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ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 8 June 2010
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Rail: passenger safety
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the brutal and
life-threatening attack on a student nurse at McKinnon
railway station on the night of 4 June 2010 and to the
terrorised men, women and children who witnessed that
attack. I ask: given that the Premier claimed last week
that he is an ‘evidence-based politician’, when will he
finally accept the evidence that violence is out of
control on the public transport network and adopt yet
another coalition policy — this time, to put 940 armed
uniformed officers on railway stations after dark, seven
days a week?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I know all members of
this house would join me in condemning in the
strongest possible terms the completely unacceptable
and outrageous behaviour that occurred regarding a
gang of young men at McKinnon last weekend. There
is no place for that sort of behaviour anywhere in our
state; there is no place for that sort of behaviour, by the
way, anywhere in Australia. That sort of behaviour is
completely unacceptable.
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Anybody who looked at the evidence and who looked
at the facts would agree that that is a significant
improvement on where we were in the 1990s. In
addition to that we have 400 police who are presently in
the academy and will be graduating shortly. As a result
of our commitment, we have 1966 additional police
coming on line over the next five years, including 604
in the next 12 months. All of these things are designed
to improve the safety o our system.
In relation to the evidence, as the honourable member
referred to it, the number of crimes committed on
public transport has decreased by 15 per cent over the
past 10 years, despite an increase in public transport
usage of more than 50 per cent.
The honourable member referred to a commitment in
relation to protective services officers. That
commitment was made on 9 November last year, and
the next day this was said:
This announcement we have made is being funded out of the
transport budget.
It is not being funded out of the budget of police.

That was the Leader of The Nationals. The next day
there was a new policy about how it was being funded,
and then the next day in MX, the Leader of the
Opposition said that this would be paid for by slashing
government advertising and that that would pay for it.
This is Liberal-National party make-believe.
Honourable members interjecting.

As they arrived, the police who attended that matter
were able to arrest one of the individuals. They have
been able subsequently to apprehend more of those
individuals. There is detailed closed-circuit television
(CCTV) footage available. That sort of behaviour
offends every decent Victorian. It is completely
offensive, completely repugnant, completely disgusting
and completely unacceptable. In terms of resources
which are available across the system, thanks to recent
budget increases we have a record number of police
across our state.

The SPEAKER — Order! Members might believe
that that level of interjection is within parliamentary
standards. I disagree totally. The level of interjection
will cease. I ask the opposition for some assistance. I
also ask government members for assistance.

On this side of the house we build up police numbers,
we do not cut police numbers. In addition to building
up police numbers we have 250 transit police across the
system. We have 76 premium stations which are staffed
from the first train to the last train, with that number
soon to be increased to 97. We have 500 authorised
officers across the system, including 350 on the train
system. We have established the 120-strong operational
response unit. We have given police the strongest stop
and search powers in the history of this state.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Warrandyte.

Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, on our side of the
house, every step that we have taken — record police
numbers, the strongest police powers, more transit
police than ever before — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY — All of these things — record
police numbers, record — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.
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Mr BRUMBY — Record levels of transit police,
record levels of authorised officers, the strongest stop
and search powers in the history of the state, the
operational response unit and, as I have said, a
further — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bass and the member for Kilsyth.
Mr BRUMBY — A further commitment, fully
funded, of 1966 additional front-line police in our
state — all of these things are the appropriate steps for a
government to take to get on top of this issue. What
occurred was — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Narre Warren North and the member for Yuroke.
Mr BRUMBY — What occurred at McKinnon was
completely unacceptable and, as I said, as a result of the
increased police resources and the CCTV footage, those
who perpetrated that violence are being apprehended,
and they will be dealt with with the full force of the
law.

Government: employment and housing
initiatives
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is also to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the Premier
update the house on how the government is securing
jobs and giving families the opportunity to purchase
their first home?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Geelong for his question. In last year’s budget and this
year’s budget we in government said that creating jobs
and creating the right environment for jobs growth and
a strong economy were the top budget priorities for our
state. I am pleased to say that over the year to April
2010 we have now seen 109 700 new jobs generated in
Victoria. To put this into perspective, not only have
more jobs been generated in Victoria than in any other
state — it is 47 000 more than in New South Wales and
65 000 more than in Queensland — more than half all
new jobs generated across Australia in the last year
have been generated in Victoria.
We have seen jobs generated in Melbourne and in
country Victoria — 16 755 new jobs were created in
regional Victoria with a jobs growth of 2.5 per cent. In
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the last week we have seen companies moving to
regional Victoria. We saw the announcement of
200 jobs through Hofmann Engineering this week. This
was described in the Bendigo Advertiser, in which it
was said that this announcement:
… reflects the hard work done … by the City of Greater
Bendigo and the Victorian government over the past
18 months … to secure this important deal. It’s also a tribute
to the strong relationship that exists between the City of
Greater Bendigo and the state government.

As the member for Geelong knows, last week I was
pleased to visit Geelong to make two major
announcements. Firstly, Avalon Airport has been
locked in and secured as the home of the Australian
International Airshow until 2015. This event attracts
more than 170 000 visitors, and that is locked in. I was
also able to announce that Tiger Airways had chosen
Avalon Airport for its third Australian base, acquiring
five additional planes and creating a further 200 jobs in
Victoria.
Honourable members will know that last week the
Australian national accounts were released. They
showed that Victorian state final demand has been
strong — in fact the strongest relative to other states —
at 6.4 per cent over the last year compared to the
Australian average of 4.4 per cent. Might I add for the
benefit of honourable members that this is very
different from the recession which the Leader of the
Opposition and the shadow Treasurer predicted for our
state. Growth is positive and recession is negative.
This morning members would have woken up to the
6.00 a.m. and 7.00 a.m. news to hear representatives of
the Housing Industry Association talking about
Victoria’s leadership in terms of economic growth and
housing affordability. The report of the HIA that was
released yesterday shows that 10 of Australia’s housing
hot spots are in Victoria. Harley Dale of the HIA said:
If you’re looking to construct a new home in Victoria it’s
actually more affordable than the equivalent cost would be in
New South Wales and Queensland or in Western Australia.

Those who watch television might have seen Alan
Kohler just the other week on the ABC, on 31 May,
when he was talking about — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Kohler — K-O-H-L-E-R.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
respond to interjections. I ask the member for
South-West Coast for some cooperation and remind
him that he is on a warning. I suggest to the Premier
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that he has been speaking for some time. I ask him to
conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — Mr Kohler was commenting on
the 6 per cent rise in housing approvals across
Australia. He said that this was ‘entirely due to a huge
rise in Victoria’. He went on to say that this was
because of the government’s first home bonus. Alan
Kohler was of course referring to the changes that were
announced in this year’s state budget, which means you
can get a first home owner grant of up to $26 500 in
regional Victoria.
Over the last 12 months Victoria has recorded the
highest value of total building approvals of any state in
Australia. For the last 24 consecutive months Victoria
has had the highest number of actual approvals. I am
pleased to say that we have also had the highest
proportion of first home buyers of all states, with
26.4 per cent of all owner-occupied housing finance
going to first home buyers. It has been 453 days since I
was asked a question by the Leader of the Opposition
about jobs or employment. The only comments he has
made about this matter were to predict that our state
would be in recession.

Public transport: passenger safety
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer him to the official Public Transport
Safety Victoria incident reports, which record a litany
of bashings, sexual assaults, unruly behaviour and gang
attacks on Melbourne’s public transport system, and I
ask: does the Premier stand by his claim on radio this
morning that, ‘Well, um, the system has become safer
and safer, there’s no doubt’?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I indicated just a
few moments ago to the Leader of the Opposition, the
investment that we have made in public transport
safety, including all of the measures I mentioned before
and the 3000 closed-circuit television cameras across
the system, shows that the number of crimes committed
on public transport has decreased by 15 per cent over
the past 10 years despite an increase in public transport
use of more than 50 per cent. Another way of putting
this for the honourable member would be that
patronage is up 50 per cent but the level of incidents
and crimes is 15 per cent lower than when he was last
in government.

Schools: regional and rural Victoria
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. I refer to the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
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place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: could
the minister explain what action the Brumby Labor
government is taking to give children in rural and
regional Victoria the best educational opportunities, and
is she aware of any challenges?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Ballarat East for his question. The Brumby
government is improving educational opportunities for
Victorians right across rural and regional areas, making
sure that every Victorian child has access to
high-quality educational facilities. We know that in the
past rural and regional Victorians were regarded as the
toenails of the state, and that has been a ball and chain
that anyone who was a member of the previous
government has had to carry around for years. It was in
fact that government, as we know, that closed down
300 schools and sacked 9000 teachers — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to the question as asked.
Ms PIKE — That approach in the past was very
different from the one this government has been
undertaking since 1999. The Brumby government has
invested $990 million in more than 430 schools in rural
and regional Victoria — that is, nearly $1 billion of
dedicated funding in rural education infrastructure
alone over that time. We have funded more than
40 rural replacement schools, connected schools to
broadband internet, employed an additional
2000 teachers, and just in this most recent budget alone
we have provided funding to secure the future of six
small rural schools.
Whether it be in Maffra, Kyabram, Rainbow or
Horsham, or the big regional centres of Bendigo,
Mildura, Geelong or Ballarat, we have been investing.
In the last sitting week I was very pleased to update the
house about the investment in facilities in Wangaratta
and to update the house on the support of the local
Nationals member for the record capital investment.
We know that we need to continue to invest in these
core services in a planned way; that is a much better
approach than setting up some kind of billion-dollar
slush fund which would mean that the education
portfolio would need to compete with portfolios
governing health, infrastructure and other community
facilities. In fact, just going around and handing out
money in an unprepared way to create more fever than
Justin Bieber does would be a very inappropriate
approach.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to the question as asked.
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Ms PIKE — We do have a planned approach to
investment in rural and regional education. You need to
have a planned approach, because schools need to
know where their future is and children deserve the
very best facilities. I wonder whether De-Anne Kelly
was the keynote speaker at The Nationals — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I call
for the mercy rule. Put her out of her misery!
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. Has the Minister for Education concluded her
answer?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has not
concluded her answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Can I suggest to
members of the opposition that members are not at a
football game. If any member of the opposition would
like to leave the chamber, they should do so now.
Ms PIKE — We know that rural and regional
schools would be hurt by The Nationals’ regional
growth slush fund, because it is not a planned approach.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded her answer.
Mr Dixon interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Nepean
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 I ask the member for Nepean to leave the
chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Nepean withdrew from
chamber.

Police: numbers
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the
Attorney-General’s claims on 6 April 2010, following
the opposition’s commitment to fund 1700 additional
police, that:
Mr Baillieu’s pledge to fund part of today’s announcement
out of future surpluses was economically reckless, would also
result in cuts to construction on schools, hospitals, roads,
police stations and jobs —

and was from a ‘magic pudding’ and ‘rubbery source of
funds’. I refer the Premier to his announcement of
1700 additional police on 28 April 2010, when he said,
‘We have funded this commitment in our budget’ and,
‘We’ve got the budget capacity to do this’, and I ask:
why should Victorians believe anything this
government says?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will give the Leader of
The Nationals the opportunity to re-ask the question. In
the past I have asked that questions be succinct. I
believe his question was overly long, and I ask him to
rephrase the question in a more succinct manner.
Mr RYAN — My question is to the Premier. I refer
to the Attorney-General’s claim on 6 April 2010,
following the opposition’s commitment to fund
1700 additional police, that:
Mr Baillieu’s pledge to fund part of today’s announcement
out of future surpluses was economically reckless, would also
result in cuts to construction on schools, hospitals, roads,
police stations and jobs …

And I refer the Premier to his announcement of
1700 additional police on 28 April 2010, when he said,
‘We have funded this commitment in our budget’. I
ask: why should Victorians believe anything this
government says?
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the Leader
of The Nationals that the deletion of 10 words has
hardly made the question succinct. I will call the
Premier to respond to the question, but I advise the
Leader of The Nationals that if he continues to go down
the track of asking questions that are not succinct, I will
call the questions out of order.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 I ask the member for Bass to leave the
chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
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debate to bring forth into this house anything which tells the
fact that we asserted at the time of announcing that program
that we were going to use cuts in funding for advertising by
this government as partial funding of that particular
$200 million program. That is what government members are
now saying. It is a lie …

An article in MX Melbourne of 10 November 2009
headed ‘Query on opposition rail plan’ quotes
Mr Baillieu and states:
Slashing government advertising would free up money for
platform patrols.
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Police: numbers
Questions resumed.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for the opportunity he has afforded me.
The last time police numbers were cut in this state a
Nationals member was the minister for police and the
Leader of the Opposition was the president of the
Liberal Party. It was a double-banger!
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question, and I ask you to have
him answer the question he has been asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question was clearly
about opposition policy. I suggest to the Premier,
though, that he confine his comments to current
opposition policy.
Mr BRUMBY — Everything that we have
promised on our side of the house in terms of police
numbers we have delivered: 800 in our first term, 600
in our second term, 350 in our third term, plus an
additional 120. The public knows that, election after
election, every promise we have made on police we
have delivered — every single one. I think a former
member for Wimmera, Mr Bill McGrath — a Nationals
member — was the last police minister who cut police
numbers. He did not just cut them; he promised 1000
and then cut 800.
The SPEAKER — Order! I bring the Premier back
to the question.
Mr BRUMBY — There is one other point I would
make, if I can. The Leader of The Nationals said
recently in relation to police and protective services
officers:
… no reference was made to funding being provided through
cuts to government advertising, and yet this is the furphy
which has no foundation that this government has now
produced. I challenge the government in the course of this

QED.

Hospitals: regional and rural Victoria
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. I refer to the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister update the house on its investments to build
world-class health services in regional Victoria and any
challenges to these investments the minister may be
aware of?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Macedon for her question and for her
longstanding commitment to better health services in
her local community. This government prides itself on
providing every single hospital in every single year of
its time in office with a funding increase. Every single
hospital across the length and breadth of this state has
received more support each and every year we have
been in office. That is the approach we have taken —
and this year’s budget was no different — not just to
recurrent funding but also to important capital works.
As I have said many times, and as everybody on this
side of the house clearly understands, our challenge is
always to make sure that the quality of our buildings
matches the quality of the care provided by our
dedicated staff. That is why, particularly in rural and
regional communities, this year’s budget built on a
strong record of investment: a strong record of giving to
country health the support that is necessary to keep
buildings efficient and to give dedicated clinicians the
tools, if you like, and the practical support they need to
treat more patients and to provide better care.
During our time in office we have completed 87 capital
works projects — that is, medical equipment,
infrastructure and other redevelopment projects — to a
total value of more than $1.5 billion across rural and
regional Victoria. That is just in rural and regional
Victoria. There was a time when about one-third of
that — in fact less than one-third of that — was spent
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right across rural and regional areas. There are
alternatives; there are challenges, if you like, because
there are different approaches. The history of our state
shows that there are different approaches. Not every
government in this state has supported country health.
Not every government and not every Treasurer have
brought down a budget to provide strong support to
every country health service in every single year. That
is what this government has done, and that is what this
government will continue to do.
But it is not just about capital works, as important as
those are. There are now something like just under
71 000 additional patients being admitted to country
hospitals this year compared to the levels in place when
we came to office in 1999. There are something like
2894 additional nurses working across country
hospitals on top of the levels we inherited back in 1999.
There are 500 additional hospital doctors and almost
250 additional ambulance paramedics right across rural
and regional areas. By any standard, and by any
measure — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is quoting from a document, and I ask that the
document, including the whole folder that he is
referring to, be tabled in the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister if he is
quoting from a document?
Mr ANDREWS — I am referring to notes.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is referring
to notes.
Mr ANDREWS — Again, it is very clear what this
government’s approach is: that is, to make sure that we
give to country communities — to doctors, to nurses, to
allied health professionals, to paramedics right across
country Victoria — the strong support they need to
provide the best possible care.
There are three very good examples of our
government’s approach just in the last budget. There is
strong support for the hospital at Coleraine — a small
but proud and strong country community — and the
support and funding from our government in this year’s
budget will see an important redevelopment at that
health service. It is a great win for Western District
Health Service, one that the service and the local
community can be very proud of. Another great
example is the $25 million commitment in partnership
with the Leongatha hospital to upgrade the health
service there to stage 2 to build upon the investments
we have already made there around residential aged
care.
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The biggest ever investment in country capital works in
the health system this state has ever seen is the
$473 million in additional funding to rebuild the
Bendigo hospital to give to the people of Bendigo and
the state’s north-west a modern, efficient, effective
hospital that will grow capacity and give those
clinicians and their patients the necessary fabric and
infrastructure they need, not just for now but for many
years to come.
Our position in relation to country hospitals —
particularly the Bendigo hospital — is absolutely clear:
we are providing strong support to invest in the things
that matter for those working in our health system and
those who rely upon it. The position of others is less
clear. It would be better if across the community we
had strong and bipartisan support for this important
project.
The CEO has made his position clear. This delivers
everything Bendigo Health Care Group sought: it
delivers best value for taxpayers and it delivers their
full service plan. His position is very clear, as is the
position of the chair of the board, as is the position of
senior staff who work there, as is the position of many
in the media in that community. The position of one
group remains very much uncertain. When it comes to
one group, if they are not closing down hospitals, they
are talking down hospitals.

Hoon driving: government policy
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
claim of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services on 4 July 2008, when he said:
The Liberals’ call to crush cars is completely irresponsible.

I also refer the Premier to the claim of the Minister for
Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission on 22 January 2010, when he said:
… and our government will implement a new regime for
repeat hoon driving offenders, which will result in repeat
hoon offenders having their cars confiscated to be sold or
crushed.

I ask: why should Victorians believe anything this
government says?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I will correct the
Leader of The Nationals again, as I did in the last
answer. We need to get the facts right: it is this
government that introduced hoon legislation because
we wanted to send the loudest, strongest message to the
community about how unacceptable hoon driving is.
We introduced those laws with those first-stage
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measures, and then we put in place tougher measures
for those who offend again.

regional infrastructure, and are there alternative
approaches?

In relation to the crushing of vehicles, I made the
government’s view clear earlier this year. In January, I
think, in the northern suburbs of Melbourne there was a
terrible — horrific — accident that distressed many
people across the community. I remember being
interviewed by Neil Mitchell about that, and I said we
had put in place the toughest possible laws in terms of
hoon driving but that if we needed to go further to set
an example to the community then we would examine
that possibility, and that is exactly what we did.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I would like to thank the member for
South Barwon for his question. The member for South
Barwon represents an area of this state that is indeed
growing strongly. It is great part of the state. I know too
that the member is a very strong supporter of this
government’s Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund. As members of the house know, this is a
$611 million fund that is dedicated to supporting
investment in regional infrastructure and to supporting
regional communities and jobs. It is a dedicated fund
that sits in addition to the investment that the Brumby
Labor government is making in building and upgrading
regional schools and hospitals right across the state.

I am not sure about the point the Leader of The
Nationals is trying to make, but everything we have
done in this space, and in related space like speed
cameras, has been designed to drive down the level of
fatalities in our state. We do not always get support on
these things. We often get cynical people in our
community who want a bob each way and who say,
‘Yes, we want a lower road toll, but, by the way, we do
not support speed cameras’ or ‘By the way we would
rip them out here’ or ‘By the way we think there should
be a big leniency, so that if you speed you do not
actually get caught’. We have been absolutely emphatic
about this matter — that is, we intend to drive the road
toll down.
In relation to hoon drivers, it was our government —
not a Nationals government and not a Liberal Party
government — that introduced hoon driving laws.
When it became clear after the further tragic waste of
young lives through those accidents that we should take
further steps, I foreshadowed that on radio, and we
delivered. We have delivered every step of the way.
Nothing would make me — and, I believe, every
member of this house — happier than to again this year
drive down the road toll in our state to below 300 and to
continue to push it down to meet our long-term target
of achieving below 200, but it requires additional
resources, stronger penalties, speed cameras, tough
hoon laws and a commitment in government to make
the hard decisions — as we do.

Regional and rural Victoria: infrastructure
funding
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. I refer to the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister update the house on the Brumby government’s
approach to growing regional Victoria and investing in

If I can give the house a sense of how this fund sits in
addition to our other activities of government, the 2010
state budget — a fantastic budget that delivered for
communities right across the state — delivered
$618 million in funding for hospitals across regional
Victoria. This included funding for the planning and
development of a second hospital in Geelong’s
southern suburbs. Around $73 million was provided for
regional school rebuilding programs. The Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund sits on top of these
investments in schools and hospitals. This is a far cry
from the days of the cuts and closures of the 1990s to
schools and hospitals across regional Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — The Leader of The Nationals is
attempting to interject. I know, Speaker, that you want
me to ignore interjections, but I have been asked about
alternatives by the member for South Barwon. There
are some who think that, rather than having a dedicated
regional infrastructure fund that is over and above those
investments in schools and hospitals, it should instead
be used for core education and health services — that
is, regional infrastructure funds should be used for core
education and health services.
You cannot pull the wool over the eyes of regional
Victorians; they know that this policy would be a
Trojan Horse for cutting key health services, key
education services and key infrastructure, just like the
cuts we saw in the 1990s. The Brumby government
rejects this approach firmly. We have an approach that
is investing in schools, investing in hospitals and
investing in regional infrastructure to support jobs.
One great example of this is the one the Premier has
already given to the house this afternoon. The Brumby
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government, through the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund, is providing $872 000 for vital
roadworks to support Hofmann Engineering to
establish in Bendigo, bringing 150 highly skilled jobs to
Bendigo in the engineering and manufacturing industry
which is going to be so important for the local
community. However, we recognise that there is more
to do in this area. That is why we will very soon be
releasing our blueprint for regional growth, a plan that
is about securing the regional and rural way of life.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — I am so pleased to hear the
enthusiasm of those opposite for this forthcoming
announcement! I am sure they will look forward to it as
much as we do. What I can assure those opposite of,
and what I can assure members on our side of the house
of as well, is that we respect regional Victorians and
because of this there will be detail that sits behind this
plan. There will be policy that sits behind this plan.
As the member for South Barwon asked about policies
alternative to ours, I think it is worth informing the
house of some recent commentary on another policy
that was released — a statement in a three-page press
release.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister not to
debate the question, which I believe she may be
tempted to do.
Ms ALLAN — The member for South Barwon
asked about alternative policies and approaches in this
area, and there are alternatives, and those alternatives
have received some public comment. Andrew Broad of
the Victorian Farmers Federation said of this alternative
policy that the detail was a bit sketchy. An editorial in
the Weekly Times of last week said of the alternative
policy that regional Victoria must be treated with more
respect. It went on to say:
It’s as though Peter Ryan has forgotten the most important
lesson of Victorian politics: ‘Don’t take the bush for granted’.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not use
question time as an opportunity to attack opposition
members.
Ms ALLAN — Thank you, Speaker. Just for the
record, I note that that was the Weekly Times editorial
commenting on this approach.
As regional Victorians know, you have to respect and
value the regions — and you have to release a policy.
You have to release detail so that Victorians can be
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assured we are not going to return to the days of cuts
and closure.
I will finish with a comment published in the Weekly
Times of last week. Even when the people responsible
for developing this policy were quizzed they said there
was ‘no policy document, but the press release captured
“the gist of it”’. There is no policy and the details are
sketchy, as the Victorian Farmers Federation has
already pointed out. This is not treating regional
Victorians with respect. We on this side of the house
will continue to invest in education, in health and in
regional infrastructure services that are supporting jobs
in regional communities right across Victoria.

