earlier conversation, although my question is
specific to the line item in health and human services,
which is why I have held it over. In relation to the issue
of EBAs I would like to ask in particular about the
ambulance EBA. The minister said in his previous
answer — if I can paraphrase it without verballing the
minister — that essentially because of the swings and
roundabouts and some of these outcomes a global
number is built in and ministers are required to operate
within that. The work value case for the paramedics is
currently before Fair Work Australia, but the
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commitment from the government and the union is that
that determination will be reflected from 1 July 2015. I
seek the minister’s advice on what funding has been
built into either the budget or contingencies, and which
one it might be in, in relation to paying for the
estimated outcome of where that Fair Work Australia
case may land.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
know the answer to that, but I am going to confirm it.
The people in the box and I are as one: it is in the
contingency. One of the reasons for this, apart from
prudent accounting, is that it would be able to square
the ledger with the entry that Mr Rich-Phillips
identified earlier in relation to the expected outcomes of
enterprise bargaining agreements, because this is
something in addition to the outcome of an EBA.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
ask then for the amount that is in the contingency.
Presumably the contingency is the sum of a number of
individual items so that the total amount reflects the
amount that is anticipated will have to be paid out
against it in relation to the work value case.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
instant that I identify what number is in the contingency
it will either be met or exceeded, so I will not.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am interested — and this covers some of the
departments in the schedule as well as being
specifically in relation to the Department of Health and
Human Services — in the cost of the 2015 Easter
Sunday public holiday. The first column reflects the
budget as opposed to the estimate, which would have
been in last year’s bill for 2014 and therefore must
include an adjustment for the cost of the holiday that
has already passed and for which we have been advised
that funding has been provided to each department for
each minister to administer. Could the minister tell us
the cost of the 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday,
which will be reflected somewhere in that $41 million,
and how that is then reflected — that is, which
individual departments have incurred funding for it?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Ultimately the answer that has been provided
previously by a number of my colleagues, which I will
be bound by today, is in fact a recognition of the nature
of budgeting from one year to the next. It must account
for a variety of circumstances when what was the total
cost of workforce-related issues may vary from one
year to the next, depending upon whether public
holidays occur on weekends or weekdays and what
might be the workforce needs in terms of flexing up or
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flexing down in response to those public holidays.
Clearly some of the workforce will be required to be
maintained and some of the workforce may have the
day off as a consequence of a public holiday. There are
swings and roundabouts on the basis of the budgeting
arrangements that are attributed to a workforce in any
budget item, across any departments. There will be a
whole range of variations to it.
Departments are required to manage their budget
situations in relation to the outcome of the 2014–15
year. Within that budget arrangement the outgoing
budget would have had sufficient funds within it to
cover those costs, and the embedded adjustments over
the next year were designed to take account of the
variations that occur in response to those public
holidays and the flow-through of workforce-related
issues. Within that context, to disaggregate the
individual costs in individual circumstances across
workforces is not seen as an appropriate way to deal
with this matter in accounting terms. It should be dealt
with in the way that has occurred in the structure of the
budgets and the management regime that relates to
departmental workforces. That is how it has
conceptually been dealt with, that is how my colleagues
have accounted for it and that is how I will account for
it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
There is a range of questions as a result of that answer,
and I thank the minister. The first one is: was the
minister effectively saying in his answer — and I
understand the argument about future budgets, but the
2014–15 budget had already been allocated and an
additional cost had been imposed on those agencies,
which had their workforce respond to it — that no
supplementation was provided to departments but that
departments had to find the funds from within their
existing budgets to pay for workforces that then had an
additional penalty rate on the Sunday?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
believe that is the case, but I will take advice. I will
stick to my answer, which is that I do not believe there
was a specific supplementation. I remind the committee
that in some portfolios — for instance, in hospital
budgets — under normal circumstances there are
supplementations that occur during the course of a year.
That is a feature of how that portfolio and certainly how
the cost structures of hospitals have been dealt with in
many instances over many years. On the basis of
addressing the demand or cash flow elements of a
portfolio such as health, there are regular
supplementations that occur during the course of any
given year. I do not want my answer to be read down to
me that there has been no supplementation of budgets
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that has occurred across departments, but in relation to
whether any supplementation was specifically provided
for this purpose, I think it would have occurred in order
to guarantee that the service availability under demand
pressures was provided.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
understanding is that most of the supplementation in the
health department is in relation to the department out to
the hospitals, as opposed to the Treasury to the
department, given that the departments are largely
required to operate within the budget that has been
provided and there is usually little joy from the
Treasurer in getting additional funds to manage those
ebbs and flows. Departments are meant to do that
within the global budget that has been provided.
In the output summary for health, acute health services
has increased its budget by a net of $29 million, which
is probably quite close to what has been estimated to be
the cost of the Easter Sunday public holiday to the
health services. My specific question in relation to
health is: is part of the difference between the budget
and the revised budget a supplementation for the Easter
Sunday public holiday?
While once again it is convenient to marry a range of
costs, what is clear is that individual payments have
been made to each hospital specifically for the Easter
Sunday public holiday. There is clearly a simple answer
to the question of what has been the cost to our public
health services and hospitals that is not buried in or
built into the base conversations et cetera. That may be
the case in the future.
There are a couple of questions in there. One is: can the
minister identify the cost to the health budget of the
Easter Sunday public holiday, given that very specific
payments have been made to account for that cost to
each hospital in the state?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
cannot do so because I do not necessarily accept the
second part of that question as being fact. I understand
that in many ways it would be simpler for me — and
for Ms Wooldridge in relation to potential criticism or
concern that may arise about the government’s policy
about public holidays — to do so, but in fact that is not
how these matters are treated in the budget. That is not
how Treasury, the department and hospitals have dealt
with this matter. It has been seen as a matter of global
workforce management issues.
On the health system, I just make the point that in any
case, in comparative terms, fewer surgeries would be
undertaken on an Easter Sunday public holiday than on
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other working days of the year. If we are talking about
the level of activity, whilst emergency surgery may take
place, the impression that in the life of a hospital Easter
Sunday is a normal work day — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not saying Ms Wooldridge
did say that. For the committee and anybody in the
public domain who may be taking notice, I point out
that there are some aspects of the work where clearly
the whole workforce is engaged and some where a
minority of the workforce may be engaged. In the life
of a hospital the work on Easter Sunday would be at the
lower end of that rather than the higher end. I just
volunteer that to Ms Wooldridge. However, if a holiday
occurs on — —
Ms Wooldridge — Grand final eve, for example.
Mr JENNINGS — Or any of the pre-existing
holidays. If any of the pre-existing holidays occur on a
weekday, a day of high activity, then in fact either its
cost or its reduction in service delivery may be more
significant that it would be on Easter Sunday. That is
what I am drawing the committee’s attention to.
In respect of managing the workforce and the budgets, I
know it is quite compelling to ask what is the single
attribution to Easter Sunday. That is not the way this
budget has been constructed by Treasury, the health
department or the hospitals. They do have to account
for it, but it is embedded accounting rather than being
identified as a crystallised item. I know that is not a
satisfactory answer for Ms Wooldridge, but that is the
best I have.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
think I have conceded that going forward that is the
case. We disagree for the 2014–15 year, given that that
budget is already determined and the supplementation
specifically for this issue has been provided to each
hospital. There has clearly been a calculation by the
department of health, presumably on advice from and
with Treasury, of the exact cost, which is not being
articulated and instead is being covered up.
One of the things that the government has taken pains
to do in this budget is reconcile the commitments in the
budget with Labor’s Financial Statement 2014. The
government’s delivery of commitments against the
2014 statement and those costs very consistently match
up with the commitments made prior to the election. I
draw the minister’s attention to the fact that making
grand final eve and Easter Sunday public holidays are
individual line items which when in opposition the
government was prepared to cost in detail and articulate
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on a year-on-year basis and separately between the two
public holidays. Now the government is not prepared to
acquit its promise against the cost delivery, so I ask:
why is the government prepared to acquit 98 per cent of
its promises against the costs in Labor’s Financial
Statement but not prepared to acquit the costs of these
two public holidays?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think the simplest way for me to understand and accept
what is a criticism is that it is suggested to me that
Labor’s Financial Statement was not as complete as it
might have been. If that is the criticism, I might accept
it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for that concession. I appreciate that.
Maybe I can clarify: my comment is that the
government has acquitted its commitments against the
costs pre-budget and in the budget against most of the
rest of them but the public holidays are an item that the
government is now not prepared to acquit against the
commitment it made. Why is the government not
prepared to be accountable, I suppose, for the delivery
of the commitment it made in terms of the financial
cost?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
conceded one point and now Ms Wooldridge is wanting
me to concede another point. They are connected. With
my colleagues I will reflect on if and how we should
account for the question Ms Wooldridge has asked. I
take it that this is a matter for the government’s
consideration and for it to give a response on — that is,
whether in future budget presentations this item is to be
identified. Today I have given the committee the
explanation for why it is not in the form that has been
structured in budget settings until now. I am not
retreating from what I have identified to the committee,
because I consider what I have identified to the
committee is reasonable in terms of workforce
management and accounting for the output lines of
budgets. I am not conceding that the budget form is
inappropriate, but I recognise Ms Wooldridge’s critique
that the line items that were costed in Labor’s Financial
Statement in 2014 are different from their treatment in
the current budget. I am acknowledging that
discrepancy.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
refer to another matter in relation to contingencies
which we have also talked about previously. I refer to
the general government output contingencies not
allocated to departments, which appear on page 35 of
budget paper 5. I raise an issue about the footnote — so
we are getting to some detail — which states,
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‘provisions not yet allocated to meet additional price
and demand growth for health’.
Coming back to my previous question, I assume some
of that is the contingency related to the work value case
that we have discussed previously. Is the minister able
to shine any further light on other anticipated costs in
the area of health that would be included in that
contingency?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It
relates to an answer I gave a few minutes ago, which at
some level was deemed to be an unsatisfactory answer.
I acknowledged that from time to time there are
pressures in the health system such as unexpected high
activity in the hospital system that may require
supplementation of hospital budgets. That has been a
feature of a number of budgets in the past and I would
envisage could be in the future. Whilst the work value
case for the ambulance service and the paramedics is
one of those items — and I acknowledge that members
might appreciate the fact that we do not necessarily
want to pre-load what the financial outcome of that
might be — we have to take account of what we think it
might be. But there is also some flexibility in relation to
the demand pressures — for instance, whether there are
instances of infectious diseases or other activity that
may lead to high demand and may need to be
accounted for. Those things exist.
We also understand that the system needs to have the
capacity to be able to flex up. Members would also be
aware that in some of the programs that relate to
transitional arrangements there might be variations in
the level of national agreements and national
partnership arrangements and there might be some need
from time to time for Victoria to assume some
responsibility for the continuity of some services that
may not be available to us. That may straddle those
areas of health, disability and education that may
require some budget supplementation over time.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answers. My last question is
on the contingency and the use of the contingency or
otherwise. To give an example, under the Department
of Health and Human Services budget Casey Hospital
had a $106 million cost, with $2.4 million allocated in
the budget and the rest held in contingency, versus the
Victorian Heart Hospital with a $150 million
commitment from the government — $15 million
funded and the other $135 million not funded. On what
basis does the government choose when to allocate
something in contingency versus not allocating
something in contingency, which leaves a gap between
the commitment and what has actually been funded?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
examples that the member has given help me
demonstrate the point. In relation to Casey Hospital
there is a well-developed proposal that is close to being
able to be implemented immediately in terms of its
design and the rollout of its construction timetable, and
it is relatively clear, so spending can be apportioned
with some degree of instant confidence about the cash
flow of that project. In relation to the Victorian Heart
Hospital situation, whilst government is very
committed to achieving that outcome, the business case,
the design, is actually at an earlier stage in the
preparation of delivery, so its flow of cash will be a
slower process. That is the reason the majority of
funding for the heart hospital is in contingency,
whereas in relation to Casey Hospital the majority of it
has been in allocated capital.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
the budget papers it actually says that Casey Hospital is
in contingency — $2.4 million is allocated and the rest
is in contingency — versus the heart hospital where
there is nothing in contingency; only $15 million has
been funded. It is a step on for both of them. Casey
Hospital is where the minister thought the heart hospital
was but the heart hospital actually does not have the
funding.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Sorry, that was an error. Obviously in my state of
exhaustion I took a shortcut rather than looking at the
budget paper. I thought my logic was fairly compelling.
I wish it was reflected in the budget paper. I cannot
answer the question because I thought they were at
different stages.
Ms Wooldridge — Is there any difference in the
level of confidence in relation to funding?
Mr JENNINGS — No. That is the reason I am back
on my feet. The reason is that the government is
confident in both of these projects and determined to
commit to both of them. It is a sequencing or phasing
issue, and the phasing issue is slightly different from
my memory of it and not reflected in the budget. That
does not mean that the government is ultimately not
going to be measured by its commitment to roll out
both projects during the term of the government.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I take the
minister back to the line item for Goulburn Valley
Health. I appreciate that the minister has taken that on
notice and cannot give me an answer about the
breakdown today, but the one thing he can give me a
firm answer on from his correspondence with the office
of the Minister for Health is to confirm that that
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$1 million is across the two campuses of Goulburn
Valley Health and not just for the Shepparton campus.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Yes,
I can. The confirmation occurred in the very first
response that I got to the text message I sent this
morning.
Ms Lovell — The answer is that it is across the two
campuses?
Mr JENNINGS — It is across two, yes.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I refer the
minister to the Department of Justice and Regulation in
schedule 1 of the bill on page 11. In a similar vein to
some questions from Mr Rich-Phillips, I ask the
minister to explain item 2, the additions to the net asset
base, the capital component. The figure for 2015–16 is
less than half that for 2014–15. Can the minister give an
explanation for the reduction?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
reason there is a reduction is the net effect of two
things. One is the increase, the new programs. The
increases are Country Fire Authority trucks, the
women’s prison expansion strategy, expanding
community correctional services to meet demand,
custody officers, the Melbourne correctional centre
annexe and the rephasing of various projects. They
cumulatively take the budget up. In the netting off to
lead to a reduction, the most significant item was
because there had been a major injection the year
before into the asset funding relating to Ararat prison,
which took it over its normal base rate. It was quite a
significant investment, and when you net that off it
means that there is a reduction.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Could the
minister give some detail about the rephasing
component he referred to?
Mr Jennings — The Ararat one?
Mr O’DONOHUE — No, just in total global terms
at this stage.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Rephasing: I believe that number is of the order of
$100 million.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Just to
conclude this line of questioning on this issue, can the
minister give some details as to what makes up that
$100 million?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I do
not have that level of detail before me. That is what I
have, but I will see whether I can do better. We will
have to outline the areas where that rephasing is taking
effect subsequently.
Mr O’Donohue — Will the minister take that on
notice?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — In relation
to item 4, can the minister provide some detail as to the
reduction in relation to the Victorian Law Reform
Commission from $721 000 in 2014–15 to $707 000 in
2015–16?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
information I have is not going to satisfy
Mr O’Donohue because it says ‘immaterial variance’. I
am going to have to do better than that, so I will have to
come back to the member on that.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I now turn
to page 83 of budget paper 3, which has some of the
Department of Justice and Regulation outputs, and I
have some questions about some particular issues. The
minister said in answer to a previous question, which I
think was from Mr Rich-Phillips, that the government
has a commitment to no forced redundancies. In the
context of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation (VRGF), which has an appropriation of
$148 million over the next four years, I ask: does that
apply to statutory agencies?
As I am sure the minister would recall, the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation was established in
the 2011–12 budget, with an allocation of $150 million.
As with any new start-up organisation, less money was
spent early in that four-year funding profile and more
money will be spent towards the back of that funding
profile. I am concerned about two things in relation to
the reduction of funding to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation. The first is the impact on the
delivery of services, principally treatment services,
education campaigns and responsible gambling
activities. The second is whether there will be any
forced redundancies following the reduction in funding
made available to the VRGF.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have no advice that there is any intended redundancy. I
have witnessed the member’s previous line of
questioning in the chamber about this matter. From
memory, there has been a realignment of a
comparatively small part of that budget allocation, but
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nonetheless it is an allocation that has some capacity to
make a difference.
I have just been passed a note to indicate that there has
been a balancing item of the amount of money that is
spent on the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation and the introduction of a precommitment
information program, which has led to some concern
from Mr O’Donohue in the chamber previously when
asking my colleagues for an explanation of it. I know
there is some residual concern, but I would be better to
take advice. I do not think there would be any
redundancy effected by that variation. In fact I do not
think it is the intention for that to occur, although it
would be silly for me to absolutely attest to that without
checking it.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for taking that question on notice. I now refer
to the ‘Police digital radio upgrade’ item, which has
$35.3 million allocated to it over the next four years. By
way of background, I am sure the minister is aware that
this was a $10 million commitment made prior to the
election by the then opposition. That commitment was
reconfirmed by a press release dated 21 January from
Minister Noonan as a $10 million cost, but the cost in
the budget is $35.3 million. I seek some comfort from
you and the government that, given that the cost
identified on 21 January as $10 million is now
identified in the budget as $35 million, the government
is confident the project will be delivered within that
funding envelope.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
would hope to be able to provide that. I certainly think
that is the intention, but there is a netting item in
relation to the downgrading or removal of the analogue
system. This is the best estimation of what that net
effect will be. I note that that is implied but not
necessarily specified in the footnote that is attached to
that output initiative table.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — If I could
take the minister now to the item directly above ‘Police
digital radio upgrade’, the custody officers initiative,
noting that of the $138.6 million allocated for that
project the balance of the funds is in the out years —
$18.4 million in the coming year, followed by
$34.4 million, $43.1 million and $42.7 million
respectively in subsequent financial years. Again this
may be a level of detail that is not in the minister’s
portfolio, but I would appreciate some advice from him
either now or subsequently about when the government
anticipates the first custody officers will be trained and
deployed, and what the deployment profile will be over
the four-year period.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — On
the basis of the maths I can make an estimation, but it
would be much better for me to get the minister to
confirm what that might be.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have
another question in relation to the capital allocation.
Labor made a commitment for a new police station in
Mernda, as did the then government. The minister has
identified that as a budget allocation. Given the need for
additional police infrastructure, particularly across the
growth corridors and in particular areas identified by
the Police Association where potentially new or
improved police stations or infrastructure are required,
and noting that some of the growth corridors such as
Casey and Melton have seen increases in crime in the
most recent statistics, is there embedded in these figures
another component that is yet to be revealed for new
police infrastructure, particularly new police stations, or
is the commitment made prior to the election for the
new station in Mernda the only one that is funded in
this budget?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It is
the only one that has been identified in this budget. I
imagine that there are pre-existing police stations that
were in the asset program which would continue to
completion, and I am certain that my colleague, on the
basis of commitments or on the basis of newly
identified need, will identify others. But in the asset
initiative outlined in the budget this year the Mernda
police station will be concluded in the time frame
2017–18, so presumably some time during that year —
in fact probably early that year, looking at the cash flow
that is in the budget paper. That is the only singly
identified police station that has been added to the asset
initiative. But that is not to say there will not be others
in further years.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate that in subsequent years there may be new
allocations made for new police stations or rebuilds of
police stations that need rebuilding. I can think of a
number that would fit that category now, such as Colac
or Cowes at Phillip Island. But for the purposes of this
budget paper and the coming financial year, is Mernda
the only new station that has been identified that will be
procured?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — To
answer your question I go back to my answer, which
was the complete answer. There are projects that
presumably are being completed. I am certain there will
be new projects that are identified during the life of the
government. If we have made any further
commitments, they will be maintained. Beyond that,
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Mernda, singularly, in this particular budget and as an
asset initiative was the one project identified.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I take the
minister to some of the grant programs that were run by
the community crime prevention unit within the former
Department of Justice, which supported some
organisations with what I describe as corporate costs, so
not necessarily funds to run particular programs per se
but to help the organisations to run themselves or to run
particular programs. Some organisations that come to
mind are Step Back.Think., a community organisation
that seeks to bring the consequences of one punch to
the notice of the public; driver education campaigns;
and organisations that are well known by the
community such as Neighbourhood Watch and Crime
Stoppers. They all received some corporate support to
help run their organisations. I cannot identify any
funding source that could continue to support
organisations such as that.
The government has extended for a further year the
Community Safety Fund grants program and the Public
Safety Infrastructure Fund grants program. Neither of
those funding streams would be suitable for the
organisations that I just mentioned, because the funding
they are seeking would not normally fit within the
funding guidelines. I am wondering whether there is
any component in the appropriation for the Department
of Justice and Regulation that can help partner with
those organisations that have a grassroots focus on
preventing crime in our community.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Whilst the member is quite within his rights to ask me
this question and have an expectation that I will have an
answer for him, the level of detail that the member is
expecting of me is extraordinary. Nonetheless I suggest
that the output initiative ‘Infringements and Enhancing
Community Safety’, for which $268 million has been
allocated in this year’s budget, would be a starting
place. I do not know what ability there might be for
grants funding within that line item, or how much is
contested space for grants and other activities, but it is a
place to start.
I also suggest that in terms of the context of some of the
programs about community safety, particularly for
community organisations that may be working in
multicultural affairs, there are a number of programs
that may be appropriate within that portfolio that would
add to the availability of sources of funding to do
community engagement work developing safer and
more harmonious relationships between members of
our community. I think they would be the places to
start.

2061

Having a look through the other aspects of the justice
portfolio, I note that the personal identity and individual
rights aspects of the output may have some capacity for
the work that is outlined, but given my level of
knowledge about the individual elements of those
budget components, I would need to have
supplementary advice. If Mr O’Donohue wants to
pursue these matters at this level of detail, he could get
a briefing through the minister from the department that
would outline what those grant opportunities may be. I
am happy to facilitate that, if that is an outcome he
seeks to obtain.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate that answer and that offer. The budget is
fundamentally silent on the protective services officer
(PSO) program. From that and from the allocations
made in the second half of last year by the former
government to enable additional PSOs to be funded in
the coming financial year, I take it that the deployment
model and those arrangements of the former
government remain current and that there has been no
change in the PSO deployment schedule or current
operating model?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Without necessarily confirming all of those elements, I
have some information in front of me which indicates
that the rollout of the PSO program will continue, as
annotated, in accordance with the previous
government’s initiative. If that provides some degree of
comfort, I note that that will continue.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I turn to
my final question. By way of preamble, I note that I
have had some correspondence with Mr Noonan, the
Minister for Police, about this, but I do not believe I
have absolute clarity on the matter. The former
government had a $7.2 million grants program known
as Reducing Violence against Women and their
Children, administered by the community crime
prevention unit of the justice department. These grants
were designed to drive behavioural change in
workplaces and in the community across Victoria. The
grants were provided in a three-year program. In
response to an adjournment matter, Minister Noonan
has advised me that the program will continue until the
end of this year. Based on that response, I am seeking
clarification from the minister at the table that those
projects will continue until the end of this calendar
year — that in effect they will cease at that time?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — My
instant recollection of the question Mr O’Donohue just
asked me is that this was a $7.2 million program. The
information I have in front of me is that the allocation
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in this year’s budget would be in excess of $7.2 million.
In terms of its longevity — how long the program
lasts — I do not know the answer, but I know that
within the budget settings that have been described to
me there certainly has not been a reduction from
$7.2 million in the upcoming financial year. To me that
would indicate that the project should run through at
least the course of the financial year unless the way the
program is administered has been fundamentally
changed. If it is administered in a similar way, it looks
to me as if there is at least a year’s funding there. I do
not know the answer beyond the next financial year.
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Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their contributions, and in the
generosity of spirit that was offered to me in terms of
my conduct in the committee I congratulate committee
members on the nature of their contributions today as
well.
Motion agreed to.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate that the government has some new initiatives
in this space. Through different portfolios there are
different initiatives to tackle the issue of family
violence; I am not disputing that. I suppose I was just
seeking clarity about this particular funding stream.
With any new program there is always a period of time
during which it is developed, and I think there has been
some degree of achievement associated with this
program. I am seeking clarity about whether it is going
to continue beyond 31 December or whether it will
lapse. Again I note the other programs the government
has, but I am just asking about this specific program.

Read third time.

BUDGET PAPERS 2015–16
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2015–16.

Question agreed to.

COURT SERVICES VICTORIA AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I was
not trying to avoid the member’s answer; I was trying
to give him some confidence based on the information I
have. The member will understand the level of detail I
have about the budget at this point of time as I sit here;
I cannot comprehensively acquit the answer. From the
information available to me, however, in relation to
what had been programs the previous government had
introduced — the PSOs being one of them and this
program being another — it is outlined that it is a
continuation. It may be a variation of that program, but
it is a continuation of it. The budget allocation in the
output line is not less than $7.2 million.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I rise to acknowledge that this has
been a very arduous process for the minister at the table
and to thank him for his answers this afternoon.
Schedule 1 agreed to; schedules 2 and 3 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.

