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INQUIRY INTO CONVICTION OF
MR FARAH ABDULKADIR JAMA

The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of motion
23 to 30, 108, 149 and 223 to 238 will be removed from
the notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires the notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
2.00 pm today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Rail: Mildura line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the reinstatement of the Mildura–Melbourne
passenger train.
The petitioners register their request that the passenger service
be suitable for the long-distance needs of the aged and
disabled who need to travel for medical treatment, for whom
travelling by coach or car is not a comfort option, and for
whom flying is financially and logistically prohibitive.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reinstate the passenger train to service
the needs of residents in the state’s far north who are
disadvantaged by distance.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (59 signatures).

Roads: Black Spur

Report
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources), by leave, presented report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Financial and performance outcomes 2008–09
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report,
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

Victorian Auditor-General’s Office: financial
and performance audits
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report,
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 — Clause 2.4(d) Notice
Varying the Agreement for the Melbourne City Link
National Parks Act 1975 — Advice under s 11.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria, particularly Marysville
and triangle, draws to the attention of the house the dangerous
state of the road through the Black Spur.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take the necessary action to ensure the
road through the Black Spur is improved.

By Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) (1496 signatures).

VICTORIAN AUDITOR-GENERAL’S
OFFICE
Financial audit
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — By leave, I move:
That under section 17 of the Audit Act 1994:

Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).

(1) Mr Peter Sexton of WHK Howarth Melbourne be
appointed to conduct the financial audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office for the financial years ended
30 June 2010, 30 June 2011 and 30 June 2012;

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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(2) The level of remuneration for the financial audit be:
(a) $29 750 plus GST for audit services for the year
ended 30 June 2010;
(b) $30 600 plus GST for audit services for the year
ended 30 June 2011; and
(c) $32 200 plus GST for audit services for the year
ended 30 June 2012; and
(3) The terms and conditions of appointment and payment
of remuneration will be in accordance with the terms
and conditions and remuneration of a person appointed
by the Parliament of Victoria pursuant to section 17 of
the Audit Act 1994, as appended to the relevant tender
brief in appendix one of the report of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee on the appointment
of persons to conduct the financial audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office and the performance audit of
the Victorian Auditor-General and the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (parliamentary paper no. 299,
session 2006–10).

Thursday, 6 May 2010

the independent person appointed to conduct this audit,
just as we recommended that Mr Peter Sexton conduct
the financial audit. This is a unanimous decision of the
committee following a process of consideration of the
tenders. We recommend the motion to the house.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — The coalition in
opposition supports this motion. We have examined the
process very carefully and believe the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee has done an outstanding job
in this appointment; consequently we support the
motion.
Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council seeking
agreement to resolution.
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Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council seeking
agreement to resolution.

Performance audit
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — By leave, I move:

Adjournment
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
25 May 2010.

Motion agreed to.

That under section 19 of the Audit Act 1994:
(1) Mr Tom Fazio of PKF, chartered accountants, be
appointed to conduct the performance audit of the
Auditor-General and the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office;
(2) The level of remuneration for the performance audit be
$200 420 plus GST, plus $1 000 plus GST in capped
costs for expenses; and
(3) The terms and conditions of the appointment and
payment of remuneration will be in accordance with the
terms and conditions and remuneration of a person
appointed by the Parliament of Victoria pursuant to
section 19 of the Audit Act 1994, as appended to the
relevant tender brief in appendix two of the report of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on the
appointment of persons to conduct the financial audit of
the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office and the
performance audit of the Victorian Auditor-General and
the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (parliamentary
paper no. 299, session 2006–10).

Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — As chair of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee I rise in
support of this motion. The committee has produced a
unanimous report and considered the responses to the
tenders, in this particular case for the performance audit
of the Auditor-General and the Auditor-General’s
office. We are recommending that Mr Tom Fazio be

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Water: government performance
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
house’s attention a report from the Essential Services
Commission (ESC) called Water Performance
Report — Performance of Urban Water and Sewerage
Businesses 2008–2009, dated April 2010. At the back
of that report, the Essential Services Commission looks
at the performance of the government in delivering
some water projects. It is with regret I have to advise
the house that the government is late on six of seven of
its projects in this area. The only project completed by
City West Water was to have been completed in
2007–08. The two projects completed by South East
Water were to have been completed in 2007–08,
including the very important Koo Wee Rup sewerage
treatment plant upgrade. Three of four current projects
by Melbourne Water are listed as delayed.
Of significant interest to the electorate will be that two
of the delayed projects relate to components of the
eastern treatment plant upgrade. This project was first
announced in 2002 and the government has delayed
and delayed on it. The project will not be completed
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until 2012 and, in terms of practical completion, it will
actually be 2013. These are not grand projects; these are
routine water infrastructure projects that Victorians
expect to be delivered on time.
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very little time for either driver to respond. For the
Buloke shire, this issue is the highest priority in the
area. An improvement in the turning lane is urgently
needed to ensure the safety of vehicles using the Calder
Highway.

Anzac Day: Oatlands Primary School
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
would like to congratulate Oatlands Primary School on
its Anzac Day ceremony on Thursday, 22 April. The
dignity with which this ceremony was conducted was
absolutely magnificent. The school captains, Mitchell
Hurrey and Ella Southall, and the tribute bearers,
Shalee Clydesdale and Katelyn Vincent, did a
marvellous job. There was a large attendance from the
community. Representatives from the RSL, the police,
HMAS Cerberus, the army, the Australian Air League
and the Navy League of Australia attended. The New
Zealand consul-general and various members of
Parliament also came along.
I would like to congratulate Stuart Daly and especially
his music teacher, Fiona Jamieson, who plays the pipes.
I can honestly say that in all the years I have gone to the
ceremony I have never heard Fiona play one note
incorrectly. She just plays absolutely magnificently. It
was a marvellous ceremony and an opportunity for all
the school children and dignitaries to lay flowers. There
was a large attendance from the local school
community. They sang the New Zealand and Australian
anthems beautifully. I would like to congratulate the
school for conducting the ceremony with such
enormous dignity, as it does every year.
Congratulations!

Calder Highway, Charlton: traffic
management
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I raise the concerns of
the Buloke shire, which has identified the need for a
turning lane at the Charlton Bluestone Quarry on the
Calder Highway, 3 kilometres south of Charlton. The
Charlton Bluestone Quarry is a major supplier of
crushed bluestone in the region. It generates a large
amount of commercial traffic, with a high percentage of
B-double trucks which enter and exit the Calder
Highway at that point. Because the quarry is located on
the side of one of the few hills in the area, the line of
sight for passing traffic on the Calder Highway and for
trucks entering and exiting the quarry is very limited.
Drivers in southbound traffic have to stop in the middle
of a major highway until trucks can turn or they have to
drive off the sealed road to pass on the left. Drivers in
northbound traffic cannot see the turning trucks or the
oncoming traffic until they have crested the hill, leaving

As members would know, the Calder Highway is the
main link between Mildura and a large part of
north-west Victoria with Melbourne, and it carries a
large amount of commercial and private traffic. I urge
the Brumby government to install a turning lane before
there is a significant accident at this site on the Calder
Highway.

Westbreen Primary School: student leadership
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Leadership can
be a challenging and daunting prospect, so it takes a
special kind of young person to stand up and lead his or
her peers. I therefore offer my congratulations to the
Westbreen Primary School student leadership team for
2010, to whom I had the pleasure of presenting
leadership badges at a special school assembly on
19 April. The school captains for this year are Nicholas
Ainsworth and Rebecca Williams, whose classmates at
Westbreen Primary have elected them to this important
role.
This house should also acknowledge the school house
captains. For Wattle house the captains are Sarah
Da Silva and Janine Saraya; Wasana Andara-Hewa and
Emily Batten are the captains of Waratah house; the
house of Grevillea is captained by Heba Abdullatif and
Jackson Harben; and Jacaranda house is captained by
Akel Saleh and Christinne Drapariotis. The junior
school council will consist of Ruby Griffiths, Jessica
Tratnjek, Daniel Foley, Ahmad Taha, Hannah Alvis
and Annemieke Visser.
Proud parents, grandparents and friends appreciated the
efforts of the wonderful staff at this very special school
assembly. It was with great pride that we collectively
wished these young student leaders great wisdom in
their deliberations and support of their fellow students. I
wish these students the very best for their leadership
positions for 2010.

Dr William ‘Bill’ Yates
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Today I rise to pay
tribute to a towering local resident Dr William Yates
who passed away in April. Bill Yates holds a special
place in commonwealth history as he is the only man to
hold office in both the House of Commons in England
and the House of Representatives in Canberra. During
his time as a member of the House of Commons
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representing the constituency of The Wrekin, between
1955 to 1966, he formed part of the first all-party
parliamentary delegation to China, worked for the
independence of Cyprus and attended the non-aligned
nations Belgrade Conference in 1961.
After leaving office he and his family emigrated to
Australia in 1967. He began teaching at Karingal High
School then became Latin master at Brighton
Grammar. It was not long before Bill sought office
again, and he was elected to the federal Parliament in
1975 representing the seat of Holt in Melbourne’s south
east until 1980. Following his time in federal
Parliament he was appointed administrator of
Christmas Island.
On his return to Victoria, he began teaching at
Wodonga High School and continued to teach until he
was 75 years of age at Tallangatta High School as an
emergency teacher. Bill also saw action during World
War II as a member of the Queen’s Dragoon Guards at
El Alamein and Italy, where he was wounded in action.
He also served as a military instructor at the University
of Oxford at the conclusion of the war. His death closes
a unique chapter in our shared history, and my
condolences go to his wife.
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all nations who worked on the line and who died as
prisoners of war. The work Rod has done and continues
to do aims to reconstruct the story of the line and the
men who worked and died there. He is generous to a
fault in trying to give the families of these men the
stories of their lives and their deaths.

Box Hill Hospital: waiting list
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
express concern and disappointment for the thousands
of people waiting for treatment at Box Hill Hospital and
call on the government to take immediate action to
remedy the situation. From July to December 2009 the
latest Your Hospitals report shows that Box Hill
Hospital failed the majority of its government
performance targets. The report shows that as of
December 2009 significant numbers are not being seen
in emergency departments (ED) in time or being treated
or admitted from the ED in appropriate time frames.
It is reported that 2905 patients were on the elective
surgery waiting list, and many semi-urgent and
non-urgent patients waiting for elective surgery did not
have their operations in a timely manner. These figures
do not report those languishing on outpatient waiting
lists.

Rod Beattie
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Following the very
moving and well-attended Anzac Day ceremonies
around the Macedon electorate, I rise to acknowledge
the work of Rod Beattie, who is an Australian living in
Thailand and the builder, financier, designer and
manager of the Thailand-Burma Railway Centre in
Kanchanaburi, Thailand. Rod’s centre is a brilliant
museum explaining and putting into context the history
of the Thai–Burma railway. Rod’s personal and
financial commitment to telling the story of the
Thai–Burma railway is extraordinary. He was
instrumental in clearing approximately 8 kilometres of
the rail line, including the notorious Hellfire Pass. Rod
continues to walk the line, caring for and trying to
preserve what is left of it.
In 1995 Rod was appointed a manager of the war
cemeteries in Kanchanaburi and Chungkai by the
Commonwealth War Graves Commission. He was also
the project manager for the construction of the Hellfire
Pass Memorial Museum. Rod has spent the last
15 years uncovering camps and burial sites along the
line. He has searched the archives of the British, Dutch
and Australian governments, looking at death records,
hospital records and military records held throughout
the world. The critical part of Rod’s centre is the
personal database containing records of servicemen of

In contrast to the government, the coalition is
committed to greater transparency and will release a
much more complete set of data including an
emergency department website accessible in real time.
To top it off, by June 2014, which is over four years
from now, Box Hill Hospital will have received less
than 75 per cent of the $408 million funding, for what
was referred to in the budget as the new emergency and
surgery block — nowhere near the complete rebuild of
the dilapidated old hospital that was promised or the
more than $800 million it would have cost to do it
properly.
Leading our health sector requires more than a quick
picture opportunity in these ministers’ seemingly
never-ending quests for self-promotion. It is about
ensuring that patients get the treatment they need and
when they need it. That is something this Brumby
government has failed miserably to do.

Anzac Day: Geelong
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Like most, if not all
members of Parliament, on Sunday, 25 April, I had the
proud pleasure of attending a number of Anzac Day
services in my electorate. Geelong’s Anzac Day
traditionally commences with a 4.15 a.m. service at the
Cenotaph in Johnstone Park. It is a service that goes
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from strength to strength. Hundreds of locals crowded
into the Cenotaph where the Geelong RSL president,
Rodney Meeke, led the service together with
Reverend Brian Giddings.
The next service was at 6.00 a.m. in Johnstone Park,
held by the 86th transport battalion, Vietnam. Geelong
hosted this great and proud battalion over its week-long
reunion, and I take this opportunity to congratulate the
battalion organisers on their efforts.
At 11.00 a.m. the Geelong RSL, together with the City
of Greater Geelong, held the annual Anzac Day march
and commemorative service. A crowd of thousands
lined Geelong’s streets to applaud returned war
veterans and then participated in the local service.
Finally, at 1.00 p.m. I had the pleasure of attending the
gathering of Geelong Vietnam veterans at Osbourne
House, where many returned servicemen, family and
friends gathered for a barbecue and a few quiet drinks.
The Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia
(Geelong and District Sub-branch) is a very effective
organisation. I congratulate its members on the work
they do, not only on Anzac Day but throughout the
year.
I say to all: a job well done!

Transport Accident Commission: claim
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I was
recently approached by a Lysterfield resident who has
raised serious concerns about the operation of the
Transport Accident Commission. The resident is caring
for her 24-year-old son, who suffered an acquired brain
injury from a serious vehicle accident when he was nine
years old. The constituent has expressed great
frustration about the approach of the TAC, particularly
since it relocated to Geelong. My constituent has had
great difficulty in obtaining the necessary services for
her son.
For example, a simple request to fund an exercise
program to be conducted by a physiotherapist was
initially refused in favour of a more expensive program
at a local gym facility. My constituent was forced to
take desperate action to finally convince the TAC to
agree to the cheaper alternative. As she said, it is time
the TAC treated its clients like people and not case
numbers.

Buses: Knox
Mr WAKELING — Knox residents will not be
able to draw too much comfort from the recently
released Knox bus service review. The review
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identified a range of new options which include the
extension of the 900 SmartBus service from Rowville
to Ferntree Gully, the creation of new Telebus services
in Rowville and the establishment of a new service
from Rowville to Boronia as well as the varying of a
number of local bus services.
Residents may have thought that after a decade of
inaction the state Labor government would finally act
on these important issues. However, this appears to be
an empty promise. The report states that all of these
services are not priorities of this government. Knox
residents will therefore have little expectation that any
of these services will be provided by the Brumby
government.

Anzac Day: Rowville
Mr WAKELING — I recently had the pleasure of
again attending the Anzac Day service which was held
at the Waterford Valley Retirement Village in
Rowville. The event was well organised and paid fitting
tribute to the men and women who served our nation in
times of war.

Anzac Day: Turkish commemoration
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — On Monday, 26 April,
I had the opportunity to attend a dinner hosted by the
Turkish sub-branch of the Victorian RSL. The occasion
celebrated the 95th anniversary of Anzac Day. I would
like to take this opportunity to express my thanks for
the kind invitation.
This is a very important event in the history of both
Australia and Turkey. Celebrations of this nature are
important to keep the Anzac spirit alive and continue to
foster good relations between Turkey and Australia.
This friendship, born of adversity, has lasted for
generations and will continue to be the foundation of
good relations into the future.
I would like to congratulate Ramazan Altintas for his
dedication to the Turkish sub-branch of the Victorian
RSL and for all his efforts. Ramazan and his committee
attracted an array of important guest speakers including
the president of the Victorian RSL. They also attracted
an array of politicians, community leaders, business
people, lawyers and other professionals who were
present to commemorate this important event.
I look forward to attending next year’s
commemoration, and I wish the Victorian RSL and the
Turkish sub-branch of the Victorian RSL very well for
the future.
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Hospitals: Yarrawonga and Numurkah
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I wish to bring to
the attention of the house, and in particular to the
attention of the Minister for Health, the fact that
funding has not been provided in the Victorian budget
for the stage 2 redevelopment of the Numurkah and
Yarrawonga hospitals. The minister has gone to great
lengths during question time this week to highlight the
increase in funding for hospital capital works and
services with particular reference to major hospital
redevelopments at Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong and
also at metropolitan Melbourne hospitals. However,
large parts of country Victoria have missed out
completely, including major funding for the stage 2
redevelopments of the Yarrawonga and Numurkah
hospitals.
Stage 1 for both hospitals was completed over four
years ago, and it is critical that stage 2 funding be
approved urgently, as both hospitals are now in limbo
with partly completed projects. Apart from the major
hospital at Wangaratta servicing north-eastern Victoria,
there are three smaller hospitals — at Cobram,
Numurkah and Yarrawonga — which provide an
excellent standard of health services for their
communities. Given expanding populations, it is
imperative that we have a high standard of facilities to
maintain the health services, which face increasing
demands, in order to meet community expectations.
The situation has now been reached where the boards
of the Yarrawonga and Numurkah hospitals have
become completely disillusioned with the lack of
funding approval for stage 2 redevelopment. So much
so that it is believed their master plans will now need to
be revised. I call on the minister to immediately address
this matter and to ensure that these two hospitals at
Yarrawonga and Numurkah can continue to meet
community expectations for health service delivery in
my electorate.

Ashburton Primary School: funding
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — On behalf of the
Ashburton community I would like to thank the
Minister for Education for visiting the Ashburton
Primary School yesterday, Wednesday, 5 May, and
announcing that $6 million will be provided to the
school for its modernisation project.
We were able to tour the school accompanied by
deputy principal Julie Gilbert and year 5 leaders Alex
and Tessa. We visited the prep class and the year 1 and
year 5 classrooms and saw how well the children were
learning there, assisted by their very dedicated teachers.
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A number of parents were helping out as well. It was
good to see the great school community feeling at
Ashburton Primary School and the strong interest
members of the local community take in the education
of their children.
After that we went to the school assembly, where the
minister announced that the school would receive
$6 million for 16 new and refurbished classrooms,
upgraded art, music and craft spaces, and a revamped
administration block. A lot of the junior school in
particular is in portables, and the old main school
building dates back to the 1920s. It will be revamped
and updated.
There has been a lot of work and advocacy by the
principal and school council members, and I thank
those members. I also thank Natalie Nelson, the current
principal, and Phil Webb, the previous acting principal.
Many parents have contributed to the workshops. This
is a wonderful result for the school community in
Ashburton.

Maroondah Hospital: emergency department
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to express
extreme disappointment on behalf of both myself and
my constituents. The recently released Your Hospitals
report, which reveals the Brumby government’s
shortcomings across all areas of health, has one
particular statistic which damningly reflects the feelings
of many of my constituents — the Eastern Health
walkout data. It compares the number of walkouts from
emergency rooms with the number of patients who
walk in and shows that between 29 June 2009 and
30 August 2009, a period of three months, 695 people
walked out of Maroondah Hospital because of the long
waiting times caused by short staffing. This translates
to more than 1 in 20 of the people who walked through
the door, and is an average of over 50 per week. This is
totally unacceptable.
This is by no means an attack on the staff at Maroondah
Hospital, who do a fantastic job under trying
circumstances; rather, it glaringly highlights the
Brumby Labor government’s uncaring and incompetent
attitude to health in the outer east and my electorate in
particular. The front page of the Lilydale and Yarra
Valley Leader last week featured an article on a mother
who walked out of Maroondah Hospital with her sick
son because of the waiting time for treatment. On
average she was just one of the seven on that particular
day, but every day of the week people face the same
fate.
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There is no further specific funding for Maroondah
Hospital in the 2010 state budget either, proving once
again that the Brumby government is incompetent and
uncaring on health. In 1999 the now Premier promised
to fix our health system and to focus on the basics, yet
the release of the Your Hospitals report shows that the
Victorian hospital system is in crisis. The report reveals
that Maroondah Hospital failed four of the nine
benchmarks, and as of December 2009, 663 patients
were on the elective surgery waiting list.

Barry and Anne Cutchie
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Barry
Cutchie has recently retired as pastor from the Berwick
Church of Christ, a joyous, uplifting place to worship in
my electorate. Barry and Anne Cutchie have spent a
lifetime committed to the church, helping others not
just in their local community but across the globe.
Barry grew up in a strong Christian family, at the age of
13 committed himself to Christ and has never looked
back. Feeling a strong calling into the ministry, Barry
joined Kenmore Christian College in Brisbane in
December 1968. In his final years of college, when
serving as a pastor at Murwillumbah Church of Christ,
he met Anne. Anne and Barry married in 1970 during a
two-year ministry at Collingwood Church of Christ.
Their honeymoon was a four-week mission trip to
Indonesia, marking the commencement of a lifelong
commitment not only to each other but to world
mission. In 1981 Barry began a 15-year ministry at
Clayton Church of Christ, a congregation well known
for its outreach to international students, multicultural
membership and strong missionary vision. Anne was
captain of the girls brigade, became music ministry
director and introduced the successful American-based
Mothers of Preschoolers program to Australia.
Barry and Anne have been worshipping at Berwick for
many years now. During this time Anne became music
director, and in 2000 Barry was invited to join the team
as executive pastor and in 2005 became senior pastor.
Once again highlighting their strong bond, Anne joined
the team as an associate pastor. They have also led the
church on a number of missions to Uganda to care for
orphaned Watoto children. This year on 28 March
Barry and Anne Cutchie celebrated their 40th wedding
anniversary. I wish to congratulate Barry and Anne on
their service; on their 40 years of marriage; on raising a
loving family, which has already provided them with
eight grandchildren; and most importantly on their
lifetime commitment to helping others, especially the
people of the Narre Warren South electorate. May they
enjoy their retirement together. Somehow I think it will
never be dull. God bless them!
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Ambulance services: Narracan electorate
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Health regarding ambulance
availability in Narracan. Many residents of Moe,
Warragul and Neerim South have expressed serious
concern about the lack of ambulance cover at certain
times. This issue has become even more critical given
the tragic incident at Sale recently. Until a few months
ago Warragul had two operational ambulances
available seven days per week, which provided an extra
ambulance of a weekend. Despite this arrangement
providing excellent coverage and backup, it was
deemed unviable. Ambulance Victoria is obviously
struggling to provide adequate paramedic coverage
with the resources currently at its disposal. The sad
reality is that despite record income for 11 years this
Brumby government is not funding Ambulance
Victoria sufficiently to enable it to meet the
community’s needs.
Neerim South is currently covered by volunteer
paramedics who do an excellent job; however, if they
are not available, responses must come from Warragul.
Given that Warragul is now one ambulance down of a
weekend, responses often have to come from Moe.
Response times are critical in most emergency call-outs
and often can mean the difference between saving a life
or losing one. The impact on paramedics in these
situations is also very stressful and is dragging down
the morale of ambulance officers. They are concerned
for their community and need the resources at their
disposal so that they can respond in a timely manner to
incidents. I call on the Minister for Health to
immediately review the ambulance capacity currently
available in West Gippsland and provide the required
funding to upgrade ambulance services to cope with the
rapidly increasing demand.

World Health Day
Mr EREN (Lara) — As usual, the Lara electorate
has been very busy with many announcements, events
and improvements going on in the area. Firstly, I would
like to mention the World Health Day event recently
held in my electorate. I had the great pleasure of
launching the three-day event, held at the Corio
shopping centre, to celebrate the achievements and
progress that has been made in Corio-Norlane and how
proactive the community has been in addressing the
very important issue of urban health. The event,
organised by the Corio Norlane Development Advisory
Board, also celebrated Corio-Norlane as a member of
the World Health Organisation’s Alliance for Healthy
Cities. Corio-Norlane can boast the great
accomplishment of being the second healthy city in
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Victoria to achieve full membership. This not only
demonstrates the great work that is going on in this area
but also shows the great dedication and ambition that
this community has to make this area a great place to
live, work and raise a family.

Lara District Small Business Roadshow
Mr EREN — I would also like to mention that I had
the great pleasure of joining the Minister for Small
Business at the Lara District Small Business Roadshow,
held at Beckley Park in Corio. Showcasing a number of
agencies, the small business roadshow is a one-stop
shop for information and assistance available to small
businesses. It provides a forum in which people can
share their experiences, knowledge and advice,
demonstrating the ongoing commitment of the Brumby
Labor government to grow and nurture small business,
a sector that provides close to 1.4 million jobs. The
response was fantastic. People embraced the roadshow
and said it was a valuable resource for the future of
their business. People commented on how much they
had learnt and how much they had not known. They
enjoyed it so much I even had someone ask when the
next roadshow would be.
Again at Beckley Park last week, which is fast
becoming a very popular place in Geelong, I was joined
by the Minister for Housing, in his announcement of
$64 000 — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Lake Mokoan: decommissioning
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — On 23 April I attended an
information session conducted by Goulburn-Murray
Water for irrigators affected by the decommissioning of
Lake Mokoan. The mood was one of distrust and
scepticism, a mood which was exacerbated as
Goulburn-Murray Water staff struggled or declined to
answer many basic questions about the future operation
of the Broken Valley irrigation district. In particular,
irrigators were seeking assurance on security of water
supply and projected cost increases. Few, if any, were
satisfied with the answers provided.
I remind the Minister for Water that two previous
ministers who were responsible for water — that is,
Ministers Garbutt and Thwaites — gave written
assurances that the existing security of water would be
maintained with reasonable costs for irrigators in the
event that Lake Mokoan was decommissioned. I again
call upon the Minister for Water to honour his
government’s written commitments to irrigators, to
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instruct Goulburn-Murray Water to answer all of the
irrigators’ questions and to ensure delivery of a
functional, affordable irrigation system with a
long-term future.
In conclusion, I assure the Parliament that whilst the
Minister for Water breached the walls of Lake Mokoan
on 4 March, he did not and will not break the spirit of
the men, women and children of the Broken Valley.
The fight for justice in the Broken Valley will continue,
as the Brumby government will find out on election
day, 27 November.

Anzac Day: Turkish commemoration
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — This year’s Anzac Day
commemoration was very significant to my electorate
of Keilor for three reasons. Firstly, I represented the
people of Keilor at the Turkish sub-branch of the RSL.
This was organised by Ramazan Altintas, who did a
magnificent job in bringing all the people together, and
I endorse all the statements made by the member for
Kororoit on this matter. Secondly, I attended a function
at the Shrine of Remembrance — the first one — for
Croatian returned servicemen and laid the wreath. As
many must be aware by now, Croatian soldiers are
fighting alongside the Australian soldiers in
Afghanistan. This function was approved by the RSL,
and I congratulate the president of the RSL on that big
step.
Finally, my proudest moment was when my grandson
marched on Anzac Day. I was as proud as I was the
first time I marched with the 33rd company of his being
able to march to the shrine and be part of that big event
that we celebrate to commemorate our fallen soldiers. I
congratulate my grandson, and I also congratulate his
family for taking him to the march.

Buses: route 548 changes
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The route 548 Ivanhoe
bus from La Trobe University to Kew terminates at
Cotham and Burke roads in Kew. In order to turn
around, the buses on this route now cut through
Leonard Street in Deepdene. Leonard Street is a very
narrow and already congested residential street. This is
a very recent change to the bus route. The City of
Boroondara and residents of Leonard Street are
understandably upset at this change of route. There are
41 bus services running at 15-minute intervals each
day.
Residents of Leonard Street report that buses add
significantly to congestion and road dangers, arguing
that a car turning from Leonard Street into Whitehorse

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Thursday, 6 May 2010

ASSEMBLY

Road is in danger of being sideswiped by a bus turning
into Leonard Street, and also the buses are forced to
travel down the centre of the road, blocking all other
forms of oncoming traffic, in an effort to avoid parked
cars. Boroondara City Council has proposed the
extension of the 548 route to Victoria Gardens in
Richmond, which would add greatly to the amenity of
Boroondara, Ivanhoe and Richmond residents and have
the welcome effect of ending the route 548 buses
running down Leonard Street.
The government must act swiftly to ensure that buses
do not use residential backstreets in order to turn
around, and the 548 route should be extended to
Victoria Gardens.

Tim McCallum
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I recently
had the pleasure of seeing a truly inspirational and
magnificent performing talent farewell his home town
of Geelong. I speak of none other than Tim McCallum,
whom I know personally and whose family I consider
friends. Tim is an amazing performer set for bigger and
brighter things on the world stage. He is heading
overseas to Canada with his wife, Melissa, to trial with
the world-acclaimed Cirque de Soleil. I am sure, given
the determination he has shown in life so far he will
win the recruiters over.
I recently saw him perform at a charity concert — his
last Geelong performance — and although the venue
had to be changed at the last minute from the waterfront
to Costa Hall due to weather, it was a marvellous
performance. The concert — Salute to Geelong —
raised money for charities close to Tim’s heart and ones
I thoroughly support, United Way and the YMCA, who
have and continue to support disadvantaged and
disabled people in the Geelong and Surf Coast regions.
Tim acknowledges these two vital organisations with
having helped him through rehabilitation and his
journey back to the stage after a swimming accident in
Western Australia left him a quadriplegic.
Tim also had some special guests and friends join him
for his farewell performance. They were Sophie
Collins, John Shawcross and the three tenors, Tim
Edwards, Duncan Esler and Jamie McGuane. All were
outstanding.
To Tim’s family — father, Peter; mother, Tania; sister,
Noni; and wife, Melissa — Tim is an inspirational
leader to so many of us, and we all wish him very well.

1669

Poseidon and Black Swan: plant extension
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to congratulate yet
another local manufacturer in Clayton on achieving
another milestone. On 26 March I joined the
Honourable Simon Crean, the federal member for
Hotham and Minister for Trade, at the launch of a new
$4.8 million plant extension including the ceremony for
the laying of the foundation stone at the Poseidon and
Black Swan dip factory in Clayton South.
Operating over a span of 35 years this family business
has thrived at delivering fresh dip products. With this
launch the company’s production centre — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The time for members statements has expired.