Anticorruption commission: establishment
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
repeated statements over several years in government
where he has ruled out the introduction of an
anticorruption commission in this state, including in
this house, when he said, ‘I repeat: the government does
not intend to introduce an independent commission
against corruption’; and further to the Premier’s
announcement last week that he will now introduce ‘a
new integrity and anticorruption commission’, and I ask
the Premier: is there anything the Premier says about
corruption that Victorians can believe?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I have indicated in
the house previously, at the last election it was stated:
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 of course the policy of the Liberal Party.
Since then we have had a one-page press release from
the Leader of the Opposition saying he supports a new
policy.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to the question as asked.
Mr BRUMBY — I announced in November last
year that I would commission an independent review
headed by a former head of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet, Elizabeth Proust, and state standards — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Warrandyte to cease interjecting in that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said to the house
previously, Elizabeth Proust is someone who has
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worked for different governments — for the public
sector, for the private sector. Peter Allen is a former
department head under our government and under the
Kennett government. These are people whose views I
respect. We gave them the widest possible terms of
reference to look at all the arrangements in place in
Victoria which have built up over time. Some of those
arrangements, by the way — the arrangements in
relation to the Parliament — have built up over
150 years.
As members know, Elizabeth Proust reported last week.
We responded to that by accepting her report, and,
Speaker, as a consequence of that, you will see
legislation to establish a judicial commission, which the
Attorney-General, as members are aware, was already
working on. That will be introduced later this year. You
will see a new parliamentary integrity commissioner
established and an exposure draft of that legislation
before the end of the year.
Peter Allen will head up the transition to and business
case for the new model, the Victorian integrity and
anticorruption commission, over the next 12 to
18 months. This is Elizabeth Proust and Peter Allen’s
report — it is a 67-page report, and it is a lot thicker
than a one-page press release, I can tell you that! It has
a list — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — There was of course no
submission from the opposition — from the opposition
leader. Elizabeth Proust looked at all of these issues. As
I said, we set this up with the widest possible terms of
reference. I believe the recommendations she has made
build on the raft of reforms we have put in place
through this Parliament. Whether it be the
strengthening of the parliamentary watchdogs by
making the Auditor-General, the Ombudsman and
others independent officers of the Parliament, or
whether it be improvements to accountability and
reporting or others of the raft of reforms we have made,
this takes us into the next wave of reforms.
We have accepted the report, I believe, from two
individuals who have been able to step back and take a
wide-ranging review of the system. This will represent,
therefore, the next wave of reforms to improve
accountability and transparency in the state of Victoria.

Police: achievements
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer to
the Brumby Labor government’s commitment to make
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Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family. I
ask the minister to update the house on the hard work
being undertaken by Victoria Police to tackle crime and
the causes of crime and if he is aware of any comments
that undermine that work.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Labor is the party that
supports police — with a budget of $2 billion. In the
period from 1999 to the end of this year there will have
been an increase in police numbers of nearly 2000. That
will be the biggest increase ever over one decade in
Victoria. We are building on that with the biggest
increase over a five-year period in the coming five
years, which is fully funded in the state budget. There is
no double counting, no funny money and no sackings.
We had to have that large boost in police numbers,
because when we came to government we found that
The Nationals had worked with the then president of
the Liberal Party to slash police numbers by 800. Since
2000–01 we have seen that record investment deliver a
25 per cent reduction in the rate of crime across this
great state.
In the last 12 months there has been a 6.8 per cent
reduction in the rate of street assaults. There was an
18 per cent reduction in street assaults in the city this
summer compared to the previous summer. The police
extensively used the banning notice regime which we
put in place but which those opposite tried to frustrate.
Police are now imposing fines for people being drunk
and fines for people being disorderly. I believe police
are using these powers to great effect. On this side of
the house we join with police to congratulate local
police on the work they do in their areas.
Members opposite claim that police are somehow
manipulating crime statistics. It is a claim that Victoria
Police says is mischievous and misleading; it is a claim
it emphatically denies. That notion was backed up by
the Ombudsman’s report of last year, which was
released after there had been a claim from those
opposite of a systematic falsifying of crime statistics.
The Ombudsman said that was not the case.
Reporting is done independently by local police, by
individual police members based on their professional
assessments. Today local police use a consistent
system, and they have done so since The Nationals and
the Leader of the Opposition joined to cut police by
800. Those opposite should come forward and say who
are these individuals from the local police who are
manipulating police statistics or they should apologise
to local police.
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If we have a look at Australian Bureau of Statistics
figures and the comparisons between the states, we see
that Victoria has the lowest rate of violent offenders of
any state and the lowest reoffending rate of any state.
We congratulate police on that, but we want to work
with police because we want to see crime go down
even further. That is why we have a plan for
1966 additional front-line police officers. We are doing
that because we are Labor — the party that supports
police.

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Working with Children Act 2005 and the Child Employment
Act 2003 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of the
bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The main
objective of this bill is to improve the effectiveness of
the working-with-children check scheme to ensure that
a number of issues raised during the first three years of
the operation of the act are addressed to provide greater
clarity of the scope of the act, streamline the operation
of the working-with-children check and enhance the
exchange of relevant information to improve its
effectiveness.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PERSONAL SAFETY INTERVENTION
ORDERS BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to make provision for a system of
personal safety intervention orders, the use of
mediation and other matters relating to the
prevention and resolution of prohibited behaviour
and stalking, to repeal the Stalking Intervention
Orders Act 2008 and for other purposes.
Read first time.
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ELECTORAL AMENDMENT (ELECTORAL
PARTICIPATION) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Electoral Act 2002 to
increase electoral participation and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

SUPPORTED RESIDENTIAL SERVICES
(PRIVATE PROPRIETORS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to regulate
private supported residential services, to make consequential
amendments to the Health Services Act 1988 and several
other acts and for other purposes.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — Can I ask for
a brief explanation of the bill?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — The objectives of the bill are to update and
strengthen protections for residents living in supported
residential services, to streamline the regulatory
frameworks and develop new stand-alone legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
notices of motion 32 to 47, 109 to 111, 191 to 200 and
223 to 239 will be removed from the notice paper
unless members wishing their notice to remain advise
the Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Myrrhee: mobile phone tower
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal to erect a mobile phone tower in
Myrrhee in north-east Victoria. The petitioners register their
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concern that in the locality of Myrrhee and its surrounds there
is a communication black spot — i.e., no mobile phone
reception at all.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria direct the Wellington shire to remove
Port Albert from the C33 amendment.

This has proven to be a serious problem for the residents
during fire seasons as there is no communication in or out of
the district once landlines are down. Residents are also
disadvantaged in business and personally by not receiving a
basic service which is available to other Victorians.

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (685 signatures).

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria draws to the attention of John Lenders,
the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology, that this situation be rectified by the erection of a
mobile reception tower in Myrrhee.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (113 signatures).

Electricity: smart meters
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of the state of Victoria draws to the
Legislative Assembly’s attention the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of smart meters, in particular:
the Auditor-General’s finding that the project cost has
blown out from $800 million to $2.25 billion, all of
which will be paid for in higher bills;
the Auditor-General’s finding that the electricity
industry may benefit from smart meters at the expense
of the consumers who pay for them;
the unfairness of many consumers and small businesses
having to pay for smart meters before they are installed;
and
findings by Melbourne University that many families
will have to pay around $300 per annum in higher
electricity bills as a result of Labor’s smart meters.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly require the Brumby Labor government to
immediately freeze the rollout of smart meters across Victoria
until it can be independently demonstrated that consumers
will not be forced to pay for the Brumby government
mistakes in the smart meter project.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (7 signatures) and
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (14 signatures).

Planning: shire of Wellington
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the proposed
amendment C33 to the Wellington shire planning scheme
affecting the Port Albert region.
The petitioners register their opposition to Port Albert being
included in the C33 amendment to the Wellington shire
planning scheme on the basis that historical evidence and
recent studies confirm that the Port Albert region is not at risk
of freshwater flooding or salt water/tidal inundation.

Rail: Mildura line
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the citizens of the region known as Sunraysia,
primarily in the state of Victoria but including cross-border
citizens of New South Wales centred on the city of Mildura,
brings to the attention of the house the many promises to
return the Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, without
delivery.
The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative
Assembly to bring forward the reinstatement of the said
Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, especially in view of:
1.

the many undelivered promises;

2.

the urgent need to promote public transport in a global
warming context;

3.

the pressing need to connect remote Mildura to both
Melbourne and the national rail network; and

4.

the geographic distance now requiring a rapid service
(very fast train) to be competitive.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (23 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland South be considered next
day on motion of Mr WALSH (Swan Hill).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 8 of 2010 on:
Associations Incorporation Amendment Bill
Control of Weapons Amendment Bill
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill
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Mitchell — C66

Water Amendment (Victorian Environmental
Water Holder) Bill

Moorabool — C55

together with appendices.

Stonnington — C137

Tabled.

West Wimmera — C20

Ordered to be printed.

Yarra — C135
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 — SR 29

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE

Building Act 1993 — SR 32

People trafficking for sex work

Forests Act 1958 — SR 30

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) presented final
report, together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.

Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 33
Transport Accident Act 1986 — SR 31
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Ministers’ exemption
certificates in relation to Statutory Rules 27, 29, 32, 33.

Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

ROYAL ASSENT
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Melbourne City Link Act 1995:
M1 Corridor Redevelopment Deed Third Amending
Deed
Melbourne City Link Twenty-eighth Amending Deed
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Road Safety Committee’s report on the
Inquiry into the Process of Development, Adoption and
Implementation of Australian Design Rules
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Messages read advising royal assent to:
1 June
Environment Protection Amendment (Landfill
Levies) Bill
Fair Trading Amendment (Unfair Contract
Terms) Bill
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 6) Bill
Planning and Environment Amendment (Growth
Areas Infrastructure Contribution) Bill
Radiation Amendment Bill
Therapeutic Goods (Victoria) Bill
8 June

Bayside — C104
Boroondara — C106
Brimbank — C86
Campaspe — C74
East Gippsland — C76
Golden Plains — C54
Greater Bendigo — C125, C140, C142

Child Employment Amendment Bill
Education and Training Reform Amendment Bill
Education and Training Reform Further
Amendment Bill
Health and Human Services Legislation
Amendment Bill
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Amendment Bill
Water Amendment (Entitlements) Bill.

Greater Geelong — C206, C207, C211
Indigo — C21
Knox — C83
Manningham — C87
Maroondah — C68

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Control of Weapons Amendment Bill
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill
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Water Amendment (Victorian Environmental
Water Holder) Bill.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Reporting dates
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — By leave, I move:
That
(1) the resolution of the house of 4 December 2008
providing that the Education and Training Committee be
required to present its report on the inquiry into the
potential for developing opportunities for schools to
become a focus for promoting healthy community living
to the Parliament no later than 1 July 2010 be amended
so far as to require the report to be presented to the
Parliament no later than 7 October 2010; and
(2) the resolution of the house of 13 August 2009 providing
that the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee be required to present its
report on the inquiry into farmers markets to the
Parliament no later than 31 August 2010 be amended so
far as to require the report to be presented to the
Parliament no later than 7 October 2010.
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budget and then, secondly, the Appropriation
(Parliament 2010/2011) Bill. The motion is really just
to facilitate that matter and to enable a number of
speakers to address those two bills; it is done for that
sole reason.
Certainly the opposition wants to make it perfectly clear
that this is not to be seen in any way as a precedent for
other bills. Two weeks is often a very tight time frame
for an opposition to prepare for the second reading of
bills, but certainly to enable the debate to continue on
the budget the opposition is prepared to abridge that
time to enable the superannuation bill to be debated
today.
Motion agreed to.

Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, 10 June
2010:
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill

Motion agreed to.
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Pharmacy Regulation Bill
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill.

Orders of the day
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — By leave, I move:
That the order of the house making the resumption of the
debate on the second reading of the Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2010 an order of the day for
9 June 2010 be read and rescinded and that the bill be made
an order of the day for today.

By way of very brief explanation, this motion, if carried
by the house, would simply allow for the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill to be
debated today rather than tomorrow. It is very simple
and straightforward, and I thank the opposition for
leave.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I want to put on record
that this change, which will allow the Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill to be debated today, was
proposed for the purpose that it will enable the two bills
on the government business program aside from the
appropriation bills to be dealt with today and allow a
number of speakers to address the appropriation bills
during the course of the day. A large percentage of the
available time today will be concentrated on, firstly, the

The government business program sets out that this
week is really the week for the finalisation of debate
around the budget. The budget appropriation debate is
an opportunity for members of the house to make a
contribution in Parliament of a fairly broad and detailed
nature, given the nature of the appropriation bill;
therefore it is a time when a lot of individual members
seek to speak. In organising the government business
program this week we have recognised that desire of
members of both sides to be provided with an
opportunity to speak, and accordingly the government
business program is small in order to accommodate that
demand of members to speak on the appropriation bill.
It is a good budget, and there will be lots of good
speakers on it.
Also I would point out that given the arrangements that
have been foreshadowed on the Parliamentary agenda, I
have indicated that the house will sit late tonight; it will
go on the adjournment at 11.30. If it is necessary, we
will do the same tomorrow. It depends upon how many
speakers we have been able to progress on the budget
appropriation bill in order to satisfy the demand.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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As the member for Kew foreshadowed in relation to the
previous procedural motion, not only are we trying to
provide that extra time for the limited number of bills to
be debated this week, we have already reached
agreement with the opposition to address the two other
pieces of non-appropriation legislation today — the
Pharmacy Regulation Bill and the Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill.
That will enable us to have those two pieces of
legislation largely dealt with and then have an
uninterrupted run at the appropriation bill over the bulk
of the remainder of this week. The only exceptions will
be our having to deal with the parliamentary
appropriation bill, and it is envisaged at this stage that
that will be done on Thursday, subject to checking with
the government’s lead speakers. We will also be
dealing with four second readings. That should not
consume too much time in the government business
program, again maximising the opportunity for
members to make contributions to debate on the
appropriation bill.
I say to all members who have not already done so that
if they want to make a contribution on the appropriation
bill, this is the week to do it and they should use the
time available, because after 4.00 p.m. on Thursday the
opportunity will no longer exist.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I largely agree with
what the Leader of the House has indicated about
discussions between the parties and the idea that the
majority of debating time this week will be taken up
dealing with the budget bill and to a lesser extent the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, which does
not usually attract the same number of speakers but
certainly is an important bill.
I am also grateful that the government decided to
include only two bills on the remainder of its
government business program. It was a matter of some
note that last sitting week, when there were four bills,
those bills really cut into the debating time available for
the budget. At the start of last sitting week I made the
point that I thought having to deal with four bills was a
bit ambitious. As a consequence, only about 25 of the
88 members of this house were able to contribute to
debate on the budget bill. That only two other bills —
the Pharmacy Regulation Bill and the Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill, together with the budget
bill and the Parliament appropriation bill — have been
listed in the business program is a recognition that the
government was being somewhat ambitious last week
as to the number of bills listed, and that this is a more
realistic program.
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It is regrettable that we have four second-reading
speeches that will eat into debating time, but hopefully
they can be dispensed with quickly — my preferred
option would have been to second read them on
Thursday after 4.00 p.m., to enable the maximum time
to be dedicated to the budget, but that is a matter the
house will have to watch. That the government has
limited the number of other bills on the government
business program this week to the pharmacy and
superannuation bills is a recognition that it needed to
pare back, to enable most members to make their
contributions to the budget debate.
I reiterate, as I said previously, that we are prepared to
abridge time and have the superannuation bill dealt
with today. Notwithstanding that it was listed for
business only tomorrow, it was done in the exceptional
circumstances that we wanted to maximise the time for
continuing debate on the budget. Enabling as many
members as possible, certainly on the opposition side,
to have an opportunity to make their contribution by
Thursday morning is important to the opposition. This
was done in those circumstances and it should not be
seen as a precedent. As I said, 14 days is an
exceptionally short time for the opposition to gain an
understanding of any bill, to get its briefings and to
consult broadly with the community given our limited
resources, and I certainly do not want to see it made a
precedent for future bills.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I want to make a
few comments on behalf of The Nationals. We are not
unhappy with the government business program and
will not be opposing it, because as has been highlighted
by the member for Kew, we believe there is adequate
time this week for debating the Pharmacy Regulation
Bill 2010 and bringing forward by one day the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010 so
members who wish to contribute can have an
uninterrupted run at the budget debate, as the Leader of
the House said.
All members of The Nationals in this place have
spoken on the budget bill, except for the member for
Murray Valley, who has been waiting patiently for a
fortnight and will be giving his last budget speech,
because as we all know he is retiring at the end of this
parliamentary — —
Dr Napthine — Bring him back.
Mr DELAHUNTY — ‘Bring him back’, the
member for South-West Coast says. We are all waiting
to hear him. He will probably want an extension of
time, because I think he will be looking for a budget
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allocation for the next 20 years to cover the shortfall for
his electorate!
I am not sure how many Liberal Party members are yet
to speak, but the government has many. We note the
Leader of the House said that after negotiations and
discussion with the opposition parties we will be sitting
until 11.30 p.m. before we go on the adjournment
tonight and that it could also be late tomorrow night.
On the government business program are those two
bills that I mentioned, the budget bill and the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill — a very
important one which pays the staff and — —
Ms Beattie — Rush it through.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I would think they would
want to rush through the pay rise. The reality is that that
bill is very important for the operations of this building,
the staff here and the staff in our electorate offices.
They are the interface between us as parliamentarians
and the community at large, and I have no doubt there
will be many staff watching on the web to make sure
that bill goes through appropriately this week so they
can be assured of payment at later stages.
A bill that I thought we might be debating this week is
the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill,
but with the debacle going on out in the community I
can understand why the government would want to let
the dust settle before it brings that bill on for debate. I
remind the government of that bill and many others.
The member for Rodney would be disappointed if I did
not talk about the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill, particularly after we have
read in the Age today about the deception that has gone
on in government circles. I am sure we will not debate
those water bills because the government would be too
scared to be put under the heat of the debating skills of
the member for Rodney, the member for Swan Hill and
others.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Lowan to come back to the government business
program for this week.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The truth is we have only
two bills on the government business program as well
as the two appropriation bills. I think there is adequate
time for everyone to contribute; therefore The Nationals
will not be opposing this week’s program.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the government business
program. We on this side of the house are not opposing
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the program for this sitting week. As has been stated,
there are four bills to get through by 4.00 p.m. this
Thursday, 10 June. We heard the Leader of the House
put the case that the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2010 be made an order of the day
today, and as has been said we have allowed that to go
ahead to enable the two bills to be dealt with today so
that we can move on to debating the appropriation bills,
otherwise known as the budget.
I make the point that this is not a precedent, but it will
allow us to sit late tonight and if necessary tomorrow
night to use the bulk of the debating time for members
to make their contributions to debate on the budget. The
reality is that having two bills on the government
business program this week makes it a much better
business program that will allow maximum time to be
devoted to debating the budget. There are a number of
speakers on this side of the house who wish to make
contributions. We do not oppose the program and look
forward to members making a contribution to the
budget debate.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Deakin University: Warrnambool course
cancellations
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Deakin
University offers a double degree in nursing and
midwifery at its Warrnambool campus. I congratulate
Deakin for offering this course at a regional campus, as
it provides a great opportunity for country students,
especially mature age students, to become nurses and
midwives, who are in demand in our regional and rural
health services.
However, recently Deakin University announced
changes to the way this course will be delivered to its
Warrnambool students. These changes are of genuine
concern to the students. Under the new arrangements a
Warrnambool-based sessional teacher, tutor and key
support worker for the students will be dismissed.
Students will now have to travel to Geelong for key
practical and other compulsory classes. Lectures will be
recorded in Geelong or Melbourne and delivered as
i-lectures, and tutorials will be delivered online.
Already some of the Warrnambool students have
advised that these changes will make it much more
difficult for them to complete their double degree,
especially mature age students with young children.
Students are very concerned about the loss of access to
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local midwifery tutors and the difficulty of liaising with
staff in Geelong and Melbourne.
I understand the need for Deakin University to run a
cost-effective course, but I urge further consultation
with the Deakin midwifery students on these proposals.
I also urge the federal and state governments to put
their money where their mouths are on health reform
for regional Australia and be prepared to top up funding
to ensure the effective and continued delivery of key
health courses at Warrnambool and other regional
university campuses. We know that people who are
trained in the country are more likely to stay in the
country and deliver essential health services there.