Debate resumed from 28 May; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
make some brief remarks on the Court Services
Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. The
introduction of Court Services Victoria is one of the
great reforms of the justice system in Victoria. It is a
credit to the former Attorney-General, Robert Clark, the
member for Box Hill in the Assembly. He worked very
closely with the judiciary — with the heads of the four
jurisdictions, including the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal — to put in place a structure
that recognised the difference between the judicial
functions of our court system and the administrative
activities that it is required to undertake, such as
operating buildings and staffing. It took considerable
work by Mr Clark and the then Department of Justice to
bring that about.
I know from my interactions with the judiciary as a
former minister, and indeed as a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, that the courts
guard their independence from executive government
very jealously. Putting in place a reform like Court
Services Victoria was a very significant achievement.
There have been times in the past of frequent debate,
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certainly in the context of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, about the capacity of the
Auditor-General to undertake performance audits of the
courts. There has been strong resistance at times from
the judiciary to acknowledging the right of the
Auditor-General to look at the performance of the
administrative functions of the courts, as distinct from
their judicial functions, which no-one in this place
would believe was in the scope of an audit or review.
The creation of Court Services Victoria to undertake
those administrative functions for the courts, obviously
overseen by the heads of the jurisdictions, has been a
very significant development in the way our courts are
administered.
This legislation makes two important amendments to
the current court services regime. Firstly, clause 4
relates to the appointment of the chief executive of the
Judicial College of Victoria. This amendment clarifies
that the chief executive of Court Services Victoria must
employ a person who is nominated by the board of the
judicial college to be the CEO of the Judicial College of
Victoria. It recognises and gives effect to the role of the
board in appointing the college’s CEO. Although that
formal appointment will be made by the chief executive
of Court Services Victoria, the support of the board of
the judicial college is required.
Secondly, operative clauses 6 and 7 give effect to the
definition of Court Services Victoria as a department
for the purposes of section 28 of the Financial
Management Act 1994. The Financial Management Act
is obviously the framework for budgeting in Victoria —
the appropriation framework, which we have spent a
considerable period of time discussing today. It is also
the financial accountability framework for the state of
Victoria, in terms of auditing and accounting
requirements and reporting requirements in particular.
A frustration for many members of Parliament in the
past — again acknowledging the necessary judicial
independence of our courts — was the way in which
the administrative functions of the courts were reported.
It was often the case that the individual court
jurisdictions would provide annual reports to
Parliament almost a year late. It would be almost
12 months after the end of the financial year before an
annual report from, for instance, the Supreme Court
was tabled in Parliament. Moreover, in no way did the
reporting requirements reflect those imposed on other
government departments. The Minister for Finance lays
out a framework as to what is required to be in an
annual report. Part of that process involves the minister
and the Department of Treasury and Finance issuing a
model report each year — a template report if you
like — to demonstrate what a department is required to
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include. The level of reporting from the courts was
nowhere near the standard required of other
government departments.
It is important to keep in mind that the administrative
functions of the courts include the handling of funds
that are at times very substantial. Funds under the
administration of the various courts can run into
hundreds of millions of dollars — sometimes even
more. There are some significant financial obligations
around the administration of the courts, and in the past
that reporting framework has been lacking compared to
what this Parliament and the people of Victoria have
expected of other government departments and
agencies.
The advent of Court Services Victoria is a positive
development. It recognises the independence of the
judiciary with respect to judicial decisions, but it also
recognises that it is appropriate that there be a proper
structure and proper governance around the
administrative functions of our four independent court
jurisdictions. It was a very welcome and significant
reform made by the former Attorney-General, the
member for Box Hill in the Assembly. The bill makes
important steps in ensuring that that framework
continues appropriately. The coalition parties do not
oppose the bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting the Court Services Victoria
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. The
amendments in the bill are in response to issues
identified during the initial operation of Court Services
Victoria (CSV), which came into effect on 1 July 2014.
The establishment of Court Services Victoria meant
that the administration of the courts became
independent of the executive of the government and
Victoria’s courts and tribunals became accountable
directly to Parliament.
Just yesterday I made a statement in this house
regarding the annual report of the Supreme Court of
Victoria. Court Services Victoria attracted some
remarks from Chief Justice Marilyn Warren, who
described the passage of the act establishing Court
Services Victoria as ‘an important milestone’ in the
history of the state. The original advisory council,
which she led, established Court Services Victoria and
the way it operates now to administer the courts, the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and also
the Judicial College of Victoria. The courts and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal remain
separate entities and maintain responsibility for
directing their individual functions. Each jurisdiction
has its own chief executive officer, while the CEO of
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Court Services Victoria has the responsibility for
managing CSV’s day-to-day operation and staffing.
The governing body of CSV is the Courts Council,
chaired by the chief justice and comprising the heads of
each jurisdiction, along with up to two appointed
non-traditional members.
In essence the bill amends the Financial Management
Act 1994 to provide Court Services Victoria with the
same budget flexibility and management mechanisms
available to other Victorian public sector bodies which
receive a direct parliamentary appropriation. These
mechanisms include better managed expenditure across
financial years and better managed cash flow in
financial years, and they will enable CSV to take
advantage of opportunities that arise in a current
financial year to acquire benefits that will accrue or
continue to accrue in the following financial year.
The bill amends the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to codify the
authority of the CEO of Court Services Victoria in
relation to complaints and investigations under the
IBAC act concerning CSV or its staff. This will mean
that IBAC will be empowered to disclose any
information it has acquired from exercising its powers
or performing its duties or functions under the IBAC
act or any other act to the chief executive officer of
Court Services Victoria if IBAC considers that the
information is relevant to the performance of the duties
and functions or the exercise of powers of the CEO of
Court Services Victoria. Similarly the CEO of Court
Services Victoria will be permitted to notify IBAC of
any matter that the CEO believes on reasonable
grounds constitutes corrupt conduct, despite any duty of
secrecy or other restriction on disclosure.
The bill also amends the Court Services Victoria Act
2014 to provide that the CEO of Court Services
Victoria must employ a person nominated by the board
of the Judicial College of Victoria to be the CEO of the
college on terms and conditions fixed by the board. The
bill is largely technical in nature, making
administrative-type amendments to improve the
operation of Court Services Victoria, and particularly
its financial operation. As I said, the Greens will be
supporting the bill.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I rise today to
make a brief contribution to the Court Services Victoria
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. Speaking as a
former student of the law and a passionate advocate of
its principles and effective workings, the amendments
proposed in the bill before us today are about
strengthening and building upon work already done in
the establishment of Court Services Victoria (CSV).
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Section 8 of the Court Services Victoria Act 2014 states
that CSV’s primary function is to provide or arrange for
the provision of the administrative services and
facilities necessary or desirable to support the
performance of the judicial, quasi-judicial and
administrative functions of the Supreme Court, County
Court, Magistrates Court, Children’s Court, Coroners
Court and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal.
The bill addresses those areas of Court Services
Victoria that have in its first six months of operation
been highlighted as requiring changes to improve its
effectiveness, and this will benefit everyone. The bill
amends the Financial Management Act 1994 to provide
Court Services Victoria with the same budget flexibility
and management mechanisms as generally apply to
other Victorian public sector bodies that, like CSV,
receive a direct parliamentary appropriation. This is
significant in that it further establishes the
independence of the judiciary from the government of
the day by empowering it with flexibility over its
budgeting process and procedures, which will
fundamentally improve its operations. One just needs to
look at the increased growth in family violence cases,
for example, now being handled by the court system as
the veil has been torn from this insidious community
crisis, to appreciate the need for our court system to
have some autonomy over its funding and resources to
respond to such events.
The bill also amends the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to clarify the
authority of the chief executive officer of CSV in
relation to complaints and investigations under the
IBAC act concerning CSV and CSV staff.
Strengthening and improving IBAC remains a
longstanding commitment of the Andrews government,
and this amendment goes some way to delivering on
this.
The bill also amends the Judicial College of Victoria
Act 2001 to clarify the role of the board of the Judicial
College of Victoria (JCV) in appointing, setting the
terms and conditions for and if necessary terminating
the employment of a CEO. The amendments also
formally record the duty of the CEO of JCV to act at
the direction of the JCV board. These are changes
which can only strengthen the governance,
accountability and hence productivity of the JCV, and I
applaud their introduction and look forward to seeing
the deliverance of better outcomes as a result.
Finally, the bill amends the CSV act to repeal a
redundant definition of the former State Services
Authority, hence eliminating an unnecessary reference
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to an organisation which no longer exists, it having
been replaced by the Victorian Public Sector
Commission.
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These are legislative amendments of the common-sense
variety. They are uncontroversial and motivated by
improving effectiveness and driven by delivering
efficiency. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In my brief summing up on this bill, firstly, I
thank all speakers from the coalition, Labor and Greens
for their contributions and support of the bill. As has
been said, much of the bill covers machinery
amendments to clarify existing provisions. It changes
elements of the Financial Management Act 1994 to
provide Court Services Victoria (CSV) with the same
budget flexibility and management mechanisms that
generally apply to other Victorian public sector bodies
that, like CSV, receive direct parliamentary
appropriations. It amends the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 to clarify the
role of the CEO of CSV, consistent with the role of
other agency CEOs in relation to Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission complaints
or investigations.
The bill amends the Judicial College of Victoria Act
2001 to provide the Judicial College of Victoria board
with ultimate authority over decisions relating to the
employment of the CEO.
Lastly, the bill amends the Court Services Victoria Act
2014 to repeal redundant definitions of the former State
Services Authority. It is a fairly simple, straightforward
bill. It tidies up many of the mechanisms that are in
place and leads to better governance within our court
services. I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Debate resumed from 28 May; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
What a pleasure it is to speak while Acting President
Morris is presiding. I rise to speak on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015, and what an
interesting document this is. Although I suspect
members would like me to speak for a long time, I will
cut right to the chase.
If we look at the budget allocation in 2015–16 for the
Legislative Council, we see it is a reduction of 3 per
cent on this current year. We are expecting the
Legislative Council to do more with less. The
Legislative Assembly has had a reduction of 0.7 per
cent. Again, those in the lower house and their support
services are expected to do more with less. The
parliamentary investigative committees have taken a
budgetary hit of 0.7 per cent in the next financial year.
Here is a government that has delivered an
appropriation to the Parliament and asked the
Parliament to do more, but has given it less money. We
contrast that with the Department of Premier and
Cabinet celebrating an increase of 8.7 per cent in its
budget for the next operating year. The Premier and all
his mates at 1 Treasury Place have taken an 8.7 per cent
winning lottery for their own pockets and those of their
department, while at the same time skimming the
money off the Parliament and expecting it to do its job.
I know there has been an increased focus by the
Department of Parliamentary Services (DPS) on things
such as security around the Parliament to keep
members, staff and visitors even safer. Whilst I have
spelt out the facts of the deficiency of the appropriation
bill for the Parliament and the increased money to the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, this is also an
opportunity to thank those who work so hard for us
particularly in supporting members of Parliament.
Through the Presiding Officers I pass on our thanks to
all those who provide support services to the various
members of Parliament. To Peter Lochert and his staff
at DPS, we wish them well for the next financial year,
given they been asked by Daniel Andrews to do more
with less. We thank Andrew Young and the Legislative
Council team for all the work they do; that is right
through and including the attendants, the staff in the
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table office and all the other people who support us so
well in the Legislative Council.
Mr Elasmar is keen for me to elaborate even further on
this bill this afternoon, but I will come to my
conclusion. I thank the staff in my electorate office,
who fall under the banner of the Department of
Parliamentary Services. They do so well to provide for
my constituents and the wider community in
Melbourne’s north. In particular I thank Chris Jermyn,
Nadine Tulk, Jacky Douglas and Ange Pappas. Without
them, I could not do my job effectively, and I thank
them dearly. The coalition supports the bill.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise
with pleasure to make a brief contribution to the debate
on the Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill
2015. I can honestly say that the Department of
Parliamentary Services provides an invaluable service
to MPs and their staff. It has an immense year-long task
of accommodating all our offices and looking after our
staff and us to ensure the smooth running of the
Parliament. Due to the recent state redistribution, its
workload has been even more onerous than usual. We
are well served by our parliamentary staff, both in the
house and in our electorate offices in the suburbs and in
country Victoria. I would like to thank my staff.
In addition to the bread-and-butter issues being
managed every day, we also see very important events
taking place in our beautiful Queen’s Hall. Visiting
dignitaries and community groups alike are treated to
the same service and respect we have all come to
expect.
One of the highlights for me is the Youth Parliament. It
gives me personal pleasure to see our young boys and
girls acting out the role of parliamentarians. Without the
organised and skilled staff of the Parliament, this event
would not happen. My thanks go to all the staff who
brilliantly put together the agenda and provide a pseudo
Parliament for young people to enjoy and understand.
We all know our beautiful Parliament House is
undergoing a massive reconstruction, and this has
placed additional stress on all of us, but especially the
parliamentary staff, who work here every day when
Parliament is not sitting. We know it is essential for our
Parliament House to be properly and structurally
maintained, and everyone is feeling the frustration of
ongoing building works. However, the Parliament
belongs to the people, and it is our responsibility to
ensure that this magnificent building remains as far as
possible in its original condition for posterity.
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The department can say with pride that it took the last
election in its stride — it had to organise the
accommodation and induction training of 40 new
members and 109 new electorate officers. This required
a huge effort by all staff.
The new security arrangements for the precinct have
added new duties and placed further stress on all of us.
After the attack at the Canadian Parliament it was
thought prudent to put tougher security measures in
place to protect MPs, their staff and visitors to this
beautiful place. I thank the department for that.
The opening of the 58th Parliament was a fantastic
event, given the security restrictions, but the staff
managed it superbly. Over 4000 people attended the
2015 Parliament House open day, and over 2300 people
were provided with guided tours of the building last
year as part of Open House Melbourne.
My thanks go to all the staff here in Parliament House,
and the staff at 55 St Andrews Place, who provide IT
support and other services. I cannot finish without
mentioning the sterling service provided by the clerks
in this chamber. What would we do without them? I
thank them. In conclusion, I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens are happy to support the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. The bill
appropriates funds necessary for the smooth running of
the Parliament, including the electorate offices of all
members of Parliament. Schedule 1 of the bill informs
us that the appropriation, according to the wishes of the
Presiding Officers, is divided into separate
appropriations for the Legislative Council, the
Legislative Assembly, the parliamentary joint
investigatory committees, the Department of
Parliamentary Services and the office of the
Auditor-General.
I would like to take the opportunity to thank the staff of
the library, the staff of IT services and the
parliamentary officers all around the Parliament,
including the attendants, the security and protective
services officers, the clerks and their staff, the
committees and their staff, the staff in the table office
and the staff of Hansard, all of whom do a fantastic job.
It is always great to have the opportunity to thank them
for the hard work they do in a professional and
courteous way. Sometimes I spend time speaking to
them at committee hearings, during the day, in the
course of our work and coming across them in the
corridors et cetera. It is nice to have a word with them
and share a joke with them. They are professional and
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courteous in going about their job, and they have
always been very helpful when I have asked them to
assist me in my work as an MP.
One should not forget the parliamentary counsel, with
whom I have a lot of dealings. I am forever asking the
staff of that office to make amendments to bills for me.
I thank them for their work in assisting me.
I thank all the people who help the Parliament to run so
smoothly. I thank them for all the work they do, which
is above and beyond the call of duty in many cases. I
would also like to thank the electorate officers — not
only my electorate officers but also the electorate
officers who work for all MPs — for the hard work and
support they give to us to do our work. It is a pleasure
to be able to take the opportunity to thank them for the
work they do.
I acknowledge the work of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). That office is
included in this appropriation. I am a great consumer of
reports of the Auditor-General and have been
throughout my time in the Parliament. I have had a lot
to do with the Auditor-General’s office in being a
member of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. I hold the work of VAGO in high esteem,
and the reports VAGO has produced over the years are
of much value to members of Parliament in going about
their duties. That office analyses what goes on in the
departments. It does a lot of work MPs can use in their
work.
I echo remarks made earlier today by my colleague
Mr Barber that we are looking forward to seeing some
changes to the Audit Act 1994 during the life of this
Parliament — hopefully as early as possible — to bring
our Audit Act into alignment with those in other
jurisdictions that have more modern powers to deal
with a modern government. We need to do that.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased to
rise today to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2015–2016) Bill 2015, a piece of legislation that
impacts every one of us in that it refers to our
workplace and most importantly to the parliamentary
staff, who daily set about making our lives easier and
our jobs more manageable.
In my short period of time in this place I have become
acutely aware of the dedicated staff who ensure that the
chambers operate like clockwork and that the processes
and procedures that have stood the test of time keep us
all mostly in line and out of trouble. Perhaps that is not
always the case for Ms Shing. She is not listening to
me, so — —
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Ms Shing — I am listening, and I am very unhappy
with that misrepresentation of me. I have been
disrespected!
Ms SYMES — I withdraw.
I acknowledge the attendants, clerks and Hansard
employees, who endure the incessant goings on in the
chamber; the committee and library staff, who are
always ready and willing to assist with research and in
providing information; the finance staff, who ensure
that we adhere to our budgets and are always within our
guidelines; and of course the security and grounds staff,
who keep this magnificent piece of Victoria both safe
and pristine. Without these hardworking people the
operations of both the Parliament and the government
would at best be stifled and at worst hamstrung, hence
the absolute significance of this bill. It ensures that
those who keep the wheels of our democracy moving
are adequately funded to do so.
I also put on the record my huge appreciation of my
electorate staff, Adam Olive and Clare Malcolm. We
are a great team, and I am so lucky to have such
wonderful staff and wonderful friends.
As well as providing for the people, the bill provides
for the funds to continue the capital works that have
been so unavoidable these past months as this
significant and beautiful but very old piece of Victorian
heritage is restored to its majestic glory and place of
pride at the top of Melbourne’s city. This building is so
much more than its bricks and mortar; it is a place
steeped in history and tradition, and, more importantly,
it is a place that is open and receptive to visitors.
Tourists and schoolchildren alike come along and view
it through fresh eyes and in some small way embrace
the place that democracy has in our community today,
not just in the history that has passed. I am always
thrilled to see school groups wandering through
Queen’s Hall, learning a little about what we do here
and how it affects them, their families and their lives.
As a place that belongs to the people, it is incumbent
upon us, as its current custodians, to maintain and look
after it for future generations.
Even more than the operations of this place, this bill is
also about providing for the checks and balances that
ensure accountability and oversight of the government
and the Parliament, and as such it resources the
Victorian Ombudsman and Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. Those departments have,
time and again, proven their worth in ‘keeping the
bastards honest’, so to speak. I commend this bill to the
house.
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Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is a pleasure to speak on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015. Like other speakers,
I add my thanks to the staff who assist us. They work
really hard and are clearly underpaid, quite frankly, in
terms of the job they do and the hours they work. They
are dedicated and hardworking, and we are blessed to
have such support in this chamber and in this
Parliament.
It is worth commenting on the fact that there has been
quite significant change to the Parliament this year. It is
change we have not seen for a long time, particularly in
terms of the capital works that are being done. It is not
just about security at the front gate. I think anyone who
comes in the back entrance would be impressed by the
transformation of a pretty shabby, 18th-century looking
entrance, which quite frankly made one feel a bit
ashamed of our great Parliament, into a modern
entrance that fits in well with the heritage decor of the
building. It lifts the way we think about Parliament and
our place here.
The changes to the front entrance are the same, and I
hope the work we are doing, albeit much of it about
security, augurs a new era of funding in terms of the
upkeep of this magnificent building. It is not our
building; it is a building that belongs to the people of
Victoria. In the past this magnificent building has been
restored with gold leaf and paint, but unfortunately
governments cannot reach consensus on the need to
provide funding for ongoing maintenance to keep this
heritage building — this treasure of Victoria — in the
state we expect. Despite the fact that tens of thousands
of people visit the Parliament to have a look around,
want to be part of it and know where democracy is
centred in this state, for many years there has been
totally inadequate maintenance in terms of the
Parliament as a building, a cultural centre and the centre
of democracy in Victoria.
We take democracy for granted, and people are often
scathing of politicians, but you only have to go to other
places around the world to see that they do not have the
liberties and freedoms we do. They do not have the
absolute guarantees of the democratic parliamentary
system that we have in this state. People should respect
and appreciate that Australia is one of the great
democracies of the world — certainly Victoria is. We
talk about America as being a great democracy, but if
you have a look at their system, it is nowhere near as
open and transparent. It is certainly nowhere near ours
in terms of the electoral process. One vote, one value
certainly is not the case in many states of America, and
it certainly is not the case in terms of how their leaders
are depicted.
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The other great strength of our system in Australia is
that you do not have to be rich to be a member of
Parliament, which is the case in many parts of the
world.
Ms Shing — I can personally attest to that.
Mr HERBERT — You do not have to be powerful
to be a member of Parliament. If you are passionate and
if you have beliefs, you can get elected here. Ms Shing
can personally attest to that.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr HERBERT — That is very good. I do not think
being a pauper is necessarily a great qualification, but it
does not stop you.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, the minister is reflecting on another member
of this house, and I suggest that he withdraw.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, Acting
President, it is not an adverse reflection but in fact
reflects what I would consider to be the truth.
Mr HERBERT — It was a compliment to
Ms Shing. I do not want to get myself into any further
trouble, so I will say that this is a great institution and
that it ought to be funded properly. The people here are
great workers and give great support to the Parliament
and to the democracy of this state, and that needs
proper funding. I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Ms Mikakos; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Ms Mikakos tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Delivering
Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015 (bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
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The port of Melbourne operator may enforce compliance with
a port operator direction by removing from the port any
person who is contravening the direction.
The power to remove a person from the port does not
authorise the port of Melbourne operator to detain or hold
individuals for any length of time. In addition, compliance
with a port operator direction is not mandatory where
compliance would result in the person contravening a
requirement imposed by or under an act.
The underlying purpose of this power is to maintain or
improve safety and security at the port. Any interference with
people’s freedom of movement or liberty and security is
carefully balanced against the important purpose of
minimising safety and security risks to persons on the port.
Access by members of the public to the port is limited,
therefore the degree to which these rights may be engaged
will be minimal in any event.

Overview
The primary purposes of the bill are to authorise and facilitate
the leasing of land and disposal of other assets of the Port of
Melbourne Corporation to a private sector entity and to
amend existing legislation to provide for an appropriate
regulatory regime for the port of Melbourne.
Specifically, the bill (clause 131) inserts a new part 5C
(Regulation of activities in the port of Melbourne) which is
comprised of sections 88X to 88ZO in the Port Management
Act 1995, which provides:
a port operator directions regime authorising the port of
Melbourne operator to issue directions that regulate or
prohibit certain activities in the leased port of Melbourne
land for the purpose of maintaining or improving safety
and security at the port;
an information-gathering regime authorising the port of
Melbourne operator to issue directions requiring
specified persons to provide relevant information for
allowable purposes.
For the purposes of this statement of compatibility, all
references to ‘port’ are references to ‘leased port of
Melbourne land’ as defined in the bill (see clause 78).
Human rights issues
Freedom of movement and right to liberty and security
Freedom of movement under section 12 of the charter
provides that every person has the right to move freely within
Victoria. The right to liberty and security under section 21 of
the charter provides that a person must not be deprived of
their liberty except on grounds and in accordance with
procedures established by law.
Section 12 (freedom of movement) and section 21 (right to
liberty and security) of the charter may be engaged by the
operation of the bill (section 88Y) which empowers the port
of Melbourne operator to issue directions regulating or
prohibiting activities such as the driving, stopping and
parking of vehicles, the movement, handling or storage of
goods and any activity that may pose a risk to safety or
security on the port.