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to speak on the
Brumby government’s cynical election budget, which is
full of hollow promises. I seek leave to incorporate
12 charts.
Leave granted; see charts pages 74–85.
Mr WELLS — Already the coalition has publicly
announced more than 60 policies since the 2006 state
election, including many with a strong focus on law and
order issues. Interestingly more than 50 previously
announced coalition commitments have been adopted
by Labor since the last election — a sure and telling
sign of a tired and policy-starved government that has
run out of ideas.
In recent months we have announced a range of law
and order policies, including 1700 new police able to be
deployed to areas of underresourcing and need across
the state; 100 new transit police patrolling the public
transport network; 940 protective services officers
manning all metropolitan and major regional train
stations from 6.00 p.m. until last train, seven days a
week; the abolition of suspended sentences; banning
violent drunks from licensed premises; banning the sale
of knives to minors; a shake-up of liquor licences;
tough new anti-hoon laws; outlawing criminal bikie
gangs; strengthening Neighbourhood Watch; and
establishing an independent, broadbased anticorruption
commission. It is a solid plan to clean up our streets and
make them safe again.
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In terms of restoring general state government services
and infrastructure, there needs to be a return to fixing
the basics. We need to ensure the effective and efficient
use of existing resources within the current programs to
rebuild service provision. To mention just a few, in
public transport we must fix the basic infrastructure to
ensure existing and future customer demand
requirements are met. In health, we need to fix the
state’s ageing infrastructure to meet the growth in
demand. This is why we have proposed the
establishment of a $1 billion health infrastructure fund
paid for from the proceeds of the current sale of
electronic gaming machine (EGM) licences. We
challenge the Brumby government to match it. The
revenue stream from the sale of the EGM licences
should be channelled into a dedicated fund to provide
productive capital investments in health for the
long-term benefit of Victorians.
With respect to better assisting businesses in Victoria to
drive the economy forward, the coalition is critical of
the level of red tape businesses encounter today. That is
why a high priority for the coalition will be working
closely with business to drive down the level of
unnecessary complexity of government compliance and
regulatory red tape requirements across all business
sectors. The coalition is also committed to undertaking
a detailed review of the state tax base and government
imposts after a full and proper analysis of the Henry
review and its recommendations on state revenue and
the federal government’s response.
Other Treasury-related policy initiatives of the coalition
include a commitment to a minimum $100 million
annual budget surplus; a commitment to overhaul the
cost and time management of major projects; a review
of the fire services levy to make funding of fire services
fairer; an independent public inquiry into Victorian
government investment following the unprecedented
loss of more than $10 billion in funds by the Victorian
Funds Management Corporation; a transparent and
independent audit of state finances; and the production
of a stronger Victoria report, which will be a
comprehensive analysis of the state’s economic
competitiveness. Further coalition policy initiatives will
be announced in the lead-up to the November election.
The state Labor government’s 11-year legacy will be
judged by Victorians on 27 November 2010. Above all
else, the Brumby government has achieved the
undisputed status of being a dishonest government —
the most dishonest in living memory. State Labor
promised an open, transparent and accountable
government. However, over 11 long years Victorians
have had to endure hundreds of millions of dollars
worth of dishonest and blatant political government
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advertising; almost $11 billion in cost blow-outs of
projects with little or no acknowledgement of
responsibility or accountability; a government hiding
behind commercial in confidence to avoid proper
scrutiny; sham public and stakeholder consultation
processes — the Windsor Hotel scandal being a prime
example; increasing evidence and continuing ongoing
allegations of corruption; a record number of spin
doctors and media experts; requests for information
being met with derision, spin, excuses and expensive
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal battles;
and absolutely no ministerial or government
accountability. The Brumby government focuses on
cover-ups and dishonesty rather than proper ministerial
and government accountability.
However, the situation gets worse. In 11 years the
Brumby Labor government will have collected over
$340 billion in an unprecedented revenue take. The
budget has more than doubled from $19 billion to
almost $45 billion. At the same time the Brumby
government has presided over a concerning increase in
state debt — it is a debt which is expected to have
increased more than eightfold in only six years to a
forecasted $31.7 billion in 2014. Yet there are
absolutely no debt repayment plans in place. The
government continues to rack up massive debt without
a care in the world or any accountability regarding how
this debt will ever be repaid. Our children and
grandchildren will be left with the responsibility of
paying back this enormous debt legacy.
The question that begs to be answered is: has the extra
revenue, which is a new state debt, been used
efficiently by the Brumby government to provide
quality basic services and infrastructure for Victorians?
The answer is a resounding no. Victoria should be in a
good financial position over the budget estimates period
to benefit from expected world economic growth post
the crisis. However, on this point the Brumby
government has failed Victorians. What are the
reasons? They are: Labor’s financial mismanagement,
characterised by waste and incompetent project
management, steeply increasing state debt and a failure
to properly plan for Victoria’s high population growth.
This has resulted in a breakdown of basic services and
the failing of the state’s infrastructure.
Victorians are sick and tired of a state government
which has failed to deliver. They need the basics fixed.
Basic services are failing, and many are at breaking
point. There has been a breakdown in law and order;
public transport is unreliable, overcrowded and does
not work; we have congested roads, increased hospital
waiting lists and emergency department waiting times;
standards of education are declining; and we have an
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unreliable water supply and an unfair distribution of
services and infrastructure provisions for country
Victoria.
Given the state Labor government has been in power
for 11 long years and has had access to more than
$340 billion in revenue and has more than $31 billion
in net debt flowing into the state’s coffers, why is it that
our basic services and infrastructure have failed? The
Brumby government must be held to account.
Victorians deserve better.
World economies finally appear to be improving from
the lows experienced following the global financial
crisis. However, despite more optimistic forecasts in
this budget than the last one, the Victorian economy
remains fragile. Furthermore the Brumby government
has failed to address the major underlying issues of
high population growth, housing affordability and real
structural change within the Victorian economy.
The Victorian economy has become increasingly reliant
on the housing sector and population increases to drive
growth. In the last financial year Victoria’s population
increased by 2.2 per cent; 70 per cent of that increase
was due to overseas migration. A report by Access
Economics in the September quarter of 2009 described
the population growth as ‘underpinning’ the state’s
economic growth. However, housing affordability is a
real issue for many Victorians. A median-priced house
in Melbourne now costs more than eight times the
average annual pre-tax wage of $63 000, making it
extremely difficult for homebuyers. I refer to chart 1.
According to a recent international housing
affordability survey by Demographia, the average
Melbourne household would now need to spend over
50 per cent of its annual income to pay the mortgage on
a median-priced house. The survey also found that
Melbourne houses were severely unaffordable. Out of
the 272 cities surveyed, Melbourne rated the third most
unaffordable. Housing affordability is approaching
levels where many first home buyers and new residents
in Victoria will be shut out of the market. This is due to
the supply of new housing blocks failing to match the
strong demand of population growth, stamp duty
payable on an average Melbourne family home being
the highest in the country and the Brumby
government’s decade of inaction on the issue and its
failure to properly plan for the state’s significant
population growth. State Labor is further reluctant to do
anything on the issue because of its vested interest in
benefiting from the continued increase in stamp duty
payable on rising property prices.
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However, it is now crunch time and the government has
failed to address the critical issue that the Victorian
economy now requires a wider, more stable economic
base for continuing growth. Last month’s CommSec
state economic analysis reinforced this view, rating the
Victorian economy third last for economic performance
among the eight states and territories. It noted that there
is little to separate Victoria, Northern Territory and
Tasmania in the economic league table. Under Labor
Victoria’s manufacturing sector has continued to
decline and the state’s export performance can only be
described as mediocre.
Since 1998–99 manufacturing’s share of the Victorian
economy has fallen by nearly a third to just over 11 per
cent. Victoria’s export volumes are barely matching
levels a decade ago. Victoria’s share of national
merchandise exports has decreased from 20 per cent in
1999 to just over 9 per cent a decade later. Even New
South Wales was able to grow its exports by 36 per cent
since 2001, while Victoria’s exports have fallen 22 per
cent — the worst performance of any state. The
Brumby government has failed to fix the infrastructure
and regulatory blockages impeding our international
competitive enterprises.
The Brumby Labor government has overseen budget
cost blow-outs of almost $11 billion on state
government projects in Victoria over its 11 years in
power, which is nearly $1 billion a year on average. I
repeat: $1 billion has been wasted each and every year
under the state government’s incompetent management.
Project management has been characterised by a total
loss of control as the actual cost of projects to Victorian
taxpayers has now reached $10.7 billion above original
budgets — and it is still rising. Budget papers also
highlight the fact that total non-financial public sector
net debt under state Labor will have increased tenfold
from an actual $3.1 billion in 2002 to an estimated
$31.7 billion in 2014. A large part of the state debt
spiral can be attributed to the government’s massive
project cost blow-outs and poor project management.
The Brumby government has a lot of explaining to do
as to why it simply cannot manage taxpayer funds
when it comes to infrastructure projects and why it has
wasted billions and billions of dollars. The myki public
transport ticketing system fiasco is a prime example of
the shambles under the Brumby government. Not only
is the project more than three years late, but the original
$449 million project cost has now blown out by almost
three times to $1.4 billion and is still climbing.
The full cost of the government’s desalination plant
project is continuing to steeply increase from an already
massive $3.1 billion to $4.8 billion, with the probability
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it will soon pass $5 billion, resulting in extraordinary
increases in water bills for Victorians over the next four
years.

Labor has not offered a comprehensive response to law
and order problems that includes a zero tolerance
approach and tougher sentencing.

The Brumby government’s regional fast rail project
was originally projected to cost $80 million, yet it blew
out by an unbelievable $839 million.

This budget short-changed the people of Bendigo and
Box Hill by failing to adequately fund the new hospitals
promised by the government. There is almost no money
for Bendigo hospital until 2012. Only $200 million is
provided until 2014 and the amount provided is around
half of what was expected, with the hospital unlikely to
be finished until 2016–17, almost 10 years after it was
first promised by Labor. Box Hill is now rebuilding a
block, according to the budget papers, not a whole new
hospital.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I expect the courtesy that was extended to the
Treasurer on Tuesday to be given to the shadow
Treasurer.
Mr WELLS — This was a budget blow-out of more
than 1000 per cent, with only a very marginal
improvement in travel times.
The smart meter project has ballooned from
$800 million to an estimated $2.2 billion and it is still
climbing. Victorian households are already paying for
smart meters they do not have and electricity retailers
will recover every cent of the distributors’ costs of the
smart meters directly from customers through their
power bills.
The coalition is in no doubt that the Brumby
government has mismanaged the state’s projects and
what is virtually the waste of an entire year’s capital
spending budget in disgraceful cost blow-outs. With
proper oversight and vigorous project measures the
almost $11 billion in cost blow-outs by the Brumby
government could have been spent on other important
infrastructure or reduced debt levels. The Brumby
government and Labor simply cannot be trusted when it
comes to managing Victoria’s finances and essential
infrastructure development.
The Brumby government has delivered a cynical
election budget full of hollow promises and unfunded
commitments. After 11 years in power Labor has
offered no solutions and no relief for struggling
Victorians. The budget does not make up for 11 years
of Labor neglect.
This budget offers Victorians one guarantee: when they
wake up every morning nothing will have changed and
basic services in Victoria will still be getting worse, not
better, under the Brumby government.
The centrepiece of this budget is the coalition’s police
plan, which the Brumby government has stolen and
copied but without matching the coalition’s
commitment to put 940 Victoria Police protective
services officers on train stations at night to protect
Victorians using public transport. Unlike the coalition

Chart 2 refers to payroll tax. The state government has
benefited from record payroll tax revenues of more than
$30 billion since 1999. Payroll tax will have increased
by 105 per cent, from $2.1 billion in 1998–99 to an
estimated $4.3 billion next financial year, and is
expected to increase by a further 19 per cent to
$5.1 billion by 2013–14.
More and more small businesses are being caught up in
the payroll tax net due to the low payroll tax threshold
in Victoria of $550 000 per annum, the lowest of any
state. In Tasmania the threshold is $1 010 000; in
Queensland, $1 million; in the west, $750 000; in New
South Wales, $638 000; in South Australia, $600 000;
and, as I said, in Victoria we have the lowest payroll tax
threshold at $550 000. Payroll tax was never intended
to apply to small and medium-size businesses.
However, small and medium enterprises have been hit
hard by the Brumby government. In 2003 Labor
removed the previous longstanding exemption of
apprentice and trainee wages from payroll tax.
I refer to chart 3 regarding land tax. Under the Brumby
Labor government, state revenue from land tax will
have increased 270 per cent, from $378 million in
1998–99 to a forecast $1.4 billion in 2010–11. The land
tax take in this budget increases by an extra
$580 million over the forward estimates. Land tax
increases of between 100 and 500 per cent last year
were due largely to Labor’s removal of the 50 per cent
cap — a direct hit at property owners.
Jobs were threatened, particularly in small and medium
enterprises, many of which have done it tough, and cash
flows have been hit through the economic slowdown
following the global financial crisis. The land tax hike
also worsened the private rental market crisis through
increased rents and some owners having to sell, thereby
reducing the supply of rental properties.
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Chart 4 deals with stamp duty. Since 1998–99 stamp
duty on land transfers will have increased by 270 per
cent, from $1 billion to an estimated $3.7 billion in
2010–11 and by a further 14 per cent to a forecast
$4.2 billion in 2013–14. The stamp duty take in this
budget increases by an extra $555 million over the
forward estimates. Melbourne has the highest rate of
stamp duty of any capital city. Melburnians have the
dubious honour of paying the highest stamp duty of
people in any capital city. On a $524 500
median-priced home in Melbourne, Victorian non-first
home buyers pay $23 440 in stamp duty compared to
$19 093 in New South Wales, $9608 in Queensland
and $18 530 in Tasmania. Despite the Brumby
government’s continuing spin, Victorian homebuyers
are being more heavily taxed than their interstate
counterparts.
Under the Labor government Victoria continues to be
heavily reliant on property taxes, mainly land tax and
stamp duty. Over a decade this dependency has doubled
from 15 per cent of state taxes to almost 35 per cent in
2010–11, and it is set to rise even further as property
prices and valuations increase. It also possible that
government will collect its new development tax in the
outer growth corridors. This leaves the budget more
vulnerable than ever to the fluctuations in the property
market and population growth.
Chart 5 deals with insurance taxes. Since 1998–99
Victorian state taxes on insurance will have increased
by more than 180 per cent, from $532 million to an
estimated $1.5 billion in 2010–11 and a further 7 per
cent to a forecast $1.6 billion in 2013–14. Due to the
large increases in the fire services levy (FSL) applied to
insurance and the triple tax whammy over the past
decade under state Labor, it is estimated that insurance
taxes in Victoria are among the highest in the world.
Commercial property owners in country Victoria
currently pay the FSL at a rate of 80 per cent and end
up paying 218 per cent of the original insurance
premium because of tax imposts.
As a result, ever-increasing state taxes led by the fire
services levy mean that insurance for many Victorians
has simply become unaffordable. Funding of the fire
services levy has therefore been increasingly left to a
smaller and smaller pool of Victorians who can still
afford to insure. Up to 30 per cent of those affected by
last year’s devastating Black Saturday bushfires were
totally uninsured, whilst many more were underinsured.
In recognition of this and considerable evidence that the
existing system is inequitable and unfair, the coalition
has committed to reviewing the fire services levy with a
view to identifying and implementing a fairer system of
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funding Victoria’s services after a thorough assessment
of the final reports of the Henry review and the
bushfires royal commission. The coalition’s position
has now been vindicated by the Henry review’s
recommendations that the FSL should be abolished as
well as by legal counsel for the bushfires royal
commission recently stating that the existing
insurance-based FSL is inequitable and that the funding
of fire services in Victoria requires reform. The
coalition’s commitment on FSL is in contrast to the
Brumby government’s support for the status quo.
I now refer to chart 6. The budget papers reveal that
total non-financial public sector net debt in Victoria
will reach $31.7 billion by 2014, up from less than
$3.9 billion in 2008. Every Victorian will fund the debt,
which will grow by over 650 per cent in six years from
$730 per head in 2008 to nearly $6000. The coalition is
concerned about the rising level of state debt and the
fact that no debt repayment plan has been developed.
The forecast increase in debt is one of the most rapid
increases in public debt in the state’s history and returns
Victoria to the levels of debt set under the Cain and
Kirner governments.
In contrast to Labor’s debt splurge and silence on future
repayments, the coalition last year detailed its proposed
criteria for spending options funded by borrowings,
including the need for a debt repayment plan. Future
generations of Victorians are to be burdened with the
Brumby government’s state debt spiral without any
appropriate accountability or transparency, leaving
them to pay while having little or nothing to show for it.
According to chart 7, the state’s debt-servicing interest
bill will climb over the next four years to $3.2 billion
by 2014, an increase of more than 180 per cent since
2008. That is $3.2 billion each and every year —
$3200 million that could have been used for improving
infrastructure and services such as roads and bridges,
hospitals, schools and more police. The money saved
on this debt interest bill would have also been enough
to meet the health funding the Brumby government was
seeking but failed to get from the Rudd government at
the COAG (Council of Australian Governments)
meeting in Canberra less than a month ago.
A total of 26 new or extended taxes, charges and tolls
have been introduced under Labor since 1999. These
include the gaming machine levy; the $50 motorcycle
tax; payroll tax on apprentices and trainees; the
indexation of fines, fees and charges; the 5 per cent
water levy; the $80 motor vehicle registration charge
for pensioners, war veterans and health card holders;
the long-term parking tax or congestion tax; and the
Scoresby freeway/EastLink tolls.
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There has been a breakdown in basic services and
infrastructure. In 1999 the Brumby government
promised to fix our health system and to focus on the
basics. Yet the release of the latest Your Hospitals
report shows that the Victorian hospital system is in
crisis. The report is a damning indictment of the
Brumby government’s failure on health. Victorian
hospitals failed to meet six out of nine of the
government’s own performance indicators.
There are 40 899 sick Victorians currently on public
hospital waiting lists for elective surgery with more on
hidden waiting lists. Delays in obtaining treatment are
growing alarmingly. Why? I refer to chart 8. Victoria
has the fewest hospital beds per capita in the country,
and the government has failed to manage Victoria’s
soaring population growth and ageing demographics.
Emergency departments are overflowing, with a record
number of Victorians walking out rather than waiting
hours for care. Hospital waiting lists have been
systematically manipulated, and we have the highest
rate of unplanned patient readmissions in the nation.
This budget fails to detail vital information in relation
to the COAG agreement on health and the allocation of
GST resources. The coalition is concerned about the
lack of detail on such an important issue.
Victoria spends the least on its public school students of
any state in the country. Schools continue to suffer huge
maintenance backlogs; there is increasing violence and
bullying in schools; there is concern over misallocation,
misappropriation and cost overruns by the Victorian
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development in the management of the Rudd
government’s Building the Education Revolution
projects; there is confusion in schools with increasing
red tape and bureaucratic requirements imposed by
increasing centralisation; and there is also a diminishing
ability for school principals and communities to make
decisions that best suit the needs of the children.
Labor has made promise after promise, but the most
basic promises are empty. Recent data shows that only
80 per cent of young people successfully completed
year 12 or gained equivalent qualifications compared to
Labor’s target of 90 per cent by 2010. Labor is failing
Victoria’s children.
I turn now to chart 9 and the issue of law and order. The
incidence of violent crime has reached new highs in
each of the last four years as police patrols have
declined. The Police Association has stated that
3000 more front-line police are required across
Victoria. The Victorian Ombudsman revealed in 2009
that Victoria Police crime statistics were not reliable
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and were distorted by the underreporting of serious
crimes, but nevertheless they have been used for years
by Labor to claim that Victoria has the safest streets in
the country and that crime rates are falling. Despite the
distortions, in 2008–09 Victoria Police data for crimes
against the person reported that assaults, violence and
threats of violence actually increased by 1.8 per cent on
the previous year to 43 971 incidents.
Under Labor, assaults and antisocial behaviour have
reached record levels on our streets, with violent crime
rising by 40 per cent and assaults increasing by 70 per
cent. The escalating problem of violence around
Melbourne nightclubs and bars can be directly linked to
the lack of available front-line police to maintain an
adequate visible presence on our streets. The Victorian
coalition understands something has to be done. Labor
has had 11 years to tackle crime on our streets, yet all it
can do is to react to the coalition’s lead.
I turn now to chart 10 and the issue of public transport.
Patronage has increased on Melbourne’s trains but this
has been accompanied by a lack of planning and
investment in the rail network over a decade of Labor.
Crowded trains and train platforms, systematic delays
and cancellations, rising safety concerns, unreliability
and customer dissatisfaction all reflect failed
infrastructure planning. It is no coincidence that the
public’s level of dissatisfaction with the train system
mirrors the decline in service standards. Promised new
trains are arriving at a trickle and are being further
delayed by safety concerns and technical problems that
should have been sorted out before they arrived in
Melbourne.
Melbourne’s new train operator, Metro, warned the
Brumby government in 2009 that the traction power
system used by Melbourne’s 165 electric trains was
overloaded and posed serious safety concerns for
operators. This adds to other concerns revealed in
Metro’s asset management plan about passengers being
in danger of trains derailing or having catastrophic
collisions with structures due to lack of replacement or
repair. We will await the outcome of the investigation
into the train crash on the Craigieburn line on Tuesday
night.
When Metro was announced as the new operator, the
government stated that train passengers would notice
changes in their experience from day one.
An honourable member — Day one?
Mr WELLS — Day 1! However, that promise has
been ditched with Metro already failing to achieve its
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new lower performance benchmarks for service
reliability.
The Transport Ticketing Authority overseeing the
disastrous myki smartcard project is absorbing more
resources on myki than are being spent by Kamco on
building the actual system. This is yet another
indication of the waste and mismanagement in this
project, which is already more than $800 million over
budget, three years overdue and still not operating as
promised. Victorians will have to resign themselves to
more delays, cancellations, overcrowding and
frustration because of Labor’s mismanagement and
incompetence.
I draw the house’s attention to chart 11 and the issue of
roads. Since the election of the Labor government in
1999 average road traffic speeds around the greater
Melbourne area have steadily declined as congestion
grows. The rise in traffic delays and congestion on our
roads means time lost to families and higher costs to
businesses across Melbourne. Labor has made road
congestion worse by breaking a major promise it made
in 2001 to increase the proportion of freight transported
from our ports by rail from 10 per cent to 30 per cent by
this year. Last year’s budget papers revealed a decline
in rail freight to and from our ports from 20 per cent in
2000–01 to 12 per cent in 2007–08. However, having
failed to deliver its promise, the 2010–11 budget states
that in place of the target of 30 per cent by 2010 the
government has developed a more comprehensive
freight and port strategy. What a con!
Labor’s draconian policy of extending clearway times
has done nothing to improve traffic flows but has done
enormous damage to businesses located along the
clearways. Five traffic plans have been produced by
Labor since 1999. None has been able to relieve traffic
congestion, and no solution is in sight, with most of the
projects in the latest plan unlikely to be even started
until after 2015.
I turn now to chart 12 and the issue of water. Water is
essential to every aspect of life and the economy in
Victoria. Despite Victoria having been in drought for a
decade, it was not until 2007 that Labor produced any
substantial initiatives to combat water shortages. A
leaked expert report commissioned by the Brumby
cabinet shows that only weeks before the 2007
announcement of Labor’s water plan it was
recommended that one of the crucial projects in that
plan, the north–south pipeline, should not go ahead. It
further recommended that the desalination plant at
Wonthaggi be located elsewhere.
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Only weeks ago the food bowl modernisation project,
with its north–south pipeline, was criticised by
Australia’s top economist and water experts who
noticed that the project was based on spurious claims
and will result in the waste of hundreds of millions of
taxpayers dollars.
Despite the billions that are being spent on the
north–south pipeline project and the Wonthaggi
desalination plant, Victoria last year spent less per head
of population on developing its water infrastructure
than any other state. The Brumby government’s water
policy is already putting massive pressure on household
budgets and will continue to push up water bills steeply
over the next decade. Even when these projects come
on line, according to the government’s own modelling,
some form of water restrictions will remain in place
until at least 2013.
Families have been forgotten in the Brumby
government’s cynical budget, and none more so than
Victorians with a disability and their families. Despite
years of warnings and cries for help from carers and the
wider disability sector, this budget offers no hope for
improvement. There is little allocated to fix inherent
problems identified time and time again over recent
years. There will be no new money for day services for
people with a disability and the sector will remain
underfunded by almost $20 million per annum.
Families desperately needing respite will continue to
wait months for just a few hours reprieve, and
inadequate funding for supported accommodation
means those needing long-term accommodation and
care will continue to be trapped on waiting lists.
Last week we saw the Prime Minister walk away from
what he called ‘the great economic and moral challenge
of our generation’. What Tuesday’s budget shows is the
Premier’s willingness to abandon leadership in the
important area of climate change. The climate change
bill continues to be shamelessly delayed, despite being
promised four years ago. The long overdue climate
change white paper is still missing, without any sign of
it being funded. Even the Premier’s free entry into
Victoria’s national parks has been exposed as a sham.
Victorians will be able to enjoy free entry into our
iconic national parks — but wait: this is guaranteed for
only one year, which also happens to be the same year
as the state election.
After 11 years the Brumby government has no coherent
vision for country Victoria. The centrepiece for
Victoria’s regional development policy is a series of
grant programs, the principal one being the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. RIDF has funded
many worthwhile projects in rural and regional
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Victoria. However, the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of RIDF has meant the fund has failed
to deliver its full potential to regional committees.
Unacceptable delays in the allocation of funds and
underspending of funding earmarked for regional
communities have been all too commonplace. Over the
10 years to 1 July 2010, $610 million has been
allocated to RIDF. However, as of 30 June 2009, the
government has spent only $383 million. Information
obtained through FOI suggests that the total
expenditure to 31 December 2009 is $409 million, a
paltry 67 per cent of the total funds allocated to 30 June
2010. The reality is that a large amount of money in
RIDF will remain unallocated and unspent in country
Victoria at the end of this financial year, when the
program is due to conclude.
The cost of living and doing business in country
Victoria has increased under the Brumby government.
For example, as mentioned earlier, in country Victoria
the fire services levy on business insurance premiums
has increased from 47 per cent in 2006 to over 80 per
cent in 2010, an increase of 70 per cent. Country
households have also been slugged by FSL increases.
In 2006 country households paid a 22 per cent FSL,
while now they are paying 28 per cent.
Victorian country schools and teachers do a great job in
their local communities, but over the last decade Labor
has failed to give them the funding and resources they
need. Under Labor, country high school retention rates,
or the percentage of students remaining at high school
until year 12, have fallen from 72 per cent to 67 per
cent in 2009. During the same period, metropolitan
high school retention rates have remained steady at
85 per cent.
Labor has cut expenditure in Victoria’s food security
and food-producing industries. In August 2008 the
Brumby government sacked 70 Department of Primary
Industry staff and closed five agricultural research
facilities in country Victoria. Labor has axed support
for fruit fly controls and other important control
programs.
The Brumby government left country Victoria
dangerously unprepared for the threat of bushfire. Over
the last decade, Labor ignored numerous
recommendations that preventive burning in Victoria be
drastically increased. Last year’s budget showed that
Labor presided over an 11 per cent decrease in
preventive fire funding in the last two years. This
budget shows no improvement.
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The state Labor government has made spin and
buck-passing an art form. No-one can make excuses
like the Brumby government can. If there is one issue
above all which has emerged as a pivotal and defining
characteristic of a tired and out-of-touch government, it
is the complete and utter absence of ministerial or
government accountability. Not once have Victorians
heard the Premier or his ministers ever say, ‘I accept
responsibility’ or ‘I am responsible’.
The fact is that there has been a deafening silence when
it comes to the Brumby government accepting
responsibility for its litany of failures. Who in this
government stands up and accepts responsibility? Who
will be held to account? The answer is: no-one. As a
result, there are no public standards and there is no
public accountability.
However, there has been massive spending of
taxpayer-funded political advertising designed to spin
and mislead. Then, when the advertising campaigns
fail, the Brumby government will blame someone else
and the list of pathetic excuses grows: for the public
transport overcrowding, blame Yarra Trams and Metro
trains; if the trains are late, blame the heat, the cold, the
rain; for the late delivery of trains, blame the Somali
pirates; in the case of the Windsor Hotel scandal, blame
Peta Duke; for the myki fiasco, it is the software
company; when there is violence in our streets, it is a
cultural issue or it is an operational matter for Victoria
Police; and the Auditor-General’s reports are biased,
lack balance and are of questionable validity.
Other favourite excuses are: the global financial crisis;
the Rudd government; the Kennett government; the
GST carve up; population growth; the drought; dairy
prices; or because he was a serial killer. And when all
else fails, blame the opposition. After 11 long years
these excuses are further spin, designed to distract
attention from Labor’s many failures.
It is only 205 days before the November state election.
If the coalition is elected on 27 November, Victorians
can be sure of one thing: it will be committed to
restoring Victoria to the great and respected state it
once was — a stronger Victoria that again leads the
nation. What the coalition will bring to this state is the
return to leadership, decency and vision, after a decade
of spin. Victorians can expect to return to ministerial
and government accountability. For the first time in
11 years Victorians will have a Premier and ministers
who will be accountable and accept responsibility, put
an end to the constant spin, blatant political government
advertising and buck-passing which has taken place
under the Brumby government.
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We will get business moving again to drive investment
and job creation and restore the Victorian economy to a
position of strength among the states, territories and the
global economy. We will provide the quality, basic
services and infrastructure that Victorians deserve;
police and justice resources to ensure that Victorians
can once again feel safe on our streets; the hospital beds
and quality care that Victorians need; public transport
that actually works; quality educational opportunities
for our children; road network upgrades to relieve
congestion and improve the state’s economic
productivity; a reliable water and energy supply; and an
equitable distribution of services and infrastructure for
country Victoria.
To quote Treasurer Lenders, as reported on page 4 of
the Australian Financial Review of 1 May:
If you don’t deliver services to people now when you have
got capacity to do it they are not going to forgive you at the
election.

When the Brumby government has had the opportunity
and capacity to deliver services for more than a decade,
Victorians should be even less forgiving. It is all just a
little too late. After 11 years of state Labor, Victorians
deserve better.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — We have
just heard it from the shadow Treasurer himself: there
are 205 days to the next election. Those opposite want
us to believe they are hungry enough to win the election
and are fit to govern in Victoria, but in truth, as every
single opposition member knows, as they slap one
another’s backs and wander out of the chamber, as long
as the member for Scoresby remains the shadow
Treasurer, those opposite will have no credibility on
questions of economic management.
This is the man who did not know the difference
between recurrent and capital expenditure. This is the
man who, in March this year, had to issue two press
releases in one day because he could not read the
surplus figures in the government’s midyear financial
update. This is the man whose reckless claims in
relation to Members Equity almost caused a run on a
financial institution and he had to be slapped down by
Members Equity executives themselves because of his
reckless and irresponsible claims. This is the person
who claimed that Victoria was going into a recession
and it was inevitable, but it never happened. This is the
man who said that our AAA credit rating was
threatened by the budget in 2009 when in fact Standard
and Poor’s had already issued a statement affirming the
government’s AAA credit rating.
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The bottom line is, as long as the member for Scoresby
remains the shadow Treasurer, those opposite will be
seen as either stupid, reckless or dishonest when it
comes to questions of economic management. Those
opposite would have us believe we are on a debt
rollercoaster, but the truth is — —
Mr Clark — Absolutely!
Mr HOLDING — ‘Absolutely’ the member for
Box Hill interjects, but in fact Standard and Poor’s and
Moody’s have already issued an affirmation of this
state government’s AAA credit rating. It was issued the
day that the budget was delivered by the Treasurer, on
Tuesday this week.
This is a budget that invests in infrastructure. This is a
budget that, through those investments, will improve
the state’s service delivery and competitiveness and
generate jobs for Victorians at a time when our
economy needs more job creation. This is a budget that
invests in services, in particular the services that matter
most to Victorians: health services, public hospitals,
transport, and particularly the public transport system. It
is a budget that invests in education, providing a record
boost for non-government schools and the completion
of the first tranche of the Victorian schools plan — not
500 schools as we original promised, but 553 schools,
which is more than 10 per cent above what was
originally promised in 2006.
This is a budget that invests in law and order with a
record boost to front-line policing, delivered by a
Brumby Labor government, not by those opposite. This
is a budget that cuts government taxes and charges by
further cutting the payroll tax rate, further reducing
average WorkCover premiums and by making minor
downward revisions in terms of land tax arrangements.
The house has just heard from the member for
Scoresby, but what of his credibility? He was out there
saying that this is a high-taxing, high-debt budget, but
did members hear one idea from him for a tax that he
would cut or his plan to reduce government debt?
Did the house hear one new idea from the member for
Scoresby to tell us anything about what opposition
members would do if they found themselves on the
Treasury benches? He had not one new idea, not one
proposal for a tax cut, not one part of a plan to reduce
government debt; all we heard were claims about how
the opposition would improve services. How can
services be improved if there is no plan for how the
state’s revenue base would be provided or a responsible
plan to manage the state’s debt?
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I turn to the claims the member for Scoresby has made
in the past. In March there was the humiliation of him
issuing two press releases in the one day. An article in
the Age of 12 March states:
Early yesterday afternoon he —

the member for Scoresby —
issued a media statement saying the midyear surplus was $1.2
billion this time last year.
Two hours later he issued an amended statement revising the
figure down to below $100 million.

What is more than a billion dollars between friends!
This man cannot read the budget papers, he could not
read the midyear financial update — how can he
possibly be trusted with the management of the state’s
finances? This is the man who issued two press releases
that were exactly the same on two budgets in a row, in
2008 and in 2009. He was in here before talking about
people not taking responsibility for things they do.
What was his explanation? He did not accept
responsibility; he tried to blame the IT system for
issuing two press releases that were exactly the same
for two budgets in a row.
This is the person who did not know the difference
between recurrent spending and capital spending, who
could not understand how the government accounts
could be in surplus in terms of the net operating result,
yet there could be further government debt. He could
not understand how government debt could exist but
the government budget could be in surplus. This person
is — there is no other way of putting it — stupid. If that
is unparliamentary and I need to withdraw it, I will
withdraw it, but everyone still knows the truth in
relation to the member for Scoresby.
A couple of years ago I gave him a copy of Accounting
for Dummies. I am going to have to ask for it back,
because clearly he has not even bothered to read that.
He continues to make these embarrassing and
humiliating gaffes.
He is not just unable to understand the government’s
budget papers but he is also a reckless and irresponsible
spokesperson on Treasury matters for those opposite. I
go no further than to the irresponsible claims he made
in 2008 about the financial institution Members Equity
Bank in this state. After he made those claims about
Members Equity, Members Equity had to issue the
following statement, which says in part:
Anthony Wamsteker, Members Equity’s CEO, said the —

member for Scoresby’s —
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comments were an outrageous misrepresentation.

It says he went on to say:
‘I have today written to Mr Wells demanding an urgent
meeting to inform him of Members Equity’s sound financial
position and the principles and governance protecting the
bank’s investment processes.’

It goes on to state:
Mr Wells’s comments are irresponsible, demonstrate a lack of
understanding of investment markets and were made without
any attempt to seek the facts from Members Equity.

He is irresponsible and lazy. But it goes on: like those
others opposite, the member for Scoresby is also
dishonest. What did he have to say in relation to a
recession?
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
believe a term like that is unparliamentary. Obviously
the member for Scoresby is not in the chamber to ask
for it to be withdrawn, but in terms of complying with
parliamentary standards of terminology I question
whether the minister is entitled to make an accusation
like that against the member for Scoresby.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
Although normally a member asks for an
unparliamentary remark to be withdrawn, the minister
has for a second time used such references, and he
should temper his language.
Mr HOLDING — I am happy to say, Acting
Speaker, that those opposite are dishonest. What do I
proffer as evidence to support that claim? On 9 June
2009 the member for Scoresby claimed in this house:
… it is highly possible that Victoria could be looking at
negative growth of over 1 per cent next financial year, or a
turnaround of minus 1.5 per cent.

On 7 May 2009, in his budget reply, the same speech
that we heard just a couple of minutes ago but was
delivered last year, he said:
Everyone else is in recession but apparently not Victoria. The
economic indicators contained in the budget are optimistic in
the extreme and are predicated on Victoria not entering
recession and benefiting from a fast recovery.