Returned and Services League, Essendon:
90th anniversary
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
take the opportunity today to congratulate the Essendon
RSL on 90 years of service to the returned servicemen
and servicewomen in the Essendon area. The club held
a very enjoyable function yesterday, which I had the
opportunity to attend. The Essendon RSL started with a
membership of 30, but by 1921 it had 3000 members,
making it one of the biggest Returned and Services
League clubs in Victoria. Since that time it has been
very active, and even now, although the numbers are
significantly less, according to the RSL it is still one of
the most significant RSL clubs in terms of the sales of
poppies on Remembrance Day and badges on Anzac
Day. It holds services in Queens Park on both
11 November and Anzac Day and was significant in
fundraising, particularly for families, widows and
children, following World War I and World War II.
I congratulate in particular the president, Alex Top, the
secretary, John Grant, and the committee on all the
work they put into organising the function yesterday.
There is no doubt that over the years the RSL has been
a significant contributor to the Essendon community
and particularly to those in need. I have no doubt that
for many years to come they will continue to provide
the same essential services to returned servicepersons
and their families.

Peter O’Rorke, OAM
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Volunteers are a
vital part of community life, and last week, with over
1000 other people, I attended a funeral mass to
celebrate the life of a great volunteer, Peter John
O’Rorke, OAM, JP.
Peter’s achievements were many. He was a highly
regarded surf lifesaver and then an official for 33 years.
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He was involved in winning football premierships and
served as a goal umpire for 32 years. He joined the
Country Fire Authority at 16 years of age and served as
a fireman and in executive positions both locally and at
state level and also operated the Westmere aircraft,
performing over 3000 flying hours assisting CFA
brigades. He had a lifelong interest in aviation and took
part in the successful campaign to save Essendon
Airport and the campaign for a helicopter rescue
service for western Victoria. He was elected to local
government in 1974 and served as shire president and
mayor until 2004. In 1998 he was awarded the Medal
of the Order of Australia in recognition of his
contributions to local government, surf lifesaving, the
Country Fire Authority and numerous other community
organisations. Peter was a passionate man who had
integrity and who achieved much for Lake Bolac and
western Victoria.

Casterton: Australian kelpie muster
Mr DELAHUNTY — During the coming weekend
there are many events scheduled in western Victoria,
but at the Casterton Australian kelpie muster, during the
Pedigree working dog auction, we will see a dog sold
which will bring the value of dogs sold since 1996 to
$1 million. The weekend’s activities will also include
the kelpie dash, the kelpie triathlon, the mutton
mayhem, the stockman challenge and novelty events.
The highlight is when the kelpies attempt to break the
2.91-metre record for the kelpie high jump. If you want
to be anywhere this coming weekend, be at Casterton
for the Australian kelpie festival.

Phyl Brown
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I also wish to
acknowledge the work of a volunteer in my electorate:
a wonderful woman by the name of Phyl Brown, who
lives in Gladstone Park. Phyl is a member of the Royal
Children’s Hospital splint team and has been making
splints for the hospital for more than 20 years. Phyl has
been volunteering in various roles at the hospital for the
past 31 years. The hard work of Phyl and fellow core
volunteers Dulcie Cedaro and Maria De Poi was
recently recognised at the 2010 Minister for Health
volunteer awards. These three volunteers have given up
more than 14 000 hours of service to the hospital and
have helped make over 250 000 splints. The splints,
which are hand made, are used to immobilise children’s
arms whilst they are having intravenous therapy. The
splint team aims to make splits that are gentle on
children’s arms rather than relying on the harder, plastic
splints.
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I take this opportunity to personally thank Phyl for her
contribution to the health-care industry and thank all of
those volunteers who commit valuable time to support
others. Phyl may never see the results of the wonderful
work she does, but I am sure all children who have
those gentle splints lovingly made by Phyl — and every
parent of those children — appreciate her.

Economy: government claims
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Brumby government and the Treasurer
for continuing to mislead Victorians about the true state
of the economy with hype and spin. The March quarter
national accounts figures released last week by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics showed that the increase
in final demand in Victoria of 0.4 per cent in the quarter
was below the national growth rate of 0.6 per cent and
the third weakest among the states. However, all the
Treasurer continues to do is misrepresent the facts with
spin.
The Treasurer’s media release last week on the national
accounts data is a prime example. The Treasurer
claimed:
Victoria had the best economic growth of any Australian
state … Victoria had a recorded economic growth (state final
demand) of 6.4 per cent over the past year … We have the
best economic growth rate in the country and Victoria is the
economic engine room of the nation.

The Treasurer really does need to go back to his
Economics 101 textbooks to learn that growth in state
final demand measures spending, including imports and
excluding exports but unadjusted for inventories, while
economic growth, as reported by an increase to gross
state product, measures production, including exports
but excluding imports. They are not the same thing.
State final demand and state economic growth results
are often very different.

WestLink: Greens opposition
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — Recent
comments by a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the Council, Colleen Hartland, opposing the
WestLink road tunnel project conveniently ignores
independent reports by Sir Rod Eddington and the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission.
These reports made it clear that Melbourne’s
dependency on the West Gate Bridge cannot be
sustained over the longer term. Sir Rod Eddington
indicated in his East–West Links Needs Assessment that
reducing Melbourne’s reliance on the West Gate Bridge
and increasing road capacity across the Maribyrnong
River were critical for Melbourne’s west. Tackling
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these two key issues and investing in projects such as
WestLink will boost the region’s capacity to open up
new business opportunities and generate employment
growth.
In his report, Sir Rod stated:
Analysis of increasing travel demand fuelled by population
and commercial growth in the west shows that a failure to
address these critical issues will effectively ‘shut out’ the west
and entrench Melbourne’s east-west divide.

That is why the state government announced plans to
build the WestLink road tunnel in the Victorian
transport plan.
Whilst Ms Hartland may describe the WestLink project
as a disaster, the real disaster would be in failing to plan
for the future needs of a thriving western region of
Melbourne. And before I am accused of being
pro-roads, let me make it clear that I am an ardent
supporter of the $4.3 billion regional rail link project,
which will be constructed in Melbourne’s west and
create an extra 9000 passenger capacity per hour on
Melbourne’s metropolitan and regional rail networks.

Ambulance services: Wonthaggi
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I would like to commit the
next 90 seconds to disclosing the flip-flopping Minister
for Health as being a hopeless and incompetent minister
who said he would wait for a business case from the
local regional manager before deciding on where a
mobile intensive care ambulance (MICA) single
response unit (SRU) would be placed in the Gippsland
area. He then totally ignored two separate business
cases that were sent to him from that regional manager
and put the SRU and the MICA unit in Morwell, where
there was already one. He totally ignored the need for a
unit to be put in the Wonthaggi area, where there is no
doubt it would have saved lives.
The SRU has sat idle for five months, and there have
not been enough MICA paramedics to man the service
when it could have gone to Wonthaggi and been put to
some immediate use — it would have saved lives. I say
to members that any lives that are now lost in the South
Gippsland area will be the minister’s responsibility,
because he alone made this decision and went against
the advice that had been offered to him by the regional
manager in the Gippsland area.

McGrath Foundation: charity football match
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I was pleased to have
been invited to join in the festivities at the charity match
between the Greensborough and Bundoora football
clubs on 29 May. The match was held at
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Greensborough War Memorial Park and was aimed at
raising money for the McGrath Foundation and
promoting breast cancer awareness in the local
community.
Since its relaunch in 2005, the McGrath Foundation
now has two main objectives: firstly, to raise money to
place breast care nurses in hospitals right across rural
and regional Australia; and secondly, to educate young
women to be aware of breast cancer. The foundation
does a fantastic job and is most worthy of support.
Approximately $9000 was raised for the McGrath
Foundation through various auctions, raffles and the
sale of signed memorabilia and other activities run by
the clubs on the day.
As well as raising funds, people of all ages were
encouraged to have a check-up, and the work done by
nurses and carers of those who battle breast cancer was
highlighted. A pink Sherrin football was used in the
match, and the Greensborough Football Club swapped
its traditional colours to wear pink and white shirts. It is
the first time the club has done so in its 105-year
history, all for the cause of promoting breast cancer
awareness.
I would particularly like to pay tribute to the Northern
Football League and the clubs’ volunteers, coaches,
players and officials, who all pulled together to make
the day work successfully. It is great to see local
sporting clubs taking the initiative to promote such a
worthy cause, and I was pleased to have been involved.

Rail: Echuca car park
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I would like to raise the
matter of the dilapidated, unsafe and embarrassing state
of the Echuca railway station car park. I first raised this
issue with the then Minister for Public Transport,
Lynne Kosky, in 2008 following many complaints from
V/Line passengers trying to access the station from the
car park. It is unlit, unsealed and riddled with deep
potholes and ditches, which during the winter months
in particular present real safety concerns for the many
passengers, particularly the elderly now using the
service. My office has received complaints of cars
actually being bogged in the car park and having to be
towed or dug out.
V/Line has acknowledged that patronage at the Echuca
railway station has increased as the city’s popularity as
a tourist destination continues to increase. Following
my previous representations I was informed by V/Line
that the government had agreed to provide funding for
the total redevelopment of the car park and that the
work would be completed by the middle of 2009. But
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here we are in June 2010 and not a single thing has
happened. We are in the middle of another winter, and
at the train station people are again being put at risk by
the dark, muddy, slippery and dangerous conditions in
the car park.
We are talking about a car park, and what we need is
action. We need the Minister for Public Transport to do
something. The car park needs to be levelled, sealed
and properly lit — and we do not need further
procrastination.

Aboriginals: Wurundjeri land treaty
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Last Sunday,
6 June, marked the 175th anniversary of the signing of
the treaty between John Batman and Wurundjeri elders
for rental of around 200 000 hectares of land. Local
historian Rex Harcourt argues persuasively in his book
Southern Invasion, Northern Conquest — Story of the
Founding of Melbourne that the site is along the Merri
Creek in Northcote.
On Sunday I joined Rex Harcourt and Alexander
Romanov-Hughes from the Port Phillip Pioneers Group
and local residents, including Peter Bodin, to inspect
the site located behind a stonemason’s yard. The area is
untended, and the only remnant is a concrete block that
once bore a plaque to mark the significance of the
location.
Despite what one may think of Batman’s intentions and
the legitimacy of the signatures, the treaty was the first
and so far only attempt by European settlers to
negotiate a treaty with the local custodians of the land.
Two months later Governor Bourke issued a
proclamation declaring the treaty void on the legal
concept of terra nullius, which meant that the British
Crown owned the whole of Australia and therefore
neither the Wurundjeri elders nor Mr Batman had any
authority to negotiate the use of the land. Terra nullius
was itself declared invalid by the Mabo decision, which
coincidentally had its 18th anniversary last Thursday.
I have spoken with many local indigenous elders, and
there is no doubt that commemorating the treaty is a
delicate matter that must be approached with
sensitivity. Peter Bodin is keen to organise local
residents to renew the site respectfully. I will give them
and the local indigenous groups all the support I can to
ensure that the lessons of the past at this particular site
are not forgotten.

Public transport: government performance
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The government’s
announcement of the delayed arrival of new trains and
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yesterday’s new timetable debacle has been capped off
today with another disaster on Melbourne’s rail
network. The new Minister for Public Transport is
clearly out of his depth. Train faults were reported as
being behind some of last night’s chaos, and again
today train faults caused chaos on the Sandringham
line. Why has the minister not enforced a proactive
approach to train maintenance? The Sandringham line
went into meltdown during the peak morning train
times, with three trains cancelled, leaving commuters
stranded on platforms.

pleased to know that the children at Thomas Chirnside
are taking on the Premier’s reading challenge with great
enthusiasm and enjoyment, and are well on track to
meet their reading goals. I would like to take this
opportunity to congratulate the students on their great
work.

The Liberal candidate for the Assembly electorate of
Prahran, Clem Newton-Brown, was at Windsor station
to meet train travellers to discuss their public transport
needs as the disaster unfolded in front of him today.
Hundreds of passengers were stranded at Windsor
station alone. Another report came in from Prahran
station where approximately 150 passengers were
detrained from a Sandringham-bound service.

A lot of work has gone into this area and the Brumby
Labor government has invested more than
$39.5 million through this program since 2002. This
includes $34 million in 800 public housing upgrades
and 600 external improvement works. Other
achievements include the creation of 600 jobs and
750 training opportunities, just to name a few. This
program is truly a testament to the great things that can
be achieved when people are united by a common
cause for the greater good. As the local member, I am
very proud of the achievements that have been gained
through this program and congratulate one and all.

The Brumby government’s promise of a better service
for all as a result of the new train timetable has been
exposed as yet another election-year fantasy. It is an
utter insult for Melburnians and V/Line travellers to sit
down in front of the television at night and be exposed
to a taxpayer-funded advertising spree promoting this
government’s achievements in public transport. Add
the above scenario to the brutal assault by a gang of
youths at McKinnon station on Friday night, and
Victorians can get a good overall picture of Labor’s
legacy on public transport service: 11 years in office,
three public transport ministers, violence out of control,
and late and cancelled trains. They are paying more,
getting less, going slower, standing up with a myki in
their pockets — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Lara electorate: government initiatives
Mr EREN (Lara) — Recently I was delighted to
open stage 3 of the capital works project at Lara
Secondary College. Students at the school now have the
best facilities that any parent could hope for, with
facilities for performing arts, food technology, science,
design arts and general purpose classrooms. This is a
great example of the Brumby Labor government’s
commitment to providing every child with every
opportunity to grow, learn and flourish in their
education.
Another school that is flourishing in the area of book
reading is the Thomas Chirnside Primary School in
Werribee, which I visited recently. The Premier will be

Another great achievement for the Lara electorate has
been the groundbreaking Corio-Norlane neighbourhood
renewal program; I was thrilled to attend the ceremony
recognising its great work recently.

Hoon driving: Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Increasingly I am being
contacted by residents in my electorate complaining
about hooning. Some of the streets where it is
happening are Hereford Road in Mount Evelyn,
Meadowgate Drive in Chirnside Park and Clegg Road
in Wandin.
Hooning threatens not only other drivers and the hoon
driver themselves but also families and children, and it
causes a high level of fear, particularly amongst our
senior citizens. Many have called the hoon hotline, but
unless they can obtain registration details — which is
virtually impossible, given the smoke from the vehicles
and the speed at which they travel — they are told
nothing can be done. The hoon hotline is another piece
of Labor spin — mirrors and no substance.

Clegg Road, Wandin North: traffic study
Mrs FYFFE — Clegg Road in Wandin North and
Mount Evelyn has experienced a substantial increase in
the volume of traffic, creating problems with impatient
drivers overtaking in a dangerous manner and driving at
excessive speeds. Residents also report drag racing on
this narrow single-lane road. I call on the minister to
request VicRoads to carry out a study with a view to
improving safety for both residents and motorists.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
2102

ASSEMBLY

Police: Yarra Ranges
Mrs FYFFE — In the Yarra Ranges we have
excellent police who work extremely hard, but they are
handicapped by a lack of resources. I have reports of
only one officer being on duty in the watch-house at
night when the rules say there should be two. I also
have reports of police vehicles not being available to
cover the whole area of the Yarra Valley, and now I
have read in the Herald Sun of 7 June that the number
of crimes reported by police are 50 per cent less — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Yan Yean electorate: sports uniform grants
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to
commend the following clubs for their foresight and
initiative in making applications for uniform grants
under the state government’s Our Club, Our Future
sporting uniform grants program. The successful clubs
have been the Northern Suburbs Fly Fishing Club, the
Whittlesea Bowls Club, the Epping Football Club, the
Plenty Valley Netball Association, the Whittlesea
United Soccer Club, the Northern Districts Softball
Association, the Mernda Football/Netball Club, the
Westfield Leisure Walkers, the Whittlesea Football
Club and the Yarrambat Junior Football Club.
This is a fantastic program. Victoria boasts a strong
tradition of involvement in grassroots sport, with clubs
contributing greatly to the identity of our many towns
and communities. There is a great sense of pride in
pulling on the team colours. But many in our
community, whether they be on fixed incomes, whether
they be in families or whether they be older people,
sometimes find it difficult to afford to stay involved in
sport, so this is a fantastic program. I encourage other
clubs in my electorate to submit applications when the
third funding round opens late in June. I will be pleased
to support any clubs that submit applications.
I am very proud to be part of a Labor government that
supports and stands up for community sport, whether it
is by providing money for stadiums, which I think we
have done well across the state, or by doing things as
simple as helping people have uniforms so they can be
involved in sport.

Mildura Base Hospital: funding
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Mildura has outgrown its
hospital, yet on 14 May the Treasurer visited Mildura
and said, amongst other things:

Tuesday, 8 June 2010

…and the priority always is for where there’s a growing
population or the facilities are just not working.

Then on 27 May the Premier, during questions without
notice, stated:
I am also proud to say that Victoria is home to the four fastest
growing inland cities in Australia; I am talking about
Mildura …

et cetera.
Given these two statements, everyone in Mildura wants
to know what the plan is and when this government will
deal with the population-driven congestion in the areas
of accident and emergency, maternity, post-op and
mental health. The plans have been done. The project
has been estimated. It has been overlooked in the
budget, and it is not on any forward estimates that I can
see. Can the Premier, the Treasurer or the Minister for
Health tell us what is happening?

Mildura: trade training
Mr CRISP — On another matter, the Mildura
regional trade training centre school consortium has
revamped and submitted its application to the
commonwealth after last year’s disappointment. Last
year the state was caught napping and Victoria did not
gain a fair share of the available funding from the
commonwealth. This year I urge the state government
to use its much talked about cooperative federalism to
ensure that the trade training aspirations of Mildura’s
youth and the trade needs of regional Victoria are met.

Point Cook Senior Secondary College:
leadership program
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise today to
recognise and pay tribute to a terrific group of school
leaders from Point Cook Senior Secondary College.
Point Cook Senior Secondary College is a relatively
new school in the rapidly growing community of Point
Cook. It opened in 2008 and continues to go from
strength to strength.
Recently the school leaders joined me here at
Parliament. This was part of a special leadership
development program that the school leaders were
undertaking. This program was organised by their
fantastic teachers, Anna and Zane. The leadership
program is an initiative that involves meeting people,
talking, reflecting on and learning about what
leadership means in a variety of different contexts. It
was terrific to spend some time with this energetic
group of young people. The student leaders shared their
insights about the challenges of playing a leadership
role in their school community and how they were
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using their talents to build a school culture that was
inclusive, respectful and responsive to the realities of
being a young adult.

Rock Primary School and an application for a
gymnasium which was processed as an application for
a school shed — —

What struck me most about the leaders of Point Cook
Senior Secondary College was their authenticity. They
were genuine, in touch and diverse. They reflected the
school community they represented. They reminded me
of how much of a privilege it is to be part of a
community in which young people aspire to take
leadership roles. The year 11 student leaders are Siarn
Beattie, Naomi-Jade Laou, Fraser Argus and Alana
Worthing. The year 12 school leaders are Jason Denton,
Sophie Mellor, Jaime Cardillo and Amanda Bobadilla. I
wish to formally recognise them and thank them for
their contribution to the school community.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Rail: Sandringham line
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In the words
of the shadow Minister for Public Transport,
Sandringham line commuters are paying more, getting
less and going slower. I call on the Minister for Public
Transport to investigate the reason for the more than
half-hour delay for Sandringham line commuters, many
of whom would have been late for work, lectures or
medical appointments as a consequence of the failure of
the Brumby government to provide a reliable public
transport system.

Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham:
red-light camera
Mr THOMPSON — Another issue confronting the
Sandringham electorate is the traffic lights at the
intersection of Bay Road and the Nepean Highway.
There has been continuing incompetence on the part of
the government to address this issue in a capable way.
Two years ago the Brumby government said it could
not provide the data relating to the intersection in terms
of the number of people who were fined making a
right-hand turn. After a great hue and cry on the part of
many people in my electorate and my having raised it
aggressively within this house, the government
ultimately worked out that in the 21st century they
could provide data on a monthly basis as to how many
people had been fined. Over $5 million has been
extracted from the local Bayside community, but there
is still a continuing reluctance on the part of the
government to provide data on a monthly basis.

Black Rock Primary School: funding
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Finally, I wish
to draw to the attention of the house an issue raised in
the Age newspaper last week which highlighted Black

Rosemary Beth Rem
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I wish to pay tribute
to Rosemary Beth Rem who passed away on Monday,
31 May. Rosemary Beth, a proud and passionate
Gembrook resident, made herself known to me as a
community advocate as soon as I was elected in 2002.
She was heavily involved in the Kurth Kiln Regional
Park in Gembrook as a member of the Friends of Kurth
Kiln. Rosemary Beth was also an active member of the
Gembrook township committee, the Gembrook
Business Group and the Gembrook Craft Group. She
was an expert basket creator, a protector of our
environment and history, mother of Alecia and
grandmother of Cienna.
When my children and I moved to Gembrook I asked
Rosemary Beth to become my children’s carer. When I
was working, Rosemary Beth would be at our home
diligently and compassionately caring for my children.
Detail was important to her when looking after the kids,
and she very much enjoyed sharing stories and helping
the children learn craft and do their homework. Archie,
Ashleigh and I thank Rosemary Beth for her care. We
were privileged yesterday to celebrate her life at the
Gembrook community centre with many of her family
members and friends.
Rosemary Beth was cared for beautifully by the staff at
Wantirna palliative care in the last few weeks of her
life, and I was fortunate that I was able to express my
thanks and say goodbye on 31 May. On behalf of the
Gembrook electorate, I thank Rosemary Beth for her
contribution to our community.