To the extent that an individual person might be temporarily
deprived of his or her liberty when being removed from the
port, the bill provides that such enforcement action must be
on reasonable grounds, and in accordance with procedures
established under the bill.
For these reasons, I consider any interference with a person’s
freedom of movement and right to liberty and security to be
reasonable in the circumstances.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
Clause 131 of bill (section 88ZD) provides the port of
Melbourne operator and its authorised officers with powers of
entry at the port at any time to ascertain whether a direction
has been complied with or contravened or to do anything that
the operator is authorised to do to enforce compliance with a
port operator direction.
Entry powers exercised properly and with authorisation, will
be crucial to the performance of the functions of the port of
Melbourne operator and its authorised officers to ensure the
safety and security of persons and activities at the port is
maintained and improved.
In practice, the exercise of the power to enter will be limited
to non-residential premises at the port, and the degree to
which the premises, and the things kept there, can be said to
raise an expectation of personal privacy or property is
minimal, especially in the regulatory context.
In addition, the bill provides an accountability and
transparency safeguard that any exercise of the entry power
by the port of Melbourne operator is a matter which is
reportable to the minister within three months after the end of
each six-month period ending on 30 June or 31 December,
beginning the year 2015 (section 88ZG). Publication of
reportable matters must not include information that identifies
a person (or is likely to lead to the identification of a person)
who has contravened a port operator direction
(section 88ZH).
Authorised officers must also carry and produce identity cards
before exercising their powers or if asked to do so by a person
(section 88ZO).
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To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s privacy or
property to be interfered with, which is likely to be minimal, I
consider this limitation to be reasonable in the circumstances
as it is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Lastly, clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZI) authorises the port
of Melbourne operator to issue information directions
requiring specified port users to provide relevant information
for allowable purposes which does not include or relate to
personal information. Accordingly, the right to privacy is not
engaged in this context.
Right to property
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property otherwise than in accordance with
the law.
Clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZA) engages the right to
property in section 20 of the charter because the port of
Melbourne operator is empowered to enforce compliance
with a port operator direction by removing from or moving
within the port any vehicle that is stopped or parked and any
goods stored in contravention of the direction. The power
includes the power to place the vehicle or goods in secure
storage pending return of the vehicle or goods to their owner.
The Port of Management Act 1995 also provides important
safeguards regarding people’s property, including that all
reasonable enquiries must be made to establish the identity or
location of the owner of vehicles or goods (including
advertising) and the owner must be compensated if the
vehicle or goods are disposed of.
Given access to the port by members of the public is limited,
the degree to which vehicles or goods on the port can be said
to raise an expectation of personal property is minimal,
especially in the regulatory context.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s property to
be interfered with in this context, I consider that as the bill
clearly prescribes the circumstances in which vehicles or
goods can be removed and securely stored, any deprivation of
property is not unlawful.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 131 of the bill (section 88ZK) provides that it is an
offence for a person, without reasonable excuse, to fail to
comply with an information direction given to the person
under division 3 of part 8 of the bill.
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evidence, the prosecution will be required to prove there was
no reasonable excuse.
An evidential onus on a defendant to raise a defence does not
usually limit the presumption of innocence. For these reasons,
I consider that the placing of an evidentiary burden on a
person is not likely to constitute a limit on the right in
section 25(1) of the charter.
Further, even if this were found to limit the right, the
limitation would likely be reasonable and justifiable under
section 7(2) of the charter, because there are no less restrictive
means available to the port of Melbourne operator to obtain
information for the allowable purposes under the bill.
Right to protection against self-incrimination and right to fair
trial
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. This is also an aspect of the right to a fair trial protected
by section 24 of the charter which provides that a person
charged with a criminal offence or a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
In my view, the right to a fair hearing is not engaged in
relation to directions given by the port of Melbourne operator
to a person under the bill. Nevertheless, this right is relevant
to clauses of the bill relating to the subsequent use of
information obtained under a direction to provide
information.
The bill authorises the port of Melbourne operator to issue
information directions requiring specified persons to provide
relevant information that the port of Melbourne operator
reasonably requires for allowable purposes, including
monitoring compliance with port operator directions,
determining liability for wharfage and channel fees,
compiling statistics and coordinating communication at the
port (relevant information). The specified persons are a
limited number, and comprise masters of vessels berthing at
the port, shipping agents, consignors or consignees for goods
shipped to, from or within the port and operators of
stevedoring or other facilities at the port.
As previously stated, it is an offence for a person, without
reasonable excuse, to fail to comply with an information
direction given to the person under division 3 of part 8 of the
bill.

This provision enables a person who has a reasonable excuse
to escape liability for what would otherwise be unlawful
conduct and operates as a protection against the strict
operation of the obligation to comply with an information
direction. Consequently, the reasonable excuse exception
provides a safeguard against an inappropriate application of
the offence.

The information-gathering regime is an important feature of
the bill, especially in the regulatory context, because it
provides the port of Melbourne operator with appropriate
powers to obtain relevant information it reasonably requires
for the effective operation and management of the port. The
requirement to provide relevant information is unlikely to be
onerous for specified persons as they are likely to hold such
information in conducting their commercial and/or business
activities at the port.

Where an accused wishes to rely on a reasonable excuse to
avoid liability they will need to present or point to evidence
that suggests a reasonable possibility of its existence.
However, the provision does not transfer the legal burden of
proof to the accused. Once an accused has pointed to such

Division 3 of part 8 of the bill does not expressly abrogate the
common-law privilege against self-incrimination therefore
not complying with an information direction on the basis that
it may incriminate a person could be considered to be a
reasonable excuse.
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The extent to which compliance with an information direction
may lead to self-incrimination is likely to be minimal because
the type of information specified persons may be required to
provide to the port of Melbourne operator will be business or
commercial in nature. In this context, the bill provides that a
duty of confidentiality is not a reasonable excuse for failure to
comply with an information direction (section 88ZK(2)).
The restriction of the duty of confidentiality (which intended
to be confined to its common-law meaning) is balanced by
section 88ZK(4) which provides that the provision of
information that would otherwise constitute a breach of a duty
of confidentiality does not constitute such a breach if the
information is provided in compliance with an information
direction.
The port of Melbourne operator is authorised to use and
disclose information provided to it in compliance with an
information direction for any allowable purpose for which it
is authorised to require the information (section 88ZJ).
Accordingly, the bill ensures that the use of the information is
confined to the regulatory context in which it is obtained.
As previously stated, information directions requiring
specified persons to provide relevant information for
allowable purposes does not include or relate to personal
information. Therefore the right to privacy is not engaged in
this context.
The measures outlined above limit any possible disadvantage
to a specified person who may be required to provide relevant
information to the port of Melbourne operator. The bill seeks
to balance the need for the port of Melbourne operator to use
and disclose relevant information in connection with the
operation and management of the port and the need to protect
the rights of individuals who provide relevant information. I
consider that there is no less restrictive means available to
ensure this balance.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s right to
protection against self-incrimination and right to fair trial to
be limited in compliance with an information direction, which
is likely to be minimal, I consider that this is reasonable and
justified.
Conclusion
For the reasons set out above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the human rights set out in the charter.
Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
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Incorporated speech as follows:
Introduction
In opposition, Labor made clear our commitment to a plan to
transform our public transport system, reduce road congestion
and create thousands of jobs.
Central to this plan is removing our 50 worst level crossings,
building Melbourne Metro and relieving pressure on the West
Gate Bridge.
These projects will create thousands of jobs and get
Victorians home safer and sooner.
We said we would support removing the 50 worst level
crossings by leasing the Port of Melbourne’s operations.
Now we’re getting on with it.
The bill
The Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne
Lease Transaction) Bill 2015 delivers on Labor’s election
commitments.
The bill authorises and facilitates leasing land and disposing
of other assets of the Port of Melbourne Corporation and
transferring operation and regulation of services as a result.
The 50-year lease is for the port’s commercial operations
only.
The Victorian and commonwealth governments will retain
responsibility for regulating the port’s safety, security and
environment functions.
The leaseholder is expected to deliver efficiencies, boost
competitiveness and ensure future development of the port is
not compromised — reinforcing Victoria’s position as the
freight and logistics capital of Australia.
It’s about making the port even better.
President, the bill clearly articulates the most important
objectives of this transaction:
regulating PoM to ensure it continues to operate
competitively and efficiently to support Victoria’s
freight and logistics network;
requiring that the transaction delivers the optimal overall
long-term economic benefit to Victorians and Victorian
businesses;
treating employees fairly and equitably;

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

maximising the financial return to the state from the
transaction within overall policy settings, while
minimising the ongoing financial risks and liabilities to
the state;
ensuring that appropriate activities, including marine,
environmental and safety functions, remain with the
state and are managed in an efficient manner;
completing the transaction efficiently with appropriate
probity, transparency and accountability standards;
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The leaseholder will be obliged to maintain the port during
the lease term so it is returned to public hands in good
working order.

The Victorian Transport Fund (VTF)
President, this bill guarantees a direct benefit for Victoria’s
transport system through the 50-year lease transaction.

Public access to walkways and bike paths for locals, visitors
and neighbours use will be maintained.
The iconic Station Pier will remain in public hands.

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

Victoria’s independent economic regulator, the Essential
Services Commission, will oversee a strengthened pricing
structure for port users. Annual tariff increases will be capped
at CPI for at least 15 years to protect Victorian producers,
manufacturers, other exporters and importers, and consumers.
The lease will help maintain Victoria’s position as the freight
and logistics capital of Australia — good news for producers
and manufacturers who export all over the world, and
consumers who want affordable products.
I also welcome the Port of Melbourne Corporation’s decision
to enhance its export price competitiveness by freezing loaded
international container export charges in 2015–16 and
recommending a progressive 2.5 per cent price reduction for
these export charges for the four years thereafter.
Government will give effect to the regulatory pricing
framework, including the CPI price cap and the Port of
Melbourne Corporation’s recommended four-year loaded
international container export charge reduction via the pricing
order.
The people
The people who work at the Port of Melbourne Corporation
are an integral part of its success.
As part of the lease process, Port of Melbourne employees
will be treated fairly and equitably.
PoMC employees covered by the enterprise agreement who
transfer to the leaseholder will do so on a voluntary basis.
This bill protects continuity of service and entitlements and
provides an employment guarantee period of two years from
the date of transfer for permanent staff transferring to the
leaseholder.
Transferring staff will be offered no less favourable terms of
employment.
The future
The lease for the port’s operations will be welcomed by the
market and give Victorians the best financial outcome to
support removing our 50 worst level crossings and other
transport projects.
A 50-year lease will allow the leaseholder to plan for the
investment needed to maintain and improve the port.
Importantly, these costs will be met by the leaseholder, not
Victorian taxpayers.
It also gives the Victorian government the ability to plan for
the future and consider options for a second major port.
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Conclusion

Human rights issues

When this house concludes its deliberations on the bill, it will
pass to our colleagues in the Legislative Council. There, it too
will be enthusiastically debated.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
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Presumption of innocence
It should be debated — and it should be passed as soon as
possible. This will allow the government to secure real value
and assure the investment community of the preservation of
the pre-election consensus on this matter. The Andrews Labor
government was elected on a platform to lease the Port of
Melbourne’s operations, remove our 50 worst level crossings,
fix our transport system and create thousands of jobs in the
process.
We made this commitment a full year before the last election,
a policy which the former government quickly copied.
This was a position supported by the previous government
because it was a great policy then, and it’s a great policy now.

Section 25 of the charter sets out rights in criminal
proceedings, including the right of a person charged with a
criminal offence to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
according to law.
The offence for contact in contravention of a current contact
statement set out in section 127A of the Adoption Act 1984
contains an exception which places an evidential burden on
the accused person who wishes to rely on the exception,
which engages the right to the presumption of innocence. The
offence is being removed by the bill, and proceedings will not
be able to be commenced on or after the day of
commencement of the bill. Accordingly, the Adoption Act as
amended by the bill will be more compatible with this right.

We look forward to continued bipartisan support, and to
persuading others that we simply can’t afford to wait another
minute to start transforming Victoria’s transport system.

Freedom of expression

I commend the bill to the house.

Every person has the right to freedom of expression, which
includes the freedom to seek, receive and impart information
and ideas of all kinds, pursuant to section 15(2) of the charter.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.

ADOPTION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Adoption
Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Adoption Amendment Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Adoption Act 1984 to
remove the provision for adult adopted persons to make
contact statements about their wishes for contact with their
natural parents, and remove the offence associated with a
breach of a contact statement.

This right is relevant as currently adult adopted persons are
allowed to regulate contact by lodging a contact statement
specifying the type of contact, if any, they wish to have with a
natural parent. These wishes about contact must be disclosed
to a natural parent before they are provided with identifying
information about the adult adopted person, and it is an
offence to breach a current contact statement where no
contact is specified. This could impact on a natural parent’s
freedom to seek, receive and impart information from or to
their adult adopted child. As the bill removes the contact
statement provisions and offence, but retains the right of
natural parents to receive identifying information about their
adult adopted child, the Adoption Act will be more
compatible with the right to freedom of expression.
Privacy
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with under section 13 of the charter.
The bill engages the right to privacy, by removing the ability
of an adult adopted person to regulate contact with a natural
parent by lodging a contact statement. Currently the contents
of a contact statement must be disclosed to a natural parent
before identifying information about the adult adopted person
is provided to them, and it is an offence for a natural parent to
breach a current ‘no contact’ contact statement.
However, adult adopted persons, like all persons affected by
adoption, are able to have a statement of wishes about contact
with, and release of information to, natural parents and other
relatives recorded on the adoption information register
established under section 103 of the Adoption Act 1984. In
practice, the contents of the ‘statement of wishes’ of an
adopted person recorded on the register are disclosed to a
person who applies for information about that adopted person.
It is unlikely that the removal of the offence will lead to more
instances of unwanted contact, given there have been no
proceedings for a breach of a contact statement commenced
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to date. Thus the right to privacy of an adult adopted child is
not unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with by the bill.
Jenny Mikakos, MP
Minister for Families and Children

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill repeals the one-sided provisions of the Adoption Act
1984 in relation to ‘contact statements’ that entitle an adult
adopted person to lodge a contact statement to specify the
contact they wish to have with their natural parents in relation
to their adoption.
The bill will also repeal the associated criminal offence,
whereby a natural parent who knowingly contacts or attempts
to contact the adopted person in contravention of a ‘no
contact’ contact statement commits an offence, with a penalty
of 60 units.
Contact statements were introduced in 2013, as part of a
series of amendments to the Adoption Act following the
Victorian parliamentary apology in 2012 for past adoption
practices. Although those amendments enabled access, for the
first time, for natural parents to identifying information about
their adopted adult child without the adopted person’s
consent, the amendments criminalised contact by a natural
parent with their adult adopted child contrary to a ‘no contact’
contact statement.
Contact statements were justified on the basis that they were
in line with recommendation 15 of the Senate Community
Affairs References Committee’s ‘Commonwealth
Contribution to Former Forced Adoption Policies and
Practices’.
As is clear from the text of that recommendation, the 2013
amendments failed to strike the right balance: the Senate
committee did not recommend the introduction of contact
statements, but simply a scheme, available to all parties, for
regulating contact.
It is also clear from the provisions of the Adoption Act that
the 2013 amendments were unnecessary: Victoria already had
a scheme for recording contact wishes between all parties to
an adoption — the adoption information register, a
longstanding, non-punitive, non-discriminatory and effective
mechanism.
Under this bill, all adopted people will retain the right to
lodge a statement of wishes on the adoption information
register.
By singling out natural parents for unequal treatment before
the law, the 2013 amendments lost an opportunity to end the
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paternalistic and discriminatory approach to natural parents.
As one affected natural parent stated in 2013, the
amendments were ‘one-sided and completely against the
spirit of the apology’.
This bill will ensure adult natural parents and adult adopted
children are treated equally at law, thereby — finally —
renewing and fulfilling 2013’s lost opportunity.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms CROZIER (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLICATION OF RETAIL OFFERS)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms PULFORD (Minister for
Agriculture) on motion of Ms Mikakos; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Ms Mikakos tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Energy
Legislation Amendment (Publication of Retail Offers) Bill
2015.
In my opinion, the Energy Legislation Amendment
(Publication of Retail Offers) Bill 2015, as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter act that
are relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter act.
The Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture
Minister for Regional Development

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Energy Legislation Amendment (Publication of Retail
Offers) Bill 2015 will amend the Electricity Industry Act
2000 and the Gas Industry Act 2001 to require energy
retailers to provide details of their gas retail and solar feed-in
tariff offers to an internet site nominated by the Minister for
Energy and Resources. The bill expands on an existing
obligation that requires retailers to provide details of
electricity offers to an internet site nominated by the minister.
For competition in the energy retail market to be effective,
product information needs to be available and accessible. If
this doesn’t occur, information asymmetry will exist and
consumers will be disadvantaged. This is a market failure,
and a barrier to accessing an essential service. Therefore,
governments have a vital role in ensuring consumers can
easily access information regarding product offerings in the
energy retail market.
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the website effectively. These enhancements will help all
energy consumers to make better, more informed choices
regarding their energy bills.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mrs PEULICH (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (PRIVATE
CAR PARKS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Ms Mikakos; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility

Labor governments in Victoria have always led the way in
providing information to consumers about the energy market.
We initiated the YourChoice website, which was Victoria’s
first government-driven energy comparator and information
website. Through this website, Victorians were given access
to a range of information regarding the energy retail market,
including pricing offers, names and contact details of
participating retailers.
Through this bill, we will again improve the information
available to Victorians regarding the energy retail market. We
will expand the current government energy price comparison
website to include gas retail prices and feed-in tariff offers. At
present, this website only allows consumers to compare retail
electricity offers available to them.
To facilitate the expansion of this website, this bill amends
the Gas Industry Act 2001 to require licensed gas retailers to
provide details of published gas retail tariffs, terms and
conditions to an internet site nominated by the Minister for
Energy and Resources.
This bill also amends the Electricity Industry Act 2000 to
require licensed electricity retailers to provide details of
general renewable energy feed-in tariff terms and conditions
to an internet site nominated by the Minister for Energy and
Resources. General renewable energy feed-in tariff offers are
available to persons who own small electricity-generating
facilities using renewable energy sources such as solar, wind,
hydro and biomass.

For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Ms Mikakos tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
Amendment (Private Car Parks) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Road Safety Amendment (Private Car
Parks) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
This bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to abrogate the
entitlement of a person to obtain a preliminary discovery
order against the Roads Corporation for the purpose of
recovering private car park fees.
Human rights issues
Restricting discovery of documents for purpose of recovery
of private car park fees

By requiring gas retail offers and feed-in tariff offers to be
provided for publication on the government’s energy price
comparison website, we will ensure consumers are able to
compare energy offers available to them through an
independent, easily accessible price comparator service. This
should drive competitive behaviour in these markets, and
produce more positive outcomes for consumers.

Clause 3 of the bill inserts new section 90R into the Road
Safety Act 1986 to abrogate the entitlement of a person to
obtain a preliminary discovery order for the purpose of the
recovery of private car park fees. An order is considered to be
for this purpose if the order is sought to assist the applicant to
ascertain the identity or whereabouts of a person sufficiently
in order to commence proceedings against them to recover
private car parking fees. In practice, these orders are sought
by private car park operators.

In addition to these legislative measures, the Andrews Labor
government will enhance the functionality and accessibility of
the website. In particular, greater efforts will be made to
ensure all segments of the Victorian community can utilise