Yet in June he said:
It is highly possible that Victoria could be looking at negative
growth of over 1 per cent next financial year …

He claimed that Victoria would be in a recession. In
fact, he went even further than that. On 24 April 2009
the ABC reports that the member for Scoresby said ‘a
recession is inevitable’. We now know that a recession
did not come to pass in Victoria, that the state did not
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experience the circumstances of a recession. The
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures clearly show that
far from being in a recession, Victoria’s economy has
continued to grow, and Access Economics has praised
the state’s economic performance, saying it has been
‘amazingly impressive’. Dishonest claim no. 1 by the
member for Scoresby: that we would be in recession.
Dishonest claim no. 2 relates to police funding, and this
is a very important one. The house has heard all about
police numbers from members opposite. They were
going to be tough on law and order, but what do the
facts show? That when they were in government they
promised 1000 police — but cut the numbers by 800.
The member for Scoresby then had the temerity to
blame former police commissioner Neil Comrie for
police cuts in the 1990s. This was rebutted by
Mr Comrie, who is reported in the Sunday Herald Sun
of 14 April 2002 as having the following to say in
response to Mr Wells trying to blame him for the cut in
police numbers:
The simple facts are that we (Victoria Police) had $30 million
removed from our budget in what was loosely titled ‘business
reforms’. In 1996 alone the government required the force to
absorb 3 per cent of an enterprise bargaining arrangement.
That translated into the loss of 400 police positions.
For Mr Wells, or anyone else, to suggest we did that
voluntarily is outrageous.

The former Chief Commissioner of Police when the
member for Scoresby was last a member of a
government said the member for Scoresby’s claims
about police numbers and police funding were
outrageous. How can you believe anything he says?
Mr Wells went on to make claims about the AAA
credit rating, saying that Victoria would lose its AAA
credit rating in the 2009 budget. What actually
happened is that it was affirmed by Standard and Poor’s
and by Moody’s. At least the Leader of the Opposition
was smart enough to make his claims about Victoria
potentially losing its AAA credit rating before the
budget was delivered so his comments could be seen as
speculative.
Not so for the member for Scoresby; he waited not until
after the budget had been received but until after
Standard and Poor’s had affirmed Victoria’s AAA
credit rating to then make the claim on radio that the
AAA credit rating was under threat. You cannot trust
anything the member for Scoresby says. You cannot
trust him on the question of police numbers and
funding; you cannot trust him on the question of the
AAA credit rating; you cannot trust him on the question
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of jobs; you cannot trust him on the question of whether
or not Victoria will go into a recession.
As economic forecasters go, those opposite surely leave
a huge amount to be desired. The bottom line is that this
budget invests in hospitals, roads, public transport, law
and order, and schools. This is a strong budget for
Victorians. In my own electorate of Lyndhurst we see
the Hallam Road upgrade. We see an additional
$10 million for Keysborough Secondary College. We
will see the benefit of additional police. We will see
ongoing investments in Lynbrook railway station,
which is among the new stations funded in this budget.
This is a fantastic budget for my electorate; it is a
fantastic budget for Victorians.
We have just heard from those opposite what they
would do instead, and we heard not one new idea, not
one proposal for tax reform, not one new service
investment and not one plan as to how they would
reduce debt, which they claim to be so concerned about.
We heard nothing from those opposite which would
demonstrate that they are fit to govern. Instead we just
have the ongoing question over the credibility of the
member for Scoresby and whether he is fit to be the
shadow Treasurer.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Labor
cannot manage money, and for the next 30 minutes I
will tell all members how and why that is so. I make the
response to the budget in this election year with
205 days to go until this very important election. I do so
in my role as the member for Gippsland South, having
proudly represented my electorate for what is almost
18 years. I do so as a very proud country Victorian. I do
so in my respective shadow ministerial roles, those
being police and emergency services, bushfire response
and regional and rural development. I do so also as the
Leader of The Nationals, that great party which has
stood in this place for 93 years on behalf of country
Victorians and which it has been my singular honour to
lead for what is now into the 11th year. I do so in
circumstances where there are a number of
observations to be made with regard to this budget. I
want to make those around some fundamental
principles.
The first of those principles is that truth in government
is an absolute core issue for the people of Victoria.
They must be able to trust the government of the day;
this government has broken that trust. We need to have
a functioning economy, which is absolutely essential to
be able to ensure the security and future of Victorians.
We need that to happen not only, of course, to generate
jobs and the growth we need to keep people employed
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but also to produce the sort of income the state requires
to allow it to deliver relevant services.
We need to be able to care for the vulnerable in our
communities. One of the true benchmarks of a
government of any persuasion is the way in which it
cares for the vulnerable — and this government has
been found severely wanting in that regard. We need to
be able to care for regional and rural Victoria, because
after all we are a critical component of the state of
Victoria. It is vitally important that regional and rural
Victoria is supported by the government of the day,
because we are essential to the state’s interests. It is not
only a question of supporting the people who live in
those areas of the state; supporting regional and rural
Victoria is important for the interests of the state as a
whole.
Further, we need to embrace the issue of population
growth. This is not something about which we should
be fearful. This is not something from which we should
shrink. There is a capacity, particularly in rural and
regional Victoria, to take more people into our state,
ensuring that our future can be further developed
around population growth. When you look at the
country parts of our state, so often you find
communities substantially based around those who
have come to us from many other countries across the
globe. It is important, therefore, that we in country
Victoria are able to make provision for these people so
that in time to come we can not only grow country
Victoria but can take the pressure off Melbourne. We
can do what this government is not prepared to do: we
can allow for the fact that we do not need to be resigned
to the inevitability of this massive, unrestrained growth
in Melbourne. Regional and rural Victoria can
accommodate many more people within its ranks, and
we look forward to being able to do that.
I want to make some general observations in relation to
the budget, and I want to do so particularly around its
implications for service delivery, for infrastructure
development and for financial management. I want to
do so across a series of 10 separate sectors. First, there
is the question of the budget overview. It is an
extraordinary look, when you go through it — and I
invite members to have a look at budget paper 4,
particularly page 287. It tells us that despite the
bleatings of the government, and particularly the
Treasurer, the position with regard to revenue is very
different from the story which has been painted by this
government over the past couple of years. When you
compare the budgets of 2009–10 and 2010–11 those
contradictions are stark.
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For example, on the revenue side, taxation income is in
fact up 5.8 per cent. Interest payments are up 2.73 per
cent. Dividends have increased by 9.95 per cent. Sales
of goods and services have increased by 7.73 per cent.
Grants have increased by 3.5 per cent. I pause to say
that they have gone from $22.1113 billion to being
forecast at $22.8931 billion in the recurrent budget, an
increase of 3.54 per cent. That translates to the fact, of
course, that a little more than 50 per cent of Victoria’s
budget is now in essence coming from Canberra. The
other current revenues have decreased by about 2 per
cent, but the total revenues are up by 4.6 per cent. On
the other side of the coin, when you look at
expenditure, you see that employee expenses have
grown by 5.36 per cent. There has been growth in other
areas. Depreciation and amortisation have grown
17.26 per cent; interest expenses are up 13.18 per cent
in these forecasts; and the total expenses have increased
by 3.55 per cent. Despite all the dreadful forecasts by
the government that have been put to people over the
course of these past couple of years, there are the
figures.
Secondly, when you look further at the issue of
revenue, the figures there are also telling an interesting
story. Despite what the Treasurer has been telling us
about what was likely to happen, land tax has gone up
in the forecast by 11.86 per cent. Land transfer duty and
stamp duty on transfers are up 14.95 per cent on the
budgetary forecasts. As to gambling taxes, remember
the government was going to make all those changes in
relation to gambling in Victoria? It is forecasting an
increase in its income of 4.93 per cent, or almost 5 per
cent. Taxes on insurance will increase by 15.85 per
cent; dividends on government business are up by
39 per cent. Total taxation for Victoria, on the forecasts,
will be increased by 8.77 per cent.
Thirdly, I turn to the issue of interest costs. It is a very
interesting issue in the context of the forecast. It shows
that our interest costs are growing at an absolutely
alarming rate. In this year’s budget the government is
estimating interest expenses for 2012–13 to be 55 per
cent higher than the 2009 budget projected. It is of
course a ballooning figure, and it is a worry that is
ongoing for all Victorians as our debt gets up to the
$32 billion we heard about all too often and all too
regularly even in the early 1990s.
The fourth category is the underestimation of revenue
and expenditure. This is also extraordinary. The
revenues in the budget forecasts last time were
$42 billion or just a bit more. The revenue estimates
this time are $43.5 billion. There is a percentage
increase of 3.2 per cent on the expenditure side of
things. The budget forecast is $42 billion and the
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revised estimates are $43.3 billion — an increase of
2.7 per cent. These are staggering figures when you
have regard to the history of what has been put to us.
Fifthly, since this government came to office in
1999–2000 actual expenditure has exceeded the budget
by $14.8 billion. Revenue, on the other hand, has
exceeded the budget by $19.7 billion, and therein lies
the real reason this government has been able to
survive. It has consistently underestimated the figures
with regard to expenditure but has also, thankfully,
underestimated the figures with regard to revenue. It
means therefore we have been kept afloat in Victoria
simply because those revenues have exceeded what the
government thought was going to be the case.
The sixth point is that the budget expenditure compared
to the forward estimates is an issue that bears further
consideration. In 2009 the budget forward estimates
showed that there were supposed to be figures of
$42.4 billion for 2010–11, $42.9 billion for 2011–12
and $43.8 billion for 2012–13. In 2010 the forward
estimates have gone up, so that in 2010–11 it is now
$44.8 billion, in 2011–12 it is $45.9 billion and in
2012–13 it is $47.7 billion.
This mass of figures translates to the fact that there is a
difference in the forward estimates between those two
years of 2009–10 versus 2010–11 of $2.4 billion for
2010–11, $2.9 billion for 2011–12 and $3.9 billion, or
almost $4 billion, for 2012–13. Even if you have regard
to the net impact of the initiatives that have occurred in
2009–10, you see there has been a blow-out in
government expenditure over the course of these years
in terms of what the forecasts are showing. For
2010–11 it is $1.8 billion, for 2011–12 it is $2.3 billion
and for 2012–13 it is $3.3 billion.
The seventh observation concerns Victoria’s share of
the national economy. These figures show, alarmingly,
a consistent decline. In 2000–01 Victoria’s share of the
national economy was about 26.2 per cent. Now on the
forecasts it is down to 23.3 per cent as at 2008–09, and
the alarming trend is likely to continue.
The eighth point is that Victoria’s gross state product
per capita relative to Australia as a whole continues to
fall. Back in 2000–01, on the ratios produced by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics, it was 105.9. It
continued to sink down in 2008–09 to 93.9.
As a ninth point, Victoria’s exports as a proportion of
the total of the national exports continue to fall
alarmingly. In 2000–01 it was 19 per cent; in 2008–09
it was down to 12 per cent.
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The 10th point is where I started: Labor cannot manage
money. It has never been able to manage money, and
nothing has changed. Labor has blown about
$10 billion over its time in government in various forms
of capital programs regarding a number of initiatives. It
has blown $10 billion. We now have a debt level rising
to $31 billion by 2014, and it is back to the future
insofar as this government is concerned; Labor cannot
manage money.
Let us look at some of the central points of the budget.
The primary announcement, I suppose, is in regard to
police funding. I pause to say I admire immensely those
who wear the blue. The people who are out there, the
men and women out there on our behalf as Victorians
wearing the uniform of Victoria Police, deserve our
strong acclamation.
The way they have been treated by this government
over the past 10 years is nothing less than disgraceful.
The simple fact is the Liberal and National parties have
led the way in making sure we get policing at least
trending back to the right levels in Victoria.
We have been pounding this issue remorselessly for
years — all of this in circumstances where, as
Victorians know, there are rising levels of crime. In the
last 10 years there has been about a 40 per cent increase
in crimes against the person and about a 70 per cent
increase in violent crime, a lot of it on the back of
alcohol-fuelled violence.
Victorians know that to be so. This government has
absolutely ignored it. It has been telling us all for years
that there is no problem, that there is enough resourcing
being provided, that there are enough police. It tells us
that despite the fact that at the present time, as we
know, Victoria has the lowest number of operational
front-line police per capita of all the Australian states
and despite the fact that Victoria at the moment spends
the least per capita on police resourcing of all the
Australian states. This government has been trying to
push down people’s throats for years the idea that there
is no problem.
We led the way back for the police in Victoria.
Members of the house will know that on 6 April we
made the second of two very substantial
announcements. The first of those came a couple of
months ago where we announced that 940 protective
services officers (PSOs) would be located on the
215 metropolitan train platforms and the 15 major
regional platforms in Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and
the Latrobe Valley from 6 o’clock at night until the last
train. In addition, we announced there would
100 additional transit police officers surfing the system
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and making sure we are looking after the interests of the
travelling public.
That was the announcement we made. What did we get
from the government in relation to that? Silence. We
got nothing except knocking of it, and I might say
knocking it to the extent where the Premier of the state
made disparaging comments about protective services
officers, who as I speak are out there on the front steps
and down the back of this Parliament House making
sure they provide protection to those who come into
this building and those who work here. These are the
very same people who guard the Premier’s own office,
and yet disparaging comments were made by the
Premier.
In addition to that, on 6 April we announced that in our
first term of government we would recruit and train an
additional 1600 front-line operational police. That
would mean an addition of a total of 2640 police
officers and PSOs would wear the blue uniform and
would be under the command of the Chief
Commissioner of Police. They would be there on behalf
of all Victorians to provide security for them right
across the state of Victoria — a magnificent initiative.
The response from the government was led by the
inimitable Attorney-General, and he had a fair bit to say
in a press release he issued that day. Amongst the other
nonsense that he trotted out, he said:
… Mr Baillieu’s pledge to fund part of today’s announcement
out of future surpluses was economically reckless and would
also result in cuts to construction on schools, hospitals, roads
and police stations …
‘Surpluses are used to build schools, hospitals, roads and
police stations. Robbing future surpluses will mean cuts to
job-creating infrastructure projects’ …

That is what he said. All of this was in circumstances
where Victorians had been done the dreadful injustice
of being underresourced in terms of police, and even
more particularly, where police officers, those out there
on the front line having to cope with all of this, were
being told remorselessly by this government that there
was enough money, that there were enough resources,
that they should simply get on with it.
We had the extraordinary situation of police actually
marching on the office of the member for Ballarat East.
The police went there to have a conversation with him
in the face of his being on the radio in Ballarat saying
essentially that there was no problem. The police got to
the point of actually marching in the street to put their
case, yet the government was still persisting in saying
there was no problem. The Attorney-General was out
that day making those sorts of ridiculous statements.
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What did we get about three weeks later? We had the
government making its announcements: 1700 front-line
police officers — a record! There was all the associated
rhetoric to go with it, matching our commitments, albeit
over five years. It was a desperate attempt by this
government to claw back and try to claim the lost
ground. I can assure the house that people will not
forget it. Victorians will not forget it, and in particular
our police force will not forget it. They were effectively
abandoned by this crew. As well as issuing press
releases the minister is even prepared to come in here
and misquote me by providing part of the comments I
made in this house without telling the whole story. He
did it deliberately, knowing full well that it is a
falsehood. He was still prepared to do it. It just goes to
show how far government members are prepared to
sink to save their own miserable skins.
The second central point of this budget is to do with the
Bendigo hospital. I ask the question rhetorically: why
will the government not release the business case? We
think the Bendigo hospital announcement as a general
principle is a very good idea. Everybody agrees that
Bendigo needs to have a new hospital. The issue is why
will the government not release the business case. I will
be interested to see what the government does over the
course of the coming days and weeks. Remember also
that this is the government which has failed six of its
own nine benchmarks with regard to the provision of
health services in Victoria. By its own standards it has
failed in relation to the important issues of elective
surgery and the care of those people who are admitted
for emergency care. It has failed six out of nine of its
own standards, and it is out there trumpeting initiatives
in relation to better health services across the state.
I move to the issue of regional development, which is a
matter of crucial importance to those of us who live
outside metropolitan Melbourne. I say for a start that
although we live outside the boundary of the city, we
are absolutely great admirers of the city of Melbourne.
As country members we probably spend equal
proportions of our lives here and in our homes in rural
and regional Victoria. Melbourne is surely one of the
great cities of the world. It is certainly a wonderful
capital for this state. That is not what this issue is about.
Rather it is about the fact that rural and regional
Victoria is a great contributor to this state’s fortunes
and could do even better if the government of the day
supported it — and this government has not done it.
I refer particularly to the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund (RIDF). This is a fund of about
$610 million which the government established some
10 years ago. It is due to expire on 30 June this year. As
I have often said, many great projects have been
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initiated through his fund, and that is to be commended,
but the simple fact is this very worthy program has
been undercommitted and it has been underspent.
Promises were made by the minister over the course of
the past years that this funding would surely all be
committed and ultimately would all be spent. I refer to
evidence which the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development gave before the parliamentary Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) at the time
she was involved in those hearings in May 2009. She
said:
We have an absolute commitment to see those funds allocated
by June 2010. That is a commitment that the government has
made and has stated repeatedly, particularly in response to
some campaigns of misinformation that have been peddled
about regional Victoria by The Nationals.

That is what she said. Let us have a look at what has
occurred, because what has occurred is in complete
contradiction to what the minister has actually been
telling us. The figures themselves tell the story.
I pause at this stage to say that I wish to table a series of
figures which have been prepared. They have been
submitted to and approved by the Speaker and Hansard
and circulated to other members of the house. I seek the
leave of the house to incorporate this table in Hansard.
Leave granted; see table page 86.
Mr RYAN — There are additional copies here,
Acting Speaker, which can be passed around the
chamber to those who want them. I know there will be
a rush, because it is a very interesting document. What
this document tells us is essentially this: the 2008–09
annual report of Regional Development Victoria states
that, as at 30 June 2009, $466 million has been
committed from this $611 million fund. The budget
papers tell us that a further $79.5 million is expected to
be committed in 2009–10, and that is referred to at the
bottom of the middle column in that table. The import
of all that is that with that commitment it is expected
that that will be done in 2009–10, bringing the total
commitment by June 2010 to $545.5 million. It is not
$611 million — let us call it $610 million for
practicality — as promised. In fact $545 million has
actually been committed, which is about $65 million
short of the target expenditure of $610 million.
I just want to be certain about this. I might have got it
wrong, so I will go back to the quote from the minister.
She said, ‘We have an absolute commitment to see
those funds allocated by June 2010’. That is what it
says; I can only read the evidence. Yet when you look
at the figures, what has in fact happened is that all that
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money has not been allocated; it has not been
committed. We are about $65 million short.
There are further elements of interest. The target for
expenditure in 2010–11 is $56 million. That is reflected
at the bottom of the left-hand column of the table. In
other words, the government is carrying over to the
next financial year $56 million out of that
$65 million-odd. Even if that is fully allocated, there
will still be about $9 million in RIDF uncommitted at
the end of June 2011. This fund was supposed to have
been completely committed by the end of June 2010.
The minister has misled country Victorians. She needs
to explain why the evidence she gave to PAEC has not
been observed.
The actual spending is another story; it is a reflection of
what we have seen throughout this issue. The situation
regarding the actual spending is quite intriguing. At the
end of June 2009 the actual spending from the RIDF, as
reported in the budget papers, was $395.4 million. We
have had some data released to us under FOI which
shows that another $26.6 million was spent between
July and December 2009. Therefore as at 30 December
2009 the actual expenditure from RIDF was
$422 million against a fund of $610 million or
$611 million. We are $190 million-odd away from a
level of expenditure that would reflect the total amount
of that commitment. It is a disgraceful state of affairs.
This fund has produced much good and has been able
to promote a lot of growth in country Victoria, but you
have to ask what good we would have had in addition if
we had had the benefit of having that extra money
available. It is a disgrace, and it is on the minister’s
head that we have been short-changed by that amount
of money. I must say I do not think country Victorians
are going to forget this one. A commitment was made
by the government which it has failed to keep.
I will address a furphy this government has cultivated
over the years. This morning I had the parliamentary
library staff check the voting patterns in relation to this
legislation, and I want to use the results to put a typical
Labor rumour to the sword. The simple fact is that
no-one in this Parliament of any political persuasion has
ever voted against regional infrastructure development
legislation. That is what the library has told me. I knew
that to be the case, but you start to seek confirmation
when you hear this sort of rubbish trotted out by Labor
the whole time. I checked this morning. It is in fact the
case. There were disputes about the two amendments
that were moved all those years ago, but everybody in
both houses has always supported this bill.
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In terms of bushfires, preventive burns are going to be a
part of not only the past but also the future in Victoria.
We need them to be done. The Environment and
Natural Resources Committee has recommended that
385 000 hectares a year be burnt, the royal commission
has made such a recommendation through counsel
assisting and the public has been pleading for it. This
government has not allocated any extra money in this
budget for preventive burns.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals have jointly led
the way in the reform of the fire services levy. The
government did not want the Henry review to deal with
it. But I wrote to that review and asked to have it
included — and it has been included. The Henry review
said it should be abolished. One of the royal
commission’s recommendations through counsel
assisting is that it be abolished. We have to get a fairer
and more equitable system in Victoria to deal with this
issue. The only people who have been resisting change
have been those in the government. In the meantime it
is country Victorians in particular, and very particularly
those in business, who have had to cop the brunt of this.
I saw in the paper this morning that the government,
with a bit of a wink and a nod from the Treasurer,
seems to be shifting ground yet again. Yet again we
may find that this government moves to a position that
is reflective of the policy of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition. And so it should, because the impost on
people in country Victoria is simply unfair.
With the greatest respect to all concerned, the bushfire
recovery efforts have been too slow. We have all read
material that has been issued in recent times,
particularly from Marysville but from other
communities as well. We have to get those
communities back on their feet. We have made a
solemn promise in this Parliament not to forget those
people, so it is imperative that we do not forget them.
We must speed up the recovery process.
We have to do more for people in agriculture through
the budgetary process. These people are enormously
courageous: they put up with drought for a decade and
now, with apparently a slightly better season looming,
they need to be properly supported. The possibility of a
locust plague is now looming large, and you have to ask
what the government is doing to deal with this threat.
In relation to ambulances in country Victoria, my office
is replete with examples from places such as Casterton,
Maryborough, Shepparton, Macedon, Mount Helen,
Bairnsdale, Hamilton, Sale — where I live — Echuca
and the Latrobe Valley of problems with ambulance
services. This issue needs to be further investigated. I
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called for an investigation into 2006, and I think that
needs to be done again.
On the issue of water the ground is littered with the
broken promises of this government. Rail freight is
ignored by this government despite promises made over
many years. In education there is apparently a cut of
about $83 million. That is a problem for people in
country Victoria in particular, where we are facing
falling completion and participation rates in our
schools — let alone the issues around skills training,
where we are also struggling.
In my area of Gippsland I am pleased to see we have
had funding for the Leongatha hospital, although as
someone once famously said, there is a bit more to be
done with regard to resolving some difficulties there.
There is a new police station at Loch Sport which is a
tribute to the community at large.
There is never enough time. In conclusion this is the
budget of a tired, old, lazy, inept, slothful and slack
government. It has had its day; it has run out of steam.
It has had record income over a period of almost
11 years, and we have got this to show for it. The word
‘vision’ does not appear in the speech of the Treasurer.
And it is no wonder, because this budget has no vision
and this government has no vision. When we come to
the election in 205 days time it will be time for a
change. The Liberals and The Nationals are ready to go.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — A key test for
any political party in government or in opposition is
whether it has remained true to its core values. It is
necessary to ask whether in the face of whatever
challenges that are thrown its way it has steadfastly
stuck to its fundamental objectives and beliefs. I have
listened to members speak of all that has been achieved
in this budget. What I am most proud of and what
shines consistently throughout is a determination to
ensure that our policies and values are reflected in this
great Labor budget. There are many examples of how
this has been achieved in this year’s budget, but given
the limited time I have I would like to highlight just a
few that jumped out at me.
I will begin with jobs. ‘Keeping the faith’ is how Paul
Keating once described Labor’s determination to grow
jobs. We kept the faith in last year’s budget and then
some. Last year we committed to creating and securing
an additional 35 000 jobs. We have actually exceeded
that target in Victoria, creating nearly 100 000 new jobs
this financial year. Ninety-two per cent of all full-time
jobs in Australia were created in Victoria. This was
done during the most severe global recession since the
1930s.
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In this year’s budget we have made a commitment to
create and secure another 30 000 jobs. I know the
importance of a job is lost on members opposite, many
of whom were born with a silver spoon in their mouth
and blue chip stocks in their nappies, but for the rest of
us — the vast, overwhelming majority of us — having
a secure, well-paying job is of fundamental importance.
That is why Labor puts job creation at the forefront of
its economic planning and management. That is why
Labor will fight for every job it can get to the benefit of
Victorian families. That is why Labor, in this budget,
like those before it, has made jobs a key priority once
again.
Watching the performances of the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Scoresby since the
global financial crisis hit Victoria, what has angered me
above and beyond all the gaffes and stuff-ups, which
were clearly outlined earlier today by the Minister for
Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission, has been their consistent willingness to
put at risk Victorian jobs. Every economy relies on
business and consumer confidence, especially one
trying to steer a course through the biggest financial
crisis in generations. Yet time and again these two
members of the Liberal Party have done all they can to
hammer confidence by talking down our economy in a
bid to drive it into a recession and cost Victorians their
jobs.
On 24 April 2009 the member for Scoresby said a
recession in Victoria was inevitable. Then in his budget
reply speech he said:
Everyone else is in recession but apparently not Victoria. The
economic indicators contained in the budget are optimistic in
the extreme and are predicated on Victoria not entering
recession and benefiting from a fast recovery.

On 9 June he again talked down our economy, saying:
… it is highly possible that Victoria could be looking at
negative growth of over 1 per cent next financial year, or a
turnaround of minus 1.5 per cent.

Everyone on both sides of politics thinks the member
for Scoresby is an accident waiting to happen. When
you stack up all the errors, not just in political
judgement but in basic accounting, you do begin to
wonder if CPA Australia is about to rescind his
membership at the very least. These comments on our
economy during the global financial crisis are more
than just basic errors. The member for Scoresby and his
leader have shown a reckless disregard for our
economy and put at risk Victorian jobs. And for what?
It has all been done for political gain. They have put
their own personal ambition ahead of the interests of all
Victorians. I have watched other opposition leaders
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around the world put their countries’ interests first and
thought repeatedly to myself, ‘Thank heavens no-one
here in Victoria or much less in Australia pays any
attention to the Leader of the Opposition and his
accident-prone sidekick’. In the view of the Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Scoresby, it is not
the recession we have to have, it is the recession they
desperately want us to have! The cost to Victorians, the
cost to their jobs and job security would have been
terribly, horribly high.
I want to touch briefly on health. Our Premier,
Treasurer and Minister for Health have all worked
assiduously to deliver a record $4 billion boost to our
health budget. The fact that this commitment to health
is not something new was recognised by all
commentators during the debate over Prime Minister
Kevin Rudd’s health reform package. Even Joe
Hockey, the least likely of supporters of Labor, had
nothing but praise for Victoria’s health system. This has
not come by accident. Budget after budget has rebuilt
our hospital system, left in tatters by the previous
Kennett Liberal government.
Looking down the long list of initiatives that will be
delivered as part of this plan I was particularly pleased
with the $7.4 million investment in the Northern
Hospital, with similar investments in the Austin, Royal
Melbourne and St Vincent’s to replace equipment,
provide new intensive care beds and increase the
surgical capacity of these hospitals. All these hospitals
are relied upon by residents in my electorate.
I would like to focus briefly on our commitment to
tackling cancer. A year ago this week, this issue
became a very personal one for my family. Sadly
cancer touches the lives of a great many Victorian
families and that is why I am so proud of Labor’s
commitment to save lives. Labor will deliver a
$1.2 billion investment in cancer treatment —
$40 million of this at the Olivia Newton-John Cancer
and Wellness Centre at the Austin Hospital. This
significant investment will undoubtedly help those
battling cancer and improve our chances of overcoming
this disease.
Another key test for any political party in government
is whether it has honoured the commitments it has
made. Has it delivered on all that it has promised? I
think one of the best examples of Labor’s determination
to deliver on its promises is in education. In 2006, prior
to the last state election, Labor promised to rebuild,
modernise and upgrade 500 public schools. Not only
have we delivered on that promise, but we have
exceeded it; 553 schools have received funds to
improve their facilities. In my electorate schools like
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Fairfield Primary School, Westgarth Primary School,
Alphington Primary School, Northcote Primary School
and Preston South Primary School have all received
funding through this program. In this year’s budget
Thornbury High School will also receive funding to
further develop its plans to upgrade its facilities. We
have also made another significant investment in
kindergartens, providing an additional 3590 places with
$63.1 million. This is terrific in my electorate, which is
experiencing a baby boom.
I have a nephew with special needs, so I would
particularly like to commend Labor for delivering
$10 million for a new school in Preston for autistic
children. I know just how much this will mean to
families with a child with special needs and I am very
proud that Labor has delivered this important initiative.
Families in my electorate will also benefit from the
decision to convert Northcote station into a premium
station. Northcote station will now be staffed from first
train to last. Dennis station will receive 4 hours of
staffing.
Funding to purchase land in order to continue our
extension of the bike and pedestrian Darebin Creek
Trail is also welcomed. I have been working hard to
ensure this project is completed as soon as possible. I
was there just last weekend with my family, enjoying
the view of where the trail will go. Again the Minister
for Roads and Ports has listened to my concerns on
behalf of residents about the bike crossings on
St Georges Road. New signs will improve safety for
bike and pedestrian traffic on this busy road.
We can contrast what we have done in this budget with
the comments of the Liberal Party: how we have kept
the faith on jobs and delivered a record boost to health,
education and community safety. I have to say that
1966 additional front-line police to ensure our crime
rate remains the lowest in Australia is very welcome in
my electorate.
Importantly we have delivered sound financial
management of our economy and very successfully
steered our economy through the most severe global
recession since the 1930s. I would like to take a
moment to contrast that with what we have heard today
from the member for Scoresby and from the Leader of
the Opposition in recent months. Nothing new was
outlined today in what he presented. There was nothing
new in the interests of all Victorian families. There
were no new policies, just another sloppy presentation
from the member for Scoresby.
I heard a story the other day that helps explain why the
Liberals are so lacking in ideas. It also explains why
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they are so prepared to keep an accident-prone shadow
Treasurer at the helm. I ran into a Liberal Party
supporter who had attended a Liberal Party fundraiser
in the last few weeks where the Leader of the
Opposition took to the stage. I was told that the
audience was looking forward to hearing about his
vision for the future. They had not heard much to date, I
guess, so they were pretty keen and on the edge of their
seats waiting to hear what he would outline. This was a
great opportunity, among friends, one would think, to
set out what his vision for the state is.
Unfortunately for all those who handed over their
hard-earned cash to attend this fundraiser, what they
saw is what we see every single day in this Parliament.
The Leader of the Opposition got up, but instead of
talking of his vision, his policies, his plan and what he
wanted to do in the interests of Victoria, he talked about
how important it was for him to leave a legacy. He did
not outline at the same time what he would do to
deliver this legacy. If your legacy is selling state public
schools and being known as just another real estate
agent, your legacy becomes very important. My advice
to the Leader of the Opposition is that to leave a legacy
you actually have to do something — anything! — and
now is a good time to outline what he is going to do.
I was told by the poor unfortunate Liberal soul who
attended this fundraiser that the Leader of the
Opposition left that person absolutely gobsmacked that
the Liberals had chosen this man to lead them at this
time. It comes as no surprise to us on this side of the
house; we see it day in, day out in this Parliament. In
my view and in the view of members on this side of the
house the Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Scoresby lack fundamental values. They lack any
values for which to stand up and fight. All that is left
and all that we see every day is just the two of them —
Kim supports Ted and Ted supports Kim — and that is
it. Their performance as leader or shadow Treasurer
does not enter their minds, not for one minute, because
there is no other judgement to make; there is no other
test they have to pass. It is simply support for each
other, and that is it.
As another Liberal remarked to me recently, it is not
just the Leader of the Opposition’s lack of political
judgement that bothers him, it is that he stands for
nothing but himself. We see this repeatedly. We saw it
today. My acquaintance went on to say that that is why
support for the Leader of the Opposition at Liberal
Party forum after Liberal Party forum is sliding:
because the rank and file in the Liberal Party have
worked him out — just as we on this side of the house
have worked him out.
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We all know that Liberal members opposite in question
time and beyond — and surely in other forums as
well — look at the Leader of The Nationals as he takes
to his feet and wish he could lead them just for one
week, one month or however long it takes to get them
across the line. Like us on this side of the house, they
know that although you might not agree with his
fundamental values at least you know the Leader of
The Nationals actually has them, unlike the Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Scoresby. Members
opposite know it and the public knows it, and I am sure
that in the coming election campaign the Leader of the
Opposition’s lack of values will be flushed out all over
again.
I am very proud to stand here and make a contribution
on the budget and on what we are doing, and I am very
proud of what Labor has achieved in the last five years.
In summary I want to highlight some of Labor’s
significant achievements for working families in
Victoria. In the last five years we have seen an
economy that has grown by $85 billion. We have seen
in the last five years 260 000 more jobs delivered in
Victoria, 400 000 more patients treated in Victoria and
19 000 more public transport passengers carried at peak
times. Putting 1966 more front-line police officers back
on the streets is incredibly significant, particularly in an
area such as the electorate of Northcote, which I
represent.
There are 600 billion more litres of water available to
irrigators, the environment and households. I want to
highlight too the $175 million package for sustainable
jobs to ensure that we reduce our carbon footprint and
grow our economy in a way that is good for the
environment and good for all Victorians. We have had
174 000 first home owners take up the opportunity
provided by the first home owners grant. These are all
fantastic initiatives for the people of Victoria. I heard
some commentary about year 12, and we all know how
important it is to complete year 12. We have had
20 000 more students completing year 12 and
172 000 more Victorians have gained vocational
training. These are all tremendous initiatives that have
been undertaken by the Labor government in the last
five years.
For my constituents, the residents of Northcote and
beyond, I am very pleased to say that they will see
tremendous changes come from this great Labor
budget. The important thing to remember is that we
have delivered a sound and competitive economy by
reducing taxes, maintaining business confidence,
keeping business viable in this state and making sure
that we have a future for generations of Victorians to
come. This is a great Labor budget, and I am very
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proud to be part of the government that has delivered it
to all Victorian families.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — It is interesting to note
that the member for Northcote could have delivered her
budget speech in her 90-second statement earlier this
week, because that is about how much time she spent
on the actual budget. When she talks about the Greens
in her electorate she speaks with a great deal more
passion, and so she should. We will look with interest at
that seat in November.
This is a budget delivered by a government that has
been in power for 11 years — and doesn’t it show! I
want to go through and make a couple of comments
about the overall performance in my portfolio areas.
First of all, on water, in the Treasurer’s speech
Mr Lenders claimed that the government is delivering
water for the future. He specifically mentioned the
Sugarloaf pipeline and the desal plant, but there was
nothing in the budget about recycling — obviously it is
very important to locate markets here — and nothing in
the budget about stormwater harvesting. The issue for
the government is that Melbourne’s population is still
growing, and simply announcing two projects in 2007
does not address the water issue in toto. If we are going
to have increased population in Melbourne, we need
more water. You would think the government would
have learnt that by now.
Even with the increased supply, Melbourne will be on
water restrictions — dependent on rainfall, which the
government has flagged until 2013, which Melburnians
will not like, I am sure. In particular I refer to the
Infrastructure Report Card 2010 put out by Engineers
Australia, which provides an impartial analysis of the
way the government has performed on water.
In terms of potable water Engineers Australia gives the
government a C, and some of the negatives set out in
the document are:
The failure to take action earlier to meet the growing water
crisis and the ongoing water restrictions.
Concern that best value water solution had not been selected
in several major water augmentation projects.