Bayswater Secondary College: funding
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It takes a special
type of arrogance to suggest that a person has no
understanding of an issue they have been closely
involved with over a long period of time. The Minister
for Education has suggested that I have no
understanding of the economics surrounding the
long-overdue funding of Bayswater Secondary College.
What I do understand is that the project was promised
in 2006 by the former Labor member for Bayswater,
hoping to win the school community’s support. Then,
after losing the election and his position, he went to
ground. My community has not heard a single peep out
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of him since. A person who truly believes in a cause
and who is truly passionate about outcomes fights on,
regardless of title. There have been 11 years of
contempt for the outer east by this flip-flopping
government and a former member who will not fight
for what is right.
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neighbours. People should get to know them and not
leave them to be isolated in their own communities.
People in the broader community should mix with them
and develop them, as these people have so much to
offer our country.

Peninsula Link: Baxter overpass
Members will recall the ‘No tolls’ promise and ‘Tolls
are good — prove us wrong’. I cannot wait for
November.

Arts: government performance
Mrs VICTORIA — Recently we saw even more
evidence of the Brumby Labor government’s contempt
for the arts in this state. The Premier and his temporary
Minister for the Arts seem content passing the buck to
the federal government if it means they can avoid
adequately funding the Victorian College of the Arts.
Until they change their view, those in the Labor Party
are doomed to become irrelevant bystanders as a
Baillieu government steers Victoria’s arts community
toward greater prosperity.

Vera Sandstrom
Mrs VICTORIA — A big congratulations to Vera
Sandstrom of Ringwood, who this week will celebrate
her 105th birthday. It was a pleasure to spend the
morning with this spritely lady earlier this week and
hear some of the fascinating stories of her life. I wish
her all the best for the coming year.

Indian community: citizenship
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — Since the last sitting week of
Parliament I have had the pleasure of being invited by
the City of Brimbank and the City of Melton to their
citizenship ceremonies. Those two municipalities
always have a large number of new citizens at their
ceremonies. What has been significant at the
ceremonies of recent times is the change of the types of
people who are becoming Australian citizens. Whereas
in the past the majority of people who resided in
Melton and Brimbank were from Asia, now the
majority are people from India.
From speaking to and congratulating these people after
the official ceremony I know that a lot of recent arrivals
in the Indian community are isolated. Some have been
students who have stayed here for two years, so they
have been able to apply for and have been successful in
getting permanent resident status. It has been a long and
tortuous journey for them. The reason I mention it here
is that that community needs more embracing by our
neighbours, by our community and by their own

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On Sunday in my
electorate the community of Baxter had a protest rally
about the Brumby government’s intention to put an
overpass through the middle of the town. The Baxter
community is supportive — very supportive, in fact —
of the Peninsula Link, and it has even supported the fact
that it has to go through the middle of the town. What
they do not support is an overpass that the Brumby
government is going to force on them that will split the
community in two forever.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired. The time for
members statements has also expired.

PHARMACY REGULATION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health).
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The
purposes of the Pharmacy Regulation Bill are, firstly, to
provide for the regulation of pharmacy businesses,
pharmacy departments and pharmacy depots in
Victoria; secondly, to establish the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority to manage the process of registering these
premises and licensing persons to conduct these
operations; and thirdly, to prepare, issue and police
standards with respect to these premises and the
licensed operators. The Liberal-Nationals coalition
understands the reasons for and supports the legislation.
I wish to advise the house that my brother, Bernard
Napthine, is a registered pharmacist and owns and
operates a pharmacy, but I have no involvement or
pecuniary interest in that business.
Mrs Maddigan — He’s the good Napthine, the
Labor one.
Dr NAPTHINE — There are a number of those.
Unfortunately he does not support the Labor Party any
more after what they did to the Barwon Heads bridge,
which absolutely disgusted him and disgusted the
community at Barwon Heads.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order!

company that has the structure of a friendly society or
mutual company.

Dr NAPTHINE — The context of this legislation is
that as of 1 July 2010 a national scheme will operate for
the registration and accreditation of 10 health
professions across Australia, including pharmacy, and
to deal with complaints against them. As a result of
agreed national changes the Pharmacy Board of
Victoria, which currently registers pharmacists in
Victoria, will be abolished. May I place on record, on
behalf of I think everybody in this house and all
Victorians, our thanks to current and past board
members of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria, which has
served the pharmacy profession and indeed the wider
community of Victoria with distinction.

Clause 5(2) restricts a registered pharmacist or
company owned by registered pharmacists to owning
no more than five pharmacy businesses within Victoria.
Clauses 5(3) and (4) clarify that friendly societies or
mutual companies that own pharmacies must be not for
profit and must return income for the benefit of
members or shareholders.

But the Pharmacy Board of Victoria has a second
function. That function is to license and regulate the
operation of pharmacy businesses, pharmacy
departments and pharmacy depots. This bill will create
a new entity called the Victorian Pharmacy Authority to
take over these roles and provide a framework for these
regulatory functions to continue. Stephen Marty, the
registrar of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria, advised me
that as at 7 June the registrants of the Pharmacy Board
of Victoria comprised 5502 general registered
pharmacists, 494 non-practising registered pharmacists,
471 provisional registrations and 628 students, and that
with respect to premises there were 1213 pharmacies,
79 hospital pharmacy departments and 34 depots.
In a note to me he pointed out that ‘the ownership of
pharmacies’ and approval of premises was specifically
excluded from the’ intergovernmental agreement,
which brought those 10 health professional groups into
a national registration scheme. He also stated:
It was therefore proposed that the current provisions of the
Health Professions Registration Act 2005 … should continue
the current arrangements to protect the public and to ensure
standards with respect to pharmacies and pharmacy
departments are maintained.

He also said that the bill before the house largely
provides for part 6 of the former Health Professions
Registration Act to continue except for the introduction
of the annual licensing of owners and annual
registration of premises compared to the current
situation of once-only approvals.
I now want to go through some of the specific clauses
of the bill. Clause 5 refers to ‘Ownership of pharmacy
business’. Clause 5(1) makes it clear that to be
permitted to own a pharmacy business you must be a
registered pharmacist, a company owned or controlled
by a registered pharmacist or pharmacists, or a

Clauses 20 to 23 relate to the establishment of
pharmacy businesses. They provide for a notice of
intention to establish a pharmacy business, the
establishment of a pharmacy business and the
establishment of a pharmacy department. The
provisions in clauses 20 to 23 will apply to anyone
looking to establish a pharmacy business, department or
depot.
It is important that I refer to clause 29. Clause 29 makes
it a legal requirement for a registered pharmacist to
supply, compound or dispense medicines only from a
pharmacy business or department that has been
approved by the Victorian Pharmacy Authority to be
established under this legislation. Later I will refer to
comments I have received from a local pharmacist
which raise some issues about community pharmacy
delivery with respect to clause 29.
Clause 30 is an important provision in the bill. It
requires that a registered pharmacist must personally
supervise a pharmacy or pharmacy department at all
times that it is open for business. Clause 30(3) defines
‘personally supervised’ to mean that a pharmacist must
be present on the premises. I think this is an important
provision to ensure quality control in the dispensing of
medicines and advice given to people who are receiving
prescriptions and those who are purchasing medicines,
because we know while medicines can provide
enormous benefit when taken in the appropriate
recommended dosages and under the supervision of a
doctor and pharmacist, they can have serious untoward
side effects. It is absolutely essential that qualified and
trained pharmacists are responsible for the correct
advice and dispensing of medicines at all times.
Clause 34 protects the use of the terms ‘pharmacy’,
‘pharmacy practice’ and ‘pharmacy business’. These
are important protections for the community so that it
can have confidence that when those terms are used
they signify the responsible dispensing of medicines
and drugs and that there is a qualified pharmacist on the
premises, involved in the premises and behind any
dispensing that takes place.
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Part 3 of the bill is about licensing and registration. This
deals with some of the new aspects of the bill with
respect to the annual operation of the licence and the
registration. It is fundamentally a two-stage process.
Division 1 of part 3 refers to licensing — that is, a
pharmacist, a company made up of pharmacists or a
friendly society has to apply for a licence to operate a
pharmacy business, department or depot. There has to
be an application for a licence to operate — that is the
first stage. The second stage is an application for
registration of the premises for the pharmacy business
or department. The bill outlines the process for both,
including the grounds for refusal, the conditions that
may be applied and the fact that this is an annual
licensing process and that there is an annual fee
involved with the renewal of those licences.
Clauses 53 to 62 relate to notifications, investigations
and panel hearings and to grounds for revocation of
licences and/or registrations. This will provide the new
Victorian Pharmacy Authority with the legislative
power to conduct investigations where complaints have
been received and to ensure that people who are
licensed to operate these pharmacy businesses,
departments and depots, the premises on which they are
operated and the way they are operated meet the
appropriate standards in terms of safe and effective
delivery of drugs and medicines.
To protect the people involved, clause 62 provides for
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to
review any decision of the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority so that there is that check and balance. If
people who are involved in the industry are aggrieved
or concerned about a decision of the authority, they can
take that matter to VCAT.
Part 4 of the bill refers to the enforcement provisions,
which are pretty standard in this sort of legislation.
Part 5 refers to the establishment of the new Victorian
Pharmacy Authority. I note in part 5 that in addition to
the licensing and registration responsibilities of the
authority there is also a requirement of the authority to
issue standards in relation to the operation of
pharmacies, pharmacy businesses, departments and
depots.
Clause 87 in part 5 refers to the membership of the
authority. It says that people will be appointed by the
Governor in Council on the nomination of the minister.
In other words, they will be government appointees
through the Governor in Council. Among the
appointees there must be three persons who are
registered pharmacists, one appointee must be an
Australian lawyer, and one must be a person who is not
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a registered pharmacist. They will be appointed by the
Governor in Council for a term of up to three years.
I draw the house’s attention to clause 90(2) on page 55,
which is interesting:
The minister may only recommend a member who is a
registered pharmacist for appointment to the office of
chairperson or deputy chairperson, unless the minister
considers that it is necessary for the good operation of the
authority to recommend a member who is not a registered
pharmacist.

That seems like a fairly convoluted way of saying, ‘The
minister can appoint who they like as chairperson or
deputy chairperson’. If we are looking at the use of
plain English, why not just say, ‘The minister may
appoint who they like as chairperson or deputy
chairperson’ rather than going through this pretence of
saying the minister must appoint a registered
pharmacist — except when the minister thinks it is not
necessary! As I say, it is a bit of convoluted English.
I also now refer to clause 102, and I am getting through
this bill much faster than I thought — —
An honourable member — Just slow down.
Dr NAPTHINE — I will — I have more to say!
Mrs Maddigan — It’s such a good bill; that’s why.
Dr NAPTHINE — It is fundamentally because it is
a repeat of the legislation that already exists — apart
from annual licensing — and there is broad support for
this legislation.
Mr Helper — I have never heard of you being this
stuck for words.
Dr NAPTHINE — No, and I have 15 minutes to
go! But an important issue is the Victorian pharmacy
fund, established under clause 102. Clause 102(1) says:
The authority must establish and keep a fund to be called the
Victorian Pharmacy Authority Fund.

Clause 102(2) says:
All fees, fines and penalties paid or recovered by the authority
under this act must be paid into the fund.

I will be interested to hear the minister respond in
relation to this provision. I thought that in most
legislation where penalties could be imposed, most
fees, fines or penalties went to consolidated revenue. It
is interesting that according to this bill, fines under this
legislation will go into the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority Fund rather than into consolidated revenue. I
would seek clarification from the minister in his
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summing up as to whether that is an accurate
interpretation.
An honourable member interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — I understand that the advisers in
the box are indicating my interpretation is correct. I also
refer to some notes provided to me by Stephen Marty,
the registrar of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria — and I
appreciate Stephen’s advice on this and his prompt
response to my questions. His response says:
An analysis of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria’s financial
statements for 2008 and 2009 indicated that 60 per cent of the
board’s receipts and expenditure was attributed to its
pharmacist registration and accreditation function and 40 per
cent to its premises function. This figure has been submitted
to and accepted by the Australian Health Practitioner
Regulation Agency … as the basis for the transition of assets
and liabilities at transition.
Therefore 40 per cent of the board’s assets and liabilities will
remain with the Victorian Pharmacy Authority which is the
successor at law to the Pharmacy Board of Victoria in the —

current —
bill.

In relation to the Victorian Pharmacy Authority
Fund — and given the advice provided to me by
Stephen Marty — what we are saying is that 40 per
cent of the current net assets of the Pharmacy Board of
Victoria, which will cease to exist on 30 June this year,
will be transferred into the new Victorian Pharmacy
Authority Fund and 60 per cent will go to the national
body, which is concerned with the registration of
pharmacists.
The figures I have been able to see in the annual report
of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria, as at 30 June 2009,
show that at that time $2.1 million in net assets was
held by the Pharmacy Board of Victoria. Given that this
year’s operations would have delivered perhaps a
neutral or slightly positive result, one would suggest
there would be about $840 000 to perhaps $860 000
retained by the Victorian Pharmacy Authority Fund,
which would give it a fund to start the operations of this
new authority.
I think the house would be well advised to have a look
at the schedule on page 77, which outlines the matters
to be considered with respect to applications under
part 3 of the bill, which concerns licensing and
registration. The schedule outlines a range of matters
that should be considered by the new authority when
considering whether pharmacists or organisations are
appropriate for licensing and whether premises are
appropriate for registration. I think it provides the
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pharmacy industry with some advice and direction on
those matters.
I want to refer to some of the comments I have received
on this legislation from local pharmacists and from
some peak bodies. Norm Ferrier, Bachelor of
Pharmacy, in an email to me dated 20 May says as
follows:
The new legislation is very closely based on the old pharmacy
board regulations in the matters it covers.
The proposal to set up the Victorian Pharmacy Authority
should not cause any problems for pharmacists, except for the
possible inconvenience of having to deal with both the
Pharmacy Board of Australia as well as the Victorian
Pharmacy Authority — two entities covering matters that
were covered by the Pharmacy Board of Victoria.
For the sake of efficiency it is a shame that the new Pharmacy
Board of Australia did not take on responsibility for all
matters previously covered by the Victorian pharmacy board.

Before I quote the rest of the email, that point is one
that was made by a number of people who contacted
me and the opposition — that is, that there is concern
within the industry because under the current
arrangements the Pharmacy Board of Victoria looks
after registration, premises and the licensing of those
premises and now people will have to deal with two
bodies. Instead of having a national system that is going
to create a simpler system, it seems we will have
duplication in Victoria.
Perhaps there needs to be a further round of health
reform that would ensure that we have a national
agreement about the registration of premises, the
number of premises that can be operated and who is
able to operate pharmacy businesses in Australia, rather
than having a situation where across Australia we could
be facing different rules in different states of Australia,
which would be going back to the bad old days when
we had different railway gauges. In 2010 we should be
moving to have a uniform system across Australia.
We are now setting up a uniform registration system for
health professionals, but we are setting up individual
state systems with regards to the licensing of pharmacy
premises, the number of premises that are able to be
owned and the registration of those premises. That is
the point being made by Mr Ferrier and many others.
Mr Ferrier then referred to another matter:
There is one scenario that was not covered in the old act and
would seem to not be covered in the new legislation.
That is pharmacists who conduct medication reviews in
clients’ homes and nursing homes. The legislation implies
that a pharmacist can only practise as a pharmacist in properly
licensed premises, that is to (a) dispense or compound
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medicines and prescriptions and (b) to counsel and supply
drug information.
The ability to visit a person’s home to review their
medications and counsel them is a grey area and can only be
done by the invitation from a doctor presented through an
operational pharmacy. I have long believed that a pharmacist
should be able to practise as a pharmacist in regard to
function (b) [counsel, advise, review and supply drug
information] without being tied to an existing pharmacy. I had
hoped new legislation would cover this matter.

That is a matter I raised previously in my contribution.
It is a valid point that Mr Ferrier raises. I think we need
to have a more flexible system so that pharmacists can
visit people, particularly older people in our
community, many of whom are on medication, in their
own homes; pharmacists should be able then to provide
advice, assistance and support regarding the medication
programs within their own home rather than requiring
an older person to go to a pharmacy. But that does not
seem to be covered well in this legislation. I ask that
that matter be looked at during the passage of the bill to
the other place.
I refer to an email I received from David McLean from
D and J McLean:
I didn’t see the point in a national organisation that covered
some aspects of our profession on a national basis, but left
other aspects conspicuously out. Specifically, licensing, and
even more so, ownership of pharmacies.

It says further:
… we wholeheartedly support the restrictions on the number
of pharmacies a pharmacist can own, from the point of view
of maintaining a personal supervision of them. And, while
ownership provisions remain state based, irrespective of
variations between states, the simple truth is that, while you
may be restricted to owning say three or five pharmacies in a
state, you can do this in every state. The point I made to the
review is, how can you maintain personal supervision of a
number of pharmacies in a number of states?
It may be difficult to maintain that supervision in even one
state, impossible in a number. To me, this is a compelling
reason why the complete regulation of pharmacies should be
enacted at one level of government.

This emphasises the need for a national approach in
terms of licensing, the registration of premises and the
ownership of premises rather than just having the
registration of the accreditation of pharmacists at
national and state levels but having the other aspects
done on a state-by-state basis.
Mr McLean highlights a number of particular aspects
regarding clauses that I suggest the minister at the table,
the Minister for Agriculture, note closely and pass on to
the Minister for Health. I suggest the Minister for
Health address these issues if he has the opportunity
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when he is summing up on this bill. If he does not have
the opportunity when he is summing up, I suggest the
Minister for Agriculture ask the Minister for Health to
respond to me so I can convey to Mr McLean the
answers to the concerns he raises in regards to specific
clauses. Mr McLean also says:
Clause 58(b) talks about no right to legal representation,
however 58(c) says a licensee may be accompanied by a
lawyer???
Clause 62 — I am profoundly worried about the powers
given to VCAT, having seen some of its decisions! There are
no guidelines on how VCAT would review a decision, and I
feel even I would be better placed to review some decisions
than VCAT (or rather some members appointed by VCAT,
who have no expertise in a particular matter they sit on).
Clause 78 has obviously been written by a lawyer for the
benefits of lawyers. As far as I can understand —

and I challenge members to read clause 78, because it is
interesting —
subclause 1 says you can excuse yourself from dobbing
yourself in, then subclause 2 says you can’t, then subclause 3
says you can again if you’re smart enough (or guilty enough)
to know this at the start!

For the record I refer to clause 78 on page 49 under the
heading ‘Protection against self-incrimination’; it says:
(1) It is a reasonable excuse for a natural person to refuse or
fail to give information or do any other thing that the
person is required to do by or under this Act, if the
giving of the information or the doing of that other thing
would tend to incriminate the person.

That seems clear enough until you read the next
subclause:
(2) Despite subsection (1), it is not a reasonable excuse for a
natural person to refuse or fail to produce a document
that the person is required to produce by or under this
Act, if the production of the document would tend to
incriminate the person.

One can argue that is purely about documentation
production. But then the next subclause states:
(3) If a person claims, before producing the document, that
production of the document would tend to incriminate
them, the document, is not admissible in evidence
against the person in criminal proceedings.

I am a humble veterinarian and the person writing to
me is a humble pharmacist, but we challenge the
lawyers to explain exactly how you should interpret
clause 78, and I would appreciate it if the minister could
respond to that.
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I refer to two other comments that have been received.
One is from the Australian Medical Association, which
has some concerns with the legislation. It has stated:
The Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 is predominantly
administrative, with the consequential changes necessary to
adopt the national law. However, the bill continues with the
anticompetitive provisions in existing legislation that allow
only pharmacists to own pharmacies (with limited
exemptions).
Pharmacy ownership regulations are an anachronism. No
other health profession has reserved the exclusive right to the
commercial benefits of running a health care business.
Restricting ownership restricts access to health care.
Owner restrictions are a contributing factor to the lack of
pharmacy outlets co-located with medical centres, or other
locations more convenient to patients. Allowing
non-pharmacists, including medical practitioners, to own
pharmacies where there is a clear community benefit, would
be a sensible addition to the bill.

The association suggests those changes. I note its
concerns, but the coalition does not agree with them.
We support the legislation as tabled in the house.
Indeed the Pharmacy Guild of Australia has written to
David Davis, shadow minister for health and ageing in
the Legislative Council, on 13 May and stated:
The Pharmacy Guild of Australia has reviewed this
document —

referring to the Pharmacy Regulation Bill —
and as the content reflects part 6 in the current Health
Practitioner Regulations Act it is the intention of the guild to
advise the minister that we support the passage of the bill in
its current form.

In another letter to the minister on the same date, the
guild said:
The Pharmacy Guild of Australia has reviewed the bill and
supports this legislation which continues to ensure the highest
standards of community pharmacy across Victoria.