While this amendment will support the right to privacy in
section 13 of the charter act for registered owners of vehicles,
it is relevant to the fair hearing rights of private car park
operators under section 24 of the charter act. While the
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majority of private car park operators are incorporated and
cannot claim protections under the charter act, there is
potential that this amendment may affect the fair hearing
rights of natural persons wishing to commence proceedings
for recovery of car park fees.
Right to fair hearing (section 24)
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. The right to a fair hearing includes
equal access to the justice system and ensures that no person
is deprived, in procedural terms, of their right to claim justice,
or is excluded from the court process. New section 90R has
the effect of removing the ability of persons, including an
operator of a private car park, to obtain information, by way
of preliminary discovery, as to the identity of a possible
wrongdoer (i.e. a customer who has allegedly breached the
car park’s terms and conditions) from a government authority
that has no connection with the alleged wrongdoing. It is
arguable that this amendment does not, in any event, affect
the right to fair hearing, as the amendment does not directly
restrict access to a court. Relevantly, the New South Wales
Court of Appeal, when upholding the validity of similar
amendments made to preliminary discovery laws in New
South Wales, found that there was no fundamental
common-law right to obtain information by way of
preliminary discovery in such circumstances. At best, it can
be viewed that the amendment has an indirect effect of
restricting a person’s access to court, by removing an avenue
for an operator to obtain the required information necessary to
initiate proceedings for recovery of damages, which may
constitute a limit on the right to fair hearing.
However, it is my view that any resulting limit is reasonable
and demonstrably justified. The right to access a court
process, encompassed by the fair hearing right, is not
unlimited and courts have generally recognised categories of
exclusion from court processes where there is a legitimate
interest in restricting the rights of access to a court.
The amendment addresses a significant consumer protection
issue relating to industry practices of recovering car park fees.
It is current practice for certain operators, if a customer
breaches the terms and conditions of the car park, to issue that
person with a notice which constitutes a claim for liquidated
damages but is often mistaken by consumers for an
infringement notice. If the penalty is not paid, the operator
then seeks a preliminary discovery order to ascertain the
identity of the owner of the registered vehicle subject to the
breach, and issues a series of letters of demand requiring
payment of the amount owed, plus an additional claim of
liquidated damages. Recent decisions of the Supreme Court
and the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal have
found:
consumers either do not understand the nature of the
letter of demand, believing it to be an infringement
notice that must be paid, or are misled by car park
operators; and
that the liquidated damages of car park operators are
unenforceable, as the damages are in excess of the loss
suffered and have no link to the actual losses suffered by
the car park operator.
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While certain operators are lodging bulk requests for
preliminary discovery, very few matters actually proceed to
court. Further, liquidated damages are being claimed by some
operators for alleged minor breaches of the car park’s terms
and conditions, such as parking incorrectly over a line or
placing the ticket on the wrong part of the vehicle’s
dashboard. Accordingly, it is my view that there is a
legitimate interest in restricting the ability of private car park
operators to issue demands for excessive liquidated damages
from customers which, if contested by the customer, are
likely to be declared unenforceable by a court or tribunal.
The amendment will be limited in scope and will not affect
the recovery of amounts payable under the terms and
conditions of a contract that it is in writing and signed by the
relevant parties. It will also not affect an operator’s right to
bring proceedings against a customer whose identity is
known. As the claims for liquidated damages in this context
are of questionable enforceability and rarely proceed to court,
and the majority of operators affected by this limit will be
corporations, it is my view that this amendment will
constitute a minor limit on a person’s right to fair hearing.
In light of the persistent consumer protection issue, I am
satisfied there is no less restrictive means to protect the
interests of consumers. Accordingly, I am satisfied that the
amendment is compatible with the right to a fair hearing in
section 24 of the charter act.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill will meet the government’s commitment to protect
Victorians from the unfair and misleading practices of some
private car park operators. It will achieve this by amending
the Road Safety Act 1986 to restrict the ability of private car
park operators to obtain the names and addresses of vehicle
owners from VicRoads to recover private car park fees.
A number of car park operators operate under a business
model whereby customers are required to estimate the amount
of time they will stay on entry to the car park, buy a ticket for
the appropriate period, and then display it on their dashboard.
If a customer either fails to obtain a ticket, or parks for longer
than the period they paid for, an inspector employed by the
car park operator may place a notice on the vehicle’s
windscreen. The notice looks similar to an infringement
notice, but is actually a claim for liquidated damages.
Where a customer does not pay the amount specified in the
payment notice, the car park operator can obtain a preliminary
discovery order in the Magistrates Court requiring VicRoads
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to disclose the name and address of the registered owner of
the vehicle in question. The car park operator will then write a
series of letters of demand, demanding that the customer pays
the amount owed, plus an additional late payment fee.
Alternatively, a customer may not receive a notice claiming
liquidated damages, but instead first find out about a claim
when they are sent a letter of demand from the car park
operator demanding payment.
Additionally, it is common practice for the car park operators
to onsell the debts to debt collection agencies. These agencies
will proceed to write similarly threatening letters of demand
to the car park customers.
These practices have given rise to a number of matters of
significant public concern.
The actions of these car park operators amount to an abuse of
court process. The rules of preliminary discovery, as set out in
the relevant court rules, allow applicants to seek information
to assist in identifying a person against whom they wish to
commence proceedings. However, some car park operators
are using the preliminary discovery process not as a genuine
preliminary to a potential court proceeding, but instead to
support a business model of posting mass demands to
customers and relying on a proportion of them paying.
On average, car park operators are requesting the details of
over 50 000 vehicles per year. In some instances, car park
operators are using single applications to request the details of
over 1000 vehicles. It is impossible for a court to properly
assess whether a potential cause of action exists in relation to
each of these applications. In practice, only an extremely
small number of these disputes actually result in car park
operators commencing civil proceedings in a court.
Additionally, there is a risk that the uncontrolled release of
information under preliminary discovery could undermine the
community’s confidence in the ability of the government to
protect their personal information. It also has the potential to
affect the integrity and accuracy of data held by government
agencies because customers may become reluctant to update
their records knowing that it may be released to private
companies.
Lastly, these practices raise significant consumer protection
issues. Recent decisions of the Supreme Court and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal have found that
the liquidated damages the car park operators are seeking are
unenforceable. This is because the damages being sought do
not reflect the actual losses suffered by the car park operator,
and should more properly be categorised as a penalty. These
decisions have also found that consumers either do not
understand the nature of the letter of the demand, believing it
to be an infringement notice that must be paid, or are
otherwise being misled by car park operators.
In addition, there have been cases of incorrect vehicle
registration information being provided to VicRoads. This has
resulted in car park operators sending letters of demand to the
owners of vehicles that were not involved in the alleged
breach. There have also been cases of car park customers
receiving payment notices for trivial breaches of a car park’s
terms and conditions, such as placing the ticket on the wrong
side of the vehicle’s dashboard, or customers not receiving
letters of demand until nearly two years after the alleged
breach.
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In order to address these significant concerns, the bill will
amend the Road Safety Act 1986 to restrict the ability of
private car park operators from obtaining the names and
addresses of vehicle owners from the VicRoads registration
database. It will do this by abrogating the right of a person to
obtain a preliminary discovery order from a court for the
purposes of recovering private car park fees.
This amendment will inhibit the practice of car park operators
abusing the process of preliminary discovery to support a
dubious business model of posting mass demands to
customers for liquidated damages that have been found to be
unenforceable.
Preliminary discovery for the purposes of recovering private
car park fees under a written contract signed by both parties
would be exempt from this restriction. The purpose of this
exemption is to enable private car park operators to
commence legal proceedings in relation to breaches of
long-term, commercial, parking agreements. Such
proceedings may involve legitimate claims for significant
sums of money.
This is a simple and worthwhile reform.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (INFRASTRUCTURE
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Ms Mikakos; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Ms Mikakos tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Planning and
Environment Amendment (Infrastructure Contributions) Bill
2015.
In my opinion, the Planning and Environment Amendment
(Infrastructure Contributions) Bill 2015, as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
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Overview
The purpose of the Planning and Environment Amendment
(Infrastructure Contributions) Bill 2015 is to amend the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 to introduce a new
system for levying contributions towards the provision of
infrastructure in priority growth areas.
Human rights issues
Section 20 of the charter (property right) is relevant to the bill.
Section 20 establishes a right not to be deprived of property
other than in accordance with the law.
The new infrastructure contributions system enables an
infrastructure levy to be imposed over land in exchange for
the ability to develop the land in a manner that creates the
need for the provision of new or improved infrastructure. The
powers and requirements for imposing an infrastructure levy
are clearly prescribed in clause 4 of the bill and do not
provide for an arbitrary interference with property.
Clause 4 of the bill provides that an infrastructure levy may
only be imposed through an infrastructure contributions plan
applying to the land. The plan must form part of the planning
scheme and, therefore, is subject to the publicly contestable
planning scheme amendment process. The bill also provides
for the minister to issue detailed directions about the
preparation and content of a plan.
Clause 4 of the bill also sets out when the levy is payable, to
whom it must be paid, how the levy may be spent, and the
responsibilities of the persons collecting the levy and
providing the infrastructure.
As an infrastructure levy may only be imposed in accordance
with the legislative scheme set out in clause 4 of the bill, in
my view the bill is compatible with section 20 of the charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State
Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Development contributions play an important role in
delivering essential infrastructure to local communities, like
roads, parks and local sporting facilities. Development
contributions help ensure that when new communities arrive,
essential works, services and facilities are in place to meet
their needs.
The existing development contributions system has been in
place since 1995. In that time it has become uncertain, costly
and a barrier to new development in Victoria. Stakeholders
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are concerned about the rising costs associated with preparing
development contributions plans, the rising levies imposed by
those plans, and the lack of clear rules on infrastructure items
that may be funded by levies.
There has been incremental creep in the scope and standard of
infrastructure being funded under the existing system, and a
shift in the extent of cost recovery expected from levies
toward full cost recovery. This has contributed to increased
levies over time.
The complexity and rising costs associated with preparing
development contributions plans has also contributed to rising
levies and put the existing system out of reach of many rural
and regional councils.
In 2013 a Standard Development Contributions Advisory
Committee completed a detailed review of the existing
system. After extensive consultation with local councils,
developers, peak industry groups and other stakeholders, the
committee put forward a new system for setting and applying
development levies and made various recommendations
about how it should work.
It is clear that reform to the existing system is needed.
Accordingly, this bill introduces a new system for levying
development contributions under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.
The new system, which is to be called the infrastructure
contributions system, is based on the principles that
developers, local government, state agencies and other
stakeholders share the responsibility for funding infrastructure
and levies are a contribution towards infrastructure provision.
The new system has three key components: an infrastructure
levy; a preset list of ‘allowable’ infrastructure items that may
be funded through the levy; and an infrastructure
contributions plan that details the levy payable and the
infrastructure items being funded.
The infrastructure levy is made up of two parts: a standard
levy and (where appropriate and justified) a supplementary
levy.
The standard levies are preset levy rates that may be used to
fund transport, community and recreation infrastructure and
public land provision. The rates will be set so they provide an
appropriate contribution for basic and essential infrastructure.
There will be different standard levy rates for different types
of development in metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas.
In particular circumstances, the infrastructure levy may also
include a supplementary levy to fund infrastructure that
cannot be adequately funded from the standard levy. The use
of a supplementary levy, and the rate at which it is set, will
need to be justified in each case. A ministerial direction will
set out when supplementary levies may be used and the level
of justification required.
Under the new system, the standard and supplementary levies
may only be used to fund infrastructure items selected from a
preset list of ‘allowable items’. Allowable items will be
defined for each development setting and will include
transport, community and recreation works, services, facilities
and land.
Central to the operation of the new system is an infrastructure
contributions plan. This enables an infrastructure levy to be
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imposed and provides the justification and basis for imposing
the levy. Among other things, it sets out the levies payable,
the types of development to which the levies apply and the
infrastructure items being funded.
The new infrastructure contributions system will deliver a
number of benefits.
Firstly, the time and cost involved in preparing a
contributions plan will be significantly reduced. By presetting
standard levies, councils will no longer need to cost and
provide detailed justification in the plan for the levy amounts.
A defined list of allowable infrastructure items provides
certainty about what constitutes basic and essential
infrastructure and also reduces the need for detailed
justification about why particular infrastructure items are
required.
Secondly, by providing more clarity upfront about the levy
amounts and types of infrastructure that may be funded in a
particular setting, there is less potential for infrastructure
‘scope creep’, developers will have greater certainty about
project costs, and councils will be able to forward plan for
infrastructure provision more effectively.
Thirdly, by making the process of preparing a contributions
plan more efficient, this will reduce the cost to developers of
holding land pending the completion of the plan.
Fourthly, by providing a simpler and less costly mechanism
for levying contributions, the new system puts this important
funding source within reach of rural and regional councils
experiencing significant growth.
Finally, setting standard levies that provide a reasonable
contribution to an acceptable standard of infrastructure will
ensure that levies do not escalate faster than costs.
The important tests of need, nexus, equity and accountability
will apply in the system and are reflected in various
provisions of the bill relating to the imposition, collection and
expenditure of levies under the new system.
That is a brief overview of the reforms. I will now discuss the
key provisions of the bill for the new system, in the order in
which they appear in the bill.
Part 2 of the bill introduces part 3AB into the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 to establish the new infrastructure
contributions system.
The bill enables the new system to be used anywhere in
Victoria. However, initially the new system will be used in
greenfield growth areas and strategic development areas, in
both metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas, followed by
Melbourne’s CBD. Greenfield growth areas include areas on
the periphery of urban areas that will accommodate urban
growth. Strategic development areas are sites or precincts that
provide development opportunities close to public transport
and other infrastructure.
Proposed section 46GA inserts new definitions for key terms
used in the bill.
Proposed section 46GB provides the power for levying
contributions under the new system. Contributions may be
levied by including an infrastructure contributions plan in the
planning scheme, and those contributions may be used to
fund works, services and facilities. They may also be used to
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recover the reasonable costs that a planning authority has
incurred in preparing an infrastructure contributions plan, up
to a certain level.
Proposed section 46GC prevents the use of an infrastructure
contributions plan to levy contributions for the provision of
state infrastructure in growth areas where the growth areas
infrastructure contribution scheme applies.
Proposed section 46GD provides that the infrastructure levy
may consist of a standard levy, a supplementary levy or both.
As I have mentioned, the standard levy rates will be set so
they provide an appropriate contribution for ‘basic and
essential’ infrastructure. The rates will be set in a minister’s
direction made under proposed section 46GF.
Councils will be responsible for prioritising the infrastructure
needs of their community, within the ‘budget’ set by the
standard levy. Infrastructure items that may be funded by a
standard levy are likely to include parks, roads, community
facilities, public realm improvements and sporting facilities.
The information requirements for an infrastructure
contributions plan are set out in proposed 46GE. Among
other things, a plan must set out the area to which it applies,
the infrastructure items to be funded through the plan, the
types of development to which the levy applies, relate the
need for the infrastructure to the development, and specify the
levy amounts. To become operational, the plan must be
incorporated into the relevant planning scheme.
Proposed section 46GF establishes a broad head of power for
the minister to issue directions on the preparation and content
of infrastructure contributions plans. This power will be used
to define where the new system may be used, the types of
development that may be levied, the kinds of infrastructure
that may be funded, and how much of the infrastructure levy
may be spent on certain classes of infrastructure items.
Planning authorities must comply with these directions.
Proposed section 46GG sets out the requirements for
collection of the infrastructure levy. The levy becomes
payable when a person seeks to develop their land. In the case
where a planning permit is required for the development, any
permit issued must include a condition setting out when the
levy must be paid.
Proposed section 46GH enables a collecting agency to secure
payment of an infrastructure levy and to accept, with the
agreement of the relevant development agency, ‘works in
kind’ in part or full satisfaction of payment of the levy.
Proposed section 46GI sets out the responsibilities of councils
that collect levies or receive funds under the new system. A
council must keep proper accounts, ensure it forwards any
levy to the relevant development agency (where it is acting as
a collecting agency), and use any funds it receives as a
development agency in accordance with the relevant
infrastructure contributions plan. Provisions for reallocation
or refund of unspent funds are also included.
Proposed sections 46GJ and 46GK set out similar
responsibilities and requirements for other agencies that act as
a collecting agency or a development agency.
Proposed section 46GL provides for a collecting agency to
recover a levy as a debt due to that agency.
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The reforms in this bill will provide a simpler, less costly and
more effective system for levying contributions in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.

ASSOCIATIONS INCORPORATION
REFORM AMENDMENT (ELECTRONIC
TRANSACTIONS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
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Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
The bill does not limit any human rights protected by the
charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Ms Mikakos; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Ms Mikakos tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Associations
Incorporation Reform Amendment (Electronic Transactions)
Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Associations Incorporation Reform
Amendment (Electronic Transactions) Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill will make a number of amendments to the
Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 (AIRA) to
enable the majority of transactions and notifications under
that act to be conducted electronically. The bill will also
simplify annual reporting requirements for small incorporated
associations under the AIRA by removing the requirement
that they lodge with the registrar of incorporated associations
a copy of their annual financial statements when they lodge
their annual statement form.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
There are no human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This government is committed to supporting the many
thousands of community groups that make up Victoria’s
38 000 incorporated associations. In providing a modern
regulatory system, it is important that we continue to reduce
red tape and the compliance burden. The Associations
Incorporation Reform Amendment (Electronic Transactions)
Bill 2015 will achieve this outcome by enabling incorporated
associations to conduct the majority of their business with
Consumer Affairs Victoria online.
At present, incorporated associations must lodge their annual
statements via a paper-based post-in system. This requirement
is out of step with the way Victorians commonly conduct
their business in the 21st century. Accordingly, the Victorian
government is continuing to move our services forward
through the provision of digital and online solutions.
As part of the government’s digital strategy, Consumer
Affairs Victoria has introduced ‘myCAV’, a streamlined
online system for incorporated associations. This bill is an
essential part of implementing the myCAV system. It will
simplify reporting obligations and save time for incorporated
associations across the state.
The bill will enable incorporated associations to pay their
annual renewals online, using a faster and more secure
method. For those organisations wishing to pay by other
means such as by cheque, there will also be the ability to pay
the fee for an online transaction at any Australia Post outlet.
Incorporated associations will also be able to change their
rules and provide other notifications to the registrar of
incorporated associations online, such as notification of the
appointment of a new secretary.
Another useful feature of the new myCAV system is that
through their myCAV account, secretaries will have ongoing
access to their current registered rules of association and to an
electronic copy of their certificate of incorporation.
Previously, if mislaid, copies of these documents were only
available upon application to the registrar and after payment
of a prescribed fee.
The bill will also simplify the annual reporting requirements
for in excess of 30 000 small, tier 1 incorporated associations,
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by removing the requirement that they attach a paper copy of
their financial statements when they lodge their pro forma
annual statement with the registrar. I note however, that tier 1
associations will still be required to prepare annual financial
statements, submit them to members at their annual general
meeting and will continue to be required to retain copies of
their financial statements for a period of seven years.
This reform will mean that reporting obligations for all tiers
of Victorian incorporated associations will now be
substantially consistent with the annual reporting
requirements for charities registered with the Australian
Charities and Not-for-profits Commission and for companies
limited by guarantee registered by ASIC. It will eliminate the
need for associations registered with both the commission and
Consumer Affairs Victoria to produce multiple annual reports
and will facilitate the exchange of information between state
and commonwealth regulators.
The bill also includes a range of minor and technical
amendments to facilitate the online transaction system.
Honourable members should also note that this initiative
represents the first stage of an ongoing ICT transformation
program at Consumer Affairs Victoria that will progressively
move the wide range of business registration and licensing
schemes administered by Consumer Affairs Victoria to the
online environment. The myCAV account has been
specifically designed to serve as a platform which will enable
consumers and business stakeholders to conduct a wide range
of transactions.
Consumer Affairs Victoria has developed a comprehensive
communications plan for these reforms and will be
implementing broad communication activities including
direct email and letters to all incorporated associations,
education resources including video tutorials, updated web
content, regional presentations including tailored
presentations to culturally and linguistically diverse
community groups, general stakeholder communication and
information sessions, electronic newsletters, stakeholder
articles and social media.
This is an important initiative and I am proud to observe that
Victoria is the first state or territory regulator of incorporated
associations to reduce the compliance burden on
not-for-profit associations by introducing a streamlined online
transaction system.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 July.
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ADJOURNMENT
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

See Me vehicle reflectors
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It relates to
representations I have received from Mr Arthur Rankin
of Mount Eliza regarding a proposal he has for what he
has termed the See Me reflector system for vehicles and
bicycles as well as for roadsides. This is something that
Mr Rankin has worked on with great diligence for a
number of years. He is very passionate about the role
this reflector technology can play in improving
night-time road safety.
Mr Rankin has undertaken substantial work on his
proposal over a long time, and this is something about
which I received representations previously during my
period as the minister responsible for the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC). During that time
Mr Rankin engaged with the TAC and had some quite
productive discussions, as I understand, with the TAC,
which were leading to discussions with VicRoads. It is
on that contact with VicRoads that I seek the assistance
of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Mr Rankin contacted me earlier this month to indicate
that following his discussions with the TAC and TAC’s
suggestion that there was a role for VicRoads to play in
implementing the See Me technology as developed by
Mr Rankin, he has attempted to contact the chief
executive of VicRoads. He first approached VicRoads
by telephone seeking contact with the chief executive
and was told that that was not possible. He sought a
meeting with the chief executive of VicRoads and was
told that that was not possible. He sought email contact
with the chief executive of VicRoads and was told that
that was also not possible. Having subsequently been
told to write a hard-copy letter to VicRoads, Mr Rankin
did that either late last year or earlier this year. He has
informed me that he still has not had a response from
VicRoads with respect to his proposal.
Given that this is something that the TAC had
discussed and considered with Mr Rankin and that the
TAC proposed that he follow it up with VicRoads, I
seek the assistance of the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety to ensure that Mr Rankin does have that contact
with the chief executive of VicRoads so that his
proposal for the See Me reflector system can be
evaluated and considered by VicRoads.
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Jumps racing
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Racing. Jumps
racing has had a chequered past, but it has now got its
house in order, with excellent key performance
indicators. The future looks great. I was pleased to see
the Minister for Racing, Minister Pakula, along with the
previous Minister for Racing, Denis Napthine, and
many thousands of others attend the recent race
meeting at Warrnambool approximately two weeks
ago.
I refer to an opinion piece in the Warrnambool
Standard of 15 June that reads:
Last year’s change of state government left jumps racing
supporters a little nervous. They were concerned the Hulls
approach would be repeated under new racing minister
Martin Pakula.
So there would have been a few sighs of relief yesterday at
Warrnambool racecourse when Mr Pakula expressed his
enthusiasm for the sport in what is arguably its Australian
capital.
The racing minister mingled with punters and clapped
enthusiastically during the Thackeray Steeplechase. He was
even seen taking happy snaps of Winslow trainer Ciaron
Maher, which he duly uploaded to social media.

I urge Minister Pakula to ignore the Greens and
continue the strong support of jumps racing that has
been shown by both the current Labor government and
the previous coalition government.
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government is implementing an election promise to
convene a new timber industry task force to advise
government and protect the Leadbeater’s possum. As if
this appalling state of affairs were not bad enough, the
Orwellian double-speak continues to grow in volume.
Under the deal that federal Labor has done with the
coalition, the dirtiest power station in the country is
now set to get a whole lot worse as Hazelwood now has
a green light from Labor to burn native forest logs
under the Victorian renewable energy target scheme. Is
this how VicForests now plans to prop up its
loss-making operations in East Gippsland?
The action I request of the Treasurer is to insist on the
correction of the deceptive wording on the VicForests
website that characterises 35 logging coupes as being
ready for removal from the timber release plan in
Alexandra, Powelltown and Toolangi, when in fact
33 of those coupes have already been logged.

Kindergarten funding
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families and
Children, Ms Mikakos, an excellent minister. I know
that you do not like set speeches, President, so I will
just slot in one sentence — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LEANE — I know. And that was a set speech. I
just want to congratulate Ms Mikakos on the
announcement of the substantial amount of money —
$83 million, is it?

The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
member’s adjournment item to stand on this occasion,
but normally seeking an action from a minister because
he ignores someone is not really within the spirit of the
adjournment debate. Bringing a matter to the attention
of the minister or seeking an action is the appropriate
way to go. Mr Purcell may think that ignoring the
Greens is an action, and for the purposes of the
adjournment debate I certainly do not think it is an
action, but given my benevolence this evening I will let
it stand.

Mr LEANE — Wow! It is $83.4 million that can go
towards kindergartens to improve the staff-to-children
ratio. In congratulating the minister I ask that she
supply me with more details so I can share them with
the happy kindergartens in the electorate I represent.

VicForests

Mooroopna Football Netball Club

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Treasurer, the sole
shareholder of VicForests. It concerns the publication
of misleading information on the VicForests website
about the latest timber release plan. This plan will go
down in the history of the environmental movement as
the Labor plan that scheduled every last remaining
logging coupe in Toolangi State Forest for industrial
clear-fell logging. This is happening while the

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Sport and it
is in regard to the Mooroopna Football Netball Club
and the City of Greater Shepparton’s application for
funding to upgrade lighting at the main oval at the
Mooroopna Recreation Reserve. My request of the
minister is that he provide the $100 000 grant applied
for by the council and the football club to upgrade the
lighting to meet AFL requirements, which will provide

An honourable member interjected.

The PRESIDENT — Order! If there is a copy of
that document, Mr Leane, I might appreciate it.
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enormous benefits to the club and the broader
community. I am advised that the application is for
$100 000 via the country football and netball grants
program, and it is to go towards the $305 000 in total to
be spent on the replacement of existing, poor-quality
lighting on the oval with standard 200 lux lighting.
The Mooroopna Recreation Reserve is home to the
senior and junior Mooroopna football and netball clubs,
with a combined player registration of approximately
1300 participants. This upgrade would mean that the
ground’s lighting would meet AFL regulations and
allow the club to utilise its ground day and night,
increasing safety during training and night games. It
would also encourage other clubs from around the area
to use the ground for possible day-night competitions,
increasing inter-club affiliation and visitor numbers to
Mooroopna and Greater Shepparton. Further, it is
expected that the upgraded recreation reserve will also
be a suitable venue for community festivals, events and
activities such as Relay for Life.
The lighting upgrade is part of the ongoing plan to
upgrade facilities at the reserve to provide club players
and the community with facilities worthy of a modern
and progressive club. It follows other recent
improvements to the grounds, including the upgrade of
facilities on two new netball courts with lighting and
new change facilities, as well as shelters for spectators
and players. There is strong community support for the
lighting upgrade, including support from other local
sporting clubs as well as from the AFL which
recognises the importance of grassroots sporting clubs
in both the local and wider sporting community.
The club has approached me to support its application,
which I am more than happy to do. Members of the
club come from all walks of life, and involvement in
football and netball clubs allows a wide range of people
to connect with their friends and community as well as
allowing them to participate in local sporting
competitions. Further, Greater Shepparton has the
unfortunate distinction of leading the nation in obesity
levels; therefore the more we are able to do to
encourage active sporting participation in our
community, the better.
My request of the minister is that he provide the
$100 000 grant applied for by the council and the
football club to upgrade the lighting to meet AFL
requirements, which will provide enormous benefit to
the club and broader community.
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Gippsland public transport
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — My matter is for
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport,
Ms Allan. I ask that she provide further information in
relation to the way the stakeholder and community
consultations currently taking place throughout
Gippsland as part of the regional network development
plan will accommodate improved services and
connectivity for Gippslanders as they move between
various modes of public transport, how bus services
will be considered and improved to make sure that
residents in growth areas are able to access local
services and amenities, and how public transport
improvements and initiatives are being tailored towards
the problems that exist in Gippsland as a consequence
of longstanding neglect.
To that end I also ask that, in providing her response,
the minister outline the way various views of
individuals provided throughout the consultations are
being worked into an overall plan for regional Victoria
and how it is that Gippslanders will be able to have
confidence that regional public transport priorities are
being taken into account and given due respect and the
consideration they deserve.

Western distributor
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I am sure the minister would be very
aware of the enormous growth occurring in the western
suburbs of Melbourne and beyond. This is causing
considerable congestion on the roads and freeways,
particularly the West Gate Freeway, the Tullamarine
Freeway and the Calder Freeway. It is a growing
problem that is growing worse every day.
We have had a proposal from the government — I
think it is from the government. Maybe the government
is thinking about it, maybe it is not thinking about a
thing called the western distributor. My understanding
of the western distributor — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Yes, I understand Transurban is very
keen on this. Given the deal that it has offered, I am not
surprised. From what I can see, this is a glorified
T-intersection that would provide for the western side
of Melbourne exactly the same sort of deal that Hoddle
Street and the Eastern Freeway provide for the other
side of Melbourne. For that we would be paying tolls
for quite a considerable amount of extra time.
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We have a problem here. The government has a
problem, and the people of the western suburbs of
Melbourne have a major problem. I am hoping the
government will do something to fix that. We have a
five-week winter parliamentary recess coming up, and I
am very hopeful that the minister will be thoughtful —
not ponderous, but thoughtful — on what we may be
able to do to solve this problem, because it will get
worse as the suburbs in the west of Melbourne continue
to grow. It is going to get even worse as the suburbs
continue to grow around Ballarat and Geelong, and it is
well beyond a joke now.
I ask the minister in the time ahead to give very careful
consideration to some solution to this problem that does
not involve an extension of tolls or a glorified
T-intersection that is going to create even greater traffic
chaos in the western suburbs. It seems quite ludicrous
that anyone would put forward a proposal that would
make the situation worse, but apparently that is what
the government is considering. I ask the minister to give
a great deal of carefully considered thought during the
winter recess to what exactly can be done to provide a
solution to the traffic gridlock and mayhem the people
of the west of Melbourne have been suffering for quite
some time now.

Kew ambulance station
Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Ambulance Services. The action I request is that the
minister prioritise the needs of the Kew ambulance
station when deciding how to spend the $20 million
ambulance capital upgrade election commitment. Kew
ambulance station is located in a very old house on the
campus of the St George’s Health Service in Kew. It
lacks adequate facilities for training and workspaces for
paramedics, and it also lacks adequate garage facilities
for the ambulance vehicles. It is in urgent need of an
upgrade, and I urge the minister to commit funds for
this to occur.

Darebin City Council
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment today is for the attention of the
Special Minister of State, and it concerns Darebin City
Council and the report tabled today. That report from
the municipal monitor who has been put in place,
Mr Peter Lewinsky, is entitled Documents and the
Provision of Advice in Relation to the Darebin City
Council.
I note that the Minister for Local Government has made
statements today concerning Darebin City Council and
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indicating that two special inspectors of municipal
administration will be appointed to work with the
council on a short-term basis. Their job will be to
support councillors and council staff in developing
agreed processes that will lead to a better governance
culture.
The report is quite clear in many respects. Some of the
observations that Mr Lewinsky has made are quite
serious. One is:
Council has in place a sound framework of governance
policies. However, there is still a high level of
non-compliance with key policies.