These are the projects the Treasurer was spouting about
in his budget speech.
If we go on to look at the report card on wastewater, we
see that Engineers Australia gives the government a B
minus and makes this comment in terms of the factors
contributing to the negative rating:
Lack of uses for the large volume of recycled water from the
eastern treatment plant is a waste of a valuable resource.
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That is a damning criticism for anyone involved in
water.
On stormwater, Engineers Australia gives the
government a C minus. The negatives that contributed
to the rating include:
Lack of a statewide urban stormwater strategy.
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So the government is claiming in documents available
on the DHS website in one instance that
645 000 low-income households will be assisted and
they will get $238.26 by 2013–14, and in another that
the same 645 000 low-income households will be
assisted, but they will get $245.00 in 2010–11. This is
at a time when the government is forecasting inflation
in the out years at 2.5 per cent.

Limited exploitation of stormwater.

This independent report clearly damns the government
for its performance on water.
I want to turn now to the concessions the government
announced in the budget for water use for low-income
earners. The government has provided $52 million over
four years for concessions, and another $4 million for
audits and the like for low-income earners. We can set
aside the fact that a large component of water bills is
service charges, which means it is quite difficult for
people to obtain a financial benefit from reducing their
consumption, and look instead at the concessions.
The first point I make is that they will not cover the
increased water prices; some of these increases in water
prices will be over 60 per cent. But the point I wish to
make today is that the government does not even know
what it is doing in terms of concessions. Contradictory
figures have been put out by the government for this
budget in relation to concessions. I draw the attention of
the house to a 2010–11 state budget fact sheet put out
by the Department of Human Services, which refers to:
… the concessional amount to be increased in line with the
CPI, from $216.60 to at least $238.26 by 2013–14.

The fact sheet claims that this will assist around
645 000 low-income households.
I refer members to a section of the website of the
Department of Human Services (DHS) titled ‘Helping
low-income Victorians with the rising cost of water’,
which word for word is almost the same as the fact
sheet except for the fact that the numbers are different.
This is a government providing information to
low-income earners about a concession that it has
trumpeted and the information on the government’s
website is contradictory. On the DHS website there is a
reference to:
… the concessional amount to be increased from $216.60 —

there is agreement on the baseline —
to $245.00 in 2010–11.

Again the claim is made that 645 000 low-income
households will be assisted.

I indicate to the Minister for Water that rather than
sitting around plotting against the Premier, rather than
trying to big note himself, rather than trying to spend
his whole budget response talking about other members
of Parliament on this side of the house, he needs to do
his work. He needs to explain to low-income earners
what the concession is. Which piece of information
from DHS actually outlines what the concession is? If
ever there was an example of sloppy work by a
government with a whole raft of bureaucrats to back it,
this is surely it: two competing figures for, of all people,
low-income earners in relation to concessions in the
budget information made available.
I turn now to small business. The government
announced a $13.4 million so-called package in relation
to this. The support package and some of the
workshops and seminars that the government
announced have been previously announced. The new
announcements are to expand Energise Enterprise,
which is a month long festival to celebrate small
business. There is a masterclass for growth — how
topical! — and an expansion of the mentoring program.
Nothing of that is inherently bad, but the problem for
the government is that it has not delivered to business
what business wanted.
In its submission to the government the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VECCI) suggested that the payroll tax should be
reduced to 4.85 per cent and, more importantly in the
case of small business, that the threshold should be
increased to $700 000 from 1 July 2010. The
government has brought in a small reduction in the rate
of payroll tax to 4.9 per cent, but has done nothing
about the threshold, which is the pivotal area where
small businesses may consider not employing another
person because they would reach the threshold. The
Australian Industry Group asked for a payroll tax rate
of 4.75 per cent.
However, the most damning report and one that the
government should look at is the Sensis Business
Index — Small and Medium Enterprises for March
2010, which I refer to the government. It shows at
page 7 that Victorian small businesses have the lowest
rate of business confidence in the whole of Australia.
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That is the government’s key performance indicator
(KPI), not the stuff that it has put in budget paper 3.
This is the testing KPI for government. Can you believe
that Victoria’s small business confidence levels are
even lower than those in New South Wales? That is a
damning indictment of the Minister for Small Business.

based on a VicHealth report in 2007. It has been a long
time coming, and I will wait to see the results of this
program. I note the minister’s document outlining how
the plan will be successful; I will be monitoring it more
closely than anyone else. This issue is too important for
spin, and I hope the minister is successful with it.

Turning to tourism, the government has announced a
marketing campaign for Melbourne — $27 million
over five years — to encourage domestic tourism. I
make two points in relation to that. First of all, regional
tourism has missed out in this budget. Secondly, the
government should already have acted on domestic
tourism. We hear in the house all the time about how
the government has done really well on international
tourism, and I will concede that in international tourism
the government has performed better than it has in
domestic tourism.

The minister has also announced $100 000 for seminars
and workshops to strengthen women’s financial
independence. I really worry about the Labor Party
running a seminar on finance, but I wish the minister
well, and I hope she achieves her objective.

When the Kennett government was in office, there were
18 million domestic visitor numbers; now there are
only 15.7 million. Then we had 55 million domestic
visitor nights; now there are 49 million. In the 11 years
the government has been in office we have seen fewer
domestic tourists and fewer domestic visitor nights.
That is a damning indictment of the government.
The government should introduce more marketing
campaigns and do a great deal more. I note that the
minister for tourism is also the minister for major
events — and he thinks he is a little star; in fact he is far
from that. However, in terms of tourism, the minister’s
most significant failure concerns the expansion of the
Melbourne Exhibition Centre. He has announced
$17.7 million for ‘preparations’; that means land
acquisition. This is a huge failure. I might add that the
events industry has been calling for this expansion since
2001.
According to the Victorian Events Industry Council an
economic benefit of $150 million per annum would
flow from this expansion. If you take that to its logical
conclusion, the minister’s failure to get up a case for
this in the budget has cost this state $150 million per
annum. No wonder the tourism industry’s press
releases, whilst welcoming the initial investment, are
very lukewarm. In its press release VEIC says that it:
… will continue to advocate the need to ‘see the project
through’ with the state government.

That is tepid for a tepid minister.
I turn now to women’s affairs. We have seen a
$14.1 million funding block for A Right to Respect, a
project which the Minister for Women’s Affairs
announced last November to combat domestic violence

I turn now to Brighton Secondary College in my
electorate. I have one government secondary school in
my electorate. This school needs a science upgrade and
more, yet it has received no money. Other than money
for a fire reparation scheme, it has received no money
from this government. There is no doubt in my mind
that it has received no money because it suffers the
misfortune of being located in a suburb that brings out
all the class envy that shows the worst of the Labor
Party.
I urge the Minister for Education to visit this college.
The school has contributed $2.9 million of its own
funds gained through its hard work. This year the
minister announced the allocation of $271 million for
school upgrades, but not one cent for Brighton. This is
an absolute disgrace. The minister should come to the
school, meet the principal and students, look at the
shocking 1950s facilities there and get over her class
hurdle or barrier and put some funding into a school
that desperately needs an upgrade.
I understand the idea of funding in marginal seats, but
to totally ignore a government school just because it is
called Brighton Secondary College is the worst case of
class envy. I have seen in this Parliament time and
again that whenever I mention the suburb of Brighton,
Labor Party members fall over themselves with
derision and laughter. It is not funny. These Labor
members of Parliament should go and see a
government school that deserves an upgrade, and they
should direct some funding to that school.
This budget is a big disappointment in my policy areas,
and it is a big disappointment in Brighton. However, I
think the tide is turning. I think the public understands
that this government is a government of spin, not a
government of action. I think the public understands
that this government, which has been in power for
11 years, has wasted valuable resources in boom times.
What matters most to Victorians is what the
government has done, not what the government has
spun.
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Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am a little
disappointed with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and her class warfare because she was impugning the
motives of the Labor Party in terms of fiscal matters
while at the same time looking down her nose at the
Labor Party in terms of workshops for assisting women
and showing what seemed to me to be issues of class in
regard to financial management. Anyway, she is a
failed shadow Treasurer — we all know about that.
Let me tell the house about this: this is another great
Labor budget. It is a budget that delivers for Victorians
and for Victorian families — delivers Victorian jobs
and delivers Victorian infrastructure. It is a budget of
achievement, particularly in terms of the global
financial crisis of last year — the worst financial crisis
since the 1930s.
I attended a budget breakfast this morning with
representatives of the Department of Treasury and
Finance and members of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Grant Hehir, the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance, showed us a
graph on the worldwide impact of the global financial
crisis, the most severe since the 1930s. There are parts
of the world that are still struggling to extricate
themselves from this global financial crisis.
What do we have in Victoria? Last year Victoria
actually produced an operating surplus. This year we
are aiming to produce another operating surplus, this
time in the region of some $800 million-odd. As budget
paper 2 says in chapter 1, which is headed ‘Economic
and fiscal strategies and objectives’:
Victoria’s economic outlook has improved and growth
forecasts have been revised upwards. The resilience of the
Victorian economy will see growth strengthened and
broadened in 2010–11, and then return to trend rates.
The 2010–11 budget confirms Victoria’s strong fiscal
position …

This is a budget of fiscal responsibility, one which is
returning a strong economy to Victoria. It is a budget
that delivers jobs, because that is what we do here in
Victoria, and we do it really well. We do it better than
the rest of Australia. There are recent job figures that
show Victoria has produced nearly 100 000 jobs in the
last year, and we are aiming to sustain 30 000 jobs
through the budget next year. It is a budget that delivers
in terms of the future, with more than $9 billion for
infrastructure. It is a budget that delivers services in
spades for Victoria, whether they be in health,
education or transport, or for children. I commend the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. It also delivers services in community
safety.
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This is a budget that delivers across the board. It is
about jobs, it is about community and it is about
families. It is about sustainability in terms of the
economic future of Victoria. It is a budget that has
vision. It is a budget that delivers. It is a budget that
serves us well in Victoria.
Indeed in the budget we have a range of financial
objectives and strategies, which are listed at page 6 of
budget paper 2. There is a short-term target of at least
$100 million each year in net result from transactions.
Not only $100 million is planned, but more than
$800 million is planned, going up to $1.2 billion in the
two out years. The long-term target is to maintain a
substantial net result from transactions.
In terms of infrastructure, the objective is to implement
strategic infrastructure projects. We all remember back
to the seven dark years of the Kennett era when the
Kennett government could not spend any money and
failed to spend any money. It spent only about
$1 billion on infrastructure. Next year we are going to
spend $9.5 billion on infrastructure. That is our
long-term aim: to deliver world-class infrastructure to
maximise economic, social and environmental benefits.
This is what we are continuing to do. Obviously now
we are doing it in the face of last year’s global financial
crisis in order to secure jobs for Victoria. We did secure
jobs: we secured not just part-time jobs but full-time
jobs. We also secured jobs in a range of industries,
particularly in the housing industry. In the last day or so
some fascinating figures have come out on housing
starts in March. In March there were as many housing
starts in Melbourne as there were in Sydney, Brisbane
and Adelaide combined.
This has been possible only because of Victoria’s
strong performance and the strong management by the
Treasurer, the Premier and the government in
maintaining service delivery. The short-term objectives
are to implement election commitments and reforms in
terms of taxation and maintain a AAA credit rating.
That is exactly what we are doing. This budget aims to
do this in the future as well to meet its objective of
securing around 30 000 jobs in 2010–11.
The government has made a record $4 billion worth of
investment in health. On infrastructure and transport it
has invested a record $5.8 billion in new rail lines,
trams and train stations. People in my electorate love
their trams. We have a number of tram routes, and let
me tell members that the 50 new trams are going to go
down very well with my local people.
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In education we said we would modernise 500 schools.
How many are we modernising? We are modernising
553 schools. The Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee will report on that because there is a greater
than 10 per cent variation in terms of that objective, and
the committee reports on variations greater than 10 per
cent. This is 10 per cent more.
We are the government that supports business. We are
the government that provides tax cuts.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STENSHOLT — Opposition members
laugh — the toenails-of-Victoria mob. In the
Kennett-McNamara era, under the toenails brief, there
was one tax cut. How much was the tax cut? It was a
really big one. It was $1 million — and that was the tax
that was cut out. We have cut tax after tax. I have
spoken many times in this house about the number of
taxes we have cut — and we are doing it again. We are
probably the only jurisdiction in the world that is going
to cut taxes this year. Payroll tax has been cut again, by
0.5 per cent.
WorkCover is a magnificent scheme. I was at a
breakfast this morning where the Secretary of
Department of Treasury and Finance talked about what
a terrific scheme we have in WorkCover. Not only is it
being maintained at somewhere between 105 per cent
and 110 per cent of coverage, which is the long-tail
requirement under the scheme, but we are also
managing to reduce the number of people who are
injured at work and maintaining that very well. There is
going to be a further cut in the WorkCover premiums.
We have cut WorkCover premiums again and again —
up to seven times, I am told. It is a well-managed
scheme that is supporting business. The best way to
support business is through jobs. There have been
100 000 jobs created in the current year — and they are
full-time jobs to boot. We are looking to sustain
30 000 jobs through this budget. We have a strong
economy, and we are in a strong financial position.
I listened to some of what the shadow Treasurer said as
he talked down the Victorian economy. The Hanrahan
from the east in The Nationals talked down the
economy as well. Those two are interesting characters:
they are the copper choppers who chopped out the
police. What are we doing? We are putting in 1966
more police. We have delivered on police. How many
more police are in place today or will be in place by the
end of this year compared to the number in place in
2000? There are now 20 per cent more. We have
delivered.
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What did we see in the McNamara-Kennett era? We
saw 800 go. Opposition members tried to pretend it was
not their fault, that it was Neil Comrie’s fault, but as we
heard from the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and
the Transport Accident Commission, the shadow
Treasurer, when he was the police spokesman, tried to
cover that one up. The opposition has a record: it
cannot manage money and it cut the number of nurses
and teachers. Opposition members are great salesmen.
Here we have the Leader of the Opposition conducting
the sale of the century and saying, ‘I am selling off all
those skills’ — he is the sale of the century man. When
it is in government the opposition sells off things, cuts
jobs and cuts the heart out of the economy.
I was fascinated by the series of charts tabled by the
shadow Treasurer when he was speaking about the
revenue. He said it was going to be this and it was
going to be that and it is too much — but what is he
going to do? What is his plan? There is no plan. Is the
shadow Treasurer going to cut sales tax, cut insurance
tax, cut any other taxes or cut WorkCover premiums? If
he cuts tax, how is he going to deliver services? The
Liberals and The Nationals in coalition are not really
interested in services; they believe only in small
government and not in looking after ordinary people.
They pretend to look after people, but when it comes to
the fact of doing the hard yards, they do not deliver.
The shadow Treasurer fails to understand simple
concepts like debt, saying that debt is going to go up
and that it will be terrible. In actual fact he said there is
no forward strategy to bring debt down. Perhaps he
ought to read the paragraph headed ‘Victorian
government debt strategy’ in budget paper 2 at page 52,
which says in part:
The government’s commitment to this strategy is illustrated
by net debt … being around 1 per cent lower at the end of the
forward estimates compared to the 2009–10 budget …

There is a debt strategy. I could read it out, but instead I
commend it to members. There is also a very nice
graph at page 53 of the budget paper. It is a realistic
graph which shows net debt going down in terms of
financial liabilities compared to gross state product.
The shadow Treasurer’s presentation lacked financial
analysis. He actually thinks he can find a reference to
smart meters in the budget. I think members will find
they are produced by a private company — the idea
was actually something produced by John Howard. I
will keep looking for the smart meters in the budget that
the member for Scoresby has said are in it, but I do not
think I will find them. I am not even sure whether the
member has read the budget papers — and one needs to
concentrate on what is in the budget.
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The shadow Treasurer is the man who talked down
Victoria and tried to talk it into recession. He tried to
initiate a run on a bank. How can you do that when you
are the shadow Treasurer? It was the Members Equity
bank, and he had to apologise. He gets all the figures
wrong in terms of surpluses and the basics. He used
three different figures in one day, from memory. I have
got nothing against the member personally — he is a
wonderful man — but his understanding of fiscal
concepts is very poor. This is of grave concern; we like
to have a strong analysis and understanding of fiscal
parameters in Victoria because it is essential for good
government.
I am particularly pleased with this budget in terms of
local issues. I am very pleased that a number of schools
in my electorate are being upgraded — namely, the
Wattle Park and Ashburton primary schools. I have
advocated very strongly for local residents who live
near the freeway because it is pretty noisy; I have said it
again and again. I note that the Leader of the
Opposition in the other house criticised me for being
mute on these issues; in fact I have spoken in
Parliament several times this year about it, but he has
not said anything about it for a year or more. However,
the opposition is welcome to criticise me.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other house also
talked about Box Hill Hospital, but he does not really
understand the situation. Again there is a lack of basic
fiscal understanding by members of the Liberal Party. I
think the Leader of The Nationals has a much better
understanding than some of those in the leadership of
the Liberal Party. He asked, ‘Where’s the money?’, but
projects take a number of years. There are only three or
four out years in a budget, and when you are building a
huge project — Box Hill Hospital is a wonderful
project; $408 million worth of project; the biggest
single suburban hospital rebuild in Victoria’s history —
it takes time. It will be built over a number of years.
The planning is going ahead now; it is extraordinarily
detailed. Obviously they will have to get the wrecker in
and pull things down after they do all the absolutely
fine detail of the planning etcetera. But he just does not
understand this of course. These people just do not
understand this.
As for the Box Hill Hospital, the local member there,
when he was the Parliamentary Secretary for Treasury
and Finance in the previous government, sat silent
while money was taken out of the Box Hill Hospital by
the Liberals and Nationals. He just sat silent — said
nothing and did nothing. All he has been doing lately is
whingeing about it.
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We are actually delivering; this budget delivers for
Victoria. It delivers for Victorian families; it delivers
economic security and sustainability in Victorian
finances. It is an excellent budget for Victorian
families. We should all be proud of the budget, proud
of the extra services it delivers, proud of the
infrastructure, proud of the long-term productivity it is
going to deliver and proud of the fact that it is building
Victoria for the future — something that Labor is
extremely proud of.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — If the member for
Burwood keeps telling himself long enough that he is
proud of what this government has done, perhaps at
least he might believe it even if nobody else does. From
when the first promise was made that it would govern
for all Victoria, there has been 11 long years of the
Labor government. There is not much in this budget for
anyone in Victoria except for people in Melbourne and
a couple of the major regional cities.
If you take the electorate of Swan Hill in particular,
there is absolutely bitter disappointment about the lack
of capital funding for hospitals in that electorate. The
Kerang health service desperately needs an upgrade to
its aged-care facilities at the Kerang hospital. When the
Minister for Education was the Minister for Health she
visited that site. So has the current health minister, and
they both agreed that it is in one of the worst situations
in Victoria and desperately needs an upgrade.
The Kerang hospital has been working with the
department on a planning process; a planning control
group has been established to undertake detailed
planning but there is no capital in the budget. This
means bitter disappointment in Kerang. The same
applies to Swan Hill where the aged-care facility
desperately needs an upgrade; they have endured three
master plans in the last 15 years but have never
received any capital funding. This government, which
promised to govern for all of Victoria, has done nothing
for those two hospitals.
Warracknabeal Hospital had its first stage funded and
built, and it is a great facility, but it desperately needs
stage 2 of that development built to maximise the
efficiency of the hospital, including staffing ratios.
However, there has been no capital for that project even
though stage 1 was finished a number of years ago.
I was interested to hear the Minister for Health and the
Premier address the house and noted that they seem to
use the words regional, country and rural
interchangeably. The Premier would have us believe
that country Victoria should be very happy, because he
has spent some money in Coleraine on its health

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Thursday, 6 May 2010

ASSEMBLY

service, in Leongatha on its health service and in future
will put some money into Bendigo hospital. He would
have us believe that all of country Victoria should be
very happy about this budget.
I think the Premier has been spending too long flying
around Victoria in his aeroplane instead of being on the
ground, driving in a motor car. I think he has lost sight
of the distances between places in country Victoria.
There are many places apart from Coleraine, Leongatha
and Bendigo that also desperately need capital for their
health systems. It is a long way to travel from Swan
Hill to Bendigo for health services. It is a long way to
travel from Echuca to Bendigo for those services.
Does this government have a secret plan whereby
eventually, everyone in north-west Victoria will have to
drive to Bendigo for health services? That is the
direction it is forcing things with its lack of capital
funding for rural health services. One great initiative by
the Liberals and Nationals is the commitment to put the
money from the sale of poker machine licences into a
fund for health infrastructure in country Victoria. I
think that is where the future is for the upgrade of some
assets in our communities.
What is the point of having Labor Party members of the
Legislative Council in northern Victoria? This is now a
common question being asked in northern Victoria, and
I am sure it will be reinforced given the lack of capital
investment in the hospitals I have discussed. The
community says, ‘We never see them; they never come
and talk to us; we do not know what they actually do’.
One would have thought that if the two Labor members
of the Legislative Council in northern Victoria, Candy
Broad and Kaye Darveniza, were on the job, they
would have ensured that some health capital would be
spent on northern Victoria; except for Bendigo, there
has been nothing.
Some of what I would call ‘budget lowlights’ are
evident in the budget papers. Page 66 of budget paper 1
sets out funding for the Northern Victoria Irrigation
Renewal Project. Nobody has argued against the need
to upgrade our irrigation infrastructure in northern
Victoria. What most people have been bitterly
disappointed about is the government’s broken promise
never to take water from northern Victoria to
Melbourne. The government broke that promise, and
this was supposed to be one of the sweeteners to
appease that broken promise.
The government has promised 520 000 megalitres of
savings from these projects, yet there is only
400 000 megalitres of losses in the system. Hence,
those savings in megalitres can never be achieved. An
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emerging issue in the communities I represent is that
approximately 60 per cent of irrigation systems in
northern Victoria will either be closed down or taken
out of government ownership as part of this process.
That will have huge ramifications in the community on
jobs, economic activity, the viability of schools and
hospitals, and the very viability of those communities.
With the opening up of the water market, particularly to
allow the federal government in to buy
300 000 megalitres as has been agreed, I believe that
from when permanent water trade started to the end of
all this process in about five years, the high-security
water entitlement in northern Victoria will have halved.
The water available for food production in northern
Victoria will effectively go from 1.6 million megalitres
to about 800 000 megalitres. That will have a huge
impact on the production and supply of food in this
state and particularly on the viability of those
communities.
Another issue I want to touch on with budget paper 1 is
the funding for fire hydrants and tanks in the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project. The Grampians
Wimmera-Mallee Water Corporation project has been a
great one. It was started by the conservatives, even
though the Labor Party has taken credit for it as it has
been finished. The key issue is that in 2007 the Prime
Minister, Kevin Rudd, unconditionally promised
another $25 million to that project which has not been
delivered and which this government and this water
minister have not pursued with any vigour. That money
could be used to help local government fund the cost of
fire hydrants, to cover the cost of the tanks that need to
be installed, to cover the cost of filling in some of the
channels that need to be filled in and to cover the cost
of expanding into some of the adjacent areas like Pella,
which no doubt the member for Lowan will talk about,
and Bael Bael in my electorate.
I am very disappointed that this government has not
pursued the Prime Minister about upholding that
unconditional promise he made in 2007. Given all the
other promises he has been breaking in recent times, I
am not surprised he will not keep this promise, because
he seems to have jettisoned everything else he has ever
said and everything else he stood for at that time.
The other thing I want to touch on in the budget papers
is the environmental contribution levy that all the water
authorities are paying, which is referred to in budget
paper 4 on page 212. That has been increased since it
was first introduced into this place. In the current four
years $295 million will be paid to this government by
the water authorities in Victoria in a secret tax called an
environmental contribution. No customer knows they
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are paying that, but that is being paid. The catchment
levy was one of the great things that as opposition
leader the current Premier argued very strongly against.
This government took the levy away when it was first
elected, but it has since brought in this huge,
super-secret tax through which it will collect
$295 million over the next four years.
I refer to the issue of agriculture and some of the pest
incursions we have had over time in this state. If I go to
budget paper 3 at page 334, I see that in the current year
some money was spent on fruit fly control. The
member for Mildura and I have a great interest in the
whole issue of fruit fly control because when you have
a fruit fly outbreak it is a huge cost on the fruit industry
given what it has to do to manage biosecurity in
exporting both intrastate and out of this state.
However, this budget does not allocate any money for
locust control. As anyone who has been to north-west
Victoria in the last month would know, there has been a
huge incursion of locusts out of New South Wales into
Victoria. A lot of damage was done in the autumn with
them eating early sown crops, vegetable crops and so
on, but the real issue for discussion for today and into
the future is that there has been a massive egg lay right
across north-west Victoria that, if the weather
conditions are right, will result in the spring in one of
the biggest plagues we have ever seen.
What Victorians need to know from this government is:
what is the plan to deal with that locust plague in the
spring time? What is the plan? The Minister for
Agriculture’s usual mantra is, ‘Let us wait and see what
happens before we decide anything’. That is going to be
too late. The first thing the government has to do is
make sure that enough chemical will be available to
control the hatchings of locusts in the spring. It takes
somewhere between three and four months lead time
from when the chemical companies import the
ingredients to when they manufacture the chemical and
make it available for use. So if in November when the
locusts need to be sprayed the minister decides to do
something, if we do not have the chemical, spraying
will not be able to be done. The plan needs to be
developed now in conjunction with the chemical supply
companies to make sure there is enough chemical.
There needs to be assistance for land-holders. On
Friday a group of agronomists who cover quite a large
part of north-west Victoria were in my office. They said
that the majority of farmers are more emotionally
fragile now than they have been through any period in
the last 10 years of this drought. They have toughed it
out through the drought, we have had a good start to the
season, and they have sown their crops. They have seen
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those crops eaten, and that is a cost at the moment
because they will have to resow. But they are holding
off on the resowing because they do not want to have
them eaten again, they do not know what will happen in
the spring and they do not know what the plan is from
the Brumby government. That is putting a lot of people
under severe stress. What we need from this
government is a very clear plan for what it will do.
In that plan there also needs to be resources for the
departments to control locusts on public land. If the
farmers control the locusts on their land, with support
from the government to buy chemical, but the
government does not control locusts on its land, it will
effectively be all for naught.
The other thing that needs to be dealt with sooner rather
than later with that plan is that some of the chemicals
are not necessarily registered for what will need to be
done. Applications will need to be made for limited-use
licences when it needs to be done, not when we want to
do it, because then it will be too late.
Victoria needs to have a very clear plan as to what it
will do for locust control. I look at New South Wales
and refer to an article in the Swan Hill Guardian of
26 April, which states:
Country Labor convenor Christine Robertson said the NSW
government had a ‘war chest’ ready to help farmers attack the
locust plague predicted this spring.
…
She said the plan involved about 40 aircraft on stand-by; more
than 100 field staff ready to be called up for the campaign …
and plans to order and distribute chemical to land-holders.

New South Wales has a plan. We have heard nothing
from the Victorian minister about a plan. As recently as
the last couple of days the Minister for Agriculture,
Food and Fisheries in South Australia, Michael
O’Brien, has briefed a meeting of the state’s
Emergency Management Council on what South
Australia’s strategy will be to deal with the locust
plague. They will make money available for
land-holders to assist with the control of locusts.
New South Wales has a plan, South Australia has a
plan, but the only thing we ever hear from the minister
in Victoria is, ‘We will make our minds up later when
we know what might happen’. We need a plan so the
people of north-west Victoria will know what can be
done and what assistance is available.
When the locust plague is here in the spring it will not
just be a north-west Victoria issue — they will fly and
they will be right across the state. They will not only be
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doing damage to farmers’ properties but they will be
eating sporting grounds and causing much
inconvenience on the roads. If anyone wants to see
what a few locusts do to the front of a car, they can go
out to the car park and look at my car at the moment.
Every time I take it to the hot wash and clean it, it is
covered again straight away.
There is nothing in this budget for locust control, and it
is the biggest issue out there at the moment.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill. This
budget is a very important one for Victoria. It maintains
our AAA credit rating, which means that Moody’s and
Standard and Poor’s see Victoria as a financially
well-managed state. Our economy is going very well as
a result of a great deal of work over a long time by the
treasurers and the government in general to make sure
that we have the capacity to deliver improvements in
our services and facilities across the state.
I need to start with a commentary on some of the
contributions of opposition members, which overall
have been quite light on substance and full of rhetoric.
There being 205 days to go to an election, as they
reminded us, the Liberals and Nationals really must be
a great disappointment to their supporters, who are
looking for them to provide an alternative to the people
of Victoria. They have certainly let their supporters
down once again today.
Almost straight after the budget speech — just hours
after — Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s both
confirmed Victoria’s AAA credit rating. That goes to
show the hard work that has been put into ensuring our
state is financially well managed. This budget has a
plan for going forward, it has a vision for the future and
it provides investments for the future. That is really
important. That is the kind of thing the people want to
hear. They want to know that their government — or
their alternative government — has a plan for the
future. What ours does is build on the foundations we
have laid down over the last 101⁄2 years to build up our
services and infrastructure; it improves them even
further.
There is always more to be done. I accept that. We
always need to continue to focus on improving facilities
for people, wherever they live in Victoria and
regardless of whether they are in a government-held
seat. Given the budget overviews I have seen, that has
been happening across the state. The Northern Victoria
Irrigation Renewal Project is one relevant project and
the desalination plant is another. Jobs are being created
in rural and regional communities as a result of those
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projects. At its peak the very controversial north-south
pipeline had 1200 people working on it. Many of those
people worked or lived in and around the Seymour
electorate, mainly because that is where the pipeline
was going. As unpopular and difficult as the project
was, the town of Yea really did benefit from people
coming to that community and spending money during
the construction of that pipeline.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.00 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling questions,
I advise the house that a former member for
Warrandyte, Phil Honeywood, is in the gallery today.
Welcome, Phil.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker,
during question time yesterday the Premier, in response
to a question from the Leader of the Opposition in
relation to the Kerang rail disaster, indicated that all
parties to a coronial inquest in relation to the Kerang
rail disaster had consented to the adjournment.
It has come to my attention that Mrs Adrienne Rowell
and two other family members of deceased victims of
that rail disaster in fact stood and one by one objected
to the adjournment. Most importantly it is a matter for
the Premier to undertake his obligations to correct the
record of the Parliament, but certainly, Speaker, I
would ask you to counsel him about his obligations not
to mislead the Parliament.
Mr Hulls — On the point of order, Speaker, what
the shadow minister has said is not accurate as to what
occurred yesterday. I suggest that Hansard be looked
at, because the Premier indicated that there was consent
to the setting down of the matter for hearing, not an
adjournment.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

Anticorruption commission: establishment
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to an article in this
week’s Heidelberg and Diamond Valley Weekly which
reports that the Heidelberg ALP branch unanimously
passed a motion moved by the Government Whip, the
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member for Ivanhoe, which backed the establishment
of an independent anticorruption commission in this
state, and I ask: will the Premier now confirm that his
chief of staff sought to intimidate and bully the member
for Ivanhoe in a failed attempt to stop the anticorruption
commission motion being passed by the ALP branch,
or will the Premier now also, and finally, back an
independent, broadbased anticorruption commission in
this state?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order. In allowing the question I remind the Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition that internal party
matters are not the responsibility of government.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his probing question on the state
budget. The Leader of the Opposition has gone missing
on the state budget. It is the biggest thing we do in
Parliament every year, and the Leader of the Opposition
has gone missing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest the Premier
come back to the question and not debate it.
Mr BRUMBY — In relation to the matter of
misconduct and corruption, the fact is that matters
involving allegations of serious criminal misconduct
and corruption by public officers and local government
will remain the responsibility of the state Ombudsman
working with Victoria Police. That was Liberal Party
policy at the last state election.
The reality is, as I have told the Parliament previously,
that I have requested Elizabeth Proust, as a former head
of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, to examine
all of the existing arrangements that we have in place in
relation to integrity, corruption and misconduct and to
review those to see if they can be further improved.
I am not able to comment, as you, Speaker, correctly
pointed out, on party political matters, but I am able to
say — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the Leader
of the Opposition that he not interject across the table in
that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — On our side of politics we
encourage free and open debate.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BRUMBY — Unlike the rabble — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind opposition
members that that level of interjection is
unparliamentary, and I ask government members to
show some regard for the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, on our side of the
house we encourage free and open debate, unlike — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned, and the member for Scoresby is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — Everyone remembers the front
page of the Herald Sun and the Liberal Party gag. My
chief of staff speaks regularly to MPs. He is a very
good chief of staff and he communicates regularly with
MPs. The member for Ivanhoe takes a keen interest in
these issues, and I am sure he will make a constructive
contribution to the broader debate.