I will leave it to the Pharmacy Guild of Australia to
have the final word.
The coalition supports this legislation. We think it is
important in providing safe pharmaceutical standards
and for the dispensing of medicines and the supply of
drugs to the community. We think it is legislation that
warrants support, but we urge that we have a national
approach to the licensing and registration of premises
so that we do not have in this case the state-by-state
anomalies that have bedevilled us since Federation in
1901.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — For once I am filled
with admiration for the member for South-West Coast,
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who manfully soldiered on for another 15 minutes after
finding himself wordless after the first 15 minutes. I
say, ‘Well done!’ to him for that. I am also very pleased
to hear that the coalition — the Liberals and The
Nationals — support this fabulous piece of Brumby
government legislation in the health area.
The member for South-West Coast raised an issue
concerning clause 102. To respond to that, the wording
of that clause is the same as the wording that already
exists in the Health Professions Registration Act of
2005. Penalty units go into consolidated revenue and
fees and penalties remain with the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority. I hope that clears up that issue for the
member for South-West Coast.
I am very pleased to speak on the Pharmacy Regulation
Bill 2010. As has already been noted, this bill is mainly
technical in nature. It comes about as a result of
commonwealth legislation. The bill creates an ongoing
framework for the regulation of the ownership and
operation of pharmacy businesses, pharmacy
departments and pharmacy depots. It establishes a new
Victorian Pharmacy Authority (VPA) to deliver this
regulatory function, which will ensure continued public
protection in pharmacies. The authority will have a
five-member board, comprising three pharmacists, a
lawyer and a community member. It is anticipated it
will be chaired by a pharmacist, and the appointments
will be for three-year terms.
As background to this, I advise that on 26 March 2008
the Council of Australian Governments signed an
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) to establish a
national registration and accreditation scheme for health
professionals, known as the national scheme. The
national scheme will commence on 1 July 2010 for
10 health professions, including pharmacists, and hence
this legislation is going through the Parliament now.
The IGA does not, however, cover the licensing of
pharmacy premises and pharmacy ownership
restrictions. It states that these matters will continue to
be the responsibility of individual states and territories.
The Pharmacy Board of Victoria currently performs
this regulatory role under the Health Professions
Registration Act 2005, and I would like to join the
member for South-West Coast in thanking the members
of the board for all of the work they have done until
now in this area.
Consultation was undertaken and 10 written
submissions were received, including from the
Pharmacy Guild of Victoria; the Australian Friendly
Societies Pharmacies Association; the pharmacists
division of the Association of Professional Engineers,
Scientists and Managers, Australia; Medicare Australia;
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and the Victorian branch of the Pharmaceutical Society
of Australia. A response from the Pharmacy Guild of
Australia states:
I refer to the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 which is
currently before the house and which provides for the
regulation of pharmacy businesses (community pharmacies),
pharmacy departments and pharmacy depots and establishes
the Victorian Pharmacy Authority.
The Pharmacy Guild of Australia has reviewed the bill and
supports this legislation which continues to ensure the highest
standards for community pharmacies across Victoria.
We have appreciated the efficiency of the officers of your
department in providing the opportunity for briefings and
consultation. We look forward to continuing to work with the
Brumby government, your department, the community and
members of the health profession in delivering the highest
standards of pharmaceutical care.

This bill, as well as having the support of the Liberals
and The Nationals, has the support of the Pharmacy
Guild of Australia.
Once again, as was mentioned briefly by the member
for South-West Coast in his contribution, the Australian
Medical Association has a slightly different approach to
this legislation. In essence it says it believes pharmacies
should be able to be owned by a broader range of health
professionals, including doctors, so that doctors can set
up a pharmacy and operate the pharmacy as part of
their medical practice. There is a range of reasons why
that has not happened in the past and why it is not
supported at the moment. The bill will maintain the
status quo in relation to the ownership of these
businesses.
I would like to talk about pharmacies in supermarkets. I
know that in previous years and following previous
reviews of these particular pieces of legislation it has
been mooted that pharmacies may be located in
supermarkets, and I would like to address that
specifically in my contribution. The bill does not
contain a specific provision expressly prohibiting
pharmacies from being located in supermarkets. The
VPA is given the power to refuse an application,
however, to approve premises as a pharmacy business
if the premises are freely accessible to persons from
other premises where a business or activity other than
that of providing pharmacy services is carried out —
for example, a supermarket.
It is noted that the Pharmacy Board of Victoria has
never approved an application for a pharmacy business
to be located within a supermarket. In addition, the
pharmacy location rules under the National Health Act
1953 prescribe location-based criteria that must be
satisfied in order to establish a new pharmacy or
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relocate an existing pharmacy. The rules are an
outcome of the fifth community pharmacy agreement
made in 2010 between the Australian government and
the Pharmacy Guild of Australia. The agreement
maintains the existing prohibition against supermarkets
operating pharmacies within their stores.
To sum up, in effect this legislation came about because
of commonwealth legislation to license health
professionals. As a result of that, state legislation is
required to allow the ownership and operation of
individual pharmacies. Under this legislation ownership
is by pharmacists who are required to operate and own
the pharmacy businesses.
In general it is very important to have this level of
oversight of pharmacies. Pharmacies are an integral
part of our health system, particularly in Victoria,
where many consumers regularly go to pharmacies for
specific health advice, particularly if they cannot get an
appointment at their doctor, hospital or wherever else. It
is important that pharmacies are regulated to the very
highest standards. It is a protection of the public that we
are absolutely committed to. The Pharmacy Regulation
Bill is an important piece of legislation that will
continue to protect the public, as the Pharmacy Board
of Victoria has done for many years. As I said, the bill
is supported broadly within the industry and broadly
within this Parliament.
In summary I note that there are minimal changes to the
costs that will be imposed on the pharmaceutical sector
as a result of this bill. Under the legislation to establish
the national scheme in Victoria, funds obtained by the
Pharmacy Board of Victoria for premises regulation are
able to be set aside prior to commencement of a
national scheme and transferred to the VPA. This is a
very important but technical piece of legislation. It
maintains the status quo to a large degree but it also
maintains protection for all Victorians who use
pharmacies. I support this very important piece of
legislation, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Pharmacy Regulation Bill. The
Nationals in coalition are supporting this bill. The
purpose of the bill is to provide for the regulation of
pharmacy businesses, pharmacy departments and
pharmacy depots and to establish the Victorian
Pharmacy Authority (VPA). The bill has been prepared
as a result of the recent changes to introduce a national
registration scheme for health professionals in
Australia. While the national scheme will regulate the
registration of pharmacists, it will not regulate
pharmacies. The bill will retain the regulation of
pharmacies within the state jurisdiction. Currently
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pharmacies are regulated by part 6 of the Health
Professions Registration Act 2005, and a significant
part of the bill is modelled on the current legislation.
The bill also establishes the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority, which is the responsible body for registering
the premises of pharmacy businesses, pharmacy
departments and pharmacy depots. The authority will
also license persons to carry on pharmacy businesses or
pharmacy departments.
The bill seeks to regulate the ownership and operation
of pharmacy businesses, pharmacy departments and
pharmacy depots and establish the VPA as per the
intergovernmental agreement to create a national
scheme for registration and accreditation of health
professionals. The commonwealth act to register health
professionals does not cover premises and ownership.
The state body will have the power to grant registration
of premises on an annual basis for the payment of fees.
The Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal will
continue to review the jurisdiction of the new body and
it is expected that the running costs of the new body
will come from the annual registration fees. This is all
part of the long list of steps that have been involved in
getting us to national registration.
I note that the pharmaceutical benefits scheme is a
federal scheme but what happens inside the doors of a
pharmacy is a state issue. I also note the contribution of
the member for South-West Coast, who said that we
still have not quite finished this job. If we are going to
hand over these powers to the commonwealth, perhaps
we should have also looked at what happens inside the
doors of pharmacies from a commonwealth
perspective.
For Victorians in regional areas, access to pharmacy
services is absolutely vital. Pharmacy services in
country Victoria are of importance, whether it be the
local chemist, pharmacy departments at hospitals or
pharmacy depots. Recruitment and retention of
pharmacists, whether they be in hospitals or at the local
chemist, are also vitally important.
The Pharmacy Board of Victoria has given us some
statistics. In particular I note the differences between
this and an earlier document, which was the Victorian
Pharmacy Authority’s consultation paper regarding
controls on who may own, run and operate pharmacies
in Victoria in 2009. The number of pharmacy depots in
Victoria in 2007–08 was 46. I note now that in 2010 it
has declined to 34. Pharmacy depots are vital for
isolated communities and are becoming even more vital
as members of those communities age and lose the
ability to travel as well as they would like to. The way a
pharmacy depot is approved is contained in the
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legislation. Clause 48, which refers to the registration of
a pharmacy depot, states:
The Authority may register a pharmacy depot if it is satisfied
that —
(a) the applicant is a licensee who will provide pharmacy
services in respect of those premises; and
(b) the premises of the pharmacy depot provide secure
storage for prescriptions and medicines; and
(c) the applicant will have suitable arrangements at the
pharmacy depot to ensure that —
(i)

client records are kept confidential and secure; and

(ii) conversations at the pharmacy depot can be
conducted between a registered pharmacist and the
person to whom the medicines are dispensed; and
(iii) the conversations are able to be conducted in
confidence; and
(d) the person who will operate the pharmacy depot will be
at least 18 years of age.

Again that does not seem super onerous. However, in
regional Victoria we have had a decline in the number
of pharmacy depots, so something is not working right.
The member for South-West Coast said that
pharmacists who had been in touch with him had been
confused about clause 78. They said the provision
would scare people off from running pharmacy depots.
Pharmacists would have difficulty in understanding all
their responsibilities. The requirements of the bill might
just be too hard.
Despite all the options that some people in this state
might have, there are many who do not have very many
options, particularly those living in the more isolated
parts of regional Victoria. Your local shop could be
everything: it may well be the post office or the
newsagent; it might be the pub or it might be that the
shop has a packaged liquor outlet. These are often the
last identification measures of a community, and they
are also often used as a pharmacy depot, so they are
vital service points for a community. I doubt if there are
big dollars in having a pharmacy depot. It is something
those small shops in isolated communities do as a
service for their community, yet some of them are still
under threat.
Many of them have a packaged liquor licence, and most
cannot afford the licence price hikes that are out there.
Some will close as a result, and communities will lose a
service and become even more remote than they are
now. If you lose your shop, your post office or your
packaged liquor outlet, you risk losing the pharmacy
depot services. Currently this government is putting
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those small communities under a great deal of pressure
in order to screw a few more dollars out of country
people but without knowing the full consequences.
Clearly the government needs to sort out the small
packaged liquor outlets.
Returning to national registration, there are cross-border
issues that should be resolved by this legislation, the
example being a pharmacy in one state wishing to be a
pharmacy depot in another. I had a recent experience in
my electorate where such occurred. It was not possible
for a pharmacy in one state to offer a depot service to
another state despite it being a matter of only 10 or
20 kilometres away. It just could not be done. I hope
this legislation will correct that, but my concern is that
the requirements for qualifying as a pharmacy depot
still remain embodied in the state legislation.
I have great concern that we will not resolve this
interstate issue despite having put a lot of work into the
health professionals area and the registration, and I
hope the minister in summing up can clear this up.
Because depot registration remains with the state but
the qualifications are national, we may not have
achieved what we planned to do.
Pharmacies are vital for our communities, whether it be
the local chemist, the hospital pharmacy or the
pharmacy depot, so let us not do anything to impede the
ability of pharmacy depots in regional Victoria to
continue to fulfil that vital role they perform in
supplying valuable and in many cases life-preserving
medications that are so needed. Country people deserve
equality of access to pharmacy services. Pharmacy
depots fulfil that role, but I cannot help but wonder why
their numbers have declined across the last three years.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I am pleased to
support the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010. This is just
one of a number of bills relating to health professionals
that seek to establish national registration and
accreditation as a result of COAG (Council of
Australian Governments) agreements. It is one that all
parties in this place, perhaps with the exception of the
member for Mildura, support. The fairly extensive
public consultation process that the government
engaged in generally received very strong support from
some of the major agencies including the Pharmacy
Guild of Australia, Victoria; the Australian Friendly
Societies Pharmacies Association; the pharmacists
division of the Association of Professional Engineers,
Scientists and Managers, Australia; Medicare Australia;
and the Pharmaceutical Society of Australia, Victoria
branch.
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I want to touch briefly on the importance of pharmacies
in the community. I guess this is one area of health
professionals that a lot of us take for granted in a way.
The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee earlier in
this session of Parliament did an investigation and
reported to Parliament on the abuse and misuse of
benzodiazepines and opioids, and during that process
the committee talked to a large number of pharmacists,
and organisations representing them, as well as drug
companies and other people involved in the area.
It pointed out the importance of pharmacies to a
community, and therefore I am very pleased that the
bill insists that pharmacies be pharmacies and not part
of supermarkets. We saw as part of that investigation
pharmacies located in supermarkets, and it was quite
surprising that the whole nature of the pharmacy was
changed by its being located in a supermarket.
People very strongly respect pharmacists, who provide
a very useful service. You can go to your local
pharmacy and hear the pharmacist talking to people
who come in with general health queries that the
pharmacist can answer. This means people can get an
answer and advice very quickly without having to go
through a longer process to make a more costly doctor’s
appointment. Pharmacist are very useful in the
dispensing of drugs. I have heard pharmacists query
scripts given out by doctors when their knowledge of
the drugs has led them to believe the doctors may have
made mistakes in prescriptions, which has proved to be
so in some cases.
The pharmacist’s role is a really crucial role between
medical practitioners and the community, and for
residents needing assistance with minor medical
treatment, but we undervalue them. Our committee
found that they are under huge pressure these days not
only from the demands of many people trying to sell
drugs to them — I mean legal drugs — but from people
attempting to misuse drugs.
One of the things the committee found in the
investigation was an increasing threat to pharmacists by
people trying to get legal drugs for an illegal purpose.
Drugs are very habit forming; for instance, people can
become addicted to benzodiazepines in as short a
period as two weeks. There is perhaps a belief in the
community that if you have a drug prescribed for you, it
is safe, but that is very far from the truth. All drugs need
to be administered carefully and under the prescribed
regulations laid down for their issue.
In relation to pharmacies, I believe this legislation,
whilst not changing things dramatically, reinforces the
importance of pharmacies. It was interesting that the
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Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee raised an
issue for the Minister for Health in relation to people
using the word ‘pharmacy’. There was some suggestion
that it was a restriction of freedom of expression for
‘pharmacy’ to be able to be defined in a certain way.
In his response the Minister for Health made some
really good points. In relation to the restriction on the
use of ‘pharmacy’, ‘pharmacy department’ and
‘pharmacy business’ it is his view, and I share it, that it
is essential to the operation and integrity of the scheme.
In his view:
… consumers of these services should be entitled to a high
level of confidence that when they attend a pharmacy
business they are accessing a regulated provider of pharmacy
services which is subject to the scrutiny of the regulatory
authority described …

in this legislation and under the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority. That relates back to what I was saying
before: that people trust people or businesses that call
themselves a pharmacist, a pharmacy or a pharmacy
department. To use those terms in any other situation
would give other businesses an authority they should
not have and which could be quite dangerous to the
community.
This is a good bill. The restriction on the use of the
word ‘pharmacy’ is a great protection for people, and I
am also very pleased that there is no change to the
location of pharmacies; they still cannot be in
supermarkets.
We have made changes to very long-established
regulations in relation not only to pharmacists but other
health professionals for whom we have passed bills in
this house in the last few years. There has often been
conflict between the regulations operating in different
states, which have caused problems particularly in
towns along the borders of those states, so improving
the schemes so that they become national schemes with
the agreement of all states and territories is a strong step
forward. I am glad all parties support the bill, and I look
forward to its having a speedy progression through both
houses.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate to speak on this very important
Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010.
As we know, this bill has three main purposes: firstly,
to regulate the ownership and operation of pharmacy
businesses, pharmacy departments and depots;
secondly, to establish the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority, which will have the same functions as the
current Pharmacy Board of Victoria; and thirdly, to
make other consequential amendments to the act.
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It was interesting to read when studying this bill that the
national scheme will not regulate pharmacies. As we
know, back in 2005 the Health Professions Registration
Bill was debated in this house, and at that stage the aim
of that bill was to protect the public by providing for
registration of health professionals and for a common
system of investigation into the professional conduct,
professional performance and ability to practise of
registered health practitioners. That was the aim back in
2005; that bill replaced 12 separate acts with one act to
cover health professionals. It is very important that we
have some consistency across the various health
professions. Health professionals play a very important
role, and nowhere more so than in my electorate of
Lowan.
The Lowan electorate, as you well know, Acting
Speaker, is the largest in the state; it is about half the
size of Ireland. It is 34 500 square kilometres in area,
which is equivalent to the combined electorates of 76 of
the other 87 members of this house.
There are many hospitals, bush nursing centres,
pharmacies and pharmacy depots in my electorate. I
will come back to the issue of depots; I know the
member for Mildura spoke in great detail about them.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Some of the statements I
hear from the other side are amazing!
That was back in 2005. Things progressed, and in
July 2006 the Council of Australian Governments, or
COAG, agreed to establish a national registration and
accreditation scheme for the nine health professions:
medical practitioners, nurses, pharmacists, dental care
providers, chiropractors, osteopaths, optometrists,
psychologists and physiotherapists. That scheme
achieved a common system of registration of all those
professions right across Australia. But this bill does not
address registration; it relates to the licensing of
pharmacies.
While this bill deals with many of the regulations that
have been changed — we now have a new national
registration scheme for health professionals in
Australia — the national scheme we have adopted here
in Victoria, along with all the other states and
territories, will regulate the registration of pharmacists
but will not regulate pharmacies and, importantly,
pharmacy depots.
It is also interesting to note that the bill establishes a
new Victorian Pharmacy Authority, which will be the
body responsible for registering the premises of a
pharmacy business, a pharmacy department or a
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pharmacy depot. The authority will also licence persons
to carry on a pharmacy business or a pharmacy
department.
I heard the member for South-West Coast speak about
the duplication we now have, whereby registration of
pharmacists will be done nationally but registration of
businesses will be done by the new Victorian Pharmacy
Authority. That authority, which is made up of three
people including a pharmacist, can only register a
pharmacy or a depot; the entity must be controlled by a
pharmacist or a company whose board includes
pharmacist members. It will be interesting to see
whether the transfer of information from the national
system to the state system involves any trip-ups and
whether people who are licensed to run pharmacy
businesses or pharmacy departments are appropriately
licensed by the national process.
I have sent this bill out to pharmacists in my electorate,
of whom there are many, and I note that all of them are
reasonably happy with it. The Pharmacy Guild of
Australia has made its comments known to the
opposition; the guild is not overly concerned about the
changes that have been proposed in this bill.
It is interesting to note the observations of the member
for South-West Coast about the number of pharmacists
we have registered here in Victoria. As at 7 June 2010
there were 5502 general registrants, 494 non-practising
registrants, 471 provisional registrants and
628 students. My understanding is that not all students
have to be registered, but I am sure that all would want
to be registered during the process. When one looks at
the figures for pharmacies, there are 1213 licensed
pharmacies in Victoria, 79 licensed in-hospital
pharmacy departments and 34 licensed pharmacy
depots.
I am proud to say I was brought up in the little township
of Murtoa, where there was a pharmacist, Mr Bob
O’Day, whose wife is still alive. Unfortunately Bob
passed away many years ago. He ran pharmacies in
Murtoa, Minyip and Rupanyup. They were taken over
by Mr Des Lardner, who still operates a pharmacy in
Dimboola. Along with all the pharmacists in my area,
Des plays a very important role in assisting the
community — not only in the provision of medicines
but also in giving advice in many cases.
Des continued to run that little pharmacy in Murtoa. It
is now a depot operated by another company, and I
know that the people of Murtoa and Rupanyup really
value the opportunity of being able to have a telephone
conversation, have their prescription faxed in and have
their medication provided to them later in the day at
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Murtoa or Rupanyup; Murtoa is a 25-minute drive from
Horsham, and Rupanyup is a further 10 minutes away.
Services are being provided out in some of these remote
areas. Right across my electorate there are many
pharmacies, including the Amcal and Horsham
Healthwise pharmacies in Horsham and the James
Dean pharmacy in Hamilton, and along with many
others they provide a very important service.
Importantly, they provide pharmacy depots that provide
medication.
I will now talk about the operation of a pharmacy
depot. On page 30 of the bill clause 48 says:
The Authority may register a pharmacy depot if it is satisfied
that —
(a) the applicant is a licensee who will provide
pharmacy services in respect of those premises;
and
(b) the premises of the pharmacy depot provide secure
storage for prescriptions and medicines —

and that is totally understandable. It goes on to say that
client records are to be kept confidential and,
importantly — and this is the point I wanted to
highlight — that:
…
(iii) the conversations are able to be conducted in
confidence; and
(d) the person who will operate the pharmacy depot
will be at least 18 years of age.