He goes on to say:
Over my period as municipal monitor I have observed
acrimonious exchanges between councillors including
allegations of breaches of the councillor code of conduct.
There have been a number of investigations of code
breaches …

And:
In my opinion, through observation, relationships between
councillors have broken down and this constitutes a
significant threat to ensuring good governance at the council.
I have also observed a lack of trust between some councillors
and the CEO.
I have also observed the CEO’s failure to ensure councillors
abide by council/staff interaction protocols with serious
impacts on workloads of staff.

The municipal monitor makes a long series of points,
but the chamber and the Special Minister of State will
have some of the flavour of the concerns. This really is
a Labor council that is eating its own. There is an ugly
mess in Darebin, and the Special Minister of State must
come clean and identify who these two mystery
investigators will be.
There has been a delay in this report being tabled in the
Parliament, and the action I am seeking from the
Special Minister of State is that he move quickly, given
the delay in acting by the Minister for Local
Government, to ensure that the unnamed special
inspectors are appointed. He needs to come clean on
who they are and their suitability. It is no use
appointing mates to those positions; we need
independent people who can actually help clean up the
mess.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I rule that one out,
because the action sought was that the minister come
clean.
Mr DAVIS — No, that he move to appoint them. I
can read that again for you, President. It might have
been unclear.

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 25 June 2015

COUNCIL

The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
go precisely to that point.
Mr DAVIS — The Special Minister of State needs
to act. Given the delay in action, he needs to move
quickly to appoint the inspectors.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, in
relation to the matter, the member quoted extensively
from a media release that the Minister for Local
Government put out today about the issue, and yet he is
calling on a different minister to take action. I think the
adjournment matter should be directed to the Minister
for Local Government.
Mr Davis — On the point of order, President, the
Minister for Local Government has made a number of
the appointments in the past, but the inspectorate is now
in the purview of the Special Minister of State in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet and not in the local
government department. The Minister for Local
Government’s press release today announces that the
inspectors will be appointed, but it is my understanding,
and this comes from departmental briefings, that they
will be appointed by the inspectorate under the purview
of the Special Minister of State.

Ararat and Stawell police stations
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for Police,
but not for the reason that members might think. It has
come to my attention that the police stations at Ararat
and Stawell in the Western District currently have a
police roster of 26 officers between the two
communities and are basically operating two stations
from one. Both places have B-class cells, which hold
people for up to 8 hours. It is clear that some urgent
action needs to be taken, and I call on the Minister for
Police to look at the situation and deal with it as quickly
as possible to get the numbers so we can have two
police stations, one running in each of the two towns.

Community correction orders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Attorney-General. In
government the coalition overhauled and reformed the
sentencing system in Victoria. Labor’s hotchpotch of
community orders was simplified into a new flexible
community correction order (CCO), with a focus on
both community work, so that criminals repay society
for their crimes, and rehabilitation, to address offending
behaviour and turn offenders away from further
offending. Home detention and suspended sentences
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were abolished, and parole and bail were made much
tougher. Under the coalition a conservative approach to
community safety was adopted.
On 23 December 2014 a decision of the Court of
Appeal in Boulton v. The Queen granted an application
for a CCO that appears to be significantly outside what
was intended or anticipated by this Parliament, and this
may present a serious risk to community safety. At
paragraph 131 of the judgement the court says:
… a CCO may be suitable even in cases of relatively serious
offences which might previously have attracted a medium
term of imprisonment (such as, for example, aggravated
burglary, intentionally causing serious injury, some forms of
sexual offences involving minors, some kinds of rape and
some categories of homicide).

The suggestion apparently made in this paragraph that
rapists, child abusers and those convicted of homicide
or violent attacks may not serve a period of
incarceration would, I think, surprise and deeply
concern most members of the Victorian community.
Since this decision there have been several examples of
people convicted of very serious crimes, including
sexual assault, who have received a CCO.
I am extremely worried that we may now have people
who should be, and deserve to be, in jail who are out in
the community and under supervision that was
designed for far less serious offences. My concerns are
based on the anecdotal information that is available to
the opposition. The Attorney-General will have access
to much more data and other information about what
the Boulton case and its application by the lower courts
may mean.
The action I seek from the Attorney-General is that he
undertake an urgent review of the potential risk to
community safety flowing from the Boulton decision so
that, if necessary, legislation can be introduced, serious
criminals who deserve to be in jail can be put in jail and
the community can be properly protected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is nothing
wrong with Mr O’Donohue’s adjournment matter, but I
make the point that if members of the opposition refer
to the previous government and its policies, then they
cannot expect me to stop a minister from doing the
same thing and arguing that those policies were wrong.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
am very cognisant of the rules in relation to the
adjournment. I gave the issue some consideration
before I drafted my adjournment matter. I thought it
was important to provide some context to and
background on the matter to inform the action I am now
seeking.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect, it did
not provide context to what the member was seeking. It
travelled back over the previous government’s policies.
Then the member brought up the matter that he wanted
to pursue in the adjournment, which was a decision of a
court. The decision of the court was the context, not the
previous government’s policies. It is on the record. The
matter raised tonight is a valid adjournment matter as
such. All I am saying is that if members in
adjournments or questions or suchlike refer back to the
previous government, then they cannot expect me to
uphold points of order when ministers also reflect on
the policies of the previous government — and
probably not in glowing terms.
Mr Dalidakis — Is that a ruling, President?
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is guidance.
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to see improvements in this area as I am, and I
understand that the towers to be constructed will be
subjected to planning applications. I am very keen for
councils to be informed about the process that they can
anticipate they will have to go through to ensure that
there are no delays.
The specific request I make of the minister today is that
she write to the Alpine Shire Council, Benalla Rural
City Council, Indigo Shire Council, Yarra Ranges Shire
Council, Mansfield Shire Council, Murrindindi Shire
Council, Mitchell Shire Council, Mildura Rural City
Council, Gannawarra Shire Council, Wangaratta Rural
City Council, Swan Hill Rural City Council, Towong
Shire Council and Nillumbik Shire Council to advise
them of what they might expect the process will be to
ensure that there is better mobile coverage for country
Victorians.

Mobile Black Spot program

Port Melbourne Primary School

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — The
adjournment matter that I raise tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Regional Development,
and it is in relation to the announcement she made
today about communication black spots. As a person
who spends a lot of time in a car driving along country
roads, often my only company is the GPS lady who
tells me to do a legal U-turn when it is safe to do so.
Other than that, I am often on the phone. I am sure that
a lot of country members use their time in the car to
make their calls, and I am sure that many of us in the
regions are aware of the frustrations of the dropout
zones. As frustrating as it is, it does not compare to
those residents in country Victoria who happen to live
or work in a black spot.

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and it is in relation to the issue of relocatable
classrooms, in particular at Port Melbourne Primary
School but also in relation to the allocation of some
$35 million in the state budget for this program, which
is outlined on page 53 of budget paper 3. I know the
minister is aware of my interest in Port Melbourne
Primary School. It is a terrific school that faces a
number of challenges regarding its site. It had
720 students enrolled this year and its enrolments have
been growing by 50 students per year, so it has seen
some massive changes. This would be helped by the
allocation of some capital funding for a new primary
school in South Melbourne, but unfortunately the
government reneged on that election promise, so that is
not happening anytime soon.

The announcement today is important. I understand that
it is an $86 million project in which the Victorian
government is investing $21 million. The good news
for northern Victoria is that there are 38 sites that have
been identified on which new and upgraded mobile
towers will be constructed. This will see huge
improvements in mobile coverage in the area. Not only
will it make the daily lives of residents easier, but we
will have opportunities for new businesses and the
expansion of existing businesses.
The project was informed by Emergency Management
Victoria, headed by commissioner Craig Lapsley.
Priority has been given to improving access to
emergency information in the event of natural disasters,
in particular bushfires. The issue of black spots and
dropout zones is raised with me in many places I visit,
and it has often been on the agenda of the council
meetings I have attended. I know councils are as keen

Port Melbourne Primary School does not have enough
outdoor space for its students. It does not have room to
expand, and it has asbestos in some of its portables,
which I am pleased to say is being removed over the
holidays. There is, however, another important issue
that remains unaddressed, and that is the state of the
single-storey portables. They are old and in poor
condition. I have previously suggested that they be
removed and replaced with new double-storey
portables as a short-term answer to providing more
space for students to learn and play.
I note that the minister stated on 24 June that the
$35 million will purchase 100 new relocatable
buildings, including five double-storey units. These
buildings will be allocated to schools in accordance
with enrolment need and site size. Schools that have
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these sorts of problems and need relocatable classrooms
are often restricted by space and the practicalities of the
school year in terms of when the work to put in a new
portable can happen. In other words, it is a problem that
desperately needs to be addressed, but the problem
itself means it is hard to find time and space to do so.
For example, Port Melbourne Primary School can find
space to accommodate students from one single-storey
portable elsewhere in the school while the new
relocatable building is being installed if this happens in
term 4. But the work would not be feasible, even
though it is desperately needed, if it occurred during the
2016 school year. Port Melbourne Primary School is
not alone in experiencing this practical problem.
My request to the minister is: can the exact process and
specific criteria be clarified for allocating the portables
to Victorian schools, and can we also be advised on the
timing of the process? I again ask the minister to ensure
that Port Melbourne Primary School is able to replace
its old single-storey portables with new double-storey
portables, and I ask for this to happen during 2015 so
that Port Melbourne Primary School is ready for the
growth in student numbers that will happen again in
2016.

Country Fire Authority Fiskville facility
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Agriculture, the
Honourable Jaala Pulford. Yesterday I tabled in this
chamber the interim report of the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee
inquiry into the Country Fire Authority training college
at Fiskville. As I indicated yesterday, the interim report
was a requirement of the Parliament, and it informed
the Parliament of the current status of the activities and
deliberations of the committee. This is a very important
inquiry committed to the welfare of those who trained
at Fiskville and to those who were exposed to
dangerous toxins. The inquiry is also seeking testimony
from those who live and work in close proximity to the
facility. It is those people, in particular farmers, who
might be impacted by recommendation 1(c) of the
report, which states:
Due to market sensitivity regarding contamination of food the
government considers the situation whereby local producers
may not be able to sell their livestock or other produce.

Media speculation is already swirling around the Ballan
community on how that section should be interpreted.
Unfortunately in some cases the media made judgement
calls that all animals or other produce from local
producers is not fit for sale. The committee makes no
such suggestions within its report. It requests that the

2087

government prepare some options for those farmers
who may be put in a position where they cannot sell
their livestock regardless of whether contamination is a
perception or a reality. It is for this reason that the
action I seek from the minister is that she have her
department prepare a response and a support package as
a matter of urgency for those farmers caught in this
situation.

Centre–Mackie roads, Bentleigh East
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I would like to raise an issue that has been
raised by several concerned residents of Bentleigh and
the adjacent Assembly electorate of Oakleigh. The
issue relates to an intersection that is on the border of
Bentleigh and Oakleigh, and I think Mr Dalidakis
might be aware of this concern as well.
The issue of pedestrian and public transport safety at
the intersection of Centre and Mackie roads in
Bentleigh East has been brought to my attention. The
intersection is very close to the Ventura Bus Lines
depot, and a large number of buses turn off Centre
Road into Mackie Road to access the large bus stop on
the corner. Trucks servicing the shopping centre on the
opposite corner also often need to access a small lane
behind the shops, which means they pull out in front of
turning buses. In addition a new three-storey apartment
block on the corner has completely restricted the view
into Mackie Road from the intersection. A number of
elderly pedestrians, schoolchildren and others cross the
roads to get to the bus stop, and residents tell me it is
only a matter of time before a major accident occurs at
this intersection.
The action I therefore seek from the minister is that he
have VicRoads assess the safety concerns that have
been raised with me and provide advice as to how this
dangerous intersection with bus and truck turning
concerns may best be improved and how improved
safety measures could be put in place.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Before I go through the adjournment
matters, I indicate to the house that Ms Pulford will
respond to Mr Ramsay’s adjournment matter.
I have received a number of adjournment matters this
evening, and I will refer those to the appropriate
ministers for response. I have received an adjournment
matter from Mr Rich-Phillips for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety.
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I have one from Mr Purcell for the Minister for
Racing — and I certainly agree with his sentiment
about ignoring the Greens political party, which I seek
to do on a regular basis.
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Association of Victoria and the Early Learning
Association Australia, both of which have warmly
welcomed the government’s announcement.
Ms Crozier interjected.

I have received a matter from Ms Dunn for the
Treasurer.
I will come to Mr Leane’s matter in a moment.
I have received a matter from Ms Lovell for the
Minister for Sport.
I have received one from Ms Shing for the Minister for
Public Transport.
I have received a matter from Mr Finn for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety.
I have one from Mr Dalidakis for the Minister for
Ambulance Services.
I have one from Mr Davis for the Special Minister of
State.
I have received a matter from Mr Bourman for the
Minister for Police.
I have one from Mr O’Donohue for the
Attorney-General.
I have one from Ms Symes for the Minister for
Regional Development.
I have received a matter from Ms Fitzherbert for the
Minister for Education.
I have a matter from Ms Crozier for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety.
I propose to respond to the matter Mr Leane raised for
me and therefore discharge it. In his adjournment
matter Mr Leane referred to a very important
announcement I made with the Premier earlier this
week — that is, that the government will invest up to
$83.7 million in additional funding for kindergartens
over four years to support the transition towards
improved educator-to-child ratios. Mr Leane asked me
about the information that would be provided to the
kindergartens in his electorate. I can assure Mr Leane
that the Department of Education and Training has
written to all affected kindergartens to inform them of
this important piece of news.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — In addition to that, we have had
communication with the peak bodies, the Municipal

Ms MIKAKOS — I say to Ms Crozier that this is
an important matter. It is very disappointing that at
every opportunity, rather than welcoming this important
development in supporting children to get access to
quality early childhood education, Ms Crozier is
continually interjecting and indicating that she is not
supportive of this announcement.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — It is important for Ms Crozier to
understand that Labor introduced these reforms in 2010
when it was last in government and moved to legislate
these reforms. Over the last four years there has been
no progress in relation to this issue. Now we have
sought to implement these reforms through putting the
funding in that we have announced this week. This will
be an important development, because we know that
the one-on-one attention that children receive from
early childhood educators leads to better outcomes for
children, including improved communication, literacy
and socialisation skills. That is why the sector is
supportive of this.
We are providing a range of supports to sessional
kindergartens to assist them to implement the new
ratios from the start of next year. We are providing
support through tailored advice from the Early Learning
Association Australia regarding practical and efficient
models that can be applied to accommodate the new
ratio requirements. We are providing capital grants to
support infrastructure expansion to accommodate larger
group sizes. We are providing workforce incentives to
provide services in regional and remote communities,
with financial support to attract and retain qualified
early childhood educators. We are providing
scholarships to educators wishing to upgrade or attain
approved early childhood qualifications.
We are also providing the option for kindergartens to
join kindergarten clusters to benefit from the additional
support and management expertise of the kindergarten
cluster managers. It is possible, as it has been in the
past, for kindergartens to apply for waivers from the
department as the regulator, but I hope that
kindergartens seeking to move to the new ratios will
obtain the relevant advice both from my department
and from the Early Learning Association Australia
around the implementation issues and that they will
implement these ratios from 1 January next year.
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Rather than Ms Crozier being critical of this
announcement she should be welcoming it, because it is
a positive development for Victoria’s early years
services. The announcement has come at a time when
we have seen leaked details from the federal
government’s green paper on federation that show it is
looking to pull out of kindergarten funding altogether.
This government is putting more and more money into
our kindergartens, both in terms of infrastructure
spending and in terms of implementing the new ratios,
yet the Abbott federal government is looking at walking
away from kindergarten funding all over again. We
have the ongoing uncertainty in relation to the 15 hours
of kindergarten a week after 2017.
Rather than coming in here and being critical
Ms Crozier needs to be supportive of what is a
significant development for our early years services in
this state. I thank Mr Leane for raising this important
matter. I assure him that we are going to work closely
to support our kindergartens to implement these new
ratios from 2016.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Ramsay for raising his important matter in the
adjournment debate tonight. The Andrews Labor
government welcomes the parliamentary committee’s
interim report on its inquiry into the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) Fiskville training college and accepts
all its recommendations in principle. These are serious
recommendations arising from a significant inquiry into
health and safety relating to the Fiskville site and
surrounds. The members who have participated in that
work to date and will continue to perform this
important work on behalf of all of us are to be
commended.
We are committed to delivering on these
recommendations, which will provide people with
easier access to their records and information relating to
Fiskville and hopefully some peace of mind. We will be
taking action to test the soil, water and livestock at
properties surrounding Fiskville. If those test results are
concerning, then of course we will consider how
livestock and farmland are to be dealt with if farmers
are unable to sell their produce. I will be working
closely with the Minister for Health and the Minister
for Emergency Services to ensure that the testing is
completed as quickly as possible. As Mr Ramsay
indicated in his adjournment matter, there is a high
degree of anxiety in the local community in our shared
electorate of Western Victoria Region.
It is worth noting — and I would like to take the
opportunity to provide this information — that in 2013
the department worked with the then Department of
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Health and the CFA to issue a contaminated stock
notice under the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals
(Control of Use) Act 1992 as a precautionary measure
to prevent the movement of livestock from a property,
pending further analysis by the then Department of
Human Services (DHS). An interim assessment by the
chief health officer on 27 September 2013 considered
that the levels of contamination in the livestock did not
pose a public health or food safety risk, based on data
from four ewes tested by the CFA’s toxicology
consultant. Consequently, as the chief health officer
ordered that the contamination did not pose a public
health or food safety risk, the contaminated stock notice
was revoked on 27 September 2013 and the owners
were personally spoken with. Restrictions on the
movement and sale of the stock were removed.
Further detailed testing of tissue and serum from
10 lambs, as well as the serum and milk from a further
30 ewes, was undertaken. The result reaffirmed the
interim findings of the chief health officer that the stock
did not pose a public health or food safety risk. The
department’s handling of this matter was independently
reviewed by the department’s chief scientist,
Dr Graham Mitchell, and deemed appropriate based on
the situation and evidence provided.
We will continue to do everything we can to ensure that
people are confident that the knowledge they receive is
reliable and that they are appropriately provided with
the information they need so they can be certain about
the impact of this recommendation on their farm
businesses. I thank Mr Ramsay for raising this
important matter.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have written responses to adjournment
matters raised by Mr Leane on 27 May and Ms Bath on
28 May.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise that I have
received two items of correspondence. The first is from
Ms Crozier and is in respect of questions on notice 580
and 581, which concern category 1 incidents in the
health system. She sought a monthly figure for
category 1 incidents. Ms Crozier brings to my attention
the fact that the response of the minister — being
Minister Mikakos on this occasion — indicates that
category 1 incident data is published on the Department
of Health and Human Services website. The minister
therefore directs the member to that source for the
information she seeks.
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I am advised that that data has in fact not been updated
since June 2014. The information sought by Ms Crozier
was for the period from December 2014 through to, at
this time, April 2015, but it is a pattern of monthly
statistics that is sought. On the basis that the minister in
her answer indicated that there is a preparedness to
provide that information, although she believed it was
already published on the website, I do not believe the
question has been fully answered. If there is a difficulty
in providing monthly updates, then I am sure the
minister could address that in her further response to
Ms Crozier in this matter. In terms of the current
position, I reinstate both question 580 and question 581.
I face a similar situation with a letter from Mr Ed
O’Donohue, who is seeking statistics for people who
are in the prison system and held in police cells.
Mr O’Donohue is seeking that information on a weekly
basis. The minister has obliged Mr O’Donohue with
monthly figures — end-of-month figures — which I
would have thought did provide at least trend
information that might have assisted Mr O’Donohue in
his deliberations and scrutiny of portfolio issues.
However, Mr O’Donohue believes that figures are
collected on a weekly basis and would be available
without great difficulty to the government.
At this stage I will reinstate these questions, but if the
minister comes back with an explanation that outlines
why he believes it is important to provide monthly
rather than weekly statistics, then I could well be
persuaded that that is a suitable response. Essentially in
reinstating these questions I am asking the minister to
reconsider whether he might make available weekly
rather than monthly statistics, but I do thank the
Honourable Wade Noonan as minister for providing the
end-of-month statistics. The questions involved from
Mr O’Donohue are 502–6, 548–52 and 558–62.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, in
respect of your ruling, and particularly in relation to the
matter Ms Crozier has written to you about seeking
particular data, I draw to your attention that on 24 June
2014 I had lodged and received a similar response from
the previous Minister for Community Services, Mary
Wooldridge. This was question on notice 10 106, to
which I received an identical response to the one that
Ms Crozier has now received and is complaining about.
I similarly was referred to the then Department of
Human Services website for those statistics. Essentially
Ms Crozier is now asking me to provide information
that Mary Wooldridge was never prepared to provide to
me. There is data on the Department of Health and
Human Services website relating to category 1
incidents. These figures are published on the website
because they are the verified figures.
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As a broad point — and this relates to the matter on
which you, President, have made a ruling in relation to
Mr O’Donohue’s point — departments and ministers,
and departments in particular, may have information
that they collect from time to time that may not
necessarily be able to be verified, and that is why
information is checked, verified and published either in
annual reports or on departmental websites. There may
well be issues around verification of data that may well
make it impossible for figures to be published that will
be accurate figures.
I make the point that I have referred the member to the
website, and those figures are published there. In fact I
have them in front of me, and I can give the member
those figures now. For the period 2013–14 there were
39 client deaths relating to the deaths of 40 children;
560 assaults; 502 behaviour issues; and 1243 other
incident types. That information is available on the
department’s website.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The problem is that
the questions that were asked by Ms Crozier actually
referred to dates subsequent to June 2014, which is the
published date on the website. She was seeking them
for more recent months, in fact this year. She was
seeking figures from December of last year through to
April of this year, so they are different figures. Those
figures are not on the website.
Nonetheless, the minister has made some valid points,
and on this occasion they may well be a consideration
in responding to those two questions on notice.
Ms Crozier sought information from a different period
to what was published on the website. In terms of the
publishing of that information by the previous minister,
as far as I can recall, Ms Mikakos did not bring that
matter to me as an issue at the time. I would have given
consideration to the matter had it been raised by
Ms Mikakos with me in terms of the adequacy of that
response. For the moment both questions on notice 580
and 581 are reinstated, but I do understand the points
made by the minister.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.26 p.m. until Tuesday, 4 August.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied to Hansard.

Victoria Police
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Special Minister of State
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
I am responding to you on behalf of the Minister for Finance, Robin Scott MP, who has portfolio responsibility of
WorkSafe matters.
Victoria Police members and unsworn employees provide an essential service to the Victorian community and face
challenging work environments in their daily work keeping Victorians safe. Where a Victoria Police employee is
injured in the course of their employment, they are entitled to lodge a WorkSafe claim with their employer. The
Victorian workers compensation legislation has established statutory time frames for key decisions in the life of a
claim, including the forwarding of a claim by an employer to an agent, and claim acceptance. In addition,
authorised agents must follow the WorkSafe claims manual and established claims handling procedures which
detail processes and maximum time frames for other entitlement decisions.
I am advised that WorkSafe is not aware of delays in relation to determining claim liability for Victoria Police
claims. As Post-Traumatic-Stress-Disorder (PTSD) injuries can gradually occur over time, or be triggered years
after a traumatic event, it may be difficult to diagnose these injuries or determine an injury date. However as soon
as an injury is identified, statutory time frames apply in respect of an employer forwarding a claim to an agent and
agent decision regarding liability.
WorkSafe has established a claims decision auditing program which reviews and tests the quality of decisions
made by authorised agents. Agents must also meet key performance criteria, including timeliness of payments and
decisions, as part of their agent contract.
WorkSafe has recently taken steps to improve decision making time frames by streamlining requests for the most
frequently requested medical treatments. WorkSafe has also recently launched a smart phone app that provides
essential information about the WorkSafe claims process.
The Victorian Government is committed to improving the WorkSafe system for all injured workers, and has
commissioned research to identify opportunities to improve injured workers' experiences of the claims process.

Victoria Police
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Training and Skills
23 June 2015

RESPONSE:
I can advise that the number of incidents where oleoresin capsicum spray was used by police officers and protective
services officers for the period 1 January 2014 to 31 December 2014 was:

Police
PSOs
Total*

Threatened/Displayed
187
148
333

Discharged
1,596
127
1,719

Threatened/Not Displayed
3
1
1

Total
1,786
276
2,053
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*Please Note: As police and PSOs may have attended the same event, the total does not reflect the sum of police
and PSOs shown in the table.
SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION :
I can advise that Victoria Police do not have a regular release schedule for this data However, I can advise that
pursuant to the Victoria Police Manual use of force data is generally available to members of the public through
Freedom of Information and this data has been released by Victoria Police previously in response to FOI
applications.
Parliamentarians may request this data directly from the Chief Commissioner and the media may also request for
this data via the Victoria Police media unit.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
24 June 2015

RESPONSE:
I refer the member to statements by the Premier and my own statement of May 23 outlining my decision to stand
down for an independent investigation to take place.
Allegations were made around workplace bullying. I have rejected these allegations and this is on the public record.
However, I understand that these allegations need to be taken seriously. I respect the independent investigation
being undertaken. I respect the rights of the complainant and the integrity of the process which deserves to run its
course without interference.