A Fairer Victoria policy: launch
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is for the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to making stronger communities through
A Fairer Victoria, and I ask: can the Premier update the
house on the government’s $1.35 billion package to
make Victoria an even fairer place?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Albert Park for his question and for his great
commitment to A Fairer Victoria — and of course the
outstanding work that he did late last year on rooming
houses and homelessness, which made a major
contribution to public policy and to A Fairer Victoria.
Earlier today I was joined by the Deputy Premier, the
Minister for Community Development and a number of
other cabinet ministers as we launched A Fairer
Victoria 2010. We are able to invest in a fairer Victoria
because of what the Australian newspaper refers to in
its editorial today about Victoria’s budget, the headline
of which is ‘Why fiscal discipline pays — Victoria is in
a better budgetary position than other states’. It explains
why we are able to make such a significant contribution
to a fairer Victoria: because we have managed the
state’s finances well, with a AAA budget and a strong
surplus, we are able to invest in the things that make a
difference to people’s lives.
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As I said in my speech to the press club yesterday, a
strong economy has never been an end simply in itself.
A strong economy is a means to an end, it is a means to
a better life, it is a means to a better quality of life and it
is a means to more opportunity for Victorian families. I
have often said that we cannot be the best state in
Australia unless we are also the fairest state. A Fairer
Victoria makes a major contribution towards that goal.
This is a $1.35 billion commitment. As the Age
newspaper put it today, it is a boost to our war on
poverty. As Cath Smith, the CEO of the Victorian
Council of Social Service, said this morning at the
launch, what we have seen in A Fairer Victoria is state
leadership in investment; we have also seen state
leadership in policy. One of the things I mentioned this
morning in launching this is that our budget for mental
health this year, 2010–11, exceeds $1 billion. I asked
Treasury this morning to advise me of what that was
five years ago. Five years ago we were spending just
over $700 million a year and next year, 2010–11, we
will spend over $1 billion. That is an increase in
spending of around 40 per cent. It is a big investment in
this area, because it is the right thing to do. It is fully
consistent with our national reform agenda and
investing in human capital.
Can I also say that, of the $1.35 billion, $322 million is
to help Victorian kids get the best possible start in
life — more kindergarten places, more kids in
kindergarten and higher fee subsidies for lower income
families. There is $290 million for our education
system and helping Victorians into work. This means
that we can continue to guarantee an entitlement to
education or training to every Victorian under the age
of 24. It means we can help more students with
disabilities into school and to stay in school. It means
more support for apprentices and trainees.
There is also $374 million for specific health and
wellbeing programs. I might say that includes our
commitment of $66.7 million for Victoria’s home and
community care services, which support so many of our
senior citizens.
After the recent Council of Australian Governments
meeting we have not been party to the national
agreement because our system of home and community
care — the partnership that we run with state
government, local government, federal government and
community agencies — is seen to be the best in
Australia, and we wanted to keep our system as it was
without joining the new federal arrangements.
There is $364 million for developing more livable
communities, particularly in our suburbs and regions.
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Finally, can I say very briefly that last year at around
this time or a bit later in the year — in July, I think —
with the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and the Deputy
Premier, I opened Charcoal Lane. It is a nice story,
because if you read A Fairer Victoria you will see that
at page 47 there is a story about Charcoal Lane. It has
been operating for almost a year, and 70 per cent of the
young people at Charcoal Lane have now completed
their first course. Of those, 50 per cent have gone into
employment; the other 50 per cent have gone into
higher training at the restaurant. It is a great turnaround
in life outcomes for indigenous Victorians, indigenous
Australians, who needed that supported and that chance
in life.
The point of the story is that Charcoal Lane was funded
through the Aboriginal land and economic development
program, which actually was part of the first A Fairer
Victoria back in 2005. It is nice story. It is a story about
making a difference, and it shows that the focus that we
have placed on building a fairer Victoria through A
Fairer Victoria actually produces positive results for the
people of our state.

Police: witness protection program
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer to the fact that in 2005 the Office of
Police Integrity in its review of the Victorian police
witness protection program reported that 162 persons
were on the program at the end of 2004, and of those
73 were or had been witnesses. I ask: how many
prosecution witnesses are currently under formal
witness protection?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask government
members to come to order and to stop interjecting in
that manner.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — What this question
demonstrates is that you just cannot trust this opposition
when it comes to police and the interference it would
like to have regarding police. It is entirely a matter for
police as to how many witnesses there are at any one
time. It is not appropriate for a minister to know these
matters on a day-to-day basis. Quite frankly, and for the
information of the opposition, for this to be the case, it
just demonstrates how dangerous the opposition would
be if ever it were in government.
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Community development: government
initiatives
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My question is
for the Minister for Community Development. I refer
the minister to the government’s commitment to
making stronger communities through A Fairer
Victoria, and I ask: can the minister update the house
on how the Brumby Labor government is making
Victoria the fairest state in Australia?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I thank the member for her question.
This government believes in a fair go. Everyone, no
matter where they live, what their background is and
what their life circumstances are, should have the
opportunity to participate economically and socially in
the Victorian community. Today we made our further
commitment to address disadvantage with the release of
A Fairer Victoria 2010 — Real Support Real Gains.
A Fairer Victoria is our long-term strategy to build
human services and community infrastructure which
can give Victorians the respect and dignity they
deserve. Today’s statement is one of the largest yet,
with $1.35 billion to tackle disadvantage. When we
have a look at our total investment over the life of A
Fairer Victoria we see that we have invested over
$6.4 billion in six years to tackle disadvantage.
Our investments have seen really good results. The
Melbourne institute, for example, in a study released in
December last year found that we have lower rates of
social exclusion than any other state in Australia. If we
have a look at the early years, for example, we see that
Victoria has fewer children who are developmentally
vulnerable than any other state. In education we have
the highest rates of completion of year 12 or equivalent
among the states. Regarding life expectancy, Victoria is
now has amongst the highest rates in the world. We
have achieved reductions in smoking and made
significant improvements in avoidable mortality.
In addition to the investments that have been referred to
by the Premier, we have also allocated $96 million
since 2004 to build or upgrade more than 250 multi-use
community facilities that bring communities together.
That is because we believe in strong communities. We
are standing up for all Victorians. That fact was
acknowledged by Cath Smith from the Victorian
Council of Social Service at the launch of A Fairer
Victoria 2010 this morning.
In stark contrast to our approach, there has been
absolute silence regarding A Fairer Victoria from the
other side. This government is committed — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will come to order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — This government is
committed to helping families and communities to
make a fair go of life for themselves, not by themselves
but for themselves, with the assistance of strong and
targeted government investment. When it comes to
social justice the policy divide between Labor and the
opposition is an ever widening chasm. This government
is committed to A Fairer Victoria for everyone, no
matter where they live, what their background is and
what their life circumstances are.

Police: witness protection program
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the 2005 review by
the Office of Police Integrity of the Victoria Police
witness protection program and to its finding that:
The cancer of witness intimidation, left unchecked, could
pervade the whole administration of criminal justice.

I further refer to its recommendation:
That the Victorian government initiate an inquiry into the
nature and extent of witness intimidation and of measures
which could limit its effects in the criminal justice system.

I ask: who undertook this inquiry, when was it
completed and what were the outcomes — or is it
simply a fact that this recommendation, like many of
the recommendations in this report, was never acted
upon?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. In relation to the matter
he referred to, I understand that Victoria Police has
conducted its own review of the witness protection
program in response to the recommendations in the
Office of Police Integrity report and has made a number
of adaptations to that program. I am also told that
Victoria Police has not accepted a range of
recommendations made by the OPI. The
recommendations not accepted include those involving
a multitiered risk approach to the assessment of
witnesses whether they are on the scheme formally or
are providing assistance.
In relation to the other matters raised in the question of
the Leader of the Opposition, I will seek further advice
and inform him.
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Community services: government initiatives
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — My question is for the
Minister for Community Services. I refer the minister to
the government’s commitment to making stronger
communities through A Fairer Victoria, and I ask: can
the minister advise the house how the government is
taking action to continue to build the services available
for vulnerable Victorians?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Keilor for his
question. Victoria remains the only state in Australia
that has a strategy like A Fairer Victoria, which every
year makes strategic and substantial investments to
reduce disadvantage, tackle poverty and assist
vulnerable people in our community.
A Fairer Victoria contains significant new investment
to support people with a mental illness, especially our
young people, those with a drug or alcohol addiction
and, of course, our most vulnerable children.
Significantly this year we continue our focus on
improving services and support for people with a
disability with over $196 million in initiatives to
continue to increase those services and support. This
includes extra beds for shared supported
accommodation, extra individual support packages,
extra aids and equipment, including vehicle
modifications, extra funding to disability organisations
that provide shared supported accommodation and
extra support for children and young people with a
disability.
Because we know what a challenge it can be for
families caring for somebody with autism, our budget
also contains almost $30 million in initiatives to deliver
case managers, modernisations for autism schools and
special satellite units and programs for students with
autism. We now spend over $1.4 billion every year in
specialist disability services alone to support nearly
30 000 Victorians with a disability, which is thousands
more than were being supported by the Liberal Party
when it was in government. These practical
improvements will make a difference, and they have
been welcomed. If I could just quote:
We welcome the government’s additional funding, which is a
good beginning to improving services and supports for young
children with disabilities.

That was from the president of the Victorian chapter of
Early Childhood Intervention Australia.
A member of this house also welcomed some of the
initiatives, saying there were some encouraging:

1699

… statewide moves in the budget, including the regional first
home buyers bonus and the increase for aid for children with
disabilities.

That was the member for Benalla in yesterday’s Border
Mail. We agree with his view that this budget does
deliver for children with a disability.
Another quote came to my attention from a member of
this house who was reported in today’s Age as saying
that the budget contained no extra money for respite
care. No extra money! That is the sort of lazy,
inaccurate, untrue information that we have come to
expect from the member for Doncaster.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs Shardey — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the issue and taking the
opportunity to attack the opposition. I ask you to bring
her back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the minister to respond to the question as
asked without further debate. I ask government
members to come to order and to cooperate with the
smooth running of question time.
Ms NEVILLE — In fact we have provided extra
money for respite care in every — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Doncaster and the member for Warrandyte.
Ms NEVILLE — We have provided extra money
for respite care in every single budget since we came to
office. We have increased the episodes of respite in
every single budget since we came to office.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will cease interjecting in that manner or she
will not remain in the chamber.
Ms NEVILLE — Budgets in which there was never
enough money for respite care were the 1993, 1994 and
1995 budgets; in fact in every budget under the last
government.
Mrs Shardey — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is continuing to debate the issue. I ask you to
direct her to come back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order. However, the minister should
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conclude her answer; she has been speaking for in
excess of 4 minutes.
Ms NEVILLE — The fact is that this budget
provides $10.3 million for respite care, which adds to
our existing services that help more than 15 500 people
and their carers. There is only one side in this house
that can be trusted to deliver for the most vulnerable in
our community, just as there is only one side in this
house that can be trusted to close beds, sell off services
and cut jobs — and that is, of course, the
Liberal-Nationals opposition.

Regional Infrastructure Development Fund:
allocations
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. I refer to the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund and the minister’s statement to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on 20 May
2009:
We have an absolute commitment to see those funds allocated
by June 2010.

I ask: given that budget paper 3 reveals that $56 million
of these funds will not be committed by the end of June
2010 and instead will be carried over to 2010–11, is it
not a fact that the minister has broken her promise?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I welcome the Leader of The
Nationals back to the regional and rural development
portfolio. It is a great pleasure — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
cooperate with the smooth running of question time.
Ms ALLAN — Certainly, Speaker. I am just
pleased after 266 days to receive a question from the
Leader of The Nationals on regional and rural
development. After 266 days of being Ted’s toy in
Melbourne he has finally come back to the regional and
rural development portfolio.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will cease
debating the question. The minister will not debate the
question in that manner or I will refuse to hear her.
Ms ALLAN — Once again the Leader of The
Nationals has asked me a question about the
Regional — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Ms ALLAN — He has asked me a question about
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF),
and I am coming to answering his question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will cease interjecting in that manner.
Ms ALLAN — We on this side of the house all
know what a great fund the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund is, and I am very pleased to provide
an update to the house and say that of the $611 million
this government has committed to the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund to date it has
committed $552 million towards projects right across
the state. I will give the Leader of The Nationals some
examples. The member for Benalla — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It is a question of very
narrow compass, and I would ask you to have her
answer the narrow question that she has been asked:
where is the $56 million?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals has yet again taken the opportunity to make
points in debate and re-ask a question under the guise of
taking a point of order. The question contained a large
amount of preamble that referred the minister to the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, and I
believe it is in order for the minister to give information
on that fund within the context of her answer.
Ms ALLAN — I am very pleased to give an update
to the Leader of The Nationals on the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, and I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for providing me with the
information he referred to in the Parliament today. We
can quibble about the numbers that are in the table, but
his table only goes up to the end of June 2009. Since
the end of 2009 a huge amount of funding has been
committed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members, and
that includes the Minister for Health, to cease
interjecting in that manner.
Ms ALLAN — I am pleased to say that — —
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Narre Warren North that his constant desire to have the
last word will not be tolerated.
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Ms ALLAN — Since 30 June 2009 some great
projects have been supported through this fund. The
member for Benalla would agree, because he joined me
when we made the announcement of funding for the
Benalla Art Gallery upgrade. The member for
Shepparton would agree with the $500 000 that is being
allocated for the upgrade of the Shepparton
showgrounds. The member for Swan Hill would
agree — or maybe it is the member for Mildura — with
the funding for the rail infrastructure to support Iluka
Resources mining operations around Ouyen. I could go
on and on, but I recognise that there is a time limit.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order.
Ms ALLAN — The Leader of The Nationals asked
about the allocation of the RIDF, and again I am
pleased to advise him that to date we have committed
$552 million to 349 major projects valued at more than
$1.48 billion. I want to emphasise those figures and put
them very clearly on the record, because we are a
government that is committed to the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. The Leader of The
Nationals called it a sham — —
Mr Baillieu — Cynical politics.
Ms ALLAN — But we introduced this fund to
provide support for exactly these sorts of projects
across the state. We have seen these grants since this
fund was introduced, and it is very disappointing to
hear the Leader of the Liberal Party call this fund
‘cynical politics’. He should tell that to the
349 communities that have received support — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
confine her remarks to government business.
Ms ALLAN — In finishing my answer today and in
terms of comments made by members of The Nationals
about the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund,
the Leader of The Nationals has made a number of
claims about the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund over the last two years. He has put out 12 press
releases saying exactly the same thing about the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund — exactly
the same thing.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
come back to the question.
Ms ALLAN — And every single time he was
wrong. We have committed $611 million to this fund.
We will commit all of this funding by 30 June 2010.
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That is exactly what I have said on repeated occasions,
yet on 12 occasions over the last two years the Leader
of The Nationals has put out the same release. He is too
lazy even to come up with a different form of attack
about this fund.

Housing: government initiatives
Mr LIM (Clayton) — My question is to the
Minister for Housing. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to making stronger
communities through A Fairer Victoria, and I ask: can
the minister detail what measures are contained in the
Victorian budget to boost Victoria’s stock of social
housing?
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for Clayton for his question. I am pleased, as
always, to come to the dispatch box to talk about public
and social housing. It was a pleasure last month to join
my colleague the federal Minister for Housing, Tanya
Plibersek — and I note that she is the first federal
minister for housing for many years — and the member
for Albert Park to open a new crisis accommodation
centre in St Kilda that will go a long way towards
improving the lives of some of the most vulnerable
Victorians experiencing homelessness.
That project was a partnership between the Brumby
government, the commonwealth government, the
Salvation Army and the philanthropic sector. It is an
excellent example of a partnership achieving the sorts
of outcomes we are looking for in A Fairer Victoria. As
the Premier has commented so often, not only in this
house but also more generally, it is this government that
does partnerships better, in our view, than any other
government in Australia.
In this instance the philanthropic sector, led by Peter
Fox of the Fox family, who would be well known to
members of this house, and Margaret Jackson made a
contribution of $3 million. This is an excellent example
of how real collaboration delivers real benefits. Those
contributions were matched by $2 million from the
Victorian government and $2.3 million from the
commonwealth government.
On the same day I had the pleasure of launching a new
project, again funded by the Victorian and
commonwealth governments, a program called Street to
Home. This is a $3.5 million partnership with one of
our housing providers, Homeground Services, and
again the Salvation Army, that will tackle the issue of
rough sleeping in inner Melbourne.
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As the Premier observed this morning at the launch of
the 2010 A Fairer Victoria plan, programs like these are
only possible because of the record year-on-year
investment in housing that has been a hallmark of this
government. That commitment will deliver nearly
$1 billion in capital investment in new social housing
over 2010–11 on top of the nearly $1.1 billion delivered
in 2009–10. To put that in context, that investment
combined will build more than 6800 new homes for
low-income Victorians over the next two years. In the
next 12 months we will build more homes than at any
time since the 1956 Olympics.
However, my attention was drawn this morning to
some ill-informed commentary specifically on the
housing budget. The author of this document clearly
does not understand how to read the budget papers or
has potentially misled the community. I will quote from
that commentary for the benefit of the house:
… the Office of Housing plans to start just a handful of new
projects in 2010–11 — —

An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Yes. It continues:
which will add just 32 dwellings statewide to Victoria’s
public housing stock …

This is not just wrong; this is 4743.75 per cent wrong!
Not only will Victoria build 2300 new units of social
housing, owned and managed by the not-for-profit
sector, we will also build more than 1500 new units of
public housing. That means that 3800 low-income
Victorian households will have a roof over their heads.
The contrast could not be clearer: the record investment
of this government against the risible $5 million
committed to building new homes for low-income
Victorians at the last election by the opposition —
enough to build 15 units across the state, or perhaps
two houses in Hawthorn and a couple in Brighton.
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clause 30.5 of the new ticketing solution project
agreement. Obviously I will take that on notice and
provide him with the appropriate advice.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Once again today I say
to the member for Polwarth and the Minister for Health
that if they wish to have a discussion, they can do so
outside the chamber and not across the table.

Regional and rural Victoria: government
initiatives
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is for the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development. I refer the
minister to the government’s commitment to making
stronger communities through A Fairer Victoria, and I
ask: can the minister update the house on the
government’s approach to making regional Victoria a
fairer place?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Lara for his
question. As the member for Lara and all members on
this side of the house know, the Brumby government’s
budget is a budget that gives a fair go to all Victorians,
no matter in which part of the state they live. This
morning’s announcement of the massive $1.35 billion
of investment in our latest A Fairer Victoria package is
the latest instalment of the Brumby government’s
policies and programs that are all about helping
disadvantaged communities, regardless of which part of
the state they are in, to access the vital services and jobs
people need to participate fully in our community and
society.

Public transport: myki ticketing system

We know that a fair Victoria is a Victoria where
families can access quality education for their children.
What is not fair is closing schools and sacking teachers.
In this year’s budget we have seen 39 regional projects
supported in primary schools like Woady Yaloak, Halls
Gap and Tawonga — a much fairer approach.

Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to clause 30.5 of the new
ticketing solution project agreement that values the
developed intellectual property of the myki system at a
minimum of $50 million, and I ask: has the government
obtained an independent valuation of the current value
of the myki system’s intellectual property, and if so,
what is it?

In a fair Victoria everybody has access to quality health
services, which is why the Brumby government is
investing $618 million in regional hospitals in Bendigo,
Ballarat, Geelong, Leongatha and Coleraine. To give
members a sense of the size of this investment, the
funding of these hospitals in one budget, the 2010–11
budget, is double the capital spend in regional and rural
health services over the entire period 1992–99.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I wonder if the member
would table the agreement that he just quoted from? I
thank the honourable member for Polwarth for his
question. It is a very detailed matter, which relates to

The Brumby government is giving people a fair go to
buy their own home in regional Victoria with a massive
boost to the first home buyers bonus to take it to
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$26 500, which is the best package anywhere in
Australia to help people to buy their own home.
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Importantly, a fair Victoria is a state where Victorians
all have access to a job, and job creation is also
something the Brumby government has provided for
regional communities, delivering 24 000 new jobs to
regional Victoria over the past 12 months, which is the
largest increase of any regional area in Australia. Job
creation and regional businesses have been further
assisted this week with $461 million in support through
cuts in taxes and business costs. These initiatives have
been warmly welcomed by business councils across
regional Victoria. The Geelong Chamber of Commerce
said on Bay FM that ‘it is pretty impressed with what
the region has been promised in this year’s state
budget’. The Bendigo Business Council welcomed the
state budget ‘as good news for Bendigo and good news
for business’.
Finally, the Brumby government believes that a fair
Victoria is a state where people have access to public
transport, and the $4.3 billion regional rail link project
is a transformational project for regional rail services.
Governments are judged by their actions, and the
Brumby government is proud to have invested in both
passenger and freight rail services across the state.
Before people get too excited about the facts, it is a fact
that we had to undertake this investment because these
services were privatised during the 1990s, something
that has recently been acknowledged by a particular
commentator who is reported as having said yesterday,
‘Sometimes governments make mistakes and have to
admit it. We admit it’.
Does this commentator really believe he can pull the
wool over the eyes of country Victorians by shedding a
few crocodile tears while admitting the mistakes of the
past? Obviously the member for South-West Coast
thinks he can pull the wool over the eyes of country
Victorians by pretending to be sorry for the mistakes of
the past. What we know on this side of the house is that
country Victorians have not forgotten. They understand
that we have been investing in services to access jobs,
schools, hospitals and rail services right across the state.
That is the agenda that this week we have seen the
Brumby government continue to deliver on in a
significant way.

Debate resumed.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — To recap on what I
was saying before the lunch break, the budget is about
having a plan and a vision. It is an investment in the
future of Victoria, and it also builds on what we have
already done. It is about taking action to make further
improvements in the future. The investments that we
have made in this budget have come as a result of the
Brumby government’s sound financial management,
which has steered us through the worst global recession
since the Great Depression.
This budget delivers better facilities and services to the
people of the Seymour electorate as well as to people
across the state. Over the past 101⁄2 years the state Labor
government has consistently invested in improving
health, education, police, transport and community
facilities right across the many communities that make
up the 6000 square kilometres of the Seymour
electorate, as well as those right across the state. In this
budget alone $3 million has been allocated to upgrade
the Healesville Hospital. This funding will help the
hospital expand its community health section and car
park and will also go towards the establishment of an
ambulatory-care zone.
A new ambulance station will be built in Kinglake. This
is a very important announcement. Before the 2009
bushfires there was no ambulance in Kinglake. They
had a community emergency response team (CERT)
made up of volunteers who worked for their
community on Black Saturday and continued doing so
after the fires. They are a marvellous group of people.
However, since the fires it has been very difficult for
CERT to maintain an ongoing presence in Kinglake.
The ambulance service has been working in the
community since the fires.
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr HARDMAN — The member for Benalla
should stop making ignorant interjections while I am
talking about what is going on in bushfire-affected
communities. The new ambulance station in Kinglake
is a real commitment to country Victorians. It
demonstrates to that community that the government is
going to maintain the capacity — a sustainable
service — into the future. There has never been a
service there before. Just as the government put police
in Kinglake for the first time — and those police also
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played a big role on Black Saturday — we are now
providing an ongoing ambulance service in Kinglake.
School improvement upgrades have also been
implemented across the Seymour electorate. In this
budget alone the government is implementing a small
school improvement program in Buxton, Yea, Dixons
Creek, Toolangi, Chum Creek and Broadford. The fires
had an impact on all these communities. The locations
of the towns affected are an indication of the scale of
the fires and the size of the area on which they had an
impact. The budget also confirms the allocation of
$4.1 million for the first-stage funding of the Seymour
school regeneration project — a great project that is
going to make a difference to the future of young
children in the Seymour area. We are also providing a
new heavy rescue truck for the Alexandra State
Emergency Service (SES) unit. The fire station
rebuilding program announced in last year’s budget
continues to be rolled out as well. We are in the process
of constructing new fire stations in Hilldene and
Whiteheads Creek, and there are others across the
Seymour region.
Over the past 101⁄2 years, in addition to these facilities,
we have been continuing to improve the services that
matter to the local community — in education, health,
police, transport and community services. We have put
more teachers in schools. We have put more nurses in
our hospitals. We have given our hospitals and schools
greater funding so that they can deliver better services.
The new ambulance service in Kinglake is a fantastic
thing. The 1966 new front-line police will also help
reduce crime right across the state. I know, due to the
growth in communities across the Seymour electorate,
that these new police will work their way out into the
new police stations that the government has constructed
in Kilmore and Wallan. These police stations are
building their operating capacity up to 24 hours as their
populations grow. I welcome that announcement, and I
am sure it will give these communities confidence that
the Brumby government will continue to deliver for
them.
On top of the nearly $1 billion that was allocated in last
year’s budget towards bushfire recovery, prevention
and readiness, we are also investing a further
$254 million in this budget. I think this is very
important, because what the communities tell me they
need at the moment is an assurance that there will be
capacity for them to continue their recovery and
reconstruction into the future. The fact that there is a
very significant investment in this budget shows that
the Brumby Labor government is continuing this
investment. These new funds will assist with more
police and emergency services such as Country Fire
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Authority and SES facilities, but they will also enable
further capacity building across the Seymour electorate
and the state.
Roads funding has also been a major issue for my
electorate. I have been driving around it throughout the
101⁄2 years of the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments, and I can say that the roads in my
electorate are a lot safer than they used to be. They are
wider and in many cases have tactile edging. There are
traffic lights in a couple of places where there were not
traffic lights previously. There is a bypass around the
Yarra Glen township. There has been an upgrade to the
road over the Black Spur. However, in my opinion
there is more work to be done in the community there.
There have been a number of big and small projects,
such as bridge decks being upgraded and improved to
allow better transport access. Those things are very
important.
There is a $36.5 million announcement in this budget
for the township of Kilmore, which will help provide a
better and more livable community. That will involve a
package of things that are being worked through with
the council and VicRoads. However, what we hope to
do is reduce the amount of traffic that travels through
the centre of narrow Sydney Street. We also want to
provide better connectivity between the different parts
of the town, including the education precinct and some
of the shopping precincts so that people can move
through more easily. People coming into the town will
also have a better shopping area to go to.
There were two parts to the announcement that I will
talk about. Firstly, $510 000 of funding will go towards
the installation of traffic lights at the intersection of
Union Street and Sydney Street. This has been an
ongoing sore and is an issue I have had many people
come to see me about. I have also made many
representations about it in the past. I think these traffic
lights will be welcomed by the vast majority of people
in the community. Secondly, there will be funding to
explore further options to create a bypass on the eastern
side of Kilmore.
That will help to make sure that proper planning is done
if something like that is funded one day in the future.
The package was also a big boost for the Seymour
electorate, but it goes to show, when you look at
Geelong Ring Road, the Calder Freeway, the Nagambie
bypass, which is the Goulburn Valley Highway and the
other Princes Highway upgrades, that the whole state
has had investment in roads.
When we talk about Victoria being the best place to
live, work and raise a family working is obviously a
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very important aspect of that. We created 100 000 jobs
last year. In tough economic times our state created
92 per cent of the new full-time jobs across Australia,
which is a significant achievement and one that says
Victoria is the best place to live, work and raise a
family because people want to have jobs.
In this budget there is more for infrastructure and more
for programs such as the green jobs program which will
help to create further jobs for Victorians in the future.
That is something I am very proud of, and it is
something that the government has worked very hard to
achieve.
In the budget there is also job creation through the
revenue system, achieved by a 0.05 per cent reduction
in the payroll tax rate from 4.95 per cent to 4.9 per cent.
In the current economic climate not too many other
places or economies the size of Victoria’s, even around
the world, will be able to say they doing that. As we
have in the past seven years, we have again reduced
WorkCover premiums, by 3.5 per cent in this budget.
This has been achieved because of good management
which has limited claims and reduced the amount of
injuries.
With those two things alone, the payroll tax reduction is
worth about $193 million to business and hopefully the
money will go back into economic activity and job
creation, and the $240 million saved from WorkCover
premiums could be spent employing people. That is a
marvellous thing and it all goes, in part, to tell the story
of why Victoria has been economically successful in
comparison with other jurisdictions.
The Victorian schools plan is an issue that, as a former
principal and teacher, is always dear to my heart,
especially for the small schools like where I spent most
of my time teaching. The government promised to
upgrade 500 schools in this term, and we have
delivered 553 upgraded schools. In regional Victoria —
while we are talking about jobs, jobs are happening all
around the state, not just here in Melbourne — during
the Liberal Party years there was about $2 billion per
year investment in new infrastructure, but now it is
$5 billion. New building approvals are also happening
in regional Victoria, which is very significant, and the
$26 500 first home builders grant contains a $2000
increase, which will also be a great jobs boost.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Elections, policies and
budgets are all about one thing and one thing alone —
that is, trust. At the end of this year we will go to
another election for the opposition and the government
of the day with a raft of new policies that the
community believes will be followed up in terms of
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entering the budget phase and being delivered
throughout the course of the term of government.
It is about trust, and there is no doubt that looking at the
budget, looking at the commitments from both sides of
the political arena, the community will start to look
back at this government’s commitments and question
its ability to deliver on the projects it has promised and
the projects that in the past the community would have
expected to find their way into the budget papers and be
delivered as per the commitments and promises made
to the Victorian community.
If you cannot keep your long-term promises, then
perhaps you should be able to deliver on short-term
commitments in terms of making them happen. One
only has to look back a few months and understand
some of the commitments and promises that were made
by the Premier in relation to the new rail franchise
operator here in Melbourne. It promised the Victorian
community when it was appointed and signed off by
the Premier, having been chosen by the government of
the day, that the community would see a difference on
day one in terms of services delivery and the issues that
were not negotiable such as reliability, punctuality,
cleanliness and so forth. That promise was broken.
A train a month from December last year was promised
once again by the Premier of the day, but that
short-term promise was not kept. It was also broken.
The Premier promised the Victorian community last
year that the myki ticketing system would be
operational by Christmas; another promise that was not
delivered. Is it any wonder that out there the
community is starting to question the government of the
day in relation to the matter of trust?
One only has to look back at the issue I raised at the
start of my contribution and the commitments and
promises that should find their way into the budget
papers and be delivered by the government which was
elected based on those policy announcements.
Members can look back and see the promise that 30 per
cent of containerised freight would be on rail by 2010. I
believe that is about 12 per cent at the moment; it has
been declining under the government of the day. That
promise was not delivered.
In relation to the standardisation of the state’s rail
network, that promise was forgotten once the
government won power. The rail link to Melbourne
Airport was ruled out on Labor winning office. The rail
extension to Rowville and the tram line all the way to
the city of Knox never eventuated. The government
acknowledges that the idea that trips on public transport
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would be raised to 20 per cent of all trips by 2020 is no
longer a promise but has faded to now be an aspiration.
It said passenger trains would be returned to Mildura
and passenger trains would be returned to Leongatha. If
a government is prepared to go to the community time
and again with a raft of promises that never find their
way into the budget, how on earth can it expect the
community to trust it? How on earth, when Labor
members go to an election later this year, do they
expect to get the support from the Victorian community
when year upon year, term of government upon term of
government, they have let the community down?
Budget paper 3 at page 223 refers to a 26 per cent
increase in the cost of running the public transport
system. We know very well that the former Minister for
Public Transport and the Premier, as Treasurer, sat
behind closed doors and renegotiated the contract with
Connex. They claimed at the time that the earlier
contracts that were set up by the previous government
were flawed but that they had fixed the problem and the
transport system would now work and reliability and
punctuality would come back and everything would be
fine. The system went backwards. The Victorian public
paid out a huge amount of money to the operator,
Connex. The government did not deliver on its
commitment. It claimed that the contracts had been
rewritten; it claimed that the system would improve,
and it simply did not improve.
I go back to the latest contract, where the Premier
selected the company Metro Trains Melbourne to run
the Victorian train network in Melbourne. In this house
the Premier said, referring to Metro:
… they will deliver improvements to what I would describe
as the non-negotiables: punctuality, reliability, safety,
first-rate customer service and cleanliness.