This will give some confidence to the people who will
come into the depot that the records are kept secure and
confidential; and, importantly, that the people who you
are dealing with are over the age of 18 — I do not see a
real problem with that — and that it is subject to a
properly approved process.
As we know, in Victoria a pharmacist can operate only
five separate pharmacy businesses, but under the act
friendly societies are allowed to operate pharmacy
businesses, many of which are in country Victoria. I
know some of them are in a place called Willaura and
provide a good service there.
Clause 5 specifies who can own a pharmacy business; it
says:
(1) A person must not own or have a proprietary interest in
a pharmacy business unless the person is —
(a) a registered pharmacist; or
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(b) a company registered under the Corporations
Act —
(i)

whose directors are all registered pharmacists;
and

(ii) in which all the shares and the beneficial and
legal interest in those shares are held by
registered pharmacists …

So there is fairly strict criteria around the ownership of
pharmacies.
Pharmacy depots and the pharmacists — the people
themselves — play a very important role in my
electorate. I am pleased to not oppose this legislation,
because I think it is another step forward, although
there are some concerns about the duplication caused
by the national registration of pharmacists and the state
registration of businesses.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr STENSHOLT
(Burwood).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2010 is a bill to amend the
public sector superannuation and judicial pensions
legislation to remove provisions which the government
considers to be incompatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, and to
enable ambulance service employees who transfer to
the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority (ESTA) to retain their defined benefit
superannuation. As the second-reading speech makes
clear, the bill arises from a review of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, which
the government commissioned.
The opposition parties were told in the briefing by the
government that a review was undertaken by an
external lawyer. We have requested a copy of that
review from the government, but it has not been
provided to us nor has it been made public. The upshot
is that Parliament is being asked to decide on the merits
of this bill on the bald assertion that there is some legal
advice that says the charter act requires that the law be
changed in the way the bill proposes. This is yet
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another piece of legislation brought before this
Parliament that is being driven by the 2006 act rather
than by considerations of good policy.
As I say, the upshot is the particular issues raised by
this bill are not being decided on their merits but on the
bald assertion that they are required for consistency
with the 2006 act. Some of the results contained in the
bill are reasonable, some are questionable and some are
policy decisions which are being disguised as legal
matters.
As someone who trained in the law and practised as a
lawyer, I am very proud of the role that lawyers can
play in society, proud of what the law has done and
continues to do to uphold rights and to protect liberties
over the ages. However, there are limits to what the law
can achieve; those limits should not be transgressed and
laws should not be used as an excuse, and rights
phrased in abstract and poorly worded terms should not
be used to justify absurd or unjust outcomes.
That is not to say the law is not of vital importance for
upholding justice. Indeed one should not get involved
in the law unless one is passionate about preventing and
remedying injustice. I certainly admire the sincerity and
dedication of those many young lawyers who are keen
to play a role in areas such as pro bono work or
working for community legal centres or for human
rights centres. All good lawyers want to uphold rights
and uphold justice.
However, any notion that the 2006 charter act or a bill
of rights is an embodiment of human rights or is a good
way to protect and enhance rights or to achieve a better
society is sadly mistaken. One of the few sensible
decisions to come out of the Rudd government in
Canberra is to not proceed with the proposal for a bill of
rights at a national level. One must commend the good
sense on this issue of people such as Bob Carr and John
Hatzistergous, who have seen the threat to democracy
and the threat to the rule of law that is posed by a bill of
rights and by charter legislation such as that which we
have in Victoria.
We are told that the measures in this bill have a total
estimated cost of $44 million in present value terms, so
it has been a very expensive piece of legal advice that
the government has obtained and a very expensive
piece of legislation that comes before the Parliament. It
seems to be justified solely on the basis of legal advice.
There certainly has been no reference to a business case
that supports the changes contained in the bill; no
reference to an assessment of their policy merits; no
reference to consideration of what else could have been
done with $44 million — how much better could our
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police have been equipped to fight crime; how much
better could our corrections service be equipped to keep
tabs on those on extended supervision orders to stop
them escaping and putting the community at risk; how
much could be spent to improve our hospitals or our
public transport or our schools system or any other area
of government activity.
Where is this measure budgeted for as a government
policy initiative? I cannot find it on searching the recent
budget papers, yet presumably this has been decided on
as a policy initiative of government. It may be said that
$44 million is a very small sum compared with the
billions of dollars of unfunded defined benefit
superannuation liability that the state has. But,
nonetheless, $44 million, if it is a correct estimate of the
cost, is a real cost to government. Some of the
provisions in this bill may well be meritorious
provisions, but they need to be assessed and justified in
comparison with alternative uses of the funds and, as I
say, not simply done because some piece of unreleased
legal advice allegedly says that they should be done.
If the measures in this bill can be justified as good
policy, then they are welcome. But we should not be
doing it just because someone says the 2006 act
requires it. Ministers need to recognise that the 2006 act
is not a set of Ten Commandments handed down on
tablets of stone from on high. At best, they are eight and
a half commandments of the current Attorney-General
handed out on reproduction plastic tablets. The
Attorney-General has taken the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights — which itself is not a set
of Ten Commandments delivered from on high but is
simply an outcome of negotiation and compromise —
and then dropped a few of the commandments from the
international covenant that he did not like and made up
a few commandments of his own to put into the 2006
act.
At present in Victoria the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act is being used, as it were, as a
bogeyman to frighten public servants, small children
and perhaps ministers as well. They are told that if they
do not do what is required of them, the charter will
come and eat them up. As a result the Attorney-General
has induced his colleagues in the government to spend
tens of millions of dollars, perhaps hundreds of millions
of dollars, hiring additional public servants and
in-house lawyers and paying for lots of expensive
external legal advice in order to write piles of manuals
on how to comply with the charter. You can find the
manuals scattered across departmental websites — no
doubt there is a lot more as well being spent on advice
to tell public servants whether or not what they propose
to do transgresses the charter. We have had the
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Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office boasting that it
was able to hire an additional 30 lawyers, primarily
because of charter-related work.
If the charter induces public servants or the government
to treat Victorian citizens properly — in the way that
they should be treated, in the way a good government
should treat citizens without a charter and without need
for a charter — then that is a benefit. However, if that
benefit is achieved it comes at enormous cost and
complexity as well as with bad legislative outcomes
and policy. To make matters even worse, I suspect that
any such beneficial effect of the charter bogeyman is
likely to wear off over time as public servants realise
that the world does not come to an end if they defy the
charter.
Out in the rest of the world the charter is not achieving
beneficial results for Victorians. The charter is certainly
not helping them get their cases heard more quickly in
court. Indeed, it may well be slowing down our courts
because of the number of charter arguments that are
being raised and are being considered, sometimes at
great length, by the courts or by VCAT (the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal).
The charter certainly does not keep Victorians safer on
the streets or on the trains, and it may well be having
the opposite effect if it is getting in the way of good
decision making — if the fear is that one cannot put
accused persons on remand because the delays until
trial are too long because there are too many lawyers
employed in the Victorian Government Solicitor’s
Office working on charter issues and not enough
lawyers being employed in Victoria Legal Aid, the
Office of Public Prosecutions or in supporting the
courts, or if the charter is leading to the conclusion that
one cannot ban criminal bikie gangs because that may
infringe charter rights.
As I alluded to, the charter we have in Victoria does not
even accurately reflect the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights, so the charter cannot in any
way be regarded as a touchstone of human rights or of
justice. It is simply what the Attorney-General and his
associates have decided they want to bring to Victoria
as law.
Let us have a look at some of the failures. The charter
fails to comply with article 2 of the covenant requiring
direct remedies for charter breaches. It expressly asserts
a right to abrogate rights which the covenant says may
not be abrogated, even in an emergency. It gives the
right to abrogate the right to life, the right to freedom
from torture, the right to freedom from slavery and
servitude, the right not to be imprisoned for a
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contractual breach, the right against retrospective
conviction and the right of recognition before the law as
a person.
Under the covenant none of those rights can be
abrogated, even in a state of emergency. Other rights,
unless there is an express right of derogation granted by
the covenant, can only be abrogated in times of
emergency and surrounded by various safeguards. But
our charter does not do that. Section 7 gives the
government the right to trade off one human right for
another under a set of open-ended criteria which we
have seen time and again in the statements of
compatibility brought before this house and used to
justify just about anything the government wants. Of
course if it ends up before the court it can be a bit more
restrictive than that, but we see that the charter is failing
comprehensively in this Parliament in providing any
sort of assurance — even for those who seek, as a
desirable policy objective, conformity with the
international covenant.
In effect section 7 is the Animal Farm section in the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act. Just as in Animal Farm we find
the expression ‘All animals are born equal but some
animals are more equal than others’ everybody has the
human rights set out in the charter, but some of those
rights are more rights than others.
Let us look at some other departures from the charter,
and I cite these departures not necessarily saying that
they are bad things — some of them may be good
departures — but to prove that one cannot hold up the
charter as if it were the be-all and end-all of what
amounts to human rights when it does not even comply
with the international covenant. The right to
compensation if one has been a victim of unlawful
arrest or detention, which is set out in article 9(5) of the
covenant, is not provided for in the charter. The
obligations of a penitentiary system to aim for the
reformation and social rehabilitation of prisoners in
article 10(3) of the covenant is not set out in the charter.
The right of juveniles to always be segregated from
adult offenders is not in the 2006 act.
The 2006 act allows for far greater restrictions on
media access to trials than is permitted by the covenant.
It allows any law to prohibit the publication of court
judgements, whereas article 14 of the covenant means
that except in specified circumstances, court
judgements are to be made public.
The legislation fails to provide for compensation for
wrongful conviction, as is required by article 14(6) of
the covenant. The legislation fails to provide for respect
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for the liberty of parents and legal guardians to ensure
the religious and moral education of their children in
accordance with their own convictions. It fails to
prohibit the use of propaganda for war or advocacy of
national, racial or religious hate that constitutes
incitement. It fails to recognise the family as the natural
group unit of society. It fails to provide a child with the
right to be registered immediately after birth and to
have a name, and it allows citizens to be deprived of the
right to vote, which is conferred on them by article 25
of the covenant.
As I said, I cite these examples to point out the
significant departures between the charter act in
Victoria and the international covenant on which it is
said to be based. Some of the omissions and departures
may be justified; others seem to simply reflect the
policy, prejudices and inclinations of the
Attorney-General. To have this range of departures
undermines the credibility of the 2006 act as a
touchstone for human rights or for justice and therefore
undermines the credibility of saying simply on the say
so of the 2006 act that amendments such as those set
out in the bill before us should be made.
Let us look at some of the provisions of the bill. It
amends superannuation regimes in relation to
emergency services, the parliamentary scheme, the
Police Regulation Act scheme, the transport scheme,
the SERB and state superannuation schemes, and the
pension entitlements of Supreme Court judges and
associate judges, County Court judges, the Chief
Magistrate and the solicitor-general.
It enables same-sex partners to become eligible for a
domestic partner’s pension, even if the former member
became entitled to benefits before the commencement
of the Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act
2001 or the Constitution Amendment (Judicial
Pensions) Act 2008, as the case may be. It allows
members to continue to contribute to defined benefit
superannuation schemes, and thus increase their benefit
entitlements until age 75 or as otherwise permitted
under commonwealth superannuation law.
It counts towards scheme membership of various
schemes parental leave of up to 12 months for each
confinement. It limits the right of superannuation
boards to require medical examinations to those
circumstances which are necessary for the purposes of
the legislation. It allows scheme members to register
the names of persons considered to be dependants,
other than a partner or child, and allows other persons
to lodge claims to be a dependant of a deceased
member. It sets criteria to be applied by superannuation
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boards in allocating dependant benefits amongst
multiple claimants for the one entitlement.
It requires the content of a medical report following an
examination to be made available to the scheme
member unless prohibited under sections 26 or 27 of
the Health Records Act 2001. It restricts the capacity of
superannuation boards to pay benefits to another person
when the member has become incapable to those cases
where the member is incapable of managing their
financial affairs.
For schemes that provide child pensions, the bill allows
children with a disability as described in section 8(1) of
the commonwealth Disability Services Act 1986 who
wholly or partially rely on the member for financial
support to receive a pension as an adult child in the case
of the death of the member. It further provides that a
member may register the name of a child, and that a
person who is not registered may also lodge a claim. It
requires that at least two medical reports must be
considered in assessing any application.
Where applicable the bill repeals the provision that
provides a reduced benefit for a spouse or partner more
than five years younger than the scheme member. It
specifies criteria that must be considered in allocating
benefits amongst multiple spouses or partners. It
removes the exclusion from eligibility for children born
when a member was 60 years of age or older. It repeals
the provisions in the Police Regulation Act 1958 that
provide for a reduced disability pension if the member
becomes ill due to what the act describes as their own
‘vicious habits or misconduct’ and in the State
Superannuation Act 1988 where the disability was due
to the member’s own fault.
The bill repeals provisions of the SERB scheme that
provide for reduced benefits for employees who joined
the service with pre-existing risk factors. It allows
SERB members to obtain lump sum benefits at age 60
rather than at age 65. It removes from the State
Superannuation Act 1988 the waiting period before a
person can qualify for a disability pension after
returning from leave of absence without pay. It requires
the use of a formula based on an actuarial assessment in
converting a State Superannuation Act partner’s
pension to a lump sum.
As I indicated at the outset, a number of these
amendments seem quite reasonable. For example,
making clear that a superannuation board can request a
medical examination only when that is required for the
purposes of the legislation seems common sense. It
may well have been implicit anyway, and there is
certainly no objection to making it explicit. The setting
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of criteria governing some decisions that need to be
made by boards may also make sense, to reduce
uncertainty and give guidance to the boards.
There are other provisions that raise policy
considerations which have certainly not been addressed
in the second-reading speech, such as in granting
additional pension entitlements to persons who have
already retired; the merits of removing limitations such
as an actuarially reduced scale of benefits when there is
a significant age discrepancy between partners to a
relationship; and the merits of removing a provision
that can reduce the amount of disability pension or
benefit entitlements if a disability is self-inflicted, either
deliberately or through reckless conduct.
A particular issue has been raised with us by the
ambulance union and the Police Association of Victoria
in response to our consultation on the bill. This is a
particular issue to which I believe the minister and the
government need to respond. They point out that the
bill will count towards membership of various schemes,
including the emergency services scheme, parental
leave of up to 12 months for each pregnancy, or each
‘confinement’ as the legislation expresses it.
However, the unions point out that under fair work
legislation and under the relevant industrial instruments
their members can be entitled to take up to 24 months
parental leave as a mixture of paid and unpaid leave.
They quite reasonably ask why there is this discrepancy
and whether the bill should cover parental leave of up
to 24 months, or 104 weeks, which is what they are
entitled to under the industrial regime that applies to
them, rather than just up to the 12 months provided for
by the bill.
That seems to us a reasonable issue for them to raise
and is one that I believe the government needs to
address in its response to debate on the bill. Perhaps it
would be appropriate for the minister to sit down with
the unions, talk through this issue and listen to what
they have to say, and attempt to achieve a fair and
sensible outcome.
As I said at the outset, this bill has been driven not by
the policy merits of the various changes that have been
made but by a review that the government felt obliged
to undertake as a result of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006. The upshot is that the
provisions in the bill are not being justified on their
policy merits. They may or may not have policy merit,
but they have been justified simply on the bald
assertion that they are required by the 2006 act, on the
basis of legal advice to which this Parliament and the
public do not have access.
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I would certainly reiterate the opposition’s request to
the government that a copy of that legal advice be made
available to us and indeed be made public so that we,
the Parliament as a whole and the community can
assess the merits of what is being said to justify this
legislation and can at least form some judgement about
whether or not even the legal grounds for the changes
that are being made are justified or the extent to which
the government is departing from the legal advice it has
obtained.
In the upshot the opposition will not be opposing this
bill, but I reiterate that legislation such as this should
not be justified simply by reference to a flawed charter
act; it should be justified on the policy merits of the
legislation. This bill is yet another demonstration of the
folly of the Attorney-General and the current
government proceeding down the path of crafting a
distorted and inaccurate version of the international
covenant and trying to make what it claims to be a
touchstone of human rights in Victoria but which in fact
is likely to result in as much injustice as justice.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to rise and speak in support of the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill now
before the house. The bill brings a number of acts into
line with the principles of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities. The acts include the Emergency
Services Superannuation Act, the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act, the Police Regulation
Act, the State Employees Retirement Benefits Act, the
State Superannuation Act, the Superannuation
(Portability) Act and the Transport Superannuation Act.
These acts all relate to superannuation and were
reviewed by the government to ensure compatibility
with the charter of human rights. The bill therefore
amends, as required, various provisions contained
within the acts. I want to take this opportunity to
commend the work undertaken by the government to
give the charter this opportunity to again ensure
fundamental human rights are observed in Victoria,
which was the first state in Australia to introduce a
charter of human rights. However, we have not just
stopped there; we have always remained vigilant to
ensure that its intent is carried out.
This bill will make a number of amendments, including
a provision to make same-sex partners eligible for a
reversionary pension even if the superannuation fund
pensioner was already receiving a pension when the
Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act 2001
amendments came into effect on 23 August 2001. It
also will allow for members to nominate their
dependants and amend the definition of ‘spouse’ in the
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Police Regulation Act to include same-sex couples such
that same-sex couples have the same entitlements as
heterosexual couples to a reversionary spouse pension.
It will also extend their contributory service in defined
benefit schemes beyond age 65.
It will amend the Emergency Services Superannuation
Act and the State Employees Retirement Benefits Act
to provide for 12 months parental leave per
confinement to count as service. This includes death
and disability cover. It will remove the adjustment to
reversionary partner pensions for partners who are more
than five years younger than the former member, and it
will also amend the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act to ensure that orphan children of
former members are entitled to an orphan pension
regardless of the age of the member when the child was
born.
The Police Regulation Act, the State Employees
Retirement Benefits Act, and the State Superannuation
Act are also amended such that the partner of a member
is entitled to a benefit regardless of the age of the
pensioner when they commenced their relationship. It
will also repeal sections of the Police Regulation Act
and the State Superannuation Act, which allow for
reduction of a disability pension where the member
brought on the sickness as a result of his or her fault.
It will remove the medical classification provisions in
the State Superannuation Act and the State Employees
Retirement Benefits Act. Finally it will amend the State
Superannuation Act to remove the waiting period for a
person to be covered by death and disability insurance
after they return from leave without pay. These are all
very important changes that will protect Victorians’
interests and their fundamental rights.
The bill also will amend the Attorney-General and
Solicitor-General Act 1972, the Constitution Act 1975,
the County Court Act 1958, the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989, and the Supreme Court Act 1986 to allow
same-sex partners of pensioners to receive reversionary
pensions in similar circumstances to the superannuation
acts as described above.
I would like to take this opportunity to stress that all of
these provisions designed to bring the rights of
same-sex couples into line with the rights of
heterosexual couples are of critical importance not just
for same-sex couples but for all of us, because to treat
people differently merely on the basis of their
relationship reflects poorly on us all. These basic
human rights must be upheld and respected at all times.
Labor has not merely paid lip-service to this key
objective; we have delivered fundamental reform,
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amending nearly 100 acts to remove discrimination
against any person because of their sexual orientation or
gender identity.
This included changes to the distribution of property
and wills, and the right to be recognised as the next of
kin for medical treatment and so on. All of these
changes and more have ensured that in Victoria all
people are treated equally.
Members opposite — and we saw it again today — are
constantly seeking to undermine the charter of human
rights and its intent, but for those of us on this side of
the house, our commitment to protect fundamental
human rights, as does this bill before the house, remains
clear and consistent. I therefore commend the bill to the
house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise on behalf of the residents of the
Ferntree Gully electorate to speak on the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill. The
primary purpose of this bill is to amend the public
sector superannuation and judicial pension legislation to
remove provisions which the government considers to
be incompatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 and to enable the ambulance
service employees transferring to the Emergency
Services Telecommunication Authority to retain their
defined benefit superannuation.
Before I began my contribution the member for Box
Hill said a lot about the operation of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities. Time and again
this government introduces legislation accompanied by
massive tomes in the form of statements of
compatibility with the charter, which deal with why
particular pieces of legislation the government has
introduced should breach its own charter. Government
members seem to spend more time focusing on
employing bureaucrats and paying for legal advice to
justify breaching their own charter than in following the
charter. That just demonstrates the folly of this
government with respect to the operation of the charter
in this state.
This is a government that set out to hold itself up as
being at the pinnacle of the recognition of human rights
of Victorians and in ensuring they were going to be
protected. Yet every time the government introduces
legislation we see breaches of the charter. At great
expense, because of legal costs, the government sets out
to demonstrate why it needs to breach its own charter to
introduce legislation in this state. That is demonstrated
in amendments in this bill which show that the bill is
more about working with and fixing the charter than it
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is about good public policy. Our purpose as legislators
in this place is to ensure we develop good public policy
which is focused on taking this state forward and not
policy which is concerned with ensuring that the
government is meeting the needs of its own human
rights charter. It is clear from this and previous other
pieces of legislation that have come before it that the
government’s focus is not public policy in this state but
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities.
This bill seeks to change a number of provisions with
respect to the operation of superannuation schemes in
this state. Before I go through some examples I want to
refer to an issue raised by the member for Box Hill
regarding employees engaged in our emergency
services. As the member for Box Hill pointed out, there
are provisions with respect to continuity of service
under superannuation schemes for an employee who
takes parental leave of up to 52 weeks. As some of the
emergency services unions have pointed out, under
their respective enterprise agreements there is capacity
for employees to take leave of up to 104 weeks, or two
years. There may well be a discrepancy in the operation
of the superannuation schemes — as has been
mentioned — and the operation of their enterprise
agreements. I think it behoves the minister and the
government to sit down to consult with and speak to the
concerned representatives of those unions and their
members and to explain how the operations of these
provisions will be in accordance with the provisions of
those enterprise agreements.
As I said, we should be focusing on public policy; we
should not be focusing on fixing the government’s
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. That is
clearly an issue for this government. I believe the
minister in summing up should explain to the house
how that issue will be remedied.
The bill seeks to make a number of amendments in
relation to superannuation, principally to the
Emergency Services Superannuation Act, the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act, the
Police Regulation Act, the Transport Superannuation
Act, the State Employees Retirement Benefits Act and
the State Superannuation Act. It will also make
variations to the pension entitlements of Supreme Court
judges and associate judges, County Court judges, the
Chief Magistrate and the solicitor-general. As we can
see there are broad changes within the provisions of this
bill. The bill also enables same-sex partners to become
eligible for spouse or domestic partner pensions, even if
the former member became entitled to benefits before
the commencement of the Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Act 2001 or the Constitution
Amendment (Judicial Pensions) Act 2008.
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Some issues need to be put on the record. As the
member for Box Hill has already articulated, the
Liberal-Nationals coalition will not be opposing this
bill. However, this bill will cost over $44 million over
the life of the various funds, and that is a significant
cost. Again, as the member for Benalla has rightly
pointed out, that cost will be borne by the taxpayer. I
also refer to the issue of the merits of granting extra
pension entitlements to persons who have already
retired.
This is an interesting provision, because it will provide
additional pension entitlements for people who are no
longer working. I think that issue needs to be the
subject of further debate. There is also the issue of the
merits of removing various other limitations, such as
the reduction of benefits for partners who are more than
five years younger than the member concerned or for
people who have self-inflicted disabilities. I make no
comment other than to say simply these are policy
issues which should be subject to broader debate within
the Victorian community; and it is important they be
taken up as part of a broader policy debate.
In the small amount of time allocated to me I want to
reiterate that the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities points to a government that is driven
by an ideological agenda. This government is not
focusing on public policy. fixing law and order, fixing
public transport or on providing the best health or
education systems in this state. This is a tired
government which has been in power for 11 years and
which is more focused on fixing its ideologically driven
agendas, including the charter of human rights, than
worrying about fixing those things that people
throughout Victoria, including in my electorate and
others, say we need to be focusing on.
There are elements of this bill that are going to be
providing benefits to employees and those who have
standing in this state; we do not object to that. I
highlight the fact that people in my electorate and
people who speak to the Liberal-Nationals coalition tell
us they want the government to focus on those issues
that affect them. They want this government to focus on
issues that are paramount to the daily needs in their
lives — that is, law and order. I understand it is
important we ensure that legislation is current, relevant
and up to date. In regard to legislation such as this, it is
important we make those changes. But this government
has dropped the ball. This bill is a demonstration of a
tired government that is no longer focused on the issues
that affect people in this state.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to support the Superannuation Legislation
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Amendment Bill 2010. The issue that lies at the heart of
this bill, which is the rights of individuals within our
society, is dear to my heart. My loathing of bigotry in
all its forms and my desire for all persons to be treated
equally within our society originally engaged me in the
political process. I strongly believe all persons should
be treated equally before the law. The issue that
originally drove me into politics was racism, but I
believe other areas of discrimination are equally
abhorrent and reprehensible. This bill particularly
relates to the desire to ensure that people are treated
equally before the law.
This bill, as has been discussed by other speakers, seeks
to amend a number of acts of Parliament to ensure that
they are consistent with the principles in the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. Those
acts include the Emergency Services Superannuation
Act 1986, Parliamentary Secretaries and
Superannuation Act 1968, Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968, Police Regulation Act 1958,
State Employees Retirement Benefits Act 1979, State
Superannuation Act 1988, Superannuation (Portability)
Act 1989 and Transport Superannuation Act 1988.
In addition the bill seeks to amend the
Attorney-General and Solicitor-General Act 1972,
Constitution Act 1975, County Court Act 1958,
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and Supreme Court Act
1986 to allow same-sex partners of pensioners to
receive a reversionary pension in similar circumstances
to those in the superannuation acts.
I will touch upon that briefly. Like I am sure many
other members of Parliament I have become aware of
the many persons who live in our society in same-sex
relationships. Persons living in same-sex relationships
should be entitled to superannuation rights just as any
other citizen is entitled. I am pleased those provisions
lie in this bill to ensure that reversionary pensions will
be available to persons living in same-sex relationships.
That is a very worthwhile change.
If you turn to the basis of the revisions to the various
acts to ensure they are consistent with the principles in
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities I
have listed, you find that the first one that strikes you
and that relates to the bill is the recognition of equality
before the law. With the indulgence of the house, I will
read from the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities:
People have the right to recognition before the law.
People have the right to enjoy their human rights without
discrimination. People have the right to equality before the
law and equal protection of the law without discrimination.
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Measures taken to assist people who are disadvantaged
because of discrimination will not constitute unlawful
discrimination under the charter.