Kindergarten funding
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
24 June 2015

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Labor Government is investing up to $83.7 million over four years in additional funding to support
kindergartens to transition to the improved educator-to-child ratios. The Municipal Association of Victoria and the
Early Learning Association Australia have both welcomed this investment.
The new ratio requirements are part of the National Quality Framework, and will allow staff to give children more
individual care and attention.
Based on data collected by the Department of Education it is estimated that in 2015 approximately 450 or 35 per
cent of sessional kindergarten services are operating with a ratio of 1:11. This includes children in small rural
services and services managed by non-government schools.
Additional support and assistance is also available to kindergartens ahead of implementation of the new ratios in
2016.
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Tuesday, 23 June 2015
Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Public Transport
6 May 2015

ANSWER:

Southland station is designed to be accessed via Southland Shopping Centre. Community consultation on the
design and the location of the new station closed on 1 May 2015. The feedback is being considered and a report
back to the community is expected in June 2015. Meanwhile, PTV has called for expressions of interest to finalise
the design, and construct the station, which is expected to be completed in 2017.
The Railway station car parking fund is being used to identify locations already owned by VicTrack which could
be used to expand car parking across the network.
There are no current plans to use Sir William Fry Reserve as a car park for Southland station. The preliminary
design and artist impressions of the new station, including locality maps, are available for download on the PTV
website: <http://www.ptv.vic.gov.au/projects/railway-stations/new-station-at-southland/>

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 May 2015

ANSWER:

VicRoads has completed the initial works of the Bacchus Marsh Traffic Improvements Package, which included
safety improvements on Hopetoun Park Road and an upgrade of the exit ramp from the Western Freeway to
Bacchus Marsh Road.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to the Bacchus Marsh Traffic Improvement Package and is
currently seeking a funding contribution from the Federal Government to enable the works to be delivered.

Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 May 2015

ANSWER:

VicRoads has an ongoing program to remove peppercorn trees on arterial roads routes as part of its noxious weed
program.
Over the past five years, a number of peppercorn trees have been treated on the Murray Valley Highway between
Cobram and Yarrawonga.
This has been an ongoing program with some works completed in the past few weeks.
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VicRoads has offered to have a joint inspection of the Murray Valley Highway to gain a better understand the
concerns raised.
VicRoads will continue to monitor trees on the Murray Valley Highway for mistletoe and if it is ascertained that a
tree is under threat, then VicRoads will put a strategy in place to manage the impacted trees.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Health
26 May 2015

ANSWER:

The Andrews Government is committed to delivering the Barwon Health-North project for the residents of the
northern suburbs of Geelong.
To this end, officers from the Department of Health and Human Services have been working closely with Barwon
Health to progress this important piece of health infrastructure.
Capital planning consultants are currently finalising masterplanning for the Barwon Health-North facility based on
extensive user group consultation with Barwon Health staff. Detailed design and documentation will then be
undertaken prior to tendering the construction.
In addition, I am particularly pleased to confirm that the City of Greater Geelong has endorsed the masterplan for
Northern ARC which includes Barwon Health-North on this site. The Andrews Labor Government, the
Department of Health and Human Services, the City of Greater Geelong and Barwon Health have worked together
to finalise the location of this new facility, which will ensure Geelong North families can access the health care
they need closer to home.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
26 May 2015

ANSWER:

On behalf of the Minister, I can confirm that Mr Thwaites and Ms McLeod are not members of the selection panel
to shortlist, interview or nominate candidates for the Minister’s consideration.
As published on 3 June, the selection panel comprises:
– Craig Cook - former board member of Goulburn-Murray Water;
– Peter Wilson - Chair, Yarra Valley Water;
– Sonia Petering - board member Transport Accident Commission and former Chair, Rural Finance Commission;
– Peter Tuohey - President, Victorian Farmers Federation; and
– Eleanor Underwood - former Chair, South East Water and Melbourne Water.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Tierney
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
27 May 2015
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ANSWER:

The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) and Emergency Management Victoria
(EMV) will work with the community to build on the Inspector-General's recommendations.
During his review, the Inspector-General sought submissions from the Victorian public. He received 127 responses
from individuals and organisations. DELWP and EMV will be talking to experts and stakeholders to discuss the
report, test the recommendations and see what is most valuable to them and then build this into the government's
response. DELWP and EMV will also work with the Inspector-General to contact those that made submissions to
the review to discuss recommendations and the government's response process.
DELWP and EMV will take the report to a series of state and regional level stakeholder roundtables. These
conversations will be a key part of developing the government's response. In Western Victoria Region, DELWP
and EMV will engage with the Grampians Bushfire Management Roundtable. The Roundtable has worked with
DELWP for several years and has representation from a variety of industries and interest groups, including:
– Barengi Gadjin Land Council
– Central Victorian Apiarists Association
– CFA District 5 Serra Group
– CFA District 17 Grampians Group
– Friends of Grampians
– Glenelg Hopkins CMA
– Goulburn Wimmera Mallee Water
– Grampians Health
– Grampians Park Advisory Group
– Grampians Tourism
– Grampians Wine Growers
– Gunditj Mirring Traditional Owner Aboriginal Corporation
– Hamilton Field Naturalists
– Horsham City Council
– Landcare
– Martang Registered Aboriginal Party
– Parks Victoria
– Rural City of Ararat
– Southern Grampians Shire
– Victorian Climbers Club
– Victorian Farmers Federation
The Grampians Bushfire Management Roundtable will meet on 23 June to discuss the Inspector-General's report.
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There will also be a small number of engagement sessions with a cross-section of high bushfire risk communities
around Victoria. One of these will be held in the member's electorate, in Anglesea. This meeting is tentatively
scheduled for 29 June.

Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
28 May 2015

ANSWER:

Public Transport Victoria will soon commence consultation for the Network Development Plan - Regional
Victoria. As part of the plan, communities will have the opportunity to identify their travel needs and discuss
potential service solutions to meet local needs for travel both within regional Victoria and to Melbourne. Service
delivery solutions, such as sprinter trains between Shepparton and Seymour, can be considered as part of the
Network Development Plan - Regional Victoria.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Tourism and Major Events
28 May 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for your interest in Brae restaurant at Birregurra making the World's Best Restaurant Awards. Brae
placed 87th in the world.
I congratulate Brae on their success. To have Brae place 87th in the World's Best Restaurant Awards is a record
achievement for Victoria, reflecting our unique combination of innovative chefs and some of the freshest produce
in the world along with award winning wines, beers and ciders.
Brae has received significant recognition winning numerous awards including the Australian Gourmet Traveller
2015 New Restaurant of the Year, Regional Restaurant of the Year and The Age Good Food Guide 2015
Restaurant of the Year with Three hats. Brae also performed well in The Australian Financial Review Australia's
Top Restaurants, placing fourth. Victoria performed extremely well with a total of 37 restaurants in the Top 100 of
which 33 are Melbourne restaurants and four from Regional Victoria.
Food and wine is a key strength for Victoria, a critical component of the brand and a key driver of travel to the
state.
Tourism Victoria continues to profile food and wine as a prominent brand pillar of Victoria to international and
domestic visitors through its marketing activities by showcasing innovation, fresh local produce and stunning
regional settings.
Brae's recent success adds to Victoria's food and wine credentials and has been promoted across the following
marketing initiatives:
– Profiled in all of Tourism Victoria's public relations and social media channels achieving significant publicity for
the region both domestically and internationally.
– Tourism Victoria, with partners Tourism Australia, brought the Chair of the World's Top 50 restaurants and four
of the other international judges to Australia in November 2014 as part of the Restaurant Australia initiative (a
factor in this regional restaurant making it into the top 100 restaurants in the world in 2015).
– Tweeted by Tourism Victoria's @Melbourne handle to 100,000 followers and their networks. Coverage has also
appeared across Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.
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– Featured on the Best Restaurants page and in the restaurant highlights modules within Tourism Victoria's
consumer website visitvictoria.com.
– Furthermore, Victoria's food and wine experiences will be highlighted across branding and events associated
with the Australian Tourism Exchange (ATE) hosted in Melbourne from 21-25 June 2015. ATE brings together
Australia's tourism industry in a forum to showcase their products directly to tourism wholesalers and retailers
from around the world. It is also a unique opportunity for international travel Buyers to experience Victoria firsthand.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate
ministers.

Wednesday, 24 June 2015
Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Education
26 May 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government is committed to providing all government school students with access to modern and
fit-for-purpose school facilities. This includes planning and providing new schools in areas of growth, and
transferring relocatable buildings between schools to meet enrolment fluctuations.
The new primary school for South Melbourne will be built as a vertical school, with multiple-storey classrooms
allowing as much space as possible to be used for open play. As with other inner-city schools of limited site size,
nearby parks, sports grounds, recreational and community facilities will be used by the school to provide students
with the amenities they need for a full and balanced education.
The complexity of the South Melbourne project and its location within an old industrial area requires careful
planning, consultation with local government and community groups, and extensive soil works to ensure that the
site is ready for construction. Further project funding will be provided after the planning stage reaches completion.
With regard to asbestos in relocatable buildings at Port Melbourne Primary School, the porch floor of the facility in
question had the material removed and the area safely reinstated. An asbestos audit of the school was completed on
30 March 2015, and at this time, no further high-risk asbestos was identified. Removal of the remaining low risk
asbestos in the relocatable buildings will be completed in the forthcoming June-July school holidays.
The Government has provided $40 million in the recent State Budget to accelerate the replacement of old
relocatable buildings which contain asbestos. The buildings to be replaced will be prioritised over the coming
months, based on the amount of existing asbestos they may contain as well as their age and condition.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided $35 million to purchase 100 new relocatable buildings, including five
double-storey units. These buildings will be allocated to schools in accordance with enrolment need and site size.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Attorney-General
27 May 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government understands that the parents of very sick children who are currently using medicinal
cannabis as part of their medical treatment face dire circumstances and extremely difficult choices.
In the current case, the complex legal and medical issues relating to the use of medicinal cannabis are still under
review. The reference the government has made to the Victorian Law Reform Commission on the issue of
medicinal cannabis is a crucial step in the government’s aim of allowing legal access to medicinal cannabis in
exceptional circumstances. The Commission’s final report is due by 31 August 2015.
Seeking the agreement of the Chief Commissioner to an amnesty, which of necessity would require strict eligibility
criteria, would appear to pre-empt the outcomes of the Commission’s report. In particular, the report will provide
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important guidance to the government on matters such as how to identify patients who should be permitted in
exceptional circumstances to access medicinal cannabis, and what special considerations may justify access by
persons aged under 18 years who lack the capacity to consent.
The government also anticipates that it would be difficult to implement such an amnesty in practice. Police officers
would be required effectively to investigate each case to determine the eligibility of the persons involved and guard
against any persons who wished to take advantage of the amnesty’s legal protections, but did not meet its criteria.
In April, the government announced that Victorians suffering terminal illnesses or life-threatening conditions will
be able to participate in medicinal cannabis clinical trials being conducted by the NSW Government.
These trials will help to enhance the evidence around medicinal cannabis, and will form an important part of the
overarching work the Victorian Government is doing to legalise medicinal cannabis for use in exceptional
circumstances.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
28 May 2015

ANSWER:

A well-resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community engagement and policing, is critical to
keeping communities safe.
This is why in the 2015-16 State Budget, the government provided $148.6 million to recruit, train and deploy 400
custody officers to initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria. The custody officers
may be progressively deployed to other locations over time, depending on resourcing needs and allocation of
resources by Victoria Police, allowing police officers to return to the frontline where they belong.
The roll out of custody officers will begin this year, with 400 more police to be progressively released to focus on
tackling crime and keeping the community safe. Custody officers will initially work at the following police
stations: Sunshine, Dandenong, Heidelberg, Ballarat, Geelong and Broadmeadows.
The residents of Ballarat receive a 24-hour police response from across the Ballarat Police Service Area. Work is
progressing on the new Ballarat West Police Station. The tender for construction of the building was recently
advertised and the tender applications closed on 17 June 2015. It is expected that construction will commence later
this year following the selection of a successful tender, with work to be completed by mid 2016.
During the twelve months to 31 March 2015, the number of offences recorded in the Ballarat Local Government
Area decreased by 1.6 per cent. Property and deception offences decreased by 13.1 per cent, with notable decreases
in property damage, theft and deception offences. Public order and security offences also recorded a decrease of
10.7 per cent. While crimes against the person offences increased overall, there was a 9.4 per cent decrease in
assault and related offences.
The government is working with the Acting Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately
resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence and the use of
Ice and other illicit drugs. In supporting rural and regional communities across Victoria, the government also
provided $11.5 million to deliver on its commitment for a new encrypted digital radio network and new radios.
The upgrade will enable police working in regional areas to communicate more securely, preventing members of
the public from listening in on police operations.
Actions to address the key drivers of crime were also announced in the recent State Budget with the government
investing $81.3 million to boost family violence support services and protect victims, including $40 million for the
Royal Commission into Family Violence and $4 million to support stakeholder engagement.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 24 June 2015

COUNCIL

2101

I visited the Ballarat Police Station in January to discuss the impact Ice is having on regional Victoria. On 5 March
2015, the Andrews Government released the Ice Action Plan, which was developed on the advice of the Premier’s
Ice Action Taskforce. The government’s new investment of $45.5 million, also outlined in the 2015-16 State
Budget, focuses on priority initiatives to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is ruining lives.
Under the plan, the government will spend $18 million over four years to expand drug and rehabilitation services
especially in rural Victoria, helping to address the disproportionate impacts that Ice is having on rural and regional
communities. A new Ice Help Line will be set up to support rural families, service providers and other community
members as part of a $4.7 million investment in broader community support services.
The government has also recently announced a total of $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses and to maintain
the current level of 100,000 roadside random drug testing per year for the next two years.
Local police initiatives to tackle crime associated with illegal drugs includes the ‘I Wish I’d Locked It’ campaign
encouraging people to lock their homes and vehicles. Victoria Police is also piloting a Policing for Prevention
initiative at Ballarat by using an evidenced based approach to policing aimed at preventing crime and meeting the
needs of victims through targeted face-to-face interactions with police.
I am assured by the Acting Chief Commissioner of Police that the allocation of police resources across Victoria is
continuously monitored by respective command officers, with a view to maintaining an optimum law enforcement
response.
The government understands the impact of crime has on local communities and believes that a comprehensive and
multi-layered approach needs to be taken to preventing crime. One of the most important approaches to keeping
the communities safe is to provide young people with opportunities to encourage them to make positive choices for
their future, through education, training, jobs and appropriate support, instead of being caught in a cycle of crime
and incarceration.

Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O'Donohue
Minister for Police
10 June 2015

ANSWER:

The government recognises that a well resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community
engagement and policing, is critical to keeping communities safe.
The government understands the impact crime has on local businesses and residents, and believes that a
comprehensive and multi-layered approach needs to be taken to prevent crime. One of the most important
approaches to keeping our communities safe is to provide young people with opportunities to encourage them to
make positive choices for their future, through education, training, jobs and appropriate support, instead of being
caught in a cycle of crime and incarceration.
This is why, in the 2015-16 State Budget the Government provided $148.6 million to recruit, train and deploy 400
custody officers to initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria. The custody officers
may be progressively deployed to other locations over time, depending on resourcing needs and allocation of
resources by Victoria Police, allowing police officers to return to the frontline where they belong.
The roll out of custody officers will begin this year, with 400 more police to be progressively released to focus on
tackling crime and keeping the community safe. Custody officers will initially work at the following police
stations: Sunshine, Dandenong, Heidelberg, Ballarat, Geelong and Broadmeadows.
The government is working with the Acting Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately
resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence and the use of
Ice and other illicit drugs. These issues remain a focus for Victoria Police.
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Actions to address these key drivers of crime were also announced in the 2015-2016 State Budget with the
Government investing $81.3 million, including $40 million for the Royal Commission into Family Violence and $4
million to support stakeholder engagement. The Royal Commission will explore solutions for preventing and
identifying strategies to strengthen Victoria’s response to family violence. The Royal Commission’s work began in
February 2015 to investigate the entire support system from the ground up, and to report by early 2016.
On 5 March 2015, the Government released the Ice Action Plan which was developed on the advice of the
Premier’s Ice Action Taskforce. The Government’s new investment of $45.5 million, also outlined in the 20152016 State Budget, focuses on priority initiatives to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is ruining
lives.
Under the plan, the government will spend $18 million over four years to expand drug and rehabilitation services.
A new Ice Help Line will be set up to support families, service providers and other community members as part of
a $4.7 million investment in broader community support services.
The government is also investing $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses and to maintain the current level of
100,000 roadside random drug tests per year for the next two years, taking more alcohol and drug affected people
off our roads.
The State Budget also announced the Government’s investment of $4.5 million to help police track down and close
clandestine drug labs more quickly by hiring additional forensic scientists for the Forensic Drug Branch.
While the government determines the level of funding required to resource Victoria Police, the Acting Chief
Commissioner of Police is responsible for determining how such resources are allocated, based on assessed
operational need.
Victoria Police has introduced an operational safety policy to enhance the safety and wellbeing of all employees.
The safety policy was developed in consultation with police officers and The Police Association and focuses on
operational safety equipment, single officer activities and the security of marked police vehicles.
Police are encouraged to conduct risk assessments before and throughout their duties and apply a consistent and
common sense approach when responding to operational duties and responsibilities.
Victoria Police advises that there will be no reduction in patrols or police response and Executive Command will
continue to evaluate the impact of these measures.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
27 May 2015

ANSWER:

While it is interesting that the member is so willing to assume that his Liberal colleagues will be defeated at the
next federal election, the Victorian Government is not in a position to pre-empt the result. Regardless of who wins
the next federal election, we will consider the specific implications for Victorians of all federal legislation, just as
we have taken account of the devastating cuts that the Abbott Government have made to health, education, local
governments and more. I note that the federal Coalition has not compensated families of small businesses in
Melbourne's West for those cuts.

Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O'Donohue
Minister for Education
28 May 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
The Budget focuses primarily on funding our election commitments, and these we will deliver in full throughout
this term of government. In relation to Wonthaggi and Koo Wee Rup, no election commitment was made by the
Labor Party. An inaccurate statement was published in a newspaper, which was later clarified and corrected.
The funding provided through the Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will
continue to invest in education infrastructure throughout this term of government.
The capital needs of all schools will continue to be monitored when determining priorities for future Budget
funding, and this means working closely with communities across the state, including those of Wonthaggi and Koo
Wee Rup.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
28 May 2015

ANSWER:

The location of the Indian Cultural Precinct will be determined in consultation with the Indian community and
relevant experts.
An eight member advisory panel has been established to provide recommendations to me, in my capacity as the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. The Panel comprises key representatives from the Indian community across
Melbourne, as well as an expert in Urban Planning.
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As agreed by the Panel, three community consultations and an independent feasibility study will be undertaken to
determine the precinct location. The community consultations will be held in Dandenong, Melbourne CBD and
Werribee.
Following the Panel’s first meeting in May, five possible locations, including Dandenong are being considered for
further consideration.
The recommended location will need to be supported by the local council, traders association and local community.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Health
10 June 2015

ANSWER:

The Department of Health & Human Services has established the Departmental Advisory Committee on Blood
Borne Viruses and Sexually Transmissible Infections to provide strategic advice on implementation of the five
national strategies for blood borne viruses and sexually transmissible infections in Victoria.
Through this Committee, sector-wide consultations were held for hepatitis B in 2014 and HIV in 2015. A further
three consultations are currently being co-ordinated for hepatitis C, sexually transmissible infections and Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander blood borne viruses and sexual health.
The consultations bring together affected communities, clinicians, community organisations, researchers and policy
makers to consider primary prevention, vaccination, increasing rates of treatment, and the lived experience of living
with blood borne viruses.
The consultations are expected to be completed by the end of July 2015. At their conclusion, strategic priorities to
guide the Victorian response to blood borne viruses and sexually transmissible infections will be considered by the
Government.
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Tuesday, 23 June 2015
Clyde Road, Berwick
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

24 February 2015

REPLY:
I appreciate that the concerns you raise about the Clyde Road intersection with the Pakenham rail line are a source
of frustration for local residents. I would appreciate the opportunity to see first-hand the peak hour congestion that
people are experiencing, and look forward to making a mutually convenient time to meet with you.

Renewable energy
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

24 February 2015

REPLY:
Over the previous 12 months, the federal Renewable Energy Target’s (RET) scheme was surrounded by
uncertainty. This halted investment and cost jobs in renewable energy across Australia. As the Representative for
Western Victoria has noted, the job losses at Keppel Prince Engineering last year are one example of the impact of
this uncertainty on Victoria.
Uncertainty is now being replaced with mediocrity, with the Federal Government proposing to reduce the size of
the large scale component of RET from 41 000GWh in 2020 to 33 000GWh.
Although this change is the result of a compromise between the Federal Government and Opposition, it should be
remembered the bipartisan deal to create the current RET in 2009 was negotiated in partnership with the States and
Territories. This deal involved States and Territories shutting down their own RET-style schemes and merging
them into the expanded national target. This was formalised through legislation, which prohibited States and
Territories from maintaining their own schemes in addition to the RET. Since the 2009 deal is now effectively
broken, the Victorian Government is calling on the Federal Government to once again enable States and Territories
to operate their own RET-style schemes.
Beyond the RET, the Victorian Government will focus on opportunities that take advantage of Victoria’s
renewable resources to build a strong sustainable energy industry, contribute to our economy, generate
employment, deliver health and social benefits and reduce our environment impact.
For example, the Victorian Government has reduced the exclusion zone around wind farms from two kilometres
(km) to one km and returned primary responsibility for wind farm planning decisions to the Minister for Planning.
These policies promote investment in wind farms, through improving the planning approval process and by making
it easier to build wind farms near local townships.
We are supporting local community renewable energy projects. The Victorian Government is providing $200 000
to the Newstead 2021 community group to develop a master plan for transitioning the town to 100 per cent
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renewable energy by 2017. The Victorian Government is also providing $100 000 from the Fund to help the
Macedon Ranges Sustainability Group convert the Black Forest Timber Mill in Woodend to solar power.
Finally, the Victorian Government will also establish a $20 million New Energy Jobs Fund and a Renewable
Energy Action Plan. The New Energy Jobs Fund will offer support to community groups and businesses
specialising in developing renewable energy projects. The Renewable Energy Action Plan will set out a series of
initiatives aimed at growing Victorian’s renewable energy industry.