This was the Premier’s commitment and promise, once
again, to the people of Victoria. It has still not been
delivered. How many promises can a Premier make and
break and still expect to go to an election and get the
support of the community? Surely the issue of trust will
be taken into consideration later this year and the
community will deliver the blow to this government
that it needs. You cannot continue to flog a lame horse
term after term after term and expect to get the support
of the community, but that is exactly what the
government is doing.
Budget paper 3 at page 238 refers to myki. There is a
customer satisfaction survey score of 7. The
government claims this survey rating is out of 10. The
Auditor-General provided an audit report to the
Parliament which talks about how this government
measures its success — how it measures how it is
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spending public money, the outcomes that are being
delivered and whether or not the public is getting value
for money. The Auditor-General absolutely criticised
the government’s performance in that area. When one
looks at the 7 out of 10 satisfaction rating for myki, one
would have to ask the question: who in government
was surveyed in relation to this matter? Because I can
tell you now that out there amongst the general public
this project is on the nose well and truly.
Budget paper 3 at page 241 under ‘Road asset
management’ refers to ‘pavement resurfaced’. For the
metropolitan area the 2009–10 target figure is
$1934 million and the expected outcome is
$2056 million. If you look at regional Victoria, the
target is $9223 million and the expected outcome is
$8470 million.
Each and every time I look at these budget documents
the amount of pavement resurfaced in regional Victoria
falls behind that which is resurfaced in Melbourne.
Once again the Minister for Roads and Ports has failed
to meet his target in terms of improving road surfaces
around regional Victoria. One only has to look at the
Transport Accident Commission’s daily road toll
update to understand the outcome of that type of
neglect on regional roads. I am talking about a road toll
in 2010 for Melbourne of 44 and for rural Victoria, 62;
and a five-year average for Melbourne of 53 and for
rural Victoria, 61. Surely you would think the minister
of the day would look at those types of figures and
understand that he is favouring metropolitan roads over
and above those of regional Victoria. The outcomes are
plain to see.
Budget paper 3 at page 353 refers to train procurement
and supporting infrastructure. It goes through the
various amounts of money allocated, up to 2013–14.
The TEI (total estimated investment) is $804.5 million.
The government’s spin to the newspapers is that it was
just under $1 billion — a couple of days, a couple of
hundred million dollars; it is nothing! A billion dollars
sounds better, but when you look at the TEI it is
$804.5 million. When you look at those estimates there
is no doubt that a lot of that money is for supporting
infrastructure, not for actually getting the trams out
there on the road.
A report in the Herald Sun of 1 May at page 29 states:
The first of the new trams initially promised in … 2008 …
won’t hit the tracks until late 2012.

So we are not going to see much improvement in tram
services in Melbourne. But it gets worse than that.
Melbourne’s new Bumblebee trams that are out there at
the moment are due to be sent back in December 2011.
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If you put them all together, on one trip they carry
about 1200 passengers. They carry an enormous
number of passengers on a day-to-day basis,
particularly commuters coming in and out for work.
Those trams are going back in December 2011. They
would have to be taken out of service well before then
to prepare them for the trip back. The myki equipment
would probably be ripped out, for one thing. But then
there is a gap between then and the time the first tram
will arrive in late 2012, if you can trust the government
to deliver on that promise. That says to me that
throughout the period of 2012 we will be facing an
absolutely chaotic system in Melbourne with a lack of
trams.
Budget paper 3 at page 353 refers to public transport
premium stations. This is about the Premier’s
commitment and promise to put staff into premium
railway stations, claiming that that will offer a high
level of protection for people who travel by rail and
who visit the stations accordingly.
The simple fact of the matter is that this policy is not
about making train stations safer for people; it is about
reporting crime. We get Public Transport Safety
Victoria data on a regular basis, and reports of incidents
are filled out by the staff who work at the stations. They
are behind closed doors; they will not come out. If there
is a knife attack on a railway station, they will not come
out and intervene. If there are groups hanging around
the station intimidating people or assaulting people,
they will not intervene. They dial 000. They report the
matter and fill out one of the documents I have here, an
occurrence summary report. For the information of the
house I will refer to a couple of reports. One report on
31 December 2009 states:
… two customers came up to the window and said … young
youths about 12–14 years old were harassing two youths —

on a platform a little bit further up. Another report
states:
An argument broke out between a lone female and …
youths … The lone female was assisted by the staff member
to call the police …

She was assisted to call the police!
There are a whole host of issues when you go through
this. They point to one fact: that these people are not
employed to offer a level of protection to anyone on
that railway station and they will not do it. The minister
has to recognise that and the Premier has to recognise
that.
There are two very distinct differences between the
policies of the opposition and those of the government.
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The Premier’s position is that if someone gets assaulted
on a railway station — if there is a sexual assault, if
there is a knife attack, if there are youths harassing
customers — then someone will dial 000 and report the
matter. And if you happen to be a victim, details will be
taken of what has happened to you.
The opposition’s position is that we will put protective
services officers (PSOs) on each and every
metropolitan railway station and major regional railway
stations, from 6 o’clock in the morning until the last
train at night, seven days a week — police
academy-trained, Victoria Police protective services
officers — to prevent crime. There are two very distinct
positions. One is to get beaten up, have it reported and
have no assistance. The other position is to have
someone there to prevent the crime taking place in the
first instance. That is the difference between the two
parties.
It is very important that the public understands that we
do not want more crime reported; we want to prevent
crime. We are going to put the PSOs on the railway
stations and we are going to put an additional
100 transit police out there in the network. Then there
will be the backup of the additional 1600 front-line
police officers, meaning 2640 is the message we will be
taking to the next state election in terms of the level of
protection we believe the Victorian public has been
asking for. We believe it is what the public wants, and
that is the foundation of our policy, not some knee-jerk
reaction that had the bureaucrats over in Treasury
redrafting budget documents in an attempt to answer
the policy position of the coalition. We know very well
that is what has taken place.
There has not been a commitment by the government of
the day to do anything at all in relation to making the
public transport network safe. One only has to look at
the events of recent days when there was a serious rail
accident involving a Metro train to see that. Where in
the budget documents is the major commitment to
improve the network and make it safe? There are still
problems with the radio system, there are still problems
with the infrastructure and there are still problems with
braking among the rolling stock, all under the watch of
this government. None of it has been addressed.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for the Arts) — The
2010–11 state budget is a budget for all Victorians.
Whether you live in country or regional Victoria or
metropolitan Melbourne, this is a budget that will
provide opportunity, support and long-lasting delivery
of services to communities right across the state. I am
proud to be Minister for the Arts in a Labor
government, because since coming to office in 1999 we
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as a government have continued to support and drive
the arts to greater heights, and this is clear once again in
the 2010–11 budget, so ably delivered in this chamber
by the Treasurer on Tuesday.
In the last decade Labor governments have more than
doubled the arts budget, from $217.8 million in
1999–2000 to over $473 million for 2010–11. To
demonstrate that I seek leave to have incorporated into
Hansard a graph entitled ‘Total arts budget 1999–2000
to 2010–11’.
As an aside, I will later be seeking leave to incorporate
two other items into Hansard. For your information,
Acting Speaker, I have checked with the Speaker, with
Hansard and with the shadow Treasurer, and they have
all agreed to my having these documents incorporated.
Leave granted; see graph page 87.
Mr BATCHELOR — The latest ABS (Australian
Bureau of Statistics) statistics show that Victoria spends
more on arts and culture per head than any other major
state in Australia. I now seek leave to incorporate into
Hansard a table to demonstrate this, a table headed
‘Comparison of selected state government cultural
funding (2007–08) per person, by state (comparable
states)’.
Leave granted; see table page 88.
Mr BATCHELOR — This shows that arts and
cultural expenditure in Victoria equated to almost
$74 per person; in Queensland the figure was $59 per
person; and in New South Wales the figure was $51 per
person. We take this approach because in Victoria we
recognise the value of arts in our community. The arts
are important because they strengthen our economy —
not only our national economy but the state
economy — and they contribute to our national and
international profile and the livability of our
community. As a government we are immensely proud
of the strength, diversity and accessibility of the arts in
our state, and we are proud of our track record of
investment in this area.
As members of this place well know, the National
Gallery of Victoria is a popular venue for Victorians
and visitors alike. I am proud to say the NGV was
recently named the 20th most attended art gallery in the
world for 2009, with total attendance in excess of
1.5 million people. This is an incredible achievement,
because it ranks our gallery higher than New York’s
Guggenheim Museum, the Tate Britain, the Van Gogh
Museum and Moscow’s Kremlin Museum. That is why
we will be further supporting this iconic arts institution
by providing $3.9 million in this year’s budget to create

Thursday, 6 May 2010

a new children’s space and to provide improved
exhibition spaces for the gallery’s Asian collection.
This investment will allow the NGV to build on its
successful NGV Kids Corner at Federation Square by
creating a dedicated kids gallery at the NGV
International on St Kilda Road. This will ensure that no
matter what your age, whether you are young or in your
golden years, you will always find something for you
and your family to enjoy at the National Gallery of
Victoria. This funding will also improve facilities for
families and those with disabilities and will greatly
enhance the display of the NGV’s important and
growing Asian collection.
The Melbourne International Comedy Festival is one of
the top three comedy festivals in the world and a
significant event in Melbourne’s major events calendar.
However, we know that in order to keep this festival in
the top three we need to continue to build on its earlier
successes. That is why the Labor government is
supporting the comedy festival for its 25th birthday by
providing it with a gift of $1 million.
In 2011 the Melbourne International Comedy Festival
aims to celebrate its 25th anniversary by trialling the
Yarra River bank as a new comedy precinct. Like
festivals in other river cities, such as London, Paris and
Berlin, that have all embraced their rivers, the
Melbourne International Comedy Festival hopes to
make the Yarra bank an ongoing precinct for future
festivals. Over its 25-year history the festival has put
Melbourne on the map as a comedy destination and
launched the careers of a whole host of Australia’s top
international comedians such as Dave Hughes, the
fabulous Denise Scott, Felicity Ward and many others.
But we also know that we need to keep the tickets at
these events affordable — as low as possible — so we
can continue to ensure that the audience will grow in
both number and breadth. That is why we are helping
the comedy festival to present a new free family
program of international and Australian work to
celebrate its 25th birthday. This boost to the comedy
festival will enhance its global and national reputation
as one of the world’s great festivals and certainly the
best in the Southern Hemisphere. It will also guarantee
the jobs that are associated with the festival and ensure
that Victoria remains at the centre of the Australian
comedy scene.
Circus Oz is Australia’s premier large-scale
contemporary circus, and it has a distinct Australian
style and humour. Its performances and structure reflect
a philosophy of encouraging teamwork and ensuring
gender equity and social justice. Not only does Circus
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Oz perform in Victoria and throughout Australia, it has
performed in over 26 countries across 5 continents. In
2009 alone it performed 109 national and international
shows to some 86 000 people. It is because of this
extraordinary work that the Brumby Labor government
will provide Circus Oz with $3 million towards a new
home. This stage 1 funding will support Circus Oz in
starting to plan for a new purpose-built headquarters at
the former Northern Metropolitan College of TAFE site
in Johnston Street, Collingwood.
At this stage I seek leave to incorporate a media release
from Circus Oz entitled ‘Capital funding catapults
Circus Oz towards new digs in Collingwood’.
Leave granted; see media release page 89.
Mr BATCHELOR — As members will see from
this document, Circus Oz is indeed thrilled to have this
budget initiative. This investment by the Brumby Labor
government will ensure that our world-renowned
international circus company will remain right here in
Victoria and that the job opportunities for the circus and
for the entertainment workers will accordingly also stay
right here in Victoria.
The Scienceworks campus of Museum Victoria, which
is now in its 18th year, continues to be a major
attraction for school groups, locals and visitors alike. In
2009 we saw a new attendance record achieved, with
more than 530 000 people enjoying exhibitions, the
planetarium shows, performances, educational
programs and the lightning room. The Brumby Labor
government understands the vital role of this accessible
approach to science and that this is really important for
the children of Victoria. Scienceworks is much loved,
particularly by the families in Melbourne’s west, and
that is why we are providing $7.5 million for new air
conditioning and to remove dilapidated buildings from
a site adjacent to the museum.
The State Library of Victoria is a vital part of our
community. It captures and preserves Victoria’s
cultural material and makes it accessible to current and
future generations. It also provides information
resources to the broader community. It is a place to
study, a place for local and international students to
meet and a resource for researchers from all walks of
life. In the past five years the State Library of Victoria
has experienced a 95 per cent growth rate in its on-site
visitor numbers. The Brumby Labor government will
continue to support the state library by providing
$1.2 million a year for the next two years to support it
in maintaining its on-site services and online access and
managing this growth in demand.
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Victoria is home to the most renowned musicians, and
the Brumby government is proud to be supporting our
local talent through the Victoria Rocks program. That is
why we will continue to support this vital program by
providing $2.6 million to continue this highly
successful contemporary music program. The program
was established in 2007. It is a program for helping
contemporary music through funding that provides
support for the creative development of musicians and
builds commercial sustainability within the Victorian
music sector. This program has helped the careers of
many of our local emerging and more established
musicians such as Dan Sultan, whose album reached
no. 1 on the independent album charts in 2009, Paul
Dempsey from Something for Kate, and Angie Hart. As
has been previously announced, we are also providing
some $250 000 to support the establishment of Music
Victoria, a new peak body for contemporary music
which will represent the sector’s interest and promote
Victoria’s contemporary music.
The government also supports the arts in this year’s
budget through investments by a number of other
portfolios. There is $4.4 million over four years to
support the Melbourne International Film Festival. This
is Australia’s largest film festival. Its premier fund and
market program, 37° South, has been a great success.
There is $4.4 million over two years for the Docklands
Film and Television Studios. There is $2 million for a
children’s television fund for increased production for
the ABC’s dedicated kids channel, ABC3. There is
$1 million over two years, bringing the total funding to
$2 million, to continue the successful Digital Media
Fund, which encourages the development of digital
media, console and online games — a growing local
industry with high commercial potential. Finally, there
is $3 million for one year for the Living Libraries
program.
Victoria is known right around the world as Australia’s
arts and cultural capital. But it is more than just an
identity; the arts sector here makes a significant
contribution to our economy through providing
employment and through tourism in particular. This
budget supports every level of Victoria’s vibrant arts
community, ranging from major cultural institutions to
our exciting calendar of events of arts festivals through
to the thriving independent sector. We are proud of the
budget. We are proud of the support we have provided
in the past, and we are proud of our determination to
continue to support the arts here in Victoria, not only
for the benefit that it brings through cultural
improvement but also because its benefits the Victorian
economy.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
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HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Debated adjourned until later this day.

COURTS LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS BILL

Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health).
Motion agreed to.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).

Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading

Motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.

Read third time.

Third reading
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! I advise the house that I am of the opinion that
the third reading of this bill requires to be passed by an
absolute majority. As there is not an absolute majority
in the house, I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:

Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

CHILD EMPLOYMENT AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2010.
In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2010, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2010
is to amend the Duties Act 2000 (the Duties Act), the First
Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (FHOG act), the Land Tax Act
2005 (Land Tax Act), the Payroll Tax Act 2007 (Payroll Tax
Act), the Taxation Administration Act 1997 (TA act) and to
repeal the Debits Tax Act 1995 (DT act), the Financial
Institutions Duty Act 1982 (FID act) and the Business
Franchise (Tobacco) Act 1974 (tobacco act).
In particular the bill will provide a land tax exemption during
the construction of retirement villages and residential care
facilities, aligns the threshold at which a higher rate of motor
vehicle duty is charged with the commonwealth luxury car
tax threshold, reduces the current payroll tax rate from
4.95 per cent to 4.90 per cent and repeals redundant
legislation.
In addition, the bill changes the first home bonus (the bonus)
by extending and retargeting the payment. The bonus is
discontinued for established homes and the amount payable is
increased for first time buyers of new homes.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Thursday, 6 May 2010

ASSEMBLY

The bill also removes the power of the commissioner of state
revenue (commissioner) to add to the statutory list of
authorised recipients to whom he can disclose information by
amending the regulations.
Finally, the bill allows the commissioner to establish a new
online duties payment system.
Human rights issues
1.

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

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

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise a
human rights issue.
Tim Holding, MP
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission

Second reading
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

On 4 May 2010 the government handed down the
2010–11 budget. This budget sees a return to the
Brumby Labor government’s tax reform agenda after
pausing last budget to focus on funding infrastructure
and jobs in order to stave off the worst effects of the
global financial crisis.
The Brumby Labor government is committed to
providing a competitive taxation and business cost
environment to grow the economy and jobs. Since 1999
this government has reduced the payroll tax rate on six
occasions from 5.75 per cent to its current rate of
4.95 per cent. As part of the 2010–11 budget, a further
cut of 0.05 per cent was announced to further reduce
the payroll tax rate in Victoria to 4.90 per cent.
At 4.90 per cent Victoria’s payroll tax rate is the
outright second lowest payroll tax rate in Australia, and
will save more than 30 000 Victorian businesses
$193 million over four years. The benefits of this
measure will flow on to all Victorians by driving new
investment in our state and helping to create more
Victorian jobs.
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In the 2010–11 budget, the Victorian government also
continued its commitment to addressing the issue of
housing affordability through targeted assistance to first
home buyers. The first home bonus was introduced as
part of the 2004–05 budget to make buying a first home
more affordable for Victorian families. The bonus was
due to expire on 30 June 2010, but this year’s budget
provides for a retargeted first home bonus for contracts
for the purchase of a new home entered into on or after
1 July 2010 and on or before 30 June 2011.
From 1 July 2010, the assistance available for first time
buyers of new homes in Melbourne will increase from
$11 000 to $13 000 and the assistance available for
those purchasing a new home in regional Victoria will
increase from $15 500 to $19 500.
These bonuses are in addition to the current $7000 first
home owner grant. They bring the total assistance
available to Victorian first home buyers to $20 000 on
the purchase of a new home in Melbourne and $26 500
for new homes purchased in regional Victoria. The
purchase of an established home will still attract the
$7000 first home owners grant. The $20 000 that is
available in metro Melbourne brings the first home
buyers assistance in line with the $20 000 assistance
available to eligible renters through the governments
national rental affordability scheme.
This package of first home buyer assistance represents
a more targeted approach aimed at creating jobs,
boosting the economy and getting more Victorians into
their own home. This package also builds on the
overwhelming success of the regional first home bonus
in creating jobs in regional Victoria and making it a
better place to live work and raise a family.
This bill also enacts another 2010–11 budget measure,
which will see the current land tax exemption for
retirement villages and residential care facilities,
including supported residential services and residential
services for disabled people, extended to exempt land
on which a retirement village or residential care facility
is being constructed for a maximum of two years. The
government is committed to ensuring there is an
adequate supply of aged and residential care facilities in
Victoria. Extending the land tax exemption will reduce
the cost of developing these facilities, encourage private
investment to the sector and help to improve the
accessibility and affordability of such facilities for
Victorians who can no longer live at home.
The government is mindful of the need to reduce
compliance costs by streamlining and reducing the
complexity of Victoria’s laws and the way they are
administered. As part of the 2010–11 budget the
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government announced that from 1 July 2010 it would
align the duty threshold for charging a higher rate of
duty for new or near new passenger cars with the
commonwealth luxury car tax threshold, which is
indexed annually. Going forward this will ensure the
threshold is adjusted in accordance with movements in
the consumer price index and reduces any complexity
that may have arisen by having different luxury car tax
thresholds at a state and federal level.
This bill amends the Duties Act 2000 to provide the
legislative framework for the payment of land transfer
duty using an online system, which is currently under
development by the State Revenue Office. Once this
system is implemented it will result in significant
administrative savings by streamlining and modernising
the way in which land transfer duty is paid.
This bill also advances the government’s commitment
to removing all old and redundant legislation from the
Victorian statute book by repealing the Financial
Institutions Duty Act 1982, the Debits Tax Act 1995,
and the Business Franchise (Tobacco) Act 1974. The
various taxes, duties and fees imposed by those acts
have now been abolished and the legislation is no
longer required. This measure will help maintain the
relevance and currency of the Victorian statute book,
which reduces compliance costs for taxpayers and their
advisers.
Finally, this bill amends the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 to remove the power to disclose taxation
information to a person who is prescribed by the
regulations. This amendment is intended to put beyond
doubt that extending the scope of authorised disclosures
is a matter for legislation, thereby guaranteeing the
level of transparency and accountability expected
where a law impacts on the rights of an individual. This
is in line with the preferred approach advocated by the
Office of the Victorian Privacy Commissioner.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).

Thursday, 6 May 2010

with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Parks and Crown Land Legislation (Mount
Buffalo) Bill 2010 (the bill).
In my opinion, the Parks and Crown Land Legislation (Mount
Buffalo) Bill 2010, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly,
is compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill will:
amend the National Parks Act 1975 to extend the
maximum lease term for designated areas in Mount
Buffalo National Park and provide associated licensing
powers;
amend certain offence and enforcement provisions in the
National Parks Act 1975 relating to marine national
parks and marine sanctuaries;
create new park and reserve areas under the National
Parks Act 1975 and the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978, excise areas from existing parks and revoke
certain permanent reservations; and
make other miscellaneous amendments to several acts,
including the repealing of spent provisions and several
statute law revisions.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
This right is relevant to clause 4 of the bill which substitutes
section 31AA in the National Parks Act 1975 to enable the
minister to lease land for certain purposes in three defined
areas of Mount Buffalo National Park. The new section will
enable the minister to grant a lease and, to that extent,
engages the right to freedom of movement. The granting of a
lease conveys a right to occupy an area or premises to the
exclusion of others. This is discussed further in part 2 below.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 May.

PARKS AND CROWN LAND
LEGISLATION (MOUNT BUFFALO) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) tabled following statement in accordance

It may be perceived that the creation of new park and reserve
areas through amendments to the National Parks Act 1975
(by clauses 11–13) and the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
(by clause 18) may limit the ability of a person to move freely
within those areas. However, the bill does not create any
restrictions on a person moving freely within the new park
and reserve areas or within Victoria. Therefore, there is no
limitation or restriction of the right protected under section 12
of the charter in this instance.
It may also be perceived that, because certain areas of land
cease to be roads by virtue of part 3 of schedule one AAA of
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the National Parks Act 1975 (inserted by clause 9 of the bill),
those provisions may limit access and the ability to move
freely. However, those provisions simply change the status of
the Crown land when it is included in particular parks. They
do not create any restriction on persons moving freely in
those areas of public land. Therefore, there is no limitation or
restriction of the right protected under section 12 of the
charter in this instance.
Lastly, an order under section 130 of the Fisheries Act 1995
which enables a court to prohibit a person, who has been
convicted of an offence against that act, from undertaking
various activities, may itself restrict a person’s freedom of
movement to some extent. This, however, is not a serious
limitation of a person’s rights and is only granted once the
court has found on a balance of probabilities that the person is
likely to commit an offence in the future. The limitation is
accordingly reasonable and necessary in order to protect the
environment. This is discussed further in part 2 below.
Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 provides for the right for Aboriginal persons to
maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and economic
relationship with the land and waters and other resources with
which they have a connection under traditional laws and
customs.
This right is relevant to clause 4 of the bill relating to the
granting of leases in Mount Buffalo National Park, as
described above. A lease conveys a right to occupy an area or
premises to the exclusion of others. The substituted
section 31AA of the National Parks Act 1975 will provide the
power to grant a lease and to that extent engages cultural
rights under section 19. The granting of a lease may limit
cultural rights under section 19 because it may affect the
ability of Aboriginal persons to conduct cultural ceremonies
or activities within areas over which a lease is granted. This is
discussed further in part 2 below.
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 17 of the bill (see proposed clause 5(c) of part 3 of the
second schedule of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978)
provides that, in relation to certain new reserve areas under
that act, when the reserve areas are created, the land forming
the reserves is taken to be freed and discharged from all trusts,
limitations, reservations, restrictions, encumbrances, estates
and interests.
Clause 22 of the bill provides that, when certain parts of
permanent Crown land reservations are revoked, the land is
taken to be freed and discharged from all trusts, limitations,
reservations, restrictions, encumbrances, estates and interests.
However, clause 19(2) of the bill explicitly states that the
particular interests listed in that clause will not be affected by
the operation of clause 22.
Therefore, there are no known private interests in the land that
will be affected by these provisions. There is accordingly no
limitation or restriction of the right protected under section 20
of the charter.
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Section 25 — The right to be presumed innocent
Section 25 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to the law.
It may be perceived that this right is relevant to clause 8 of the
bill. This clause will amend section 45C of the National Parks
Act 1975 so that section 130 of the Fisheries Act 1995 will
apply to certain fishing offences under the National Parks Act
1975 relating to marine national parks and marine sanctuaries
as if they were offences under the Fisheries Act 1995.
Section 130 of the Fisheries Act 1995 enables a court to
impose an order prohibiting a person who has been convicted
of an offence against that act from undertaking various
activities if the court is satisfied that the offence is serious and
the person is likely to commit further offences against the act
if the order is not made.
Section 25 of the charter is not engaged because an order can
only be granted against a person who has already been
convicted of an offence under the act by a court once the
Crown has proved beyond a reasonable doubt that that person
is guilty. The making of the court order under section 130 is
not a verdict on a person’s guilt or innocence. Furthermore in
terms of section 130(2), a court will only grant an order once
it is satisfied on a balance of probabilities that the convicted
offender is likely to commit another offence in the future. The
requirement that the court first be satisfied on a balance of
probabilities before granting the order is an additional
safeguard of the rights of persons appearing before the court
who will accordingly have the right to be heard on the matter.
The main purpose of the provision is to protect the marine
environment through enforcement, and not to punish the
person who is subject to the order.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Section 12 — Freedom of movement — Mount Buffalo
National Park leasing provisions
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of movement is a fundamental human
right which protects against restrictions on people’s ability to
move freely within the state. In this instance, the limitation
relates to public access to areas in Mount Buffalo National
Park over which a lease is held.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The Mount Buffalo Chalet is a heritage-listed building in
Mount Buffalo National Park. Those willing to invest in the
chalet, and in the Cresta Valley and Dingo Dell sites, require
exclusive occupancy in the form of a lease.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Where a lease is granted, the lessee is entitled to exclusive
occupation and use of the property in accordance with the
lease terms. The right to occupy and use the property endures
throughout the term of the lease and is to the exclusion of all
others. A lease may therefore limit the freedom of movement
within areas over which a lease is granted.
Clause 4 of the bill (proposed section 31AA) provides for the
minister to lease specified land in Mount Buffalo National
Park for a period of up to 21 years or, in specified
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circumstances, up to 50 years. In the granting of a lease, the
minister acts as a public authority and is subject to section 38
of the charter. Section 38 requires a public authority to give
due consideration to charter rights when making a decision.
As such, there is an obligation to consider charter rights on a
case-by-case basis when leases are granted. When deciding
whether the particular circumstances warrant granting a lease,
the minister will need to give relevant consideration to the
right to freedom of movement under section 12 of the charter.

court order, which will vary depending on the facts of each
case.

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose

(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose

Any limitation on the public’s ability to enter and move freely
within leased property is a direct consequence of granting a
lease under the National Parks Act 1975.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means to achieve the purpose
identified in (b) above, nor to ensure lessees are granted
exclusive occupation of the leased property.
(f)

any other relevant factors

It is intended that any lease granted would be for the purpose
of providing for visitors to the park and that any restriction on
people’s movement would only be imposed to the extent
necessary to fulfil the purpose of the lease.
Section 12 — Freedom of movement — section 130
prohibition orders
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of movement is a fundamental human
right which protects against restrictions on people’s ability to
move freely within the state. In this instance, the limitation
relates to certain persons who have been convicted of a
serious fishing-related offence under the National Parks Act
1975 in a marine national park or marine sanctuary. The order
will limit those persons to whom the order relates from
undertaking various activities in relation to fishing.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Effective enforcement measures are vitally important to the
sustainability of commercial fishing practices and to the
preservation of protected marine life. Without effective
enforcement measures, fisheries resources may become
depleted so that they can no longer support sustainable
commercial catches or provide recreational fishers with a
source of enjoyment. These measures are as relevant when
dealing with the protection of marine national parks and
marine sanctuaries where the importance of preserving these
areas has been recognised in legislation and where all fishing
has been prohibited by law.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The order itself may restrict a person’s freedom of movement
insofar as it prohibits that person from undertaking various
activities in relation to fishing. This limitation is only imposed
on persons who have already been convicted beyond a
reasonable doubt of an offence under the National Parks Act
1975 and only once a court is satisfied on a balance of
probabilities that the convicted person is likely to commit
another offence in the future. The extent of the prohibition
(and freedom of movement) will depend on the extent of the

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
Any limitation on the convicted person’s right to move freely
and conduct activities in relation to fishing freely is a direct
consequence of the necessity to prohibit that person from
committing another offence.

There are no less restrictive means to achieve the purpose of
protecting the environment where there is a risk of convicted
offenders committing more offences against the environment.
(f)

any other relevant factors

The order will only be imposed on persons who are already
convicted of an offence under the act and only after the court
is satisfied on the balance of probabilities that the offender is
likely to commit another offence in the future. The person
accordingly has a right to be heard at this stage. Moreover the
order is only restrictive as is necessary based on the facts of
each case and the evidence before the court.
Section 19 — Cultural rights — Mount Buffalo National Park
leasing provisions
(a) the nature of the right being limited
Section 19(2) of the charter provides that Aboriginal people
have distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the ability
to enjoy their identity and culture, or to maintain their
distinctive spiritual, material and economic relationship with
the land and waters and other resources with which they have
a connection under traditional laws and customs.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The Mount Buffalo Chalet is a heritage-listed building in
Mount Buffalo National Park. Those willing to invest in the
chalet, and in the Cresta Valley and Dingo Dell sites, require
exclusive occupancy in the form of a lease.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Where a lease is granted, the lessee is entitled to exclusive
occupation and use of the property in accordance with the
lease terms. The right to occupy and use the property endures
throughout the term of the lease and is to the exclusion of all
others. A lease may therefore limit the ability of Aboriginal
persons to conduct cultural ceremonies or activities within
areas over which a lease is granted.
Clause 4 of the bill (proposed section 31AA) provides the
power for the minister to lease specified land in Mount
Buffalo National Park for a period of up to 21 years or, in
specified circumstances, up to 50 years. In the granting of a
lease, the minister acts as a public authority and is subject to
section 38 of the charter. Section 38 requires a public
authority to give due consideration to charter rights when
making a decision. As such, there is an obligation to consider
charter rights on a case-by-case basis when leases are granted.
When deciding whether the particular circumstances warrant
granting a lease, the minister will need to give relevant
consideration to the cultural rights of Aboriginal people under
section 19 of the charter.
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(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
Any limitation on the cultural rights of Aboriginal persons is
a direct consequence of granting a lease under the National
Parks Act 1975.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means to achieve the purpose
identified in (b) above, nor to ensure lessees are granted
exclusive occupation of the leased property.
(f)

any other relevant factors

It is intended that any restriction on movement would be only
that which is reasonable to fulfil the purpose of the lease.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, although a lease
may limit the right to freedom of movement under section 12
and cultural rights under section 19, the limitations are
reasonable.
Peter Batchelor, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

Second reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Parks and Crown Land Legislation (Amendment)
Bill 2010 will primarily amend the National Parks Act
1975 and the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978. It has
four main purposes:
to extend the maximum lease term for the Mount
Buffalo Chalet, Cresta Valley and Dingo Dell sites
in Mount Buffalo National Park;
to refine the offence and enforcement provisions
applying to marine national parks and marine
sanctuaries,
to add approximately 820 hectares to several existing
parks and reserves; and
to revoke parts of four permanent Crown land
reservations.
Amendments to the leasing provisions for the chalet
and other areas in Mount Buffalo National Park
The Mount Buffalo Chalet celebrates its centenary this
year. This cultural icon is a significant part of our
cultural heritage, and many people have fond memories
of their time staying there. The chalet is included on the
Victorian Heritage Register and is one of the features
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identified in the listing of Mount Buffalo National Park
on the commonwealth’s National Heritage List as part
of the Australian Alps national parks.
The government, along with the local and wider
community, is keen to ensure a sound future for the
chalet, a feature that recognises its cultural heritage
significance and its location in one of Victoria’s oldest
and best loved national parks, as well as one that brings
tourism, economic and employment benefits to
north-east Victoria.
With these goals in mind, Parks Victoria has been
running a public tender process to seek interested
investors in the chalet along with the potentially
complementary and ancillary sites at Cresta Valley and
Dingo Dell. This process recognises the government’s
commitment to a lease term of up to 50 years,
commensurate with the level of investment and the
scale of any redevelopment proposed at the chalet. A
lease term longer than the current 21 years is important
in order to attract the necessary investment in the
long-term future of the chalet.
The bill will insert new leasing (and associated
licensing) provisions in the National Parks Act which
will apply to the chalet, Cresta Valley and Dingo Dell.
The provisions are similar to those enacted in 2009 for
the quarantine station in Point Nepean National Park,
another very significant heritage asset.
The new section 31AA will enable the minister, after
consultation with the National Parks Advisory Council,
to grant a lease over all or part of the specified land if
satisfied that the purpose of the lease is not detrimental
to the protection of the national park, including its
historic, indigenous, cultural, natural and landscape
features. A lease may be granted for the purpose of
construction or occupation of buildings, including
buildings for accommodation, but not for the purpose of
residential or industrial use.
A lease may be granted for a term of more than
21 years and up to 50 years if, in addition to meeting
the other specified requirements, the minister is
satisfied that the proposed use, development,
improvements or works are of a substantial nature and
of a value which justifies the longer term, and the
granting of the longer term lease is in the public
interest.
The associated licensing provision —
section 31AAB — will enable, for example, the
licensing of infrastructure or other works associated
with a lease in the general vicinity of the leased area.
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Refinements to the offence and enforcement
provisions relating to marine national parks and
marine sanctuaries

result from the acquisition of land, including several
areas donated to the state for inclusion in the respective
parks.