I think that is an excellent statement of values, which I
hope underpins the beliefs of all members of this house.
I would be horrified if there were persons who did not
believe there should be equality before the law, that
people should be accorded equal protection under law
and that people should not be discriminated against.
However, from a Labor member’s perspective I
strongly support this:
Measures taken to assist people who are disadvantaged
because of discrimination will not constitute unlawful
discrimination under the charter.

That is an important caveat in a sense because positive
discrimination to redress imbalances within society is
not itself considered unlawful and actions to achieve it
are not considered to be unequal. Sometimes it is
necessary to take action to assist those who are
disadvantaged in such a way that action is not accorded
to all members of our society.
The bill takes a further step along the path of ensuring
equality before the law; it relates to the provision of
privacy and reputation:
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with and the right not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked.

This is an important provision of the charter and relates
to various superannuation schemes, particularly in
relation to medical examinations. Unreasonable
medical examinations would be an aspect of the
operation of the law that members in this house would
hopefully feel unanimously about in terms of people
not having to undergo unreasonable medical
examinations.
The third aspect of the charter that is dealt with in this
bill concerns property rights. The charter states in
relation to property rights that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property except in accordance
with the law. In that context ‘property’ has a broader
meaning than simply, say, goods or chattels that are
owned by people, including entitlements of future
superannuation benefits as a member and as a
beneficiary of a superannuation death benefit.
In this context the right is a broader one and relates to
superannuation benefits, particularly revisionary partner
pensions for partners who are more than five years
younger than the former member. There is in some
cases discrimination against persons in those
circumstances. I believe this is again a positive
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development whereby the property rights of a person
should not be reduced because of the age of a person.
There is also other aged-based discrimination that is
dealt with by this bill, particularly in relation to the
ability to continue to make contributions into defined
benefit schemes beyond the age of 65 as permitted by
commonwealth law.
Again, without going through the bill clause by clause,
I believe this is an excellent piece of legislation, which
builds on a commitment to ensuring equality of access
to rights in our society.
This is something very close to my heart, and I am very
pleased that this bill particularly deals with the issue of
same-sex partners and revisionary pensions, because I
firmly believe superannuation pension rights should be
equal for all members of our community, regardless of
their sexual orientation, particularly those who have
been in loving, long-term relationships. I note that some
American conservative commentators ironically
enough support extension of rights to same-sex
partners — I can think of one in particular — on the
basis that this provides more stability and family values
within society. Sadly those views are not shared by all
members of our community.
This is an excellent piece of legislation, which will
advance the rights of individuals. One aspect of the bill
I did not touch upon is the amendment of the
Emergency Services Superannuation Act to allow
Ambulance Victoria employees who transfer
employment to the Emergency Services
Telecommunication Authority to retain their
membership of the Emergency Services
Superannuation Defined Benefit Fund. This seems a
reasonable piece of legislation to protect the rights
under defined benefit schemes for individuals who
transfer employment from Ambulance Victoria to the
Emergency Services Telecommunication Authority.
This is a sensible piece of legislation.
This bill, as I stated, will ensure that the rights of
individuals are held equally. I note the obsession, it
seems to me, of some members of the opposition with
the Charter of Humans Rights and Responsibilities Act
and the view they have regarding particularly the act
and obviously the charter the act has generated.
I think this obsession is unwarranted. One thing I would
state is that the requirement for bills to deal with their
responsibilities under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act has provided, beyond anything
else, a very useful mechanism for analysing pieces of
legislation and their impact. Apart from the benefits that
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accrue under the charter itself, I have noted that often
enough opposition members have afforded themselves
the opportunity that has arisen from the explanations
that are provided within the second-reading speech
process relating to the charter in order to launch attacks
on government bills. However, I think that the charter
provides an interesting framework for analysis of pieces
of legislation.
Setting aside the benefits which accrue to Victorian
citizens by the protection of the charter, I find the
obsession and attacks on the charter somewhat
interesting, considering the use the charter regularly
made by members of Parliament in analysing
legislation.
However, returning to the bill, it is an excellent piece of
legislation, which I commend to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010. It is
always a pleasure to follow the member for Preston,
who does see the world through different eyes and does
give another perspective to life that might be different
from that of a simple country boy from Benalla. You do
not always need to agree with the member for Preston,
but it is an exercise in broadening one’s horizons.
I would also like to compliment the member for Box
Hill who, true to form, did a very clinical assessment of
the bill and identified some pluses and some question
marks about the bill. Similarly, the member for Ferntree
Gully’s contribution was again a pragmatic
contribution. Both the member for Box Hill and the
member for Ferntree Gully raised issues about the basis
underpinning this bill being under the guise of the
charter of human rights and about the government then
appearing to spend a lot of time justifying why the
human rights provisions were being challenged or not
complied with.
From my perspective, as I read it, the general terms of
this bill enable more people to access the
superannuation benefits of deceased superannuation
beneficiaries. That includes same-sex partners and
partners in general, regardless of when their
relationship commenced.
The bill also repeals sections of the Police Regulation
Act 1958 and the State Superannuation Act 1988,
which had allowed for the reduction of a disability
pension where a member brought on a sickness as a
result of his or her own fault.
On whatever night it was — it might have been Sunday
night — I happened to watch Underbelly on the telly,
and we saw a classic example of where — —

2123

Ms Beattie interjected.
Dr SYKES — I advise the member for Yuroke that
I had some spare time; not a regular event, but I had
some spare time. The relevance of that program to this
bill is that it had a situation where a corrupt cop set up a
workplace accident that appeared to result in back and
neck injuries that were going to enable him to exit the
force just prior to him being nabbed for his corrupt
activities. That is a situation where it would appear, as
portrayed there, that someone was deliberately creating
an environment where they would have a disability and
they were going to be entitled to benefits as a result of
that. Under the previous provisions of this legislation
had it been established that that so-called accident had
been caused in part by that cop’s fault there may have
been a limitation on the benefits. This bill will enable a
corrupt cop such as that to presumably get full
entitlements. If that is what will happen, I would see
that as a shortcoming of this bill.
The obvious implications of the bill, as I interpret them,
are that with the easing up of limitations on access to
superannuation entitlements there is the potential for
what we might colloquially refer to as a gold-digger
marrying an older partner, knowing that there is going
to be easier access to their pension in the event that that
person dies. The other concern I have — and it was
raised by the member for Ferntree Gully and the
member for Box Hill — is that there is an increased
cost as a result of these provisions. The cost has been
estimated at $44 million. I suspect that will be an
underestimate based on costings done by this
government, but it does raise the question: is that
appropriate or has the balancing act got out of kilter?
A particular interest of mine is the issue of children
with a disability and how aspects of this bill relate to
those children. I would have to say that whilst I see
reference to this issue in clauses 87, 90, 91 and 92, I
would really appreciate the minister in his summing up
addressing the concern I am about to outline. It relates
to the situation where there are ageing or ill parents of
children with a disability and those parents have
become the carer. If that parent was, for example, to be
a beneficiary of the state superannuation fund and that
parent pre-deceased their child, then I would be
interested to know what the situation would be in
relation to entitlements for the child with a disability.
I will add a personal component. This issue was
brought home to me in a very heart-rending way just
last week when I attended a carers’ meeting at
Nagambie. When I arrived at the meeting venue, a very
frail 43 kilogram lady was struggling to manually put a
wheelchair-accessible platform back into her vehicle. I
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helped her do that and found it quite difficult myself.
As I spoke to her, she explained why she was having
difficulty. She said that she had had radical cancer
surgery and that she was now in remission but she did
feel a little weak and had numbness in her arms. Later,
as I was helping her negotiate another challenge, she
explained to me that when her cancer had been
diagnosed three years earlier, she had actually put off
the cancer treatment — the radical surgery that was
required as a matter of urgency — because she was
unable to get respite care for her disabled child.
That lady, as the sole carer of her adult child, had put
herself under enormous emotional and physical
pressure because she wanted to do the best thing for her
child with a disability. Fortunately she got through that
life-threatening circumstance, but clearly a cloud hangs
over her head as to whether her cancer will recur. In the
event that a person like that was a beneficiary of the
state superannuation fund, what would be the
provisions for that child with a disability? I know this
scenario was repeated throughout many circumstances
and it is a major worry for people who are caring for
adults or children with a disability. They are getting
older and the system does not give them confidence that
their child is going to be adequately cared for. If there is
not access to superannuation and such to provide the
financial support, then the future for those children with
a disability is bleak.
I would appreciate it if the minister, in summing up,
could touch on that point and seek to reassure me that
those circumstances are adequately covered in this new
legislation so that those people who truly do need the
financial support and financial comfort of being able to
access the pensions of their parents can do so and their
needs can be adequately met.
I just wanted to touch on those aspects of the bill. The
member for Box Hill covered the broader issues in his
contribution. It would be fair to say that the coalition is
generally supportive of the direction in which this bill is
going, although, as the member for Ferntree Gully
indicated, there are doubts about the genuineness of
why the government is going down this track and
whether it is simply ideologically driven or whether it
has been thought through properly. The reason I raise
that is we have had a number of bills come before this
Parliament that seem to be ideologically driven. They
get passed because the government has the majority.
Then two or three years later — or sometimes it is only
a matter of months later — we see the bill coming back
to Parliament because it was not right in the first place.
I guess it would be fair to say, given that we have the
Minister for Consumer Affairs at the table, that the
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recent episode of the liquor licensing fees is a classic
example of poorly thought out legislation driven by, in
that case, a financial imperative to fund liquor licensing
enforcement — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Benalla will come back to the bill
before the house.
Dr SYKES — I am putting my concerns in context,
Acting Speaker. I hope this bill is well thought through
and that it is not simply ideologically driven. I hope we
are not going to have a repeat of that situation I have
referred to, where this bill would need to be returned for
fixing up in a few weeks or months.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me pleasure to
rise to speak on the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2010. Although there are not a lot of
members in the house at the moment, I fear that after
the contribution of the member for Benalla that I might
bore them senseless — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Yuroke will come back to the
legislation.
Ms BEATTIE — In my contribution on the
legislation I will make no reference to the TV show
Underbelly and I will make no mention of gold-diggers.
However, on the point of gold-diggers, I must say that I
feel personally offended because the member for
Benalla talked about couples where one partner was
older than the other and suggested that if one partner
was somewhat younger than their partner, they would
be classed as gold-diggers. I might reveal to the house
that my husband is actually younger than me, so I am
not sure if in the eyes of the member for Benalla I am
classed as a gold-digger or a cougar.
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Yuroke is misrepresenting the
presentation I made. I ask the Acting Speaker to bring
her back to the bill and to not misrepresent the point
that I was making.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
There is no point of order, but I remind the member for
Yuroke to keep her comments to the bill before the
chamber.
Ms BEATTIE — I shall now turn my mind to the
bill rather than the comments from the member for
Benalla. The primary objective of the bill is to amend
the Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986, the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968,
the Police Regulation Act 1958, the State Employees
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Retirement Benefits Act 1979, the State
Superannuation Act 1988, the Superannuation
(Portability) Act 1989 and the Transport
Superannuation Act 1988 to achieve consistency with
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006.
Many of us in the house are aware that superannuation
is, if you like, a bit of a moving feast. Superannuation is
something of a minefield, particularly for women,
because superannuation funds have always been open
to men but many funds would not accept women.
Certainly that was the case in a lot of the public service
acts. Within the lifetime of many members of this
house a woman had to relinquish her job upon
marriage. For that reason many women did not even
talk about their marriages so they could keep their jobs.
It is a moving feast, particularly for women. You will
see figures, Acting Speaker, which show that
superannuation funds hold much less for women than
they do for men, and I particularly want to highlight
that.
I have talked about the primary purpose of the bill. The
secondary purpose is to amend the Attorney-General
and Solicitor-General Act 1972, the Constitution Act
1975, the County Court Act 1958, the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 and the Supreme Court Act 1986 to
allow same-sex partners of pensioners to receive
reversionary pensions in similar circumstances to those
that apply under the Superannuation Act. I talked about
women’s superannuation in particular, but most
superannuation funds around that time would not even
have recognised same-sex partners as being legitimate
partners at all. This is another step in the right direction
so the Parliament and the legislation are not poking into
the bedrooms of people. This bill acknowledges that
relationships between people are mature and have many
facets.
The bill also amends the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to allow Ambulance Victoria
employees who transfer their employment to the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority to
retain their membership of the Emergency Services
Superannuation Scheme defined benefit scheme. I must
say that is an excellent purpose of the bill, because we
want to keep Ambulance Victoria employees who are
in the defined benefit fund in the ambulance service.
We do not want to see them transfer because they might
suffer a loss of superannuation.
I have touched on same-sex couples and on the judicial
pension schemes that are relevant. We all owe a debt to
former High Court Justice Michael Kirby for his
championing of superannuation rights for same-sex
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couples. It is not easy for a former high-profile member
of the judiciary to reveal their personal relationships,
but Michael Kirby did that, and many people owe him a
debt of gratitude.
The bill also amends the definition of ‘spouse’ to
include same-sex couples. Same-sex couples have the
same entitlements to reversionary spouse pensions as
heterosexual couples, and that is absolutely right and as
it should be. It also extends the contributory service in
defined benefit schemes beyond age 65, and that is
permitted by commonwealth law. As I said earlier in
my contribution, superannuation is a moving feast, and
we know that not everybody retires at 65, nor should
they if they wish to extend their working lives. People
over 65 can make a fine contribution. They should not
be required to retire at 65, and we know they may wish
to alter their arrangements at that time.
The bill also removes the adjustment of reversionary
partner pensions for partners who are more than five
years younger than the former member. A very
important aspect is amending the legislation to ensure
that an orphan child of a former member is entitled to
an orphan pension regardless of the age of the member
when the child was born. That is very important and
reflects the changing nature of families. When people
take in a child it is their wish that the child be
recognised as their child and have all the benefits that
go with being their child, regardless of who their birth
mother and father were.
All in all I commend the minister for bringing in this
bill. It may be criticised. Some people may suggest that
the proposed rise in the age should be accompanied by
a rise in the maximum benefit, but it also fixes up some
benefits. We know that at one time when you went on
leave you could not acquire the same benefits, but the
bill allows a member who is on parental leave to pay a
superannuation contribution in order that their service
be counted, as it should be. The Minister for Finance,
WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission
has obtained expert advice in this area, and there has
been consultation. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Superannuation Legislation Amendment
Bill 2010. Its purpose is to amend public sector
superannuation and judicial pension legislation to
remove provisions which the government considers to
be incompatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 and to enable ambulance
service employees transferring to the ESTA
(Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority)
to retain their defined benefit superannuation.
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Australia’s retirement income has three main
components: superannuation, the age pension, and
private savings and investments. A commonly held
view is that retirees need 60 per cent of their
pre-retirement income to live comfortably. The age
pension currently provides just 25 per cent of average
male weekly earnings, which is extremely low and
should be addressed by the commonwealth
government. With an ageing population the pension is
likely to remain very low as the financial burden
becomes too much for the government to bear. With
that in mind we need to encourage people to provide for
their own retirements to take the pressure off the
pension system so those who truly need it will not have
their pensions held down at subsistence levels.
The current level of 9 per cent compulsory
superannuation contributions assumes an individual’s
working life of 40 years, based on average weekly
earnings, will produce a 60 per cent retirement income.
Superannuation is particularly important for women,
who often prioritise the financial needs and wants of
their families over their own financial security and are
more likely to sacrifice earnings, savings and
investments to meet the needs of others. As a result
women tend to have significantly lower superannuation
balances than men, primarily due to their wage levels
and work patterns around children.
It is projected by the Office for Women in Queensland
that by the year 2019 men, on average, will have
accumulated double the superannuation that women, on
average, will have accumulated. Fifty per cent of
women who have either retired or will retire in the next
10 years have less than $20 000 in superannuation, and
20 per cent have less than $5000. Women are two and a
half times more likely than men to live in poverty in
their old age because they have contributed far less to
their superannuation. In 2000 across Australia there
were 106 000 poor single women over 65 years
compared with 40 000 men in this group. Interestingly,
this inequality has not been addressed by any
government.
Turning to the bill in detail, I see it is noted that
members will be permitted to continue to contribute to
defined benefit superannuation schemes and thus
increase their benefit entitlement until age 75 or as
otherwise permitted under commonwealth
superannuation law.
Older people frequently struggle financially at a time
when they need every cent. Medical bills skyrocket, the
older we get, as our bodies begin to break down. It
would be nice to think that we live in a state where our
hospital waiting lists were minimal, and those in need
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of urgent surgery did not have to wait long and painful
months or years before being treated. However, that is
not the case. As a result our elderly citizens sometimes
find themselves in the position where their only choice
is to pay for their own surgery through reverse
mortgages, to hasten the process and break the cycle of
pain and anguish. It is not just the medical bills that are
of concern. Food, a necessity, is sometimes
unaffordable when you are on a basic pension. We have
all heard the reports in the media about our pensioners
resorting to eating cat food because they cannot survive
on the pension. If we can prevent future generations
from enduring a similar fate, we must do so.
The Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010
allows scheme members to register the names of
persons considered to be dependents other than a
partner or child and allows other persons to lodge
claims to be a dependent of a deceased or retired
member. Where someone gains power of attorney over
the superannuant by reason of mental incapability, the
board is empowered to pay the benefit to a retired
member’s guardian or administrator. This appears to be
a remarkably fluid process that perhaps does not go far
enough to offer strong protections against future claims
being made by alleged dependants.
For example, a second wife of five years, or a husband
for that matter, who may be competing for a greater
share of the superannuation entitlement of their partner
than a previous wife, or husband, of 35 years, may seek
to register her — or in the case of a husband, his —
adult children from a former relationship as dependants.
As superannuation benefits can be quite sizeable, I
imagine there would be a few people interested in
claiming a share of what may appear to be a small
fortune.
While the board is given full discretion under the bill to
take into account the nature of the relationship of the
retired member, with reference to duration of the
relationship, the time since the relationship ended — if
it ended — financial dependency on the retired member
and any other factors the board deems relevant, if the
retired member is experiencing a slow demise in their
mental acuity and is no longer able to make their own
decisions, it would appear to be very difficult for the
board to determine the veracity of the claimed
provision of care by the dependants.
Photos, friends’ testimonials and phone bills showing
frequent calls made do not necessarily equate to caring.
For instance, repeat phone calls could be to harass the
retired member for money. Friends might be told they
will get a ‘cut’ if they say the right thing to the right
people, and in relation to photographs — we are always
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told to smile for photos even when we have just had a
fight with the person standing next to us. I think this
area requires tightening up to ensure that those
motivated by greed find it as difficult as possible to
seize control over the hard-earned superannuation of
those who may be vulnerable.

that matter. That said, the bill does touch on a few
important issues for dependants and regarding access to
entitlements. For that reason I will not oppose this bill.

In the minister’s second-reading speech he says:

Debate adjourned until later this day.

Any current member with a medical classification will now
be entitled to full benefits, consistent with the charter
principle of equality before the law.

He does not even draw a breath before going on to say,
in the very next sentence:
This amendment will not affect existing pensioners.

In other words, you are equal if you satisfy the time line
requirements; but if you do not, the Labor
government’s view is ‘stiff cheddar’.
The bill goes on to remove the exclusion from
eligibility in relation to children born when the member
was 60 years of age or older. This is one amendment I
am pleased to see, because it is absolute nonsense that
children of older parents are denied access to any
benefit simply because they were not born by a certain
date; a parent loves their child regardless of their age or
how long they have known the child in comparison
with any older generations of children that may exist
from past relationships. For example, most parents
generally want their assets divided equally between
their children after the parents die.
The major problem with Australia’s superannuation
system is that for it to have the best chance of working
properly, you need to possess all of the following
characteristics. You need to be male, to have worked
continuously for 35 years, to have had a single job, to
have made voluntary super contributions throughout
your entire life, to know a lot about managing your
super, the tax system and investing and to have paid
more than 15 cents in the dollar on your personal
income. You need never to have divorced, never to
have suffered a serious illness, not to have relied on a
financial adviser who receives commissions for
advising you to join a super fund that charges high fees,
and to be confident that the super rules are not going to
change too much.
While the government’s concern with this bill is clearly
to align superannuation legislation with its highly
political charter of human rights, I believe there are far
more pressing issues facing people trying to build a
future for their retirement which have not been
addressed in any meaningful way by the state
government, or by the commonwealth government for

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr STENSHOLT
(Burwood).

Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill.
Is it not a cynical election-year budget? It is a
spendathon without substance, vision or ideas to back it
up. It features the usual array of hollow, half-baked
announcements we have come to expect from this
government. It even has some sweeteners, which will
be funded only for one year. How convenient it is that
this also happens to be an election year!
The budget contains promises deceptively announced
but funded out of forward estimates beyond 2013–14. It
has some good ideas, but it is a pity that none of those
ideas originated in the offices of the government.
Clearly Labor ministers are in a contest to see how
many of the coalition’s policies they can pilfer before
the November election.
Listening to the Treasurer hand down his cynical,
pre-election budget and gazing at the smirks of Labor
ministers and backbenchers occupying the seats of this
Parliament, I had an overwhelming sense of déjà vu. I
had seen such self-gratifying spin before, and it
suddenly dawned on me: this was reality mimicking
television; this was a government using episodes of the
Hollowmen as a template to govern this state.
As members know, the Hollowmen is a comedy which
inspires no confidence in our political system. It
essentially outlines the daily operations of a political
office in Australia. The humour is derived from
watching advisers manipulate and spin policy to such
an extent that they can no longer differentiate, even for
themselves, political spin from reality — and this is
what Labor’s budget represents.
It represents a government whose policies and actions
are removed from the actual impact that they have on
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families and communities across the state. The
numerous hollow men in the Premier’s office are more
interested in scrambling to cover up the latest Labor
Party scandal than they are in policies to improve the
lives of Victorians.
One particular line from an episode of the Hollowmen
springs to mind. Tony, the Prime Minister’s principal
private secretary, is lamenting the dearth of a budget
centrepiece and he says:
So we’ve got the slogan, we’ve got the ad, we’ve got the
report — —

and Murph. says:
$100 billion.

to which Tony replies:
We just need an idea.

This is a government no longer able to come up with
ideas. This is the government that thinks up the
propaganda before it thinks up the policy. Even the
clever scriptwriters from the ABC could not dream of
such a fiasco as what we have witnessed with the
Windsor Hotel development and the government’s
sham consultations. No amount of self-promoting
government advertisements will fix the fact that our
multi-billion-dollar public transport system does not
work, nor will it ensure access to an ambulance when
you need it. Budget cost blow-outs totalling almost
$11 billion have marked Labor’s time in government,
yet our roads remain congested, our hospitals do not
have enough beds and our water supply remains
unreliable.
I want to spend some time in this debate on my
important shadow portfolios. I will start with
environment and climate change; in respect of that area,
this budget is a Hollowmen-style budget like no other.
True to form, it was leaked almost comprehensively to
the media before its presentation, and the government’s
announcement about free entry into national parks was
exposed as a pre-election farce. In the PAEC (Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee) budget estimates
hearings early last month the Premier proudly touted
that from 1 July entry to national parks would be free.
He then backtracked to clarify that this so-called free
entry to national parks would be funded for only one
year. It will come as no surprise to members that this
free entry would occur in an election year only.
Even more outstanding was that despite a decade of
drought, devastating bushfires and growing levels of
waste and pollution, Labor has reduced spending in the
last year on sustainable water supply, waste
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management, pollution and clean air. Not only are we
spending less on such important measures but Labor’s
attempt to report on outcomes on key environmental
targets, such as the government’s greenhouse gas
emissions, how the government is tracking on its
renewable energy target and the protection of native
species, is quite abysmal. Precious budget space is
taken up by measures which record useless targets for
bureaucratic output and deadlines.
Remarkably this budget continues to ignore the urgent
need for increased fuel reduction burns in Victoria.
Despite advice from senior bureaucrats, legal
representatives and communities, the Premier has not
only failed to increase the current 130 000-hectare fuel
reduction target but he has even refused to set a target
in this year’s budget. Without any action from the
government, Victoria will be left dangerously
unprepared and exposed to the threat of bushfires in the
future.
In April Australians saw an extraordinary display of
political hypocrisy. It was one of what appears to be a
bottomless pit of broken promises by Labor
governments. Remember how the Prime Minister said
climate change was the great economic and moral
challenge of our generation? Now the federal
government has well and truly deserted the climate
change debate, and Victoria is placed in an interesting
position. But this budget shows the Premier’s
willingness to follow in the footsteps of his Labor
mates in Canberra and also to abandon leadership in
this important area. Environment Victoria tarred the
budget as a ‘missed opportunity’ and Friends of the
Earth lamented that it was ‘light on in terms of pivotal
issues of climate change’.
We have been expecting a climate change bill for
almost four years, and the long-promised and overdue
white paper is still missing. While we welcome the
Jobs for the Future Economy report as a step in the
right direction, we fear it will end up like so many
government strategies motivated by media pressure and
poorly implemented. We feel that regional Victoria has
been disregarded; for instance, the Latrobe Valley,
which will be significantly affected by state and federal
decisions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, is all but
forgotten. There is no transition plan that promotes jobs
and industries in that region.
But forgetting local communities appears to be a
recurring theme across all areas of government policy.
In terms of community services and mental health, this
is the budget of a government that is more interested in
protecting and enhancing the careers of its members
than in protecting and serving the community. This is
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the budget of a government that continues to stand by a
minister regardless of their abilities and competence. In
fact it appears there is no outcome bad enough or
enough repeated poor outcomes to tip this
government’s scales away from job security for mates
and towards good governance and responsible
leadership.
Also at the PAEC hearings the Minister for Community
Services was asked time and again about the number of
times her department complied with statutory
requirements in completing best interest case plans,
only to have her repeatedly avoid replying to the
question. However, even before her PAEC hearing had
finished she had called a press conference. It turned out
that the minister did have the answer after all — and
what an answer it was! She revealed that best interest
case plans were not being appropriately prepared for
neglected and abused children. It was revealed that
these plans were not being completed in not 10 per cent
of cases, not even 50 per cent of cases but in 80 per cent
of cases. That is 1100 children who have had their
neglect and abuse proven by the court and who have
not received a best interest case plan completed in an
appropriate time frame. Non-government members of
PAEC have requested the committee to recall the
Minister for Community Services to explain her actions
and her disrespect for the committee as well as to
answer the question she refused to answer when she
was before the committee.
What about the budget specifically? The Victorian
Council of Social Service (VCOSS) said about it:
Today’s disappointing budget continues the Victorian
government’s approach to letting problems reach crisis
point …

Take disability services as an example. In 2008 the
Minister for Community Services, under pressure from
the disability sector, undertook an independent pricing
review of disability services. Because she did not like
what it showed, the minister refused to release the
PricewaterhouseCoopers report until she was forced to
do so by a coalition motion in the upper house calling
for the production of documents. It made for interesting
reading. The report found that the gap between the cost
of providing day services and the funding received
from the government was $15 million per annum, and
13 out of 18 agencies reported weighted unit costs
greater than the available funding. There were also
significant gaps in supported accommodation and
respite services. It was good to see in the budget some
funding to address the gap in supported accommodation
unit prices, but there was nothing to address the funding
gaps in unit prices for day or respite services. National
Disability Services said:
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… this budget does not address the chronic underfunding of
day services … It makes no commitment to undertake further
analysis of respite funding for disability services …

Carers Victoria said:
… there is very little for caring families to celebrate.

It went on to say:
… this government has failed caring families yet again.

While the minister trumpets what increase in funding
there is for disability services, a recent update from the
commonwealth shows that this year Victoria will
receive an extra $38.7 million from the commonwealth
government. More than half the increase in funding is
from the commonwealth government, despite the state
government trying to take credit for it all.
For some time now this government has been claiming
leadership on mental health. However, with some
analysis it becomes clear that funding for mental health
services has actually declined massively in this term of
government as a proportion of overall health spending.
At exactly the same time as the government appointed a
dedicated Minister for Mental Health, the proportion of
funding for mental health services declined under her
leadership. This was only reinforced by the recent
Council of Australian Governments meeting. Do
members remember the COAG meeting? It was held
just the week before the Premier announced that
‘Victoria cannot and will not support the
commonwealth deal’, and that ‘We are not going to be
bullied into a position that is wrong for the states’. That
was before he did agree and was bullied into a position
that was wrong for this state. What did the Premier
settle for? This government thought it was fine that just
2 per cent of all the additional funding for health
services went to the mental health sector.
Following the release of the Victorian budget an
exasperated Pat McGorry, the current Australian of the
Year, said:
… despite acknowledgement that the [mental health] system
is in a mess, by both state and federal governments, neither
seems to be committed to solving it or investing in it.

He also said that ‘people with a mental illness are being
left even further behind’s.
In fact the VCOSS analysis shows a decline in effective
mental health spending of 2.9 per cent from this year to
next year. It says:
… the lack of any significant investment in mental health
services for a second year undermines the achievement of the
strategy’s key priority areas.
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Of the new funding in the mental health budget, 76 per
cent is in years three and four and the vast majority of
that is for the government’s long-awaited mental health
bill. People with a mental illness are again going to see
little benefit from this government’s budget. In terms of
drugs and alcohol, this year’s budget will continue
Victoria’s performance as the state spending the least
per person on hazardous and harmful drug use —
another track record for this minister of which she
should not be proud.
I would now like to comment on the new services that
this budget will deliver for Doncaster residents. Perhaps
Hansard can note the silence in the chamber, because it
represents what this government has delivered in new
promises for my electorate this year — absolutely
nothing. All we have is more recycling of previously
announced promises accompanied by only partial
funding. In previous times I have highlighted the lack
of funding this government allocates to community
services and youth services in Doncaster. Like people
in the rest of our community, Doncaster residents had
hoped the government would recognise and remedy this
deficiency. We received no new funding for projects,
just confirmation of oft announced but yet to be
delivered services. Yet again we have been treated to
spin over substance.
Even where this government has promised to fulfil a
election promise, the reality has fallen well short of the
pledge. Take for instance the funding for the
long-awaited upgrade of Box Hill Hospital. Despite
promising a new hospital just before the last election in
2006, this government in December 2009 finally
announced $407.5 million of funding. It was much less
than the estimated $850 million it was said to cost to
fully upgrade this ageing facility, and it was
$250 million short of the government’s initial promise
made four years ago. The budget has revealed a
$100 million-plus funding black hole.
This project has been allocated only $20 million this
year, and the budget papers show that $297 million will
be rolled out by 2014, leaving a $110.2 million shortfall
that has yet to be allocated. But in the fine print it states
that that funding will be provided beyond 2013–14.
Construction is meant to continue into 2015, but the
present budget papers obviously do not look that far
ahead. As a result, residents have been promised an
upgraded facility, but the government is still looking for
$100 million to deliver it. That is not good news for
Manningham residents, who deserve better.
Interestingly this was to be a brand-new Box Hill
Hospital. In fact the government’s own budget papers
describe the Box Hill Hospital funding as a new
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emergency and surgery block — quite a shift from the
grandiose promises made.
Doncaster residents fare little better when we come to
public transport. Long-suffering commuters, who have
access only to buses as public transport, have endured
overcrowding and congested roads. Under the
much-vaunted Doncaster area rapid transit system our
services are being upgraded, but it has been a very slow
process. The services that will ultimately be delivered
come nowhere near the recommendations of Sir Rod
Eddington to provide rail-equivalent bus services to
Doncaster commuters.
As I mentioned at the beginning of my speech,
Victorians have a government so devoid of ideas that it
is a little like life mimicking art, or at least episodes of
the Hollowmen. Just like any episode of the Hollowmen
this budget simply highlights the cynicism of members
of the Brumby government and their desire for cheap
political gain. Clearly they are part of a government that
is not to be trusted, but we have come to expect this
from a government more interested in glossy pictures
and protecting incompetent ministers than in substance
and impact on families and communities. There is
murmuring about a series 3 of the Hollowmen. Let us
hope for the sake of us all that this government is no
longer in power when it goes to air.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am delighted to join the debate this
evening on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill. What a
great budget it is: a great budget for Bendigo, a great
budget for Victoria, and, most importantly, a great
budget overall, because it continues this government’s
record in creating jobs for Victorians right across the
state.
I put on record my strong congratulations to the
Treasurer and his team and everyone else who worked
so hard in framing a budget that is about moving from
the period of great challenge that we have come
through with the global economic downturn. It is
absolutely evident that as a result of measures put in
place in last year’s budget carrying through to this
year’s budget, Victoria is well placed to move to a
period of stability, hopefully notwithstanding some of
the current international issues, where we continue to
see jobs being created right across Victoria.
The forecast in last year’s budget, which was against
the backdrop of the global economic downturn, was
that 35 000 jobs would be created over that financial
year period. As we know and as has been updated over
the past 12 months, nearly 100 000 new jobs have been
created in Victoria. That represents half of all the new
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jobs created around Australia, so it was no surprise that
a number of commentators endorsed the budget and the
government’s work in creating jobs around Victoria.
One of the key endorsements for the budget came from
the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, which said:
… business has achieved something of a short-odds trifecta
from this state budget …

That is no surprise when you consider not only that a
significant number of jobs were created over the past
12 months, which were forecast to be created as a result
of this budget but also that this budget has been able to
deliver tax cuts as well. That is quite remarkable when
you consider the period we have gone through and the
challenges that governments around the world have had
in framing their budgets against the backdrop of
economic downturn and recession. We have been able
to deliver a budget in surplus that creates jobs and
delivers tax cuts to businesses as well. As I said, that
positions Victoria very well into the future.
The contrast here is that people like to talk down
governments just for the sake of it. But that can get
pretty embarrassing, as we saw from the shadow
Treasurer’s comments in April last year when he
predicted that Victoria would go into recession. He
attacked the Treasurer for not being sure where he got
his facts from when it appeared that the rest of the
world was in recession except for Victoria. His
comments do not make any sense; in April last year he
said, ‘One would say a recession is inevitable’. What
does not make any sense is the fact that having made
that comment, the member for Scoresby is still the
shadow Treasurer. What is clear is that because of the
work resulting from last year’s budget and moving
through to this budget, Victoria is in a very strong
position.
As I said, it is a budget that is about creating jobs and
supporting businesses. Particularly in my portfolio of
industry and trade there is a package of $16.4 million,
which is about supporting businesses to increase export
opportunities, looking at how we can support
businesses to invest in new equipment and technology,
to create more jobs and to put on more people in local
communities, and to support businesses to increase
export and job opportunities.
One of the other initiatives I want to touch on in
particular is the first home owners bonus. This budget
delivers a significant boost to the first home owners
bonus for newly built homes in regional Victoria, which
now has the best first home owners bonus of anywhere
in the country. People can buy their first home, a newly
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built home, in regional Victoria and receive $26 500 in
government support. That is really going to help further
drive people to move to regional areas. It does not
matter whether you are in the north-east, in central
Victoria, in Gippsland or in the south-west, it is going
to continue to drive people to move into regional areas.
I certainly highly recommend it; regional Victoria is a
great place to live. We are seeing people vote with their
feet and move into regional areas.
This is a great boost for the housing and construction
industry, and that is equally as important with this
initiative. It is about encouraging people to look at
moving into regional Victoria to continue that strong
population growth, because that not only brings jobs
and economic opportunities but also about supports
construction industry jobs, which really underpin many
parts of our regional economy.
The budget is a great one for regional Victoria. It is
bringing to book the $4.3 billion regional rail link for
regional Victoria. This is a transformational project that
builds on this government’s work in investing in the
regional rail project, a project that was bitterly opposed
and continues to be attacked by the Liberal Party and
The Nationals.
The project has really delivered fantastic improvements
to the rail corridors of Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and
Gippsland. It continues our investment in rail freight.
We brought back the rail freight network after the failed
privatisation experiment by the previous government,
and we invested in the gold and silver line upgrades.
The north-east rail revitalisation project, a
$500 million-plus project, is investing in rail in the
north-east. The regional rail link continues this record.
This project is transformational, because it will deliver
the dream that regional communities along those
corridors have had for a long time — which is, of
providing a dedicated rail line for regional rail into
Melbourne, separating it from the suburban system,
providing for increased capacity, providing for
increased services and providing for a smoother
passage into Melbourne.
The benefits of this project will only come well after it
is completed, but already regional Victorians can see
the potential. It will be a great project. It is another
fantastic job-creating project, so it was a shame to see
the federal Nationals criticise and talk it down. It is
another rail project that The Nationals have not
supported, which is a great shame.
The budget also provides for a whole range of regional
school upgrade projects. It also provides for
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$618 million in hospital projects around the state. This
is a significant figure, because it represents more than
double the capital spend on hospitals in regional
Victoria between 1992 and 1999. That is such a
shameful record, where hospitals were left to run down,
nurses were sacked and services were wound back. We
have turned that around and now in one budget are
delivering $618 million for regional hospitals.
I would like to spend a fair bit of time talking about
what a great budget this is for Bendigo; as has been
acknowledged, this budget is fantastic for Bendigo. The
Bendigo Business Council has said this budget is ‘good
news for Bendigo and good news for business’ — and
it was certainly spot-on in making those comments.
The budget delivers significantly in education. It
delivers $8 million for further works at Bendigo Senior
Secondary College, which is a fantastic school; that
funding will provide for a significant expansion and
redevelopment of the college.
It also provides $27 million for the completion of the
Bendigo education plan; it will come as no surprise to
members to know that that project has also been
opposed by the Liberal Party and The Nationals. The
Bendigo education plan is rebuilding all four junior
secondary colleges in Bendigo — Eaglehawk,
Weeroona, Bendigo South East and Crusoe colleges.
This is a significant investment. All up, there is
$91 million across those four schools — a fantastic
investment in education, yet it is being opposed by
members opposite. It is a great shame they have
opposed such a significant investment in schools in
Bendigo.
There is funding for a number of smaller projects,
including the upgrade of the Goornong fire station, and
funding for a critical road project at the Specimen Hill
and Calder Highway intersection — and I thank the
Minister for Roads and Ports for that investment; it is a
dangerous intersection, and it is great to see that that
project will be built.
I would like to spend most of my time now talking
about the massive $473 million that is going to build
Bendigo’s new hospital. This comes on top of
$55 million that was allocated in last year’s budget,
taking to $528 million this government’s investment in
Bendigo’s new hospital. What are we going to see as a
result of this investment? We are going to see a 50 per
cent increase in inpatient beds. We are going to see a
helipad located at the hospital to provide faster
transport for critically ill patients, eight operating
theatres, an expanded emergency department, triple the
number of chemotherapy chairs, a new radiotherapy
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bunker, significant investment in new mental health
facilities and an integrated women’s and children’s
facility.
It is predicted that this is going to create hundreds of
jobs during construction. It is going to be a major
transformation of Bendigo’s health services. It is a
project that I am absolutely proud to say that we on this
side of the house have supported and backed all the
way through. A huge amount of work has been done by
the Bendigo hospital, the health department, the health
minister and the government in having this project as
part of the 2010 budget. The Bendigo hospital has
indicated that the $473 million allocated to the project
will deliver everything needed to build Bendigo’s new
hospital. I emphasise that, because once again there
have been people who, for their own political purposes,
have wanted to talk down and criticise this investment,
and who have tried to belittle it and what it means for
Bendigo. I think it is a great shame that the
Liberal-National party coalition has tried to talk down
this massive investment when it is going to make such a
significant difference. That $473 million represents the
largest regional hospital project ever in Victoria’s
history. It represents the third largest hospital project in
Victoria’s history statewide, behind the statewide
services of the Parkville Comprehensive Cancer Centre
and the Royal Children’s Hospital currently under way.
The important thing, though, is that the people of
Bendigo know there is a very clear difference between
the two parties on this matter. There is the $473 million
commitment, with the $55 million last year — the
$528 million commitment — that we have made on this
side of the house to build Bendigo’s new hospital.
Compare that to those opposite who