LGBTI community
Raised with:

Minister for Equality

Raised by:

Ms Shing

Raised on:

16 April 2015

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for raising this important issue, and I would also like to
acknowledge the parliamentary friends of LGBTI Victorians group, it is heartening to know that support for
LGBTI Victorians extends across the house.
The Victorian Government is fulfilling its commitment to equality, with the 2015-16 Victorian Budget committing
$10 million in initiatives towards ensuring LGBTI Victorians have the respect, inclusion, health and happiness to
which all Victorians are entitled.
This budget invests $3.2 million to establish and resource Australia’s first dedicated Equality portfolio within the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. This includes the creation of a Gender and Sexuality Commissioner, an
LGBTI Taskforce and a program of reform to remove discrimination from our laws and services.
Victoria’s new Gender and Sexuality Commissioner will promote the rights of LGBTI people and champion
LGBTI-inclusive practices across government and the community.
The LGBTI Taskforce–with a Health and Human Services Working Group and a Justice Working Group–will be a
whole of government advisory group ensuring that all the Government’s equality initiatives are driven by genuine
community consultation.
The Budget also includes $5.9 million to fund programs that promote the mental health and wellbeing of LGBTI
Victorians. This includes funding for Minus18, Australia’s largest youth-led LGBTI organisation.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the outstanding work of Minus18, and say what a great
pleasure it was to attend their Same Sex and Gender Diverse Formal with the Member for Eastern Victoria. Seeing
so many young people looking forward to their futures was a happy reminder of the importance of my work as
Minister for Equality.
In addition to this, the Safe Schools Coalition will receive an extra $1 million so all Victorian government
secondary schools can access teacher training and resources to support LGBTI students.
The government has also moved to repeal section 19A of the Crimes Act, which specifically criminalises the
transmission of HIV. Section 19A only added to the burden of stigma faced by people living with HIV, while doing
nothing to protect the health and safety of all Victorians. Stigma has repeatedly been demonstrated to do damage to
mental and physical health and overall wellbeing. The promotion of good mental health and wellbeing requires its
removal.
The Government has also commenced a review of adoption laws to remove discrimination against same-sex
couples and, in a landmark gesture for equality and respect, Daniel Andrews became the first Premier to lead
Melbourne’s annual Pride March in February for its 20th anniversary.
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Government contracts
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Dr Carling-Jenkins

Raised on:

5 May 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to transparent and accountable government, and putting the interests of
Victorians first.
On 15 April 2015, the Government signed a Heads of Agreement with the East West Link consortium, honouring
its election commitment to not proceed with East West Link and pay no compensation to the East West Link
consortium.
The consortium was awarded $339 million for costs incurred during the bid process, design and pre-construction
phase.
The Government has also delivered on its commitment to publicly release the East West Link Business Case and
the contract.
The contract has been provided to Parliament and is available on the Premier’s website. Consistent with
Partnerships Victoria’s guidelines for public private partnerships, some confidential information, including personal
and commercially sensitive information, has been redacted. This is to ensure that the State and East West Connect
are not disadvantaged in future commercial negotiations.
The Government agrees that transparency surrounding infrastructure projects is important. To support this, the
Government is establishing Infrastructure Victoria.
Infrastructure Victoria will identify Victoria’s infrastructure needs and provide independent advice on infrastructure
priorities and investment options. The Government has committed to making this advice public and responding to it
in a timely manner.
Work to establish Infrastructure Victoria is being led by the Department of Premier and Cabinet and is progressing
well. Legislation equipping Infrastructure Victoria to undertake its functions will be brought before Parliament in
the coming months.
On 20 February 2015, the Government released the revised Market Proposal Interim Guideline. Under this
Guideline, market-led proposals will be subject to a five-stage assessment process ensuring they demonstrate
benefits to the community, align with Victoria’s priorities and offer value-for-money for Victorians.
Key changes in the revised Guideline include a more comprehensive assessment of proposals, including both
quantitative and qualitative analysis, provision for third-party verification and greater transparency in relation to
proposals being assessed by government.
The Government will uphold the highest level of integrity, probity and transparency in assessing all market-led
proposals.
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Vaughan-Tarilta bridge
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

5 May 2015

REPLY:
The Federal Government provides direct funding to local Councils for the maintenance of local roads and bridges
such as the Vaughan-Tarilta Bridge. These programs include the Roads to Recovery Program and the Bridge
Renewal Program. The Federal Government also provides Financial Assistance Grants to local Councils that can
be used for roads and general purposes.
The Victorian Government recognises that bridges play an important role in the connection and prosperity of rural
towns and communities, and has guaranteed funding of at least $1 billion over eight years for the upgrade and
repair of unsafe and congested roads and level crossings across regional Victoria.
As part of this commitment, the Victorian Government recently announced funding of $42.8 million, which in
partnership with the Federal Government will enable strengthening of 52 bridges on major regional freight
corridors around the State.

Midfield Group
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

5 May 2015

REPLY:
In the case of the Midfield Group’s proposals to develop a $50 million milk processing facility and a $13.1 million
freezing and cold storage facility in the West Warrnambool Industrial Precinct, I used my ministerial power of
intervention, available under the Planning and Environment Act 1987, to implement the recommendations of an
independent planning panel and expedite approval of these developments.
The former Minister for Planning declined a request from Warrnambool City Council to act as planning authority
for amendments for these developments advising council that they could be assessed through a council
administered planning scheme amendment process.
Council acted on this advice and exhibited Warrnambool Planning Scheme Amendments C94 and C96 for the
Midfield projects in August-September 2014. The independent planning panel’s report, that assessed the
submissions received on the amendments and the planning merits of the development proposals, was publicly
released by council on 21 April 2015.
My intervention in these matters, through my approval of Amendment C199 to the Warrnambool Planning
Scheme, was necessary to provide certainty in planning process and secure a major investment for Warrnambool
and the Great South Coast Region.
These developments are of critical importance to the dairy and meat processing industries of south west Victoria
and will contribute to State Labor’s plan to create 100 000 jobs, encourage investment and retain local production
and labour.
I acted quickly to put the necessary approvals in place once I received correspondence from the Warrnambool City
Council on 30 April 2015 confirming it had not changed its earlier resolution for the Minister for Planning to lead
the decision making process for these projects.
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My decision on 4 May 2015 to approve the Amendment C199 was informed by the independent expert advice of
the planning panel.
The Planning and Environment Act 1987 also provides ministerial powers of expedition of the planning scheme
amendment process. Should a planning authority fail to administer the amendment process in a timely manner, the
minister can by notice in writing direct a planning authority to take certain steps within a specified timeframe. If the
planning authority fails to take a required step, the minister may then become the planning authority and progress
the amendment to a conclusion.
Existing planning processes need to be more consistent, avoid duplication and provide greater certainty over
timelines and accountabilities.
We also need improve the capacity to tailor assessment requirements to the type of proposal and scale of associated
risks. Based on full disclosure and transparent processes, this would allow a focus on the quality of risk based
assessment, not process for process sake.

Doncaster rail line
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Dunn

Raised on:

7 May 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving public transport for all Victorians. The recent State
Budget included the biggest investment in public transport in Victoria’s history, with almost $20 billion worth of
major transport investment to get people home to their families safer and sooner.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to removing 50 of Melbourne’s most dangerous and congested
level crossings and commences construction of Melbourne Metro Rail project. The Andrews Labor Government
took both of those commitments to the election and both are essential in order to relieve congestion in Melbourne.
Respectively, the RACV and Infrastructure Australia deem these to be of the highest priority. Therefore, the
Andrews Labor Government will be delivering these essential projects and work has commences on both.
Administering a transit network on road and rail requires careful assessment of which projects must be completed
first.
The biggest barrier to congestion alleviation across the public transport network is the capacity of trains to enter the
city. The existing city loop is at full capacity. The Melbourne Metro Rail Project is required to unlock this capacity
before further network expansions, including rail to Doncaster, can be considered.

Gatwick Private Hotel
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Fitzherbert

Raised on:

7 May 2015

REPLY:
I thank Ms Fitzherbert for the matter raised regarding the well-being of tenants at the Gatwick Hotel.
The Andrews Labour Government has identified that the Gatwick Private Hotel has a significant number of people
presenting at the hotel with complex needs.
Without a co-ordinated housing and support pathway, residents’ welfare cannot be effectively addressed.
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While recognising that the Gatwick is a privately run business, the Victorian Government is keen to improve access
for tenants to relevant health and housing support services.
The Government’s election commitment recognises that a co-ordination of health and housing support services is
required to better address individual tenant needs.
Improved coordination of services will involve:
– ensuring ongoing health supports are available for people residing at the Gatwick including the regular
inter-agency provision of General Practitioner and nursing services, mental health, dental, podiatry, Needle and
Syringe programs and other alcohol and drugs support services;
– referral to specialist and secondary health and wellbeing services;
– assistance to apply for social housing;
– providing secondary consultations for housing and support agencies; and
– providing practical support for residents to move from the Gatwick to long-term, affordable accommodation.
Discussions are ongoing between the owners and St Kilda Community Housing and the department has encouraged
the owners to meet and discuss a way forward.
The Government’s funding commitment will also enable St Kilda Community Housing to improve shared facilities
and rooms at Gatwick hotel that impact on tenant well-being (including improved security, upgraded bathrooms,
new heating etc.)

Retail tenancies legislation
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

7 May 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government acknowledges the difficulties facing Mr and Mrs Heller.
I understand that Mr and Mrs Heller have previously corresponded with the Victorian government that they
recently wrote to the Attorney-General raising the issue of an ex-gratia payment with him. I do not wish to
pre-empt the Attorney-General’s response to the Heller’s correspondence.
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting small business by removing red tape, supporting local jobs,
and giving small business a voice at the heart of Government. We are also protecting small businesses that lease
commercial property by repealing sections of the Estate Agents (Exemption) Regulations 2014 that put tenants at
an unfair disadvantage in property negotiations.
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Werribee Mercy Hospital
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

26 May 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government provided a significant investment of $85 million in the 2015-16 state budget to
expand the acute services at the Werribee Mercy Hospital in Werribee.
The Department of Health & Human Services is working with Mercy Health on significant planning and is
currently assembling the management and capital consultant teams to deliver this project.
The expanded acute facilities will provide 64 additional inpatient beds, eight new critical care beds, six new
operating theatres together with a new central sterilisation supply department, staff support and associated plant
areas.
The new four-level expansion will be located on top of the Catherine McAuley sub-acute facility (two levels)
recently completed in February 2014 resulting in an integrated six-level facility.
Construction will commence in mid-2016, with the expanded services targeted to be available from mid-2018.
This will ensure that local residents in the rapidly growing Werribee area can receive high-quality care closer to
home.

Avondale Heights development
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

26 May 2015

REPLY:
On 26 May, Moonee Valley City Council, as the responsible planning authority, issued a Notice of Decision to
grant a planning permit, subject to conditions, for 135 townhouses on the Kangan TAFE Site.
This decision was made following a thorough consultation process and the approved number of dwellings and
storeys are consistent with the November 2011 commitment made by the former Minister for Planning, Matthew
Guy.
Australand and Places Victoria responded to community concerns about the original proposal for the site and the
current design halves the original number of homes and caps development at two storeys.
The design provides appropriate public open space that connects to existing community facilities and addresses
concerns about traffic congestion and parking.
Significant consultation with Moonee Valley City Council and the community and residents was undertaken to
inform the approved plan with information sessions held in July 2014 and February 2015.
I am satisfied that there is no need to intervene in this matter, however if any party disagrees with the council
decision, then VCAT is the appropriate forum to consider the matter further.
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East Beach, Port Fairy
Raised with:

Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

26 May 2015

REPLY:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning has briefed me on this matter and staff will continue to
work closely with Moyne Shire Council officers on the long term protection of the coastal area at Port Fairy
including the tip site that you referred to.
The Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water commits to visit Port Fairy and meet with
representatives of Moyne Shire Council to discuss options for the protection of the tip site. You would be welcome
to join that meeting.
I understand that Moyne Shire Council will be inviting the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water to
a Summit that it intends to hold in August this year to focus on the management of coastal erosion at locations such
as Port Fairy.

Ice rehabilitation facilities
Raised with:

Minister for Mental Health

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

26 May 2015

REPLY:
As Chair of the Parliamentary Inquiry, Mr Ramsay would well know the dramatic increase in methamphetamine
use across the state over the past 4 years, and the lack of action that was taken to address this scourge by the
previous Government.
It is important to have a drug treatment system that can support people recovering from a wide range of substance
and/or poly drug use.
The Victorian Government recognises that the complex and wide-ranging issues associated with ice require a
special focus. This is why, based on the recommendations of the very Inquiry Mr Ramsay chaired, we convened
the Ice Action Taskforce and subsequently released our Ice Action Plan in our first 100 days of government. We
did in 100 days, what the previous Government could not do in 4 years.
We are particularly heartened to see the Federal Government follow the Andrews Labor Government’s lead, acting
on this issue. We look forward to the Federal Government committing more funds to treatment services in Victoria.
We do note, however, that the only formal National Ice Taskforce forum in Victoria happened in Mildura. It is with
concern that we note there was no formal consultation in areas of concern like Melton, Bacchus Marsh, Gippsland,
Goulburn Valley, or Geelong.
The Andrews Labor Government Ice Action Plan included $45.5 million of new investments with an emphasis on
supporting families living with the impacts of ice misuse.
The Ice Action Plan includes $18 million to expand drug services allowing more people to get the help they need. It
is expected that this funding will deliver services for at least 500 clients per annum when fully operational.
This investment will focus on establishing innovative community rehabilitation services in rural and regional
communities. Greater Geelong has been identified as a potential priority area for investment. Suitably qualified
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providers of funded alcohol develop and deliver programs, and relevant services providers in the Geelong area are
among those who have been invited to submit a proposal.
Community based rehabilitation programs enable participants to maintain connections with family, friends and
community throughout the rehabilitation period. Emerging international and local evidence is showing that
intensive non-residential rehabilitation models are demonstrating effective outcomes for some alcohol and drug
clients, including those for whom methamphetamine is their primary drug of concern.
The Government will continue to support those affected by this and other drugs, and is working with affected
communities on further solutions that can help fight this scourge of ice.

Port of Geelong
Raised with:

Minister for Ports

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

26 May 2015

REPLY:
The Port of Geelong is Victoria’s largest bulk cargo port and plays an important role in the Geelong regional
economy and in meeting the supply chain needs of producers and exporters in the North and West of Victoria. The
Victorian Government values the strong and diverse commercial port network in Victoria.
Key features of the transaction to lease the Port of Melbourne should provide assurance to the Geelong community
that their interests will be protected. These are:
– the Vessel Traffic Service which manages access through the shared channel in Port Phillip Bay will remain the
responsibility of the Victorian Government;
– the proposed price monitoring framework will expand and strengthen the current regulatory framework, and will
be administered by the independent Essential Services Commission;
– the regulatory framework will not allow the Lessee to discriminate between users of the shared channel on the
basis of port or berth; and
– a CPI price cap will be in place for a minimum of 15 years.
In addition to this, the Government has recently indicated its commitment to the Murray Basin Rail Project, which
will standardise key freight routes from the Murray Basin region to the Port of Geelong. This project will support
more efficient supply chains and contribute to the thriving business of the Port of Geelong.

Sports funding
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

27 May 2015

REPLY:
The Government is committed to improving sports and recreation facilities for all Victorians. The 2015-16 Budget
provides $76.4 million for the Sport and Recreation output in 2015-16 (Budget Paper No. 3, page 265). Funding for
the Country Football Netball Program, Shooting Sports Facilities Program and for projects committed under the
Strategic sporting infrastructure program (whilst not separately itemised in the 2015-16 Budget) is contained within
the Sport and Recreation total output cost.
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The 2015-16 Budget establishes a new Community Sports Infrastructure Fund. The Community Sports
Infrastructure Fund provides a four year commitment totalling $100 million to councils and community sports
clubs, and includes upgrade of buildings, change rooms and training facilities to increase sporting participation in
the community.

Challenge Family Violence
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

27 May 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has embarked on Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence and
allocated $81.3 million in new funding in the 2015-16 State Budget to support its work and address the tragedy of
family violence.
The Royal Commission’s terms of reference include a specific focus on strategies to prevent family violence. It has
consulted with stakeholders and received many submissions about strategies to prevent family violence in our
community, including from those organisations that have received funding under the Reducing Violence Against
Women and their Children grants program.
The government has committed to implement the Royal Commission’s recommendations, and further investment
in prevention initiatives will be guided by the Commission’s findings.
A key objective of the grants program was to provide funding over three years to pilot specific projects to help
build the evidence base for primary prevention and early intervention initiatives. Under the terms of funding, grant
funds were allocated to an independent evaluation of each project. I am pleased that the early learnings from the
projects are being shared with the Royal Commission, and expect that the final evaluation reports will provide a
valuable resource to the Government in implementing the Royal Commission’s recommendations.
In the interim, the existing programs continue to be funded through to the end of December 2015 and each
organisation has developed plans to ensure the sustainability of key aspects of the work following the conclusion of
the funding period.

Victorian Racing Industry Fund
Raised with:

Minister for Racing

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

27 May 2015

REPLY:
The Government recognises the importance of a vibrant and strong racing industry that contributes over
$2.8 billion annually in economic activity to Victoria and has more than 114 000 people directly involved as
employees and participants.
The Government’s Plan to Keep Victorian Racing Strong outlined a number of key initiatives to further grow and
strengthen all three Victorian racing codes, including the renewal of the Victorian Racing Industry Fund (VRIF) for
a further four years.
The VRIF will continue to support the racing industry to improve racing and training infrastructure and customer
facilities at thoroughbred, harness and greyhound venues, particularly in regional Victoria, for projects and
initiatives that further stimulate and grow Victoria’s racing industry.
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The Government has demonstrated its commitment to country clubs by providing $5 million to Racing Victoria
and the Pakenham Racing Club to install track lighting for night racing at the new Pakenham racecourse
(Racing.com Park), recently opened at Tynong.
The VRIF has also provided vital funding support to smaller country clubs at Camperdown and Mortlake by
upgrading their judges towers and broadcast facilities.
Country racing is the lifeblood of the industry and attracting patrons to racing events, such as Warrnambool
Greyhound Racing Club’s ‘Rock n Race’ Night, Bendigo Harness Racing Club’s Horse Extravaganza and
Community Night and the Snow Day at Ballarat, have been supported through the VRIF Raceday Attraction
Program (RAP).
The RAP helps support racing clubs engage with their local communities and to attract tourists to showcase their
region. These events play a vital role in generating an economic stimulus for local communities and their
hospitality and tourism industries.

Family violence
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

28 May 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has embarked on Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence and
allocated $81.3 million in new funding in the 2015-16 State Budget to support its work and address the tragedy of
family violence.
The Royal Commission’s terms of reference include a specific focus on strategies to prevent family violence. It has
consulted with stakeholders and received many submissions about strategies to prevent family violence in our
community, including from those organisations that have received funding under the Reducing Violence Against
Women and their Children grants program.
The government has committed to implement the Royal Commission’s recommendations, and further investment
in prevention initiatives will be guided by the Commission’s findings.
A key objective of the grants program was to provide funding over three years to pilot specific projects to help
build the evidence base for primary prevention and early intervention initiatives. Under the terms of funding, grant
funds were allocated to an independent evaluation of each project. I am pleased that the early learnings from the
projects are being shared with the Royal Commission, and expect that the final evaluation reports will provide a
valuable resource to the Government in implementing the Royal Commission’s recommendations.
In the interim, the existing programs continue to be funded through to the end of December 2015 and each
organisation has developed plans to ensure the sustainability of key aspects of the work following the conclusion of
the funding period.
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Wednesday, 24 June 2015
Emerald Secondary College
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

27 May 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
Providing an inclusive education system that supports the learning of all Victorian students is a priority for the
Labor Government. This is why we announced, in the Budget, a $10 million “inclusive schools package” that will
increase infrastructure and equipment support to students with disabilities. The initiatives contained within this
package will ensure that students with special needs are able to access educational opportunities on the same basis
as their non-disabled peers.
I am also pleased to hear of the positive feedback concerning Emerald Secondary College’s capital works project.
The school’s $1.5 million Budget allocation for upgrades and modernisations will include the replacement of
portable classrooms used by special needs students with purpose-built facilities.
The funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and
we will continue to invest in education infrastructure throughout this term of government. I look forward to visiting
Emerald Secondary College shortly to meet with school leaders to discuss these exciting upgrades.

Victorian Managed Insurance Authority
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

28 May 2015

REPLY:
VMIA provides insurance and risk management services to a wide range of Victorian public sector entities. It also
manages domestic building insurance within Victoria. VMIA collects premiums from its clients to meet the cost of
claims on insurance policies and cover its operating expenses. The vast majority of its premiums come from
Government departments and agencies which are funded out of the State Budget.
VMIA prices its premiums at “break-even” plus a small capital charge. In calculating “break-even” VMIA assesses
a range of factors including the risk exposure and expected claims for the risk being insured and expected
investment earnings on the premium. The payment of a dividend by the VMIA will have no impact on premiums
charged.
Recently, a combination of good claims management, benign weather, and risk improvements have resulted in
lower than expected claims. These factors, together with higher than expected investment earnings, have created a
substantial surplus.
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As noted above, the ultimate source of the vast majority of VMIA’s premium income is the State as Parliament
allocates funds to departments by way of Appropriation. It is thus for government to decide how any VMIA surplus
is distributed. VMIA will be in a position to meet the dividend commitments and still stay within its preferred
accounting funding ratio range.

Crime prevention
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Ms Bath

Raised on:

10 June 2015

REPLY:
The Parliamentary Secretary for Justice is currently leading a review of the Victorian Government’s approach to
crime prevention. This includes meeting with a range of organisations to discuss crime prevention programs to help
inform options for future evidence-based strategies and initiatives within the Justice & Regulation portfolio.
In the interim the Andrews Labor Government has delivered a fresh injection of $5.8 million to the Community
Crime Prevention Program while the review takes place.
This money is supporting the following funding streams:
– Public Safety Infrastructure Fund–larger grants for councils of up to $250 000 that use urban design and
technology such as CCTV and lighting to improve safety in public places.
– Graffiti prevention and removal, continuing a program begun by Labor in 2005.
– The Community Safety Fund–grants of up to $10 000 for councils and community groups to implement locally
based crime prevention projects.
– Place-based grants for crime hotspots–piloting new grants for places of high crime and disadvantage, with an
emphasis on evidence-based projects involving youth, Koori and culturally and linguistically diverse groups.
There is a very broad opportunity for community organisations to access grant funding under these programs.
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Thursday, 25 June 2015
Box Hill Institute
Raised with:

Minister for Training and Skills

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

27 May 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Thank you for your ongoing interest and support for local TAFEs.
As you know, the former Liberal Government’s savage cuts to TAFE funding compounded Victoria’s skyrocketing
unemployment rates which had a devastating impact on training in Victoria.
Constant and repeated changes to subsidy rates left TAFE institutes in financial turmoil. Under the former Liberal
Government, TAFEs were forced into mergers out of financial desperation. Campuses were closed. Courses were
cut. Fees skyrocketed. Thousands of jobs were lost in TAFE institutes.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to repairing the damage of the former Liberal Government by
focussing on growing jobs, increasing productivity and rebuilding TAFEs.
In this year’s budget, I was pleased to provide a $350 million investment in TAFE and training throughout Victoria.
Through the $300 million TAFE Rescue Fund we are providing $100 million in capital funding and $200 million
to assist TAFEs meet their Community Service Obligations.
The budget also provides a further $50 million through the TAFE Back to Work Fund. This fund will support
TAFEs to build capability and industry partnerships in the six growth sectors of the economy identified by the
Government’s Back to Work Plan.
I was delighted to recently visit Box Hill Institute and announce that they were successful in their application for
$4.7 million to deliver the Jobs Engagement Team-3D Manufacturing and Cyber Security Initiative.
This initiative will support strategic collaboration and partnerships with industry groups and employers and will
address the shortage of skilled workers in the growing 3D manufacturing industry and the demand for workforce
skills within the expanding field of cyber-security.
Whilst the $50 million TAFE Back to Work Fund will immediately inject $4.7 million into Box Hill Institute, I am
pleased to advise you that over the life of this project, my department advises Box Hill Institute will receive further
funding under VTG for this project.
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Autism services
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Bath

Raised on:

28 May 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government’s Special Needs Plan for Victorian Schools (the Special Needs Plan) was announced in
November 2014. The Plan is a comprehensive suite of initiatives that will increase the capacity of schools to
support students with special needs, including children and young people with an Autism Spectrum Disorder.
Under the Special Needs Plan, it will be a condition of teacher registration with the Victorian Institute of Teaching
that all new teachers are to have completed a special needs component as part of their tertiary studies. Existing
teachers will also be required to undertake special needs training as part of their ongoing professional development.
In addition, online professional learning modules that focus on supporting students with specific disabilities and
learning difficulties, including Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) are available to all teachers and schools. Take up
of this training has been strong and it is free for all schools. Each course provides knowledge and skills that
teachers require and has four main elements: understanding, assessment for learning, interventions and case studies.
Teachers are supported by an online tutor to participate in the course.
The Department also provides scholarships in the Graduate Diploma of Teaching students with Autism Spectrum
Disorder and support and advice for teachers from the Department’s allied health professionals.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 23 June 2015
Equality
525.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality):
(1)
(2)

How many staff are employed within the Ministers office as part of the new Equality portfolio.
What dates were they appointed and what costs are incurred on salary and other expenses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funding and tenure for Ministerial Staff is consistent with past practice. Ministerial Office staff are employed under
the Public Administration Act 2004.

Planning
545.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): In relation to construction of noise walls along the southern side of the Western Ring Road
(M80):
(1)
(2)

When will the promised construction commence along the southern side of the Western Ring
Road where it abuts the City of Moreland.
Will the City of Moreland be consulted in the design phase of the noise walls.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The matter is not part of my portfolio.
On 5 May 2015 the State Budget announced a package of small road and public transport initiatives. Noise walls in
Glenroy, Gowanbrae and Endeavour Hills are to be included in the first phase.
I direct any further enquiries about this matter to the Hon Luke Donnellan, Minister for Roads.

Roads and road safety
546.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety): In
relation to traffic filtering for scooters, motorbikes and bicycles:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Will the Government allow Learner and Probationary riders to filter through traffic.
Will the Government lift its ban on filtering in 40 kph school speed zones.
Will the Government lift its ban on filtering between parked cars and a lane of slow or stopped
traffic.
Will the Government lift its ban on filtering near slow or stopped large vehicles like buses and
trucks.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to introducing motorcycle lane filtering laws in Victoria.
The Government has not yet made any decision on either to ban or allow filtering in any of the scenarios described
by the Honourable Member.