The bill will make several amendments to the offence
and enforcement provisions relating to marine national
parks and marine sanctuaries.

The largest additions are to Terrick Terrick and Greater
Bendigo national parks. At Terrick Terrick, two areas
totalling 468 hectares will be added to the park. The
additions contain areas of high value, remnant native
grasslands of the northern plains and will complement
the protection afforded to other grassland areas within
this significant national park.

The bill will amend the existing offence provisions to
enable boats operating under a rock lobster fishery
access licence carrying rock lobster to anchor overnight
in a marine national park or marine sanctuary, provided
that there are no rock lobster pots on board. This will
mean that commercial rock lobster boats, particularly
those operating out of Apollo Bay, will not need to
travel long distances back to port each night after
working their pots out at sea. An associated offence will
be created to anchor or moor a boat in a marine national
park or marine sanctuary with pots on board. The
amendment will reduce the regulatory burden on rock
lobster licence-holders but without diminishing the
protection afforded to the parks and sanctuaries.
The bill will also create the offence of using
commercial fishing equipment in a marine national
park or marine sanctuary. This is intended to overcome
difficulties that have been encountered in prosecuting
the existing offences relating to taking or attempting to
take fish for sale in a marine national park or marine
sanctuary. A definition of ‘use’ is inserted in the
National Parks Act which is consistent with the
definition under the Fisheries Act 1995.
The bill will also enable an additional enforcement
provision of the Fisheries Act — section 130 — to
apply to serious fishing offences committed in marine
national parks and marine sanctuaries under the
National Parks Act as if they were offences under the
Fisheries Act. Under section 130 of the Fisheries Act, a
court is able to prevent a person who is convicted of a
serious offence under that act from carrying out various
activities associated with fishing. The legislative
scheme, whereby various enforcement, legal
proceedings and evidentiary provisions of the Fisheries
Act apply to fishing offences in the parks and
sanctuaries committed under the National Parks Act,
aims to ensure that a common enforcement regime
applies to similar offences committed under the two
acts.
Alterations to existing parks and reserves
The bill will enhance the parks and reserves system by
adding approximately 820 hectares to eight existing
parks and reserves. It will also excise approximately
70 hectares from three parks. Most of the additions

The additions to Greater Bendigo National Park total
252 hectares and were donated or surrendered by
Villawood Investments for inclusion in the park as
biodiversity compensation for residential developments
elsewhere or in exchange for native vegetation credits.
The additions are located in the Kamarooka section of
the park and contain valuable areas of grassy woodland
and mallee vegetation.
An area of 25 hectares will be added to Castlemaine
Diggings National Heritage Park. This contains high
quality box-ironbark forest purchased by the Mount
Alexander Shire Council with the financial assistance
of the Ross trust and subsequently donated to the state.
The bill will also add areas to the Great Otway National
Park (12.5 hectares), Kinglake National Park
(22 hectares), Gippsland Lakes Coastal Park
(10 hectares), Numurkah Natural Features Reserve
(18 hectares) and the Otway Forest Park
(11.5 hectares). The additions comprise areas that have
been purchased or donated for inclusion in particular
parks or are small areas of Crown land which will
consolidate park boundaries.
Three areas will be excised from three existing parks
under the National Parks Act:
part of a runway approach path (71 hectares) at
Mallacoota Aerodrome will be excised from
Croajingolong National Park — the area requires
ongoing clearing to meet the safety standards of the
Civil Aviation Safety Authority, and its excision
from the park is consistent with a recommendation
of the former Land Conservation Council that the
approach path should be managed as part of the
aerodrome; and
two areas totalling approximately 1 hectare
associated with legal access to freehold land will be
excised from Kinglake National Park and
Beechworth Historic Park.
The National Parks Advisory Council supports the
proposed excisions and, in accordance with section 11
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of the National Parks Act, has provided advice for
tabling in Parliament.
Revocation of permanent Crown land reservations
The bill will revoke parts of four permanent Crown
land reservations, totalling approximately 4.7 hectares:
approximately 2.6 hectares of the permanent public
purposes reserve on the shore of Corio Bay at
Geelong will be revoked to help rationalise and
consolidate the status of Crown land that forms part
of the proposed Geelong marine industry project;
two areas at the Shepparton Showgrounds Reserve
totalling approximately 0.3 hectares will be revoked
to help facilitate the upgrading of two roads in order
to improve traffic access to redeveloped facilities at
the showgrounds; and
approximately 1.8 hectares of the Swan Hill North
Park recreation reserve will be revoked to enable the
area to be sold to the Swan Hill Rural City Council
for commercial development as part of the Swan Hill
central commercial precinct.
Miscellaneous amendments
The bill will also make several miscellaneous
amendments to the National Parks Act and the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act, including the repeal of several
spent provisions. It will also make statute law revisions
to five land-related acts.
Conclusion
The bill will benefit the parks and reserves system
across the state. It will help facilitate long-term
investment in the historic Mount Buffalo Chalet, refine
the enforcement regime operating over marine national
parks and marine sanctuaries, and enhance several
existing parks and reserves. It will also help facilitate
several projects at Geelong, Shepparton and Swan Hill.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 May.
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TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (PORTS INTEGRATION)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Transport Legislation Amendment (Ports
Integration) Bill 2010.
In my opinion, the Transport Legislation Amendment (Ports
Integration) Bill 2010, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
This bill builds on the strong new direction for transport
policy and legislation charted by the Transport Integration
Act 2010. It recognises that Victoria’s ports and shipping
channels have a key role in delivering an integrated and
sustainable transport system in Victoria.
The bill amalgamates the management of the ports of
Hastings and Melbourne under the Port of Melbourne
Corporation. The new integrated Port of Melbourne
Corporation and the Victorian Regional Channels Authority
are transferred to, and continued within, the contemporary
Transport Integration Act framework.
In completing the unification of agencies in the transport
portfolio, the bill extends the integration and sustainability
objectives of the Transport Integration Act 2010 to the ports
sector.
The proposals in the bill are consistent with the government’s
key ports strategy, Port Futures, which seeks to facilitate the
delivery of an efficient, integrated and sustainable ports
system that joins seamlessly with national transport and
freight networks. The changes also build on Freight Futures,
government’s blueprint for the state’s freight and logistics
network.
Policy and operational unification is at the core of the ‘one
transport system’ philosophy which underpins the Transport
Integration Act. The bill extends this integrated system
thinking to ports planning and management.
It is noteworthy that the bill applies the social and economic
inclusion objective of the Transport Integration Act 2010 to
the Port of Melbourne Corporation and the Victorian
Regional Channels Authority.
Human Rights Issues
1. Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
The bill has been assessed against the charter.
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Property Rights

(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. A deprivation of property is in accordance with the law
when the deprivation occurs under powers conferred by
legislation which is formulated precisely and will not operate
in an arbitrary manner.

The purpose of the limitation is to ensure safe and efficient
passage of vessels in Victorian waters. This is a highly
important purpose that not only promotes economic
efficiency, but also protects the charter right to security of the
person.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation

Clause 202 engages this right by inserting new
provisions 141F(c) and 141O(c) into the Transport Integration
Act 2010. These provisions replace identical provisions in the
Port Services Act 1995 which are being repealed by the bill.
The provisions provide the Port of Melbourne Corporation
and the VRCA with the power to remove impediments,
obstructions and nuisances in a channel that are injurious to a
river or seabed or that obstruct or tend to obstruct navigation.
These powers may engage the right to property if they are
exercised to remove a person’s property from a particular
place. However, the powers can only be exercised in the
limited circumstances set out by the bill, and are subject to
obtaining any permit, consent or other authority required by
or under any other act. Any deprivation of property under
these provisions would therefore occur in clearly delineated
circumstances and would not be arbitrary in nature. In my
opinion, these provisions therefore do not limit property
rights.
Freedom of movement
The right to freedom of movement is protected by section 12
of the charter. This right is engaged by clause 202 of the bill,
which inserts new divisions 3A and 3B into the Transport
Integration Act 2010.
New section 141E(k) in division 3A will provide that one of
the functions of the Port of Melbourne Corporation is to
generally direct and control the movement of vessels in port
of Melbourne waters and port of Hastings waters. New
section 141M(1)(a)(iii) in division 3B inserts a similar
function for the VRCA in relation to waters for which it is
responsible.
These functions, in combination with section 152 of the
Transport Integration Act 2010 (which grants the Port of
Melbourne Corporation and the VRCA the power to do all
things necessary and convenient to perform their functions),
allow those bodies to control and direct the movement of
vessels in the waters for which they are responsible. This
limits the freedom of movement of the vessels’ crews and
passengers.
I note that these functions already exist under the Port
Services Act 1995. The effect of the amendments is simply to
move the functions from that act into the Transport
Integration Act 2010.
2. Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
The potential limitation on freedom of movement caused by
clause 202 of the bill is considered below.
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of movement is not regarded as an
absolute right in international law and can be subject to
reasonable limitations.

The bill does not extend the limitation any further than is
currently the case under the Port Services Act 1995. The bill
in fact places greater limitations on the exercise of the
relevant powers than is currently the case by requiring that in
performing their functions under the Transport Integration
Act, the Port of Melbourne Corporation and VRCA must
have regard to the transport system objectives and the
decision-making principles set out in part 2 of the act. These
objectives and principles require transport bodies to consider,
amongst other things: efficiency and coordination of the
transport system, public safety, health and wellbeing,
economic prosperity, environmental sustainability, transport
user perspectives, equity, and transparency. These
requirements promote responsible exercise of powers under
the act and protect against arbitrary interference with rights.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation imposed is directly and rationally connected to
its purpose.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
In my opinion, there are no less restrictive means available to
achieve this purpose.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the charter.
Tim Pallas, MP
Minister for Roads and Ports

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill affirms the critical role of Victoria’s ports and
shipping channels as part of an integrated and
sustainable transport system.
It recognises that the ports and the broader transport
system are connected and interdependent, and it aims to
ensure integrated system thinking in port planning and
management.
The bill completes the consolidation of Victoria’s
transport agencies within the modern policy framework
in the Transport Integration Act 2010.
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Management of the ports of Melbourne and Hastings is
amalgamated under the Port of Melbourne Corporation,
and the integrated entity is transferred into the new
primary statute.
The Victorian Regional Channels Authority is also
reconstituted in the new act.
The bill defines the Port of Melbourne Corporation and
the Victorian Regional Channels Authority as ‘transport
corporations’ and includes them in part 6 of the act with
V/Line, VicTrack and the Linking Melbourne
Authority.
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Further, amalgamating the management of the two
ports is considered the most effective way to direct and
drive future development of the port of Hastings. This
is central to the strategy to cope with projected growth
in commercial shipping.
Economic significance
The economic significance of the ports has always been
well recognised.
The port of Melbourne is the largest container and
general cargo port in Australia. It was recently ranked
in the world’s top 50 container ports.

Their charters are renewed to align them with the act’s
vision, objectives and principles for the transport
system.

More than $85 billion in trade each year goes through
the port of Melbourne alone.

As a result, all agencies with a direct role in managing
or regulating key elements of the state’s land and water
transport have been brought together under the same
legislation and policy framework.

Victoria’s four ports — Melbourne, Hastings, Geelong
and Portland — handle more than 99 per cent by
volume and 90 per cent by value of our imports and
exports.

Integrated thinking

The combined value of our international and coastal
cargo in 2007–08 was $100 billion, representing more
than 90 million mass tonnes of cargo carried by more
than 4500 ships.

The bill is a major step in delivering the improved port
governance arrangements outlined in Port Futures, the
policy and strategy statement released by the
government in August 2009.
These legislative changes are consistent with the policy
and strategy settings in Port Futures, together with
Freight Futures, the government’s blueprint for the
state’s freight and logistics network, and the Victorian
transport plan.
As the Minister for Public Transport stated when
introducing the Transport Integration Bill:
This bill represents a watershed in the evolution of transport
policy and legislation in Victoria and Australia. It confirms an
end of the ‘old’ thinking and outdated debates about transport.
In essence, the bill charts the government’s new direction in
transport policy and delivery, providing a framework for
integrated thinking on the best ways to move people and
goods across the state.

By integrating the expanded Port of Melbourne
Corporation under the vision, objectives and principles
in the Transport Integration Act, this bill charts the
government’s new direction in ports strategy and
management.
It positions the ports of Melbourne and Hastings as
essential components of an integrated and sustainable
transport system.

Importantly, while this bill reconstitutes the Port of
Melbourne Corporation in the Transport Integration
Act, it also continues the existing oversight by the
Treasurer.
System-focused approach
Given the Victorian economy’s reliance on port
infrastructure and operations, Port Futures
acknowledges that ports are a system in their own right.
They need to be looked at in this way to ensure that
their performance is optimised.
However, Port Futures also recognises that ports ‘do
not and cannot operate in isolation from the broader
freight and logistics network within which they are
located’.
Ports are intermodal freight hubs. Their main function
is to connect the sea leg of freight journeys (as well as
passenger journeys) to the land leg.
But ports cannot be located anywhere, because suitable
sites around the Victorian coastline are very limited. So
the land-based freight and logistics network has to be
built, to a large extent, around these port hubs.
As our economy and population grow, and as our ports
and transport system develop to deal with this growth,
the challenges are increasingly complex.
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A system-focused approach becomes more and more
crucial.
These are among the main reasons why the ports and
shipping channels should be regarded as part of a
single, integrated transport system and brought within
the scope of the Transport Integration Act.
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Part 3 contains the amendments to the Port Services Act
1995, including part 2 provisions relating to port
corporations.
Part 4 contains various consequential amendments to
other acts.
Conclusion

The Port of Melbourne Corporation will be required,
under the act, to make decisions having regard to the
best interests of the transport system as a whole. It will
share common goals with other transport bodies.

This bill clearly establishes ports and shipping as key
components in an integrated and sustainable transport
system.

This is consistent with the directions outlined in Port
Futures. For example, Port Futures foreshadows the
need to ‘review the charter of the Port of Melbourne
Corporation to ensure that it is able to contribute
effectively to the efficient operation of the international
supply chain “beyond the port gate”‘.

It sets up the governance and management of Victoria’s
ports and shipping channels to fulfil this critical role in
the context of the economic, social and environmental
challenges of the 21st century.

At the same time, other transport bodies will be
required to have regard to the best interests of the ports.
Integrated thinking means that ports and freight will be
front and centre when a relevant transport decision is
made.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).

The Port of Melbourne Corporation will also be
required, under the act, to strengthen its focus on triple
bottom line outcomes.
While the corporation’s charter under the Port Services
Act 1995 requires it to ‘manage and develop the port of
Melbourne in an economically, socially and
environmentally sustainable manner’, the vision,
objectives and principles in the Transport Integration
Act are more explicit and comprehensive.
The bill makes it clear that the Port of Melbourne
Corporation, as a key arm of government, has a role in
delivering social and environmental outcomes for the
community in addition to its core economic focus.
Key elements of the bill
Part 1 of the bill describes its purpose and
commencement arrangements.
Part 2 contains the amendments to the Transport
Integration Act 2010, including the two new divisions
(3A and 3B) inserted to continue the Port of Melbourne
Corporation and the Victorian Regional Channels
Authority and to set out their new objects and functions.
It also makes some consequential amendments and
statute law revisions.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 May.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(DANGEROUS DOGS) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Dangerous Dogs) Bill 2010.
In my opinion, the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Dangerous Dogs) Bill 2010, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Domestic Animals Act
1994 to:
a.

allow the registration of restricted breed dogs under
certain circumstances and to amend the definition of a
restricted breed dog;

b.

provide that the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal may review declarations of restricted breed
dogs and to abolish any review panel currently
constituted to review such declarations;

c.

increase penalties for certain offences;

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (DANGEROUS DOGS) BILL
Thursday, 6 May 2010
d.

further enable the making of declarations in respect of
dangerous dogs and menacing dogs;

e.

provide for dogs to be destroyed in certain
circumstances; and

f.

make other miscellaneous amendments and
consequential amendments to the act.
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Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
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If, following a decision to destroy the dog, information comes
to light that is sufficient to enable the identification of the
owner, the power to destroy is no longer valid. Section 84M
then applies, which permits the owner to recover the dog.
Immediate destruction of dog that may cause serious injury or
death
New section 84TB creates a discretionary power whereby an
authorised officer may immediately destroy a dog. This may
only occur in circumstances where the officer reasonably
believes the dog is behaving in a manner or in circumstances
that will result in imminent serious injury or death to a person
or other animal.

Certain provisions of the bill may engage the right to property
under section 20 and the right to a fair hearing under
section 24 of the charter.

Destruction of declared dangerous dog found at large

I deal with each of these issues in turn.

Under new section 84TC, the council has a discretionary
power to destroy a dog after a 24-hour period in
circumstances where:

Section 20 — the right to property
Section 20 of the charter establishes a right for an individual
not to be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. The right in section 20 of the charter
only prohibits a deprivation of property that is carried out
other than in accordance with law. This requires that the
powers which authorise the deprivation of property be
conferred by legislation or common law, be confined and
structured rather than arbitrary or unclear, and be accessible to
the public and formulated precisely.
Clause 23, which will insert new sections 84TA, 84TB and
84TC into the act, provides new discretionary powers for
authorised officers and councils to destroy a dog in certain
circumstances.
Destruction of a dog that is a danger to the public
New section 84TA provides that an authorised officer may
destroy a dog in a situation where all of the following
conditions are satisfied:
based on where the dog is found, an authorised officer
holds a reasonable belief that the owner of the dog
would be guilty of an offence under section 24 (dog
found at large outside the premises of the owner or not
securely confined to the owner’s premises) or section 26
(dog found in a prohibited or restricted place);
the dog is unregistered;
the owner is unable to be identified; and
the authorised officer reasonably believes that the
behaviour of the dog at the time of the seizure has
resulted or is likely to result in the commission of an
offence under section 29 of the act (relating to dogs
attacking, biting, rushing or chasing).
The authorised officer is required to record information in
respect of each of these matters including the reasons for
holding the beliefs.
The council must decide whether or not to destroy the dog
within 48 hours of the authorised officer recording the
relevant information, after which time the dog may be
destroyed.

based on where the dog is found, the authorised officer
reasonably believes that the owner of the dog would be
guilty of an offence under section 24 (dog at large or not
securely confined) or section 26 (dog found in a
prohibited or restricted area); and
the authorised officer has made inquiries and found that
the dog has previously been declared a dangerous dog
under section 34(1)(a).
The council must decide whether or not to destroy the dog
within 24 hours of the authorised officer recording the
relevant information, after which time the dog may be
destroyed.
The power to destroy does not apply if the authorised officer
reasonably believes that the reason the dog was found at
large, not securely confined or in a prohibited or restricted
area was due to circumstances outside the owner’s control
(for example, where the dog was released by a third party, not
being a person in control of the dog). In these circumstances,
the owner will be able to recover the dog in accordance with
section 84M.
While the right to property is engaged as a dog could be
considered ‘property’ and the provisions authorise deprivation
of such property through destruction, in my opinion these
provisions do not limit the right. This is because the
deprivation is authorised by law, the powers are appropriately
circumscribed and not arbitrary. Given the potential danger to
members of the community caused by dogs attacking in
public places, it is reasonable that strict measures be in place
for the control of dogs that are found at large.
Section 24 — fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a person who is a
party to a civil proceeding has the right to have the
proceeding decided by a competent, or independent impartial
court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
I do not consider that a power to destroy a dog would
constitute a ‘civil proceeding’ that would engage section 24 of
the charter. However, even if such decisions can be
characterised as civil proceedings, a decision taken under
section 84TA or 84TC may be challenged by judicial review
both under common law and pursuant to the Administrative

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (DANGEROUS DOGS) BILL
1722

ASSEMBLY

Law Act 1978 (Vic). Therefore, the right would not be
limited.
With regard to the discretionary power under section 84TB,
this may only be exercised in extreme cases where death or
serious injury is imminent. It would frustrate the purpose of
the provision if the decision were amenable to review, given
the pressing safety concerns that would necessitate the
immediate destruction of a dog. Therefore, any limitation on
the right would be justifiable under section 7(2) of the charter.
I note that an authorised officer is a public authority for the
purpose of section 38 of the charter and must therefore act in
a manner which is compatible with human rights and in
making decisions, give proper consideration to relevant
human rights. I also note that the powers to destroy are
discretionary and do not mandate conduct on the part of
authorised officers and councils.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions do raise human rights issues:
these provisions do not limit human rights; or
to the extent that some provisions may limit human
rights, those limitations are reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Joe Helper, MP
Minister for Agriculture

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

The Domestic Animals Amendment (Dangerous Dogs)
Bill 2010 amends the Domestic Animals Act 1994, to
address community needs and expectations over serious
dog attacks and responsible dog ownership and
education.
The bill will do this by strengthening council powers to
control and destroy dogs that are a danger to the
community, increasing penalties for irresponsible
owners whose conduct has allowed dogs to attack,
increasing resources for educating dog owners and by
reforming the existing restricted breed regime.
Currently a dog seized while at large must be held in
the pound for a minimum of eight days even if there is
no way of identifying its owner. The bill will give an
authorised council officer power to destroy a dog
48 hours after seizure if the dog was straying, is
unidentifiable and is considered a danger to the
community.
The bill will also allow an authorised officer to
immediately destroy any dog that is behaving in such a
manner or in such circumstances that the officer
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reasonably believes it will cause imminent serious
injury or death to a person or other animal. This power
currently exists for officers authorised under the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 but will
now be extended to council officers under the Domestic
Animals Act 1994.
In the case of dangerous dogs found at large, the bill
will give an authorised council officer power to destroy
the dog 24 hours after confirming it is a declared
‘dangerous dog’ under the act. This is a dog that has
previously been proven to have attacked and caused
serious injury.
It is a central tenet of dog management legislation that a
dog is confined, registered and identifiable to its owner.
Effective regulation — including compliance, return of
lost animals to owners, animal management services
and public education programs — depends on
registration. Yet an estimated 40 per cent of dog owners
fail to register their animals. The bill will double the
penalties for not applying for registration and for an
animal not wearing the council identification marker
when off the owners’ premises. As well, the bill will
give authorised officers explicit power to scan a dog for
a microchip to identify it for enforcement purposes
under the act.
It is in the nature of dogs to stray if they are not
responsibly confined. To provide greater incentive for
responsible dog ownership, the penalties for an owner
allowing a dog to be at large will be doubled from 3 to
6 penalty units for a dog at large during the day and
from 5 to 10 penalty units for a dog at large during the
evening.
Serious dog attacks often hospitalise the victim and
sometimes cause death. The community expects serious
penalties to apply. The act currently provides for a
penalty, for a declared dangerous dog attacking or
biting a person, of 120 penalty units or six months
imprisonment. By contrast the penalty for any other dog
is a maximum 20 penalty units. The bill will double this
to 40 penalty units.
The bill also provides new powers for the Magistrates
Court to order an owner guilty of an offence under the
act to attend a training course relating to responsible
dog ownership, or for the dog and owner to attend an
approved obedience training course.
Community responsible pet ownership education
programs and information, council officer training,
government advisory support services for councils and
animal management research are well received by
councils and the community. These initiatives are
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funded from the existing levy of $1 for every cat
registration and $2.50 for every dog registration. As
these rates have remained unchanged since 2001, the
bill will increase the existing levy to $2 and $3.50
respectively. The increased revenue will facilitate
expansion of all of these successful programs.
The bill broadens the criteria for the declaration of a
‘menacing’ and ‘dangerous dog’. It will allow a dog
that causes a non-serious bite injury on a person or
animal to be declared a ‘menacing dog’ and a dog that
has been the subject of a second or subsequent attack or
rushing offence to be declared a ‘dangerous dog’.
In 2003 the government introduced restricted breed dog
legislation into Victoria to regulate the ownership and
keeping of dogs whose importation is prohibited under
the Customs (Prohibited Imports) Regulations 1956 of
the commonwealth.
As at January 2010 there were 335 restricted breed dogs
declared in Victoria. However, microchip identification
registry declarations by owners suggest that there are
several times that number of this type of dog in the
community that are registered as another almost
identical breed or as a crossbreed of another breed. This
means that these dogs are not being kept in accordance
with the strict controls that apply to restricted breed
dogs that may be kept under the act.
In order to better regulate restricted breed dogs, in place
of the current prohibition, the bill provides for a
two-year amnesty period to allow owners to register
restricted breed dogs and thereby bring them under the
existing strict controls. The amnesty will only apply to
dogs in Victoria immediately before the amnesty
begins.
The bill provides for a standard to be prescribed to
assist with the identification of a dog as one of the
restricted breed dogs. If a dog fits within the standard it
will be included in the definition of a restricted breed
dog whether or not the dog is a cross breed.
To ensure procedural fairness and transparency of
process, the bill provides for appeal to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal from a declaration of
a restricted breed dog. This will replace the current
provisions in the act providing for an appeals panel.
Lastly, the bill will clarify the authorisation
requirements for the implanting of microchips and
ensures that only veterinary practitioners can implant
horses. It will also make several machinery and
housekeeping amendments to clarify provisions of the
Domestic Animals Act 1994.
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I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 May.

PHARMACY REGULATION BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010.
In my opinion the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill regulates the ownership and operation of pharmacy
businesses, pharmacy departments and pharmacy depots in
Victoria.
The bill has been prepared as a result of recent changes to
introduce a national registration scheme of health
professionals in Australia. While the national scheme will
regulate the registration of pharmacists, it will not regulate
pharmacies.
Currently, pharmacies are regulated by part 6 of the Health
Professions Registration Act 2005. A significant part of this
bill is modelled on the current legislation.
Of noteworthy significance, the bill establishes a new
Victorian Pharmacy Authority, which will be the responsible
body for registering the premises of a pharmacy business,
pharmacy departments and pharmacy depots. The authority
will also license persons to carry on a pharmacy business or
pharmacy department.
Human rights issues
2.

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

Section 13(1): right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The
right to privacy is engaged by a number of clauses of the bill.
Public register
I consider that clause 63 of the bill engages but does not limit
the right to privacy. Clause 63(1) gives the Victorian
Pharmacy Authority (the authority) the power to keep a
public register of all licensees and registered premises of a
pharmacy business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot.
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The bill enables the authority, pursuant to clauses 63(2)(a) to
(d), to include on the public register:
(a) the name of each licensee of a pharmacy business or
pharmacy department; and
(b) the number of pharmacies owned by a person; and
(c) the registration status of the premises of a pharmacy
business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot; and
(d) any conditions on a licence or registration.
The bill also establishes a power pursuant to clause 63(4) for
the information contained in clauses 63(2)(a) to (d) to be
published on the internet. Clause 63(3) further enables an
additional category of information, being a list of persons
who have had a licence or registration revoked by the
authority, to also be published on the internet.
While the bill engages the right to privacy, it does not limit
this right. This is because the interference with privacy is not
unlawful or arbitrary. The interference with privacy is not
unlawful because the bill enables the authority to lawfully
collect and publish information about people who are
licensees and have registered premises connected with a
pharmacy business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot.
The interference with privacy is not arbitrary because of the
safeguards, both provided in the bill, which operate to limit
the information that is published, and in the Information
Privacy Act 2000 which will apply to this bill. The bill limits
the information that can be published to:
(a) the name of each licensee of a pharmacy business or
pharmacy department; and
(b) the number of pharmacies owned by the person; and
(c) the registration status of the premises of a pharmacy
business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot; and
(d) any conditions on the licence or registration; and
(e) information about whether a person has had a licence or
registration revoked by the Authority.
Provision of information ‘to’ and ‘by’ the authority
I consider that further provisions in the bill, being clauses 8,
32, 67, 68 and 107, also engage, but do not limit, the right to
privacy.
Clause 8 of the bill enables the authority to require a person
referred to in clause 5(1) of the bill, to give the authority any
information or produce any documents relating to the
person’s ownership or proprietary interest in a pharmacy
business.
Clause 32 of the bill deals with dispensing and recording or
prescriptions. In particular, clause 32(2) provides that a
registered pharmacist must keep a record of every
prescription supplied, compounded or dispensed by the
pharmacist which contains the information set out in
clause 32(3). The information contained in clause 32(3)
includes the name and address of the person to whom the
medicine is dispensed as well as the name and dose of the
medicine.
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Clause 67 gives the authority power to require a registered
pharmacist or person licensed under clause 38 to submit for
examination at its offices, any documents kept by the
pharmacist or person in connection with the carrying on of a
pharmacy business.
Clause 68 gives a person authorised by the authority, power
to enter the premises of a pharmacy business, pharmacy
department, or pharmacy depot and examine any room or part
of the premises for the purpose of inspecting certain things
including prescriptions or other documents in the premises.
The authorised person may also make copies of documents or
extracts of documents.
Clause 107 gives the authority power to disclose information
relating to registered pharmacists, applicants under the
scheme for licences and registration or premises, licensees
and registration holders that is collected or given under the
bill or its regulations to a number of entities. These entities are
outlined in clause 107(1)(a) to (d) and include the Pharmacy
Board of Australia.
While clauses 8, 32, 67, 68 and 107 engage the right to
privacy, these clauses do not limit this right. This is because
the interference with privacy is not unlawful or arbitrary.
The interference with privacy is not unlawful because the bill
in clause 8 gives the authority the power to require persons to
provide any information or produce any documents relating to
the person’s ownership or proprietary interest in a pharmacy
business. Clause 32 of the bill requires a registered pharmacist
to keep records with specific information which is set out in
the bill, in relation to prescriptions which have been
dispensed. The bill also, in clause 67, provides for a power for
the Victorian Pharmacy Authority to examine the documents
of a registered pharmacist or a person licensed under
section 38. Clause 68 of the bill enables a person authorised
by the authority to examine the premises of any pharmacy
business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot for certain
things including prescriptions or other documents in the
premises and clause 107 establishes the power for the
authority to lawfully disclose information to other agencies.
The interferences with privacy in clauses 8, 32, 67, 68 and
107 are not arbitrary. There are safeguards provided for in the
bill, which operate to limit the information that is required to
be given to the authority, that can be obtained by the authority
and which limits the information which the authority may
disclose. The Information Privacy Act 2000 will also apply to
this bill and will act to safeguard a person’s information
privacy rights.
Clause 8 limits the information required to be given to the
authority to any information or documents related to the
person’s ownership or proprietary interest in a pharmacy
business. The provision of information to the authority in this
instance is limited as well as necessary in order to be able to
appropriately administer the regulatory scheme.
Clause 32 is not an arbitrary interference with privacy rights
because the provision sets out the information which is to be
contained in the record of prescription. Clause 32(4)(a) also
provides that the record is to be retained in a secure place at a
pharmacy or pharmacy department for a period of three years.
Further, the recording of this information is also necessary to
ensure the safe supply of medicines.
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Further, the provision of information under clause 67 of the
bill is not arbitrary as the information under this provision is
limited to documents kept by the pharmacists or person in
connection with the carrying on of a pharmacy business,
which again is necessary for the appropriate administration of
the regulatory scheme.
Clause 68 is not an arbitrary interference with privacy rights
because although this clause permits a person authorised by
the authority to enter the premises of any pharmacy business,
pharmacy department or pharmacy depot where that person
has power to examine prescriptions or other documents in the
premises, this is for the limited purpose of ascertaining
whether provisions of the act or regulations are being
complied with. Further, it is not an arbitrary interference with
privacy rights because only a person authorised by the
authority under section 65(2) of the act has the power to
inspect such documents.
Clause 107 deals with what disclosures the authority itself can
make to other agencies. The disclosure of this information
may only occur for a limited range of purposes set out in
section 107(2)(a), (b) and (c). These purposes include that the
disclosure is necessary for the authority to be able to fulfil its
functions under the act. Further, it is important to note that the
disclosure of information is limited to those bodies outlined in
107(1)(a) to (d).
The clauses in the bill that engage privacy rights are
considered to be reasonable because they appropriately
balance the need to effectively and efficiently regulate
pharmacies in Victoria with individual privacy rights.
For those reasons outlined above, I consider the bill to engage
but not limit the rights protected in section 13(1) of the
charter.
Section 24(1): right to fair hearing
The bill raises the issue of the right to a fair hearing provided
for in section 24 of the charter. Section 24(1) of the charter
provides that a person charged with a criminal offence or a
party to a civil proceeding has the right to have the charge or
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
The decision of Kracke v. Mental Health Board [2009]
VCAT 646 (Kracke) clarified the meaning of ‘civil
proceedings’ in section 24. Justice Bell held that the
expression should be construed broadly and that it covered
administrative proceedings that determine private rights and
interests. His Honour noted, however, that the entire
decision-making process, including the right to judicial
review, is to be considered in order to decide whether the
right to a fair hearing is limited.
Justice Bell explained in Kracke that the context in which the
decision is made is a relevant consideration, as some
decisions affect fundamental rights, however others are
considered executive, policy decisions, which may not be
subject to the same rigorous review.
This bill provides for a licensing and registration scheme to
regulate the ownership and operation of pharmacy businesses,
pharmacy departments and pharmacy depots in Victoria and it
establishes the Victorian Pharmacy Authority and grants the
authority powers to make decisions in relation to
administering that scheme. Pursuant to clauses 38 and 39 the
authority may make a decision to grant or refuse an
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application for a licence. Clause 40 enables the authority to
place conditions on that licence. Further, pursuant to
clauses 45, 46 and 48 the authority may make a decision to
grant or refuse the registration of premises of a pharmacy
business, pharmacy department or pharmacy depot.
Additionally, the authority may place conditions on
registration pursuant to clause 49. Clauses 55 and 56 of the
bill give power to the authority to make a decision to revoke a
person’s licence or registration.
Clause 57 of the bill will enable the authority to convene a
panel in order to make its most significant decisions, in
particular, to hear a matter which has been the subject of an
investigation pursuant to division 3 of part 3 of the bill.
Clause 58 sets out the procedures to be followed at a panel
hearing and clause 59 sets out the decisions that the panel
may make as a result of that hearing. Importantly, clause 62
provides for a right of review of a decision of the authority to
VCAT where the private rights and interests of a person are
affected.
To the extent that the right to a fair hearing is engaged by this
bill, I consider that the bill protects this right. I note
clause 58(e) requires the panel to be bound by the rules of
natural justice and clause 62 allows for a decision of the
authority to be reviewed by VCAT. The decisions that may
be reviewed by VCAT are the significant decisions that the
authority may make under division 1, 2 and 4 of part 3 of the
bill, which concern whether the authority will grant, refuse or
revoke a licence and/or registration of premises and/or impose
conditions on a person’s registration or licence. Therefore the
right to judicial review is preserved in relation to the most
important decisions in the licensing and registration scheme
that this bill establishes.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitation in accordance
with section 7(2)