Creative industries
547.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries): in
relation to The Victorian Library, a proposal developed through the Ministerial Advisory Council on
Public Libraries:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Will the Government issue single statewide library cards.
Will the Government enable statewide movement of collection and interlibrary loans.
Will the Government create statewide radio-frequency identification tagging of collections.
Will the Government create a statewide library management system.
Will the Government create a statewide platform for digital material.
Will the Government fund a statewide ‘Languages other than English’ collection.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is not the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Creative Industries and should be directed to the
Minister for Local Government.
However, I am advised that all of the initiatives the Member raises are part of the Victorian Library concept
developed by a Ministerial Advisory Council commissioned by the former Liberal Government.
The Ministerial Advisory Council made these recommendations in 2013, but the previous Liberal Government
failed to progress a single recommendation.
The Andrews Labor Government will perform a critical review of the Victorian Library concept and all current
Library funding in order to find a sustainable model for a modern Library system in Victoria.

Corrections
558.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many prisoners were in the Victorian male prison system on(a)
(b)
(c)

4 May 2015;
11 May 2015; and
18 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 5806 male prisoners on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
559.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many prisoners were in the Victorian female prison system on-
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4 May 2015;
11 May 2015; and
18 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 412 female prisoners on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
560.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many male prisoners were held in police cells in Victoria at 7am on(a)
(b)
(c)

4 May 2015;
11 May 2015; and
18 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 108 male prisoners in police cells at 7 am on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
561.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many female prisoners were held in police cells in Victoria at 7am on(a)
(b)
(c)

4 May 2015;
11 May 2015; and
18 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 10 female prisoners in police cells at 7 am on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
562.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many current parole orders were there on(a)
(b)
(c)

4 May 2015;
11 May 2015; and
18 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 1139 current parole orders on 31 May 2015.
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Health
563.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): in
relation to the 2015-16 Victorian Budget(1)
(2)

How much has the Government allocated to address infrastructure and structural problems at
Footscray Hospital and under which item does this expenditure sit.
Will this expenditure sit under the $25 million Engineering Infrastructure replacement program
and, if so, how much of this allocation will it utilise in 2015-16.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering safe, high quality public health services and in support
of this, has allocated $25 million to replace engineering infrastructure plant and equipment used to support acute
services in public hospitals across Victoria.
Approximately half the $25 million funding for 2015-16 will be allocated directly to health services via
specific-purpose capital grants by August 2015.
The balance of funds is for high value, state-wide at-risk engineering infrastructure replacements. Submissions will
be sought from health services in June 2015, with allocations to be rolled out from September 2015.

Health
565.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): in the
2015-16 Victorian Budget, how much funding has been allocated to prevention activities related to
reducing the negative health impacts and saving lives from(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

road accidents;
alcohol abuse;
use of illicit drugs;
abuse of prescription drugs; and
obesity and its associated health risks, such as preventable diabetes and heart disease.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– Over $600 million in funding is allocated to prevention activities across government including funding in
support of road safety
– The funding also includes significant allocations to cancer prevention, VicHealth, oral health promotion and
women’s health services
– New investments in this year’s budget included allocations for sexual health and blood borne viruses, eye health
and planning towards a real-time prescription monitoring system.
– Investment in road safety involves four major partners: VicRoads, Transport Accident Commission, the
Department of Justice and Regulation and Victoria Police.
– Primary Care Partnerships also undertake some preventive health activities as part of their core business.
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Health
566.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): in
relation to the discontinuation of the dedicated capital funding for rural health services in the 2015-16
Victorian Budget(1)
(2)

Does the Government intend to reinstate the Rural Capital Support Fund in future budgets.
How does the Government plan on meeting the challenge of ageing and inadequate health services
infrastructure in rural areas.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015–16 State Budget made a significant investment in health services in both metropolitan and rural and
regional Victoria, including an additional $1.38 billion for hospital and ambulance service delivery. This
investment stands in stark contrast to around $1 billion in cuts to health by the previous Government over the past 4
years.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that all Victorians, no matter where they live, have
access to quality health care.
Almost 40 per cent of the $200 million Hospital Beds Rescue Fund will support services in rural and regional
hospitals. This investment will deliver more beds at hospitals in Albury, Ballarat, Bendigo, Castlemaine, Echuca,
Shepparton, Mildura, West Gippsland and Yarrawonga.
Other specific budget commitments in rural and regional areas include:
– $10 million to expand Ballarat Health’s cardiovascular services;
– $1 million for planning works to redevelop Goulburn Valley Health in Shepparton; and
– $4 million to the National Centre for Farmer Health.
Significant investment has been dedicated to upgrading ambulance stations and equipment, and establishing super
pharmacies. These initiatives will be rolled out right across the state, including in rural and regional areas.

Health
568.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): how
does the Government intend on tackling the need for GPs to have access to patient discharge
summaries, medication charts and relevant information relating to a patient’s hospital stay considering
there is no funding upgrading public hospital and general practice IT systems in the 2015-16 Victorian
Budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Commonwealth Government has responsibility to ensure that general practice systems are able to send and
receive nationally standard clinical documents (including discharge summaries and eReferrals).
Victoria recognises the importance of timely and accurate transfer of patient information. Significant progress has
been made within Victorian health services through the development of clinical/electronic medical record systems.
A number of major information technology projects are currently underway including implementation of an
electronic medical record at the Royal Children’s Hospital.
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In addition, the Andrews Labor Government has allocated $10 million in the 2015-16 state budget to establish a
clinical services hardware replacement program.
There are also currently a range of strategies in place to ensure effective and timely communication between health
services and general practitioners. This includes the employment of 32 General Practice Liaison Officers in 17
major hospitals and health services.
In addition Primary Health Networks which will be established from 1 July 2015, will have a key focus to improve
integration between primary and acute sectors and will work with hospitals. This will include the transfer of patient
information.

Health
570.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
how much funding has been provided to Victorian Health Services to cover the additional cost of the
2015 Easter Sunday public holiday.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of a total budget funding
provided to health services for the 2014-15 financial year.

Health
571.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): in
relation to the one-off payment to every Victorian Health Service to cover the additional cost of the
2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday, how much funding did each Health Service receive to cover this
additional cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of a total budget funding
provided to health services for the 2014-15 financial year.

Health
572.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
what is the Department of Health and Human Services estimation of the cost of the new AFL Grand
final eve public holiday for Victorian Health Services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The cost of the additional 2015 AFL Grand final eve public holiday will be fully funded and incorporated in the
base funding provided to health services for the 2015-16 financial year.

Health
577.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
why has the Maroondah Breast Cancer Centre not been funded in the 2015-16 Budget and when will it
be funded and completed.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 23 June 2015

COUNCIL

2127

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Prior to last year’s election, the now Labor Government made a $10 million commitment to deliver Stage 1 of a
Breast Cancer Centre in the Maroondah Hospital precinct. This service will bring together breast screening,
oncology, medical care and support services all under one roof.
The Andrews Labor Government provided $10 million for this project in the Victorian 2015-16 Budget and is held
in the contingency fund.
The Victorian Government is committed to the delivery of this important service, and to that end, the Department
of Health & Human Services in working closely with Eastern Health in undertaking the necessary planning to
inform the development of this addition to the Maroondah Hospital precinct.
Planning for the breast cancer centre is complex and cannot be done independent of consideration of the broader
precinct needs.
It is expected that the facility will be operational in 2018.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 24 June 2015
Families and children
580.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: how many Category One incidents
were notified to the Department of Health and Human Services by each departmental division during(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

December 2014;
January 2015;
February 2015;
March 2015; and
April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) there are eight health regions and seventeen human
service areas.
Category 1 incident data is published on the Department of Health & Human Services website at
www.dhs.vic.gov.au

Families and children
581.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: how many Category One incidents
were notified to the Department of Health and Human Services by each Area within each departmental
division during(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

December 2014;
January 2015;
February 2015;
March 2015; and
April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) there are eight health regions and seventeen human
service areas.
Category 1 incident data is published on the Department of Health & Human Services website at
www.dhs.vic.gov.au

Treasurer
582.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2130

COUNCIL

(1)
(2)
(3)

Wednesday, 24 June 2015

What is the specific probity plan for the proposal.
Given the probity plan should be implemented from the beginning of stage 3, when will the
Government publish the probity plan.
Will the Government be appointing an independent probity auditor or advisor for this project.

ANSWER:
The Market-led Proposal process is designed to ensure transparency, and to maintain the highest level of probity
and public accountability in receiving and assessing market-led proposals.
The Stage Three probity plan sets out the principles and practices for engaging with Transurban (the “Proponent”),
and for conducting the Stage Three assessment of the Western Distributor under the Market-led Proposals Interim
Guideline.
The objectives of a probity plan are to:
– ensure prescribed processes have been identified and can be followed or adhered to;
– ensure the processes designed are equitable and conducted with integrity;
– clarify accountability; and
– preserve public and Proponent confidence in government processes
The Government published the Stage Three probity plan on the DTF Market-led Proposals website on 12 June
2015.
The Government has appointed RSM Bird Cameron as its independent Stage Three probity adviser.

Treasurer
583.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When does the Government anticipate completing stage 3 of the process.
When does the Government anticipate completing stage 4 of the process, if the project proceeds to
a stage 4.
When does the Government anticipate completing stage 5 of the process, if the project proceeds to
a stage 5.

ANSWER:
(1)

Stage Three is expected to be completed toward the latter half of 2015.

(2)

The timing of Stage Four will depend on the outcome of Stage Three.

(3)

The timing of Stage Five will depend on the outcomes of Stages Three and Four.

Treasurer
584.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal:
(1)
(2)

Is the Western Distributor proposal being considered a High Value High Risk proposal.
Has the Government decided to proceed with an exclusive procurement approach, a Swiss
challenge or competitive approach.
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If an exclusive approach is being recommended, how will competition be incorporated into
components of the project.

ANSWER:
The Government is assessing the proposal at Stage Three of its Market led Proposals Interim Guideline. The
Guideline requires principles of High Value High Risk to be applied in the assessment of market-led proposals in
various Stages of the process, including Stage Three.
The Government is still assessing the proposal at Stage Three of its Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline. As
part of its Stage Three assessment, the Government is considering what procurement approach is likely to create the
most value for Victoria.
Should the Government ultimately seek to pursue exclusive negotiations with Transurban, the State will still benefit
from competition. More than 90 per cent of project costs will be procured through competitive processes.

Treasurer
585.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal,
when will the Government release the detailed plan as part of stage 3 of the process.

ANSWER:
Transurban’s proposal is undergoing rigorous assessment as part of Stage Three of the Market-led Proposals
Interim Guideline. A detailed description of the proposal will be publicly disclosed at the end of Stage Three if the
proposal proceeds. The probity plan was publicly released on 12 June 2015.
In addition, Transurban has release proposal information on its website.

Treasurer
586.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal:
(1)
(2)

At what point of the process is the community consulted by the Government.
Will the community be consulted before the end of stage 3, when the Government makes the
decision to not proceed or not to proceed with an exclusive negotiation or tender process.

ANSWER:
Community consultation is essential to ensure the final project design delivers the greatest benefit for Victorians.
An extensive Transurban led community consultation process has already commenced to assist Transurban in
further developing and refining its proposal to Government. Should the proposal progress past Stage Three, the
Government will then undertake community consultation in accordance with usual practice and statutory
requirements.

Treasurer
587.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal,
given information including (a)
(b)

how the proposal was evaluated;
what value of money was achieved by the Government; and
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an assessment of a project’s compliance with its probity plan — is only released publically via a
project summary after the contractual or financial close of the project: can the Minister advise
what information is available to enable Victorian taxpayers to properly scrutinise the proposal in
time to influence the Government’s decision and where can such information be accessed.

ANSWER:
The Government has assessed the proposal in Stages One and Two of the Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline.
The Stage Two assessment and recommendations were independently reviewed by a panel of eminent industry
experts who confirmed the assessment conclusion.
The Stage Two assessment looks at whether a proposal has the potential to deliver material benefits and value for
money to the Victorian public. Part of the Stage Three assessment process will look at a detailed value for money
assessment framework which will be applied to evaluate whether the final proposal by Transurban is value for
money.
The probity plan was published on the Market-led Proposals website on 12 June 2015.

Treasurer
588.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal, at
what point in time and at what stage of the project will Transurban be given permission to start drilling
to investigate the substrate the tunnel would pass through.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal is currently being assessed under Stage Three of the Market-led Proposals
Interim Guideline. During this assessment, Transurban will further develop its proposal to confirm the technical
feasibility and design solution, including undertaking technical investigations. Any Transurban requests for
technical investigations (including drilling) will proceed under the established approvals processes.

Treasurer
589.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): in relation to the
Market-led Proposals Interim Guideline and Transurban’s Western Distributor unsolicited proposal,
when in the staged process of assessment would the Western Distributor proposal, pursuant to the Major
Transport Projects Facilitation Act 2009, be declared and the various assessment processes associated
with that Act be undertaken.

ANSWER:
As part of its Stage Three assessment, Government is considering the preferred approvals pathway. No decision has
been made in respect of the Major Transport Projects Facilitation Act or otherwise. In order to determine the best
planning approvals pathway, Government needs to consider which legislation will best protect the community’s
interests.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.
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Treasurer
573.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): is there any
Department of Health and Human Services funding in Budget Paper No. 2, page 58, under the lines
“Adjustments” or “Savings” and, if so, what health programs or initiatives are included and how much
funding is allocated for each.

ANSWER:
The “Adjustments” line reflects the net impact of creating not yet allocated contingencies, together with the release
of contingencies as appropriate.
The “Savings” line incorporates Whole of Victorian Government savings and efficiencies as detailed in Budget
Paper No. 3, page 105. These savings are:
– Abolish taxpayer funded political advertising
– Disband the Construction Code Compliance Unit
– Freedom of Information Commissioner
– Implementing electronic purchasing
– More efficient government car fleet arrangements
– Reduce government travel expenses
– Reduce hard copy reports tabled in Parliament
– Reduce the number of executive officers; and
– Reduce the use of labour hire firms.
These are general corporate savings and efficiencies, rather than reductions to specific programs or initiatives.

Corrections
595.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many prisoners were in the Victorian male prison system on —
(a)
(b)

25 May 2015; and
1 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 5806 male prisoners on 31 May 2015.
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Corrections
596.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many prisoners were in the Victorian female prison system on —
(a)
(b)

25 May 2015; and
1 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 412 female prisoners on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
597.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many male prisoners were held in police cells in Victoria at 7am on —
(a)
(b)

25 May 2015; and
1 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 108 male prisoners in police cells at 7am on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
598.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many female prisoners were held in police cells in Victoria at 7am on —
(a)
(b)

25 May 2015; and
1 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 10 female prisoners in police cells at 7am on 31 May 2015.

Corrections
599.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
how many current parole orders were there on —
(a)
(b)

25 May 2015; and
1 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 1139 current parole orders on 31 May 2015.
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Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 1884
Budget papers, 1884
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 1872, 1968, 2041
Disability employment, 1979
Members statements
Australian Labor Party, 1880

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL
FITZHERBERT, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Port Melbourne Primary School, 2086
Teacher travel policy, 1926
Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 1872
Members statements
Port Phillip Specialist School, 1878
HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 1886
Budget papers, 1886
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 1872, 1967, 2039

Kindergartens, 2008
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit Vegetable and Flower Market, 2009
Police numbers, 2009
VicForests logging coupes, 2008
Waverley Park powerlines, 2009
Women’s Information and Referral Exchange, 2009
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2027, 2028, 2029, 2030,
2031, 2032, 2033, 2042, 2043, 2044, 2045, 2046, 2047, 2048,
2049, 2050, 2051, 2052, 2053, 2054, 2055, 2056, 2057, 2058,
2059, 2060, 2061, 2062
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1915, 1916, 1917,
1918, 1919, 1921, 1923, 2003
Ministers statements
Infrastructure Victoria, 1936
Municipal monitor
Darebin City Council, 2011

Disability employment, 1976

Points of order, 1864, 1866, 1962, 1963

Members statements

Questions on notice

Attendance for prayer, 1939
Love Makes a Way, 1939
Standing Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1875
HERBERT, Mr (Northern Victoria) (Minister for Training and
Skills)
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 1906
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2068
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
2065
Budget papers, 1906
Children’s Court of Victoria
Report 2013–14, 2011

Answers, 1870, 1966, 2039
Questions without notice
Leadbeater’s possum, 2037
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1867, 1963,
2033
Port of Melbourne, 2034, 2035
Public holidays, 2036
Refugees and asylum seekers, 1959
Renewable energy, 1868
Standing committees
Membership, 1943
Written responses to questions without notice
Legal costs, 1934
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 2010
Victoria Police, 2091
Scouts Victoria, 1934

Ministers statements
TAFE Back to Work Fund, 2012
Questions without notice
Firearms, 2038, 2039
School completion rates, 1960, 1961
Victoria Police, 1869, 1870
Written responses to questions without notice
Registered training organisations, 1933

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Kindergarten funding, 2082
Swinburne University of Technology former Lilydale campus,
1927
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 1966
Members statements

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Special Minister of
State)
Adjournment
Funeral services, 2009
Gippsland health services, 2009

Matildas, 1941
Nunawading Primary School site, 1941
Wyndham Vale railway station, 1878
Points of order, 1873
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Standing committees
Membership, 1946
LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Greater Shepparton Work and Learning Centre, 1929
Kindergartens, 2005
Mooroopna Football Netball Club, 2082
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 1904, 2054, 2058
Budget papers, 1904
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 1873, 1967, 2041
Members statements
Al Kasem Youth Organisation, 1877
Numurkah District Health Service, 1877

Port Melbourne Primary School, 2088
See Me vehicle reflectors, 2087
VicForests, 2088
Western distributor, 2088
Bills
Adoption Amendment Bill 2015, 2073, 2074
Associations Incorporation Reform Amendment (Electronic
Transactions) Bill 2015, 2080
Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015, 2068, 2069, 2071
Energy Legislation Amendment (Publication of Retail Offers) Bill
2015, 2074
Planning and Environment Amendment (Infrastructure
Contributions) Bill 2015, 2077, 2078
Road Safety Amendment (Private Car Parks) Bill 2015, 2075,
2076
Ministers statements
Aboriginal children’s forum, 1936
Kindergarten funding, 1876

Outdoor sports, 1994

Points of order, 2040, 2085, 2090

Points of order, 1874, 2041

Questions without notice

Questions without notice
Regional development review, 2034

Kindergarten funding, 1964, 1965
Specialist Training and Response Team program, 1961
Written responses to questions without notice

MELHEM, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

Kindergarten funding, 2092

Adjournment
Westwood Drive, Burnside, 1930
Women’s Information and Referral Exchange, 2007
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 1882
Budget papers, 1882
Disability employment, 1977
Members statements
Shipbuilding industry, 1940
Victorian Assyrian Community, 1879

MORRIS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Homesafe, 1927
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2020
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1902
Budget papers, 2020
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 1872
Members statements

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Families and
Children and Minister for Youth Affairs)
Adjournment
Ararat and Stawell police stations, 2088
Centre–Mackie roads, Bentleigh East, 2088
Community correction orders, 2088
Darebin City Council, 2088
Gippsland public transport, 2088
Jumps racing, 2088
Kew ambulance station, 2088
Kindergarten funding, 2088
Mobile Black Spot program, 2088
Mooroopna Football Netball Club, 2088

Australian Red Cross Blood Service, 1879
Ballarat Base Hospital, 1879
Gerard FitzGerald, 2016
Points of order, 1901, 1951
Production of documents, 1956
Questions without notice
Regional network development plan, 2035
Standing Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1874
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MULINO, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Chisholm Institute, 1931
Bills

Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Operational Effectiveness of the myki Ticketing
System, 1996
PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)

State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1894
Bills
Members statements
Labour hire industry, 1937
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Technical and Further Education Institutes —
2014 Audit Snapshot, 1995

Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2003
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1916
Budget papers, 2003
Disability employment, 1976
Members statements

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Community correction orders, 2085
Crime prevention, 1930
Police numbers, 2007
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2048, 2059, 2060, 2061,
2062
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 1873, 1967, 2041
Members statements
Robert Clegg, 1940
Tim Cartwright, 1940
Petitions
Police numbers, 1935
Points of order, 2085
Questions without notice
Regional network development plan, 1867

Moving FWD, 1880
Points of order, 1871
Questions without notice
Victoria Police, 1870
Standing committees
Membership, 1945
PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2022
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2066
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
2063
Budget papers, 2022
Members statements
Jumps racing, 1878
Production of documents, 1954
Standing committees
Membership, 1942

ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment

Statements on reports and papers
Supreme Court of Victoria: report 2013–14, 2000

O’Herns Road, Epping, 1928
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2065
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1899
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 1873
Members statements
St Monica’s College, 1939
Points of order, 1870, 1900, 1953, 2068
Questions without notice
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1864, 1961,
1962

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Bhangra Down Under, 1930
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 1967, 2040
Members statements
International Yoga Day, 1940
Irina Kolesnikova, 1940
Kay Morland, 1940
Ramadan, 1939
Points of order, 1865, 2036, 2040
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Questions without notice
Public holidays, 2035, 2036

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
Absence of Acting Clerk, 1861
Absence of Deputy President, 1874
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2024
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 2011
Budget papers, 2024, 2062
Condolences
George Seitz, 1861

Regional development review, 2034
Regional network development plan, 1867, 2035
VicForests, 2038
Wild dogs, 1964
PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Jumps racing, 2082
Members statements
Craig Wilson, 1938
Warrnambool Standard, 1938
Questions without notice
School completion rates, 1960

Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee
Membership, 2033
Magna Carta anniversary, 1861
Rulings, 1865, 1866, 1870, 1871, 1874, 1962, 1963, 1964, 1965,
1966, 2035, 2036, 2037, 2039, 2041, 2086, 2090
Rulings by the Chair
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1861
Questions on notice, 1877, 1968, 2089
Written responses, 1877
Standing Committee on the Environment and Planning

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Country Fire Authority Fiskville facility, 2087
Geelong Region Innovation and Investment Fund, 1928
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 1874, 1966, 2040
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee
Country Fire Authority Fiskville training college, 1935

Reference, 2011
Members statements
Taxation reform, 2013

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)

Outdoor sports, 1990

Adjournment

Points of order, 1950

Bhangra Down Under, 1932
Chisholm Institute, 1932
Country Fire Authority Fiskville facility, 2089
Crime prevention, 1932
Geelong Region Innovation and Investment Fund, 1932
Greater Shepparton Work and Learning Centre, 1932
Homesafe, 1931
O’Herns Road, Epping, 1932
Refugees and asylum seekers, 1931
Sunbury municipality, 1931
Swinburne University of Technology former Lilydale campus,
1931
Teacher travel policy, 1931
Western Metropolitan Region schools, 1932
Westwood Drive, Burnside, 1932
Ministers statements
Target One Million, 2012
Points of order, 2038
Questions without notice
Coal exploration, 1868, 1869

Rulings, 1900, 1901
RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
See Me vehicle reflectors, 2081
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2027, 2028, 2029, 2030,
2031, 2032, 2033, 2045, 2046, 2047, 2051, 2052, 2053, 2054,
2062
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
2062
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015, 1890, 1914, 1916,
1922, 1923, 1924
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 1871
Disability employment, 1974
Members statements
Wastech Engineering, 1938
Points of order, 1963
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Questions without notice
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1867, 1963,
2033
SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Gippsland health services, 2006
Gippsland public transport, 2083
Members statements
Gippsland road safety, 1880
Phillip Island, 2016
Outdoor sports, 1983
Points of order, 1949, 1950, 2068
Standing committees

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2042, 2043, 2052, 2053,
2055, 2056, 2057, 2058
Business of the house
General business, 1876
Members statements
Bowel Cancer Awareness Month, 1937
Points of order, 1866, 1871, 2036
Questions without notice
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1864, 1867,
1962, 1963, 2036
Standing committees
Membership, 1941, 1947

Membership, 1947
YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade)

Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 1871

Questions without notice
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 1864, 1867,
1962, 1963, 1964, 2036

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee
Country Fire Authority Fiskville training college, 1936

Written responses to questions without notice
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 2010, 2092

Outdoor sports, 1992
Questions without notice

SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 1872
Members statements
Nikita Chawla, 1938
Questions without notice
Specialist Training and Response Team program, 1961
SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Mobile Black Spot program, 2086
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015, 2067
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
2064
Disability employment, 1972
Members statements
Firewood collection, 1878
National Emergency Medal, 2015

Firearms, 2038, 2039
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