As the bill does not limit any human rights, it is not necessary
to consider the application of section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities.
Hon. Daniel Andrews, MP
Minister for Health

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

The Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 seeks to create an
act to regulate the ownership and operation of
pharmacy businesses, pharmacy departments and
pharmacy depots, to establish the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority (VPA), and to make consequential
amendments to other acts and for other purposes.
On 26 March 2008, the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) signed an intergovernmental
agreement (IGA) to establish a national registration and
accreditation scheme for health professionals (the
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national scheme). The national scheme will commence
on 1 July 2010 for 10 health professions, including
pharmacists.
The IGA does not, however, cover the licensing of
pharmacy premises and pharmacy ownership
restrictions. The IGA states that these matters will
continue to be the responsibility of the states and
territories.
The Pharmacy Board of Victoria currently performs
this regulatory role under the Health Professions
Registration Act 2005 (the HPR act).
A public consultation exercise was conducted with the
pharmacy stakeholders last year with the release of a
consultation paper and a call for submissions. A total of
10 written submissions were received from a range of
stakeholders within the pharmacy sector including:
Pharmacy Guild of Victoria;
Pharmacists Division — Association of Professional
Engineers, Scientists and Managers, Australia;
Medicare Australia;
Pharmaceutical Society of Australia (Victorian
Branch);
Australian Friendly Societies Pharmacies
Association;
Victorian Health Services Commissioner;
Pharmaceutical Defence Limited;
Consumer Affairs Victoria.
All stakeholders were supportive of the establishment
of the VPA.
The consultation paper and this bill do not include
changes to who may own pharmacies or to the current
limits on the number of pharmacies a person may own.
The VPA will consist of a five-member board
nominated by the Minister for Health and appointed by
the Governor in Council which will comprise three
registered pharmacists, a lawyer and a community
member. Of the five members of the VPA it is intended
that the chair be a registered pharmacist. However, the
bill provides flexibility for the Minister for Health to
recommend a member who is not a registered
pharmacist to be appointed as chair if considered
necessary.
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The VPA will be able to employ the staff necessary to
carrying out its functions as set out in the proposed
legislation and report on an annual basis in accordance
with the provisions of the Financial Management Act
1994.
The VPA will have the same functions as the current
Pharmacy Board of Victoria in respect of pharmacy
premises, including in relation to the operation of
pharmacies, pharmacy departments and pharmacy
depots. It is intended that the VPA will be able to
convene committees as necessary to manage its
functions. The VPA, like the current Pharmacy Board
of Victoria, will issue standards for pharmacy owners in
relation to registration and licensing matters.
There are limited additional functions proposed for the
VPA compared to the current Pharmacy Board of
Victoria. These include the power to grant registration
of premises on an annual basis with the payment of an
annual fee and the ability to grant a person a pharmacy
licence (to carry on a pharmacy business) on an annual
basis with the payment of an annual fee.
It is proposed that the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal will continue to be the review
jurisdiction for review of decisions made by the VPA,
similar to the role it plays under the HPR act in relation
to decisions of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria.
It is intended that the VPA will work closely with the
Pharmacy Board of Australia and, if necessary, provide
notifications regarding the conduct of pharmacists
where the conduct identified by the VPA also relates to
the professional registration of a pharmacist. Equally, it
is expected that there will be occasions where the
Pharmacy Board of Australia, in carrying out its
functions, may also need to notify the VPA of actions
of an individual that may call into question their ability
to hold a licence or the continued registration of the
premises.
In relation to establishment costs for the VPA, the funds
obtained by the Pharmacy Board of Victoria for
premises regulation will be set aside prior to
commencement of the national scheme and transferred
to the VPA.
It is my expectation that going forward, the fees set by
the VPA will continue to be set on a cost-recovery basis
whilst ensuring the VPA has appropriate resources to
fulfil its obligations under this scheme.
The Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 is an important
piece of legislation that will continue to protect the
public as the Pharmacy Board of Victoria has done for
many years under the HPR act.
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I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 May.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health).

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

Western suburbs: lymphoedema clinic
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — The issue I raise is
for the Minister for Health. In a statement to Parliament
last October I raised an issue on behalf of the Western
Suburbs Lymphoedema Support Group. The action I
seek for the second time is for the Minister for Health to
provide information to the group as to when a
lymphoedema clinic will be established in the western
suburbs, given that the one that had operated from the
Werribee Hospital for 11 years was closed in 2002. As
the group did not receive any information from the
minister in the first instance, I now ask him to take
action on that request.
When the clinic at Werribee Hospital was closed the
then Minister for Health, John Thwaites, claimed that
he thought patients with this painful condition were
being treated at Barwon Health in Geelong. I am told
that only two patients were in fact being treated in
Geelong and the remaining patients were required to
attend Mercy Health in East Melbourne.
Lymphoedema is a very painful condition whereby
there is a chronic swelling of part of a person’s body as
a result of treatment for cancer. The lymphatic vessels
are damaged due to injury from the cancer treatment.
Lymphoedema can also arise as the result of a defective
gene. The treatment provided by lymphoedema clinics
includes physiotherapy and other support for this
debilitating condition. Patients who suffer from
resulting major swelling of the legs, for instance, cannot
drive and can walk only a few metres without
significant pain. They therefore do not have the ability
to travel to East Melbourne from the western suburbs of
Melbourne for treatment. While some 17 members of
the group still meet to offer one another support for
their condition, they are desperate to see a clinic
re-established. I call on the Minister for Health to
address this major issue.
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International Day Against Homophobia:
promotion
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — The matter I raise is for
the attention of the Minister for Mental Health. The
action I seek is that the minister promote the
International Day Against Homophobia on 17 May. In
this context I applaud the announcement in this year’s
state budget that same-sex-attracted young Victorians
will receive vital mental health support to help prevent
youth suicide through a new $3.6 million initiative
funded by the Brumby Labor government.
Homophobia and the effects that it has on the gay,
lesbian, bisexual, transgender and intersex community
causes much distress. It is an acknowledged
precipitating factor in mental illness and can contribute
to self-harm and, tragically, even loss of life. That is
why it is so important that this state government
funding form a solid foundation for enduring work
across government and the wider society to tackle
homophobia. Homophobia is a major factor
contributing to poor mental health outcomes, which
leads to youth suicide being second only to motor
vehicle accidents as a cause of death in young people.
One of the ways that we can achieve better mental
health outcomes is by participation in and promotion of
the International Day Against Homophobia. The theme
of this year’s International Day Against Homophobia is
to show leadership by developing game plans around
tackling homophobia, to put these plans into action, and
to pass the message on so that the whole state is aware
of and working towards eliminating homophobia and
its effect on all Victorians, and in particular young
same-sex-attracted people.
The development of game plans is important because
coordinated and planned actions will be more
successful. Promoting these messages is important
because community awareness will be an essential
ingredient if we are to successfully tackle homophobia.
This is important for the whole community, because
while homophobia directly affects the gay, lesbian,
bisexual, transgender and intersex community, it also
diminishes the whole community.
It is for these reasons that I ask the minister to promote
the International Day Against Homophobia on 17 May
and to continue to reaffirm the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to stamping out
homophobia in Victoria.
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Murray Valley electorate: men’s sheds
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Community Services,
and in her absence the minister at the table, the Minister
for Local Government. I seek support from the minister
for funding for men’s sheds in three locations in my
electorate of Murray Valley. The background to this is
that the men’s shed development across Victoria has
been highly successful.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr JASPER — The minister confirms that, and I
can confirm that the three operating in my electorate in
particular — at Rutherglen, Cobram and Numurkah —
have been very successful, but funding is required to
further establish the facilities and to promote actions in
support of men’s activities in those three centres.
Those three organisations made submissions to the
third round of funding seeking support for the
development of these facilities, but unfortunately none
was successful in the third-round announcements last
week. I understand that applications from across the
state would have been extensive, but I am extremely
disappointed in particular for Rutherglen, where the
men’s shed is operating on a dirt floor with a skillion
roof, and this is the third time it has applied for funding.
From my point of view, I believed it would have been
successful on this occasion. It was seeking $24 000 for
a total project expenditure of $33 500. It is extremely
disappointing that it was unsuccessful when it has
applied unsuccessfully twice before.
In Numurkah the Moira Healthcare Alliance bought a
building for the men’s shed. It is operating successfully,
but the building needs extensive work. The alliance is
looking to spend $89 195 and was seeking $50 000
support from the men’s shed program through the
minister. The one in Cobram was seeking an amount of
$6531 towards a total project cost of $8461 to extend
the facilities that it has. I confirm to the house that the
men’s sheds operations at Rutherglen, Numurkah and
Cobram have been highly successful, but they are all
very disappointed that no funding has been provided to
assist them and to encourage them in what they are
doing.
The extreme case is the shed at Rutherglen. I believe
the minister should look at these three locations for
funding in the future. I understand there may be another
round of funding in the next couple of months. I hope
the minister will seriously consider these three
applications for funding, which will need to be renewed
under a new program, because unfortunately they have
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applied for funding two or three times — Rutherglen
has applied three times.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Housing: satellite television connection
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Housing, and I am
pleased to see he is at the table this afternoon. The
action I seek from the minister is that he extend the
installation of satellite television connection to the
public housing towers in Williamstown. I understand
that some systems are now being installed at other
high-rise public housing sites across Melbourne,
bringing those residents the benefits of global access to
overseas television programs, news and information in
a wide variety of languages through the same pay-TV
and free-to-air TV services that are available to the rest
of the community.
In the two high-rise towers in my electorate, Nelson
Heights and Floyd Lodge, there is a high demand for
foreign language channels, particularly Greek, Spanish
and Italian. I suspect those residents would warmly
welcome the provision of a new satellite television
connection, or an MSD (microwave and satellite dish)
system as it is known. I understand that the MSD
system will also provide public housing residents with
full access to the free-to-air digital television network.
The minister is no stranger to the public housing tenants
in Williamstown. In fact last year, at the invitation of
the friends of Floyd Lodge community garden, the
minister joined the residents for a Christmas barbecue
in the grounds of the thriving kitchen garden. The
residents were genuinely pleased to have the minister
present and took great pleasure in showing him the
fruits of their labour and sent him away with some
plants and tips on composting, as I recall.
A couple of the residents took the minister on a guided
tour of the lodge and were eager to point out the results
of the state government’s investment in the property. In
particular the residents were very keen to show the
minister their new, larger one-bedroom apartments,
complete with new kitchen and bathroom facilities.
This minister has a rock-solid commitment to the
residents of the Williamstown high-rise towers. It was
not that long ago that a member of the opposition in the
other place, a member for Western Metropolitan
Region, Bernie Finn, sent panic through the local
residents by calling for the towers to be sold off to
developers. This made the government and the Minister
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for Housing personally stand by those residents, and the
government has made a commitment never to support
such a proposition. Indeed the state Labor government
is a strong supporter of the towers and those residents,
investing $10.9 million in the Nelson Heights property
and a further $6 million in Floyd Lodge since coming
to government in 1999.
I seek the minister’s further support to install the MSD
system in Williamstown, thereby granting residents the
opportunity to access a broader range of global
television options and free-to-air digital programs.

Water: restrictions
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is for
the attention of the Minister for Water. The action I
seek is for him to issue a statement to advise the public
about why the stage 3 water restrictions announced
recently are different from the stage 3 water restrictions
that previously existed. The drought response was put
together by this government. A lot of effort was put into
that drought response. The government invented
stage 3a restrictions, and I seek an explanation as to
why stage 3 as it existed in the past is different from
stage 3 now.
The background to this is that there has been a change
in the water restrictions. The government announced
that from 1 April Melbourne would go from stage 3a to
stage 3. Under the old stage 3, for those members who
need their minds refreshed, watering of lawns was
banned, private gardens were able to be watered with
hoses with a trigger nozzle or a manual drip system
from 6.00 a.m. to 8.00 a.m. or from 8.00 p.m. to
10.00 p.m. and there was a separate, twice-a-week
regime for automated drip systems. In other words,
people could water morning and evening and there
were some modifications for older people — something
which I suggested originally and which the government
ridiculed and then adopted.
Under the old regime, sportsgrounds were able to be
watered from 6.00 p.m. to 10.00 p.m. and from
8.00 p.m. to midnight twice a week. Under the new
stage 3 regime, on every second day people can water
their gardens between 6.00 a.m. and 8.00 a.m., but no
night watering is allowed; and three in four
sportsgrounds can be watered, which is an alteration
from the previous regime. The press release issued by
acting water minister Gavin Jennings clearly gave the
impression that we were moving from stage 3a back to
the previous stage 3. In fact, as I have outlined to the
house, it is a different stage 3.
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Some cynical people have suggested that it is very
difficult to water in the mornings before work — for
obvious reasons, people who work are getting up and
getting ready for work, and the fact that the government
has removed evening watering makes it more difficult
for people who go to work. That would be a cynical
suggestion, but what I am seeking from the minister is
an explanation, not a judgement, of why stage 3 mark 1
is different from stage 3 mark 2. I ask the minister to
explain to the public why there is a difference.

Electricity: smart meters
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Energy and Resources. The
action that I seek is for the minister to dispel the
misleading information which is being spread
throughout my electorate regarding the government’s
rollout of smart meters. This year I have been
approached at both my Forest Hill office and at mobile
offices by constituents who raised the issue of the
rollout of smart meters, often citing articles that have
appeared in newspapers and comments heard on radio.
A ‘DL card’ produced by Mr Dalla-Riva, a Liberal
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, is circulating in the Forest Hill electorate. It is
filled with lies and misleading and inaccurate
information. It reinforces just how clueless the
opposition is when it comes to smart meters.
Mr Dalla-Riva, or Budgie as he is known, spends far
more time looking at his own reflection than he does
coming up with any policies on any issue. He gets his
kicks out of scaremongering and putting fear into
members of my community. His complete lack of
capability to contribute anything meaningful to his job
or community is highlighted again in this disgraceful
attempt to draw the focus away from his inability to
propose a single alternative to any issue and his
uselessness as a member of the Victorian Parliament.
Budgie is a policy-free zone. Although his printers and
Australia Post get a work-out, Mr Dalla-Riva’s local
reputation is that he hides behind his office door,
cowering from his constituents, and is unable to help in
any event.
During the hundreds of local events I have participated
in already this year, I have asked my constituents if they
have ever met him face to face, and I am yet to find
even one who has.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker — —
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will not take
the point of order. I know what the member is going to
say. I ask the member for Forest Hill to ensure she is
careful in her use of language in the chamber and that
she deals with the matter she is raising for the
minister’s consideration.
Ms MARSHALL — The questions asked by my
constituents range from the cost of the smart meter for
each household to the use of tariffs and the benefits for
consumers. Senior Victorians in my electorate, who are
amongst the most vulnerable in our society, want to
know what effect the introduction of smart meters will
have on their energy bills.
Questions I have been asked include, ‘Will I be able to
operate air conditioners during the day in summer?’ and
‘Can I use my heater in the dead of winter?’. Concerns
would be dispelled if accurate information pertaining to
smart meters was made readily available. It is vital that
the minister hear the concerns of those in my electorate
regarding smart meters and have the opportunity to
explain their rollout, while in the process allaying any
concerns my constituents might have.
I call upon the minister to take urgent action to dispel
the large amount of misleading information regarding
the government’s rollout of smart meters which is being
spread throughout my electorate, and I invite him to
discuss this important issue with residents in my
electorate.

Planning: Devilbend landfill
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Planning. The action I seek
is for the minister to review the extension of the
Devilbend landfill at 435 Balnarring Road, Tuerong,
and in particular the circumstances of the works
approval provided by the EPA (Environment Protection
Authority), and respond to me with his findings.
I am informed that Grosvenor Lodge has applied for a
permit to extend the extractive licence area of the
Devilbend landfill in Tuerong and create a landfill that
will have a lifespan of approximately 21 years. This
proposal was rejected by Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council on 19 April for a number of reasons. I am told
these include: that the proposal did not comply with the
environmental objectives of schedule 3 to the
environmental significance overlay, which was made
with specific reference to the protection of the local
rural amenity and the conservation of native flora and
fauna; that the proposal did not comply with the
environmental objectives of schedule 28 of the
environmental significance overlay, which pertains to
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the ecological and biodiversity processes of the site;
that the applicant cannot provide assurances that a loss
of amenity will not be suffered as a result of noise
emissions; that the application has not made provision
for adequate buffer zones with regard to air emissions;
that the application has not made provision for adequate
buffer zones with regard to waterways; that the
application does not provide screening from
surrounding properties; and that the application has not
demonstrated that the rural amenity of the surrounding
area will not be lost as a result of these noise emissions.
The area that has been earmarked for this expansion is
located in a green wedge area that is also surrounded by
many tourist venues, including equine studs,
bed-and-breakfasts and wineries. There is
understandable concern amongst the local community
that the progression of this development would be
grossly inappropriate for the local area and cause an
unknown amount of damage.
I am told questions have also been raised about the
operator of this landfill and its compliance with
environmental management standards in the past. I am
also informed that it has been the subject of an EPA
investigation for numerous matters including: the
discharge of contaminated leachate into the nearby
creek, working outside defined permit hours, exceeding
specified noise limits as determined by results from
monitoring conducted at neighbouring properties, and
overfilling of the landfill.
Alleged breaches such as those I have just described
arguably provide grounds for further investigation into
the suitability of this proposed development and the
capacity of the operator to undertake it in a safe and
appropriate matter. I am informed that the EPA has
issued a works approval for this proposal despite the
fact that this matter is due for hearing at the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal on 10 May 2010,
which is prior to the Department of Primary Industries
decision on the application to extend the extractive
licence area for the landfill.
After having inspected aspects of the site I am shocked
that the EPA could even consider issuing a works
approval. There are concerns that this works approval
will have numerous negative effects on the local area,
including disturbance of the site, removal of vegetation,
excavation of areas up to 50 metres below the water
table, infringements on limits on height restriction and
noise, reduced run-off to adjacent creeks and the
compromising of buffer zones.
I urge the minister to investigate the proposal for the
expansion of this landfill and ensure that the local area
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and the residents who populate it are not compromised
by this decision. A great deal of leeway has already
been given to the operator of this landfill by both the
authorities and more particularly the local residents.
Rather than simply blocking the business from
introducing a use that is certainly in conflict with this
beautiful and pristine area, local residents have
endeavoured to allow the applicant business to operate.

Prospect Hill: soccer pitch lighting
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
issue tonight is for the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs. The action I seek is for the minister
to consider funding under the Strengthening the World
Game program for the installation of sportsground
lighting to the newly developed Prospect Hill soccer
pitch. Two soccer pitches have recently been
constructed. There is associated car parking, and a new
pavilion will soon be constructed by the City of Casey.
Some years ago, along with one of the councillors,
Cr Mick Morland, I asked Melbourne Water if it would
consider providing a licence to the City of Casey for
about 9.44 hectares of the Prospect Hill retarding basin
off Kurrajong Road, Narre Warren. Subsequently
Melbourne Water provided the council with a licence to
commence on Tuesday, 11 May 2010, together with
selling the council 1718 square metres of adjoining
reserve. It is a marvellous local proposal. It is a
much-needed facility. It is good that the state
government authority has provided the land, because
there is a massive shortage of soccer facilities in my
local community.
To date the state government’s contribution to this
project, in terms of the peppercorn rent for the retarding
basin and the land, would be in the many millions of
dollars. Melbourne Water has done very much the right
thing. Unfortunately in recent times when I have tried
to get information from the council as to how things are
going and whether negotiations are going well, the
council has been reluctant to provide that information. I
find that rather strange, considering I was the one who
originally sought permission for the council to use that
land. But they are the types of games we play
sometimes, and unfortunately this council is reasonably
good at them.
That having been said, I would like the minister to
consider funding under the Strengthening the World
Game program for the installation of lighting for this
newly developed soccer pitch. It will enable matches to
be played or for there to be practice late at night — not
too late at night — and provide facilities for training
and the like in the winter season. As I have previously
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said, this is a very much needed facility locally. I can
think of many soccer clubs that have great difficulty
getting grounds to play on in the city of Casey. This
will certainly assist in alleviating that problem. I seek
that the minister seriously considers this proposition.

Chandler Highway bridge: traffic management
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports.
The matter I want to raise is the very vexed issue of the
Chandler Highway bridge that links Alphington with
Kew but also, most particularly, joins onto the Chandler
Highway, which is a significant feeder for the Eastern
Freeway. This is a significant traffic issue. The action I
seek from the minister is to commission a feasibility
study into the possibility of purchasing some part of the
Amcor site which is adjacent to the northern side of the
Chandler Highway on the northern banks of the Yarra
River, with a view to using the land as a possible
extension. The member for Northcote has previously
spoken, as I have, about the possibility of extending
that current bridge. However, at this stage the only
practical way that that could possibly be done would be
by purchasing some part of that Amcor site.
The Chandler Highway bridge was originally
constructed early last century as a railway bridge and in
1930 was converted into a road bridge. Given modern
traffic flows, it is now completely inappropriate. On the
Kew side up to three lanes converge into one
carriageway on either side of the bridge, and on the
Alphington side up to four lanes converge into one
lane. It is a significant bottleneck that is in desperate
need of being remedied.
The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria has repeatedly
put the Chandler Highway bridge amongst its top 10
red spots around metropolitan Melbourne. I note that as
part of its draft plan the City of Yarra has
recommended that some part of the Amcor site be
utilised in the prospect of any redevelopment of the
bridge that takes place. It really depends on the
government or VicRoads purchasing that land to enable
that sort of redevelopment. Whether it is a new bridge
or an extension of the existing bridge, it will require a
substantial part of land on the Alphington side.
As I said, the precursor to all that is to have the minister
conduct a feasibility study as to the best way of
purchasing some part of that land and how the
government would go about purchasing that land. It is
urgently needed and would greatly add to the amenity
of the area, not only for the people of Kew and
Alphington but for people right around metropolitan
Melbourne.

ADJOURNMENT
1732

ASSEMBLY

Point Cook: traffic management
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. The
action I seek is that the minister investigate what action
can be taken to address the road congestion on local
roads in Point Cook. It is terrific to see so many new
families coming into the growth suburbs in my
electorate. I am really proud to be part of a government
that has invested in additional infrastructure services,
such as new and refurbished schools, new and
expanded transport services and additional community
and sporting facilities, as well as providing support to
new home owners in our housing market.
When it comes to transport in the growth areas, the
large investment in the M1 upgrade will assist with
traffic congestion. This project demonstrates the
government’s commitment to the implementation of the
Victorian transport plan, which will significantly
improve the roads in the western suburbs. Further to
this, the $48 million investment that the government
has made to duplicate Kororoit Creek Road
demonstrates a genuine commitment to addressing
roads and traffic congestion and to trying to ensure that
working families in the western suburbs spend less time
in their cars and more time where they want to be. The
Kororoit Creek Road project will also make provision
for bike paths and address safety issues associated with
rail crossings. I had the pleasure of attending the sod
turning recently with the Minister for Roads and Ports.
We eagerly await the completion of that project.
Nevertheless, what I observe, experience and receive
lots of local feedback about relates to the congestion
around Point Cook, especially around the freeway
entries at peak times and the on-flow impacts of those
as local residents seek to find alternate routes to try to
avoid some of the traffic jams. I ask that the Minister
for Roads and Ports investigate and advise what action
can be taken to address the road congestion around the
local roads in Point Cook.

Responses
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I will
provide a brief response to the member for Caulfield in
relation to lymphoedema services, particularly for
lymphoedema sufferers in Melbourne’s western
suburbs. I would be more than happy to follow this
matter through and provide a detailed response to the
member for Caulfield once I have sought advice from
my department. Probably in particular I would seek
advice from the chief adviser to me on cancer matters,
Professor Bob Thomas, but there may be others in the
department who would need to provide me with advice.
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Once I have that advice I will be more than happy to
correspond with the member for Caulfield. I am
indebted to her for having raised this important issue.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — The
member for Williamstown raised a matter in relation to
access to satellite television in high-rise towers. As
members of the house will know, we have 44 of these
high-rise towers dotted across inner Melbourne. They
have been home to a broad mix of people who have
come from all sorts of different migrant backgrounds to
make their home in those estates. The issue for those
communities is that because of the construction of the
building they are unable to get access to satellite
television with the little dishes. Obviously you cannot
put a satellite dish outside your window.
We thought it was important that we address this
question. Because the towers are centrally wired for the
purposes of television reception we thought it was a
good thing to use the facilities to put satellites on the
roofs so that access would then be made available for
our residents. The rollout of the master satellite dishes
program for public housing towers has been one of the
most successful and popular initiatives in my portfolio.
It brings the world of satellite television into the living
rooms of low-income people who cannot otherwise get
access. Having access to media and communications
technology is an important tool for social inclusion. Our
tenants, just like any other members of the community,
have the right to be informed and to have access to the
broad range of services offered through satellite
television.
The satellite TV program aims to meet the needs of a
wide range of multicultural communities as well as
provide access to mainstream English-speaking
services. As members will be aware, our tenants come
from a diverse range of cultural backgrounds. Indeed
since our public housing towers were built in the late
1950s and early 1960s they have hosted successive
waves of migrants, initially from Europe. Later they
hosted people who were part of the broad migration
from South America, the migration from Vietnam and
China and the humanitarian migration from Africa.
Successive waves of migrants have come into our
public housing and used it as a stepping-off point to
establish their lives here in Victoria. That is why our
public housing towers are such an important part of our
broader housing portfolio.
The satellite program allows tenants to access TV
stations in a diverse range of ways. There are a whole
range of language programs available and 70 free-to-air
stations that provide tenants with access to news and
entertainment in a variety of languages. In addition, if
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they wish, tenants can pay for access to Foxtel,
additional language services and specialty channels. To
get transmission through these channels tenants
purchase a set-top box for $100, which enables them to
access the satellite and a range of free-to-air channels.
They can purchase pay TV if they wish.
Since the program began in August 2008 we have
completed installation at 40 towers across metropolitan
Melbourne at a cost of $1.7 million. These include
towers at Fitzroy, Collingwood, North Melbourne,
Flemington, Prahran, South Melbourne and Port
Melbourne. By the end of the rollout the government
will have spent of the order of $2 million on this
program completing the installation at the 44 towers we
have across Melbourne. I say to the member for
Williamstown that we will most certainly be rolling out
the program to the towers in his Williamstown area.
This money is a very good investment, with tenants
across the towers currently able to access channels in
over 25 different languages.
Another great opportunity we are also exploring is the
opportunity to be able to link up through infrared all of
the 44 towers. That is a major opportunity that we are
exploring at the moment. Through it we have the
potential — and I underline ‘potential’ — to be able to
provide access to not only the whole range of language
services but to internet services as well, which would
make a huge difference. There is potential there over
time to develop within the towers an intranet service as
well as the internet service we have piloted at the
Fitzroy and Collingwood estates. Access to these
services is important, because it unlocks enormous
potential for our tenants, particularly through the
internet services which enable them to access online
training programs, job opportunities and so forth.
This is a fantastic initiative, and I commend the
member for Williamstown for raising the matter with
me. We certainly will be rolling out the programs to the
two estates in his area as well. I know the tenants there,
given the diverse backgrounds they come from, will
enjoy the important opportunity to be able to link back
to their home countries and watch their own news
services and current affairs programs from those
countries as they are beamed in through satellite. They
will be absolutely up to date with what is happening in
their former countries, and I know that is highly valued
by all the tenants who have accessed the services to
date. I thank the member for raising that with me.
The member for Brighton raised a matter for the
Minister for Water, seeking clarification of the stage 3
restrictions to which we have recently reverted. She
alleges some inconsistency between the stage 3
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restrictions we have now and the previous stage 3
restrictions. I will seek a clarification of that matter.
The member for Forest Hill raised a matter for the
Minister for Energy and Resources, seeking accurate
information in relation to the smart meter rollout
program in the electorate of Forest Hill. I will make
sure the minister is aware of that in order to clarify
those questions.
The member for Hastings raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning in relation to an extractive permit
works approval for the expansion of a landfill at the
Devilbend site. I will make sure the minister is aware of
that matter.
The member for Narre Warren North raised a matter for
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs,
seeking financial support for the lighting of the newly
installed Prospect Hill soccer pitch. I will make sure the
minister is aware of that request.
The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Ports, seeking support for the expansion
of the Chandler Highway bridge through what he
proposes to be a purchased part of the Amcor site
for — —
Mr McIntosh — Feasibility study.
Mr WYNNE — I am sorry. The member proposed
a feasibility study of the purchase of part of the Amcor
site for a future extension to the Chandler Highway
bridge. I will make sure the minister is aware of that.
The member for Altona raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Ports, seeking the minister’s support to
have road congestion issues addressed in the rapidly
expanding Point Cook area. I will ensure that the
minister is made aware of that request.
The member for Prahran raised a matter for the
Minister for Mental Health, seeking the minister’s
support for a really crucial initiative. With respect,
Deputy Speaker, I say I think that support would be
shared right across the chamber. The International Day
Against Homophobia is to be held on 17 May. I know
the member for Prahran will be a strong supporter of
this day, as many members will be. I will be involved in
that day as well, and I am sure many members on the
other side of the house will be too. It is important that
we acknowledge across the chamber that homophobic
activity is utterly unacceptable, and on this day it is
important for us to stand united across the chamber. I
know many members on both sides of the house share
that sentiment.
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The member for Murray Valley raised a matter for the
Minister for Community Services, seeking funding
support for three men’s sheds — in Cobram,
Rutherglen and Numurkah. I will make sure that
request is forwarded to the Minister for Community
Services.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 4.59 p.m. until Tuesday, 25 May.
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Regional Infrastructure Development Fund Expenditure
2000/01 to 2010/11 ($ million)

Expenditure
Target for
coming year as
announced in
Budget

Expected
Expenditure
for year
announced in
following
Budget

Actual
expenditure as
reported in
subsequent
Budget

2000/01

58.2

26.4

6.9

2001/02

91.2

61.7

28

2002/03

132.1

48.4

36.1

2003/04

86.5

87.5

43

2004/05

78.7

76.7

36.4

2005/06

36.8

64.2

48.6

2006/07

97.2

116.0

77.5

2007/08

92.2

88.4

53.8

2008/09

41.4

51.2

65.1

2009/10

84.6

79.5

2010/11

56.0

Total

Source: Budget Paper No 3 (2010/11 and prior years)

395.4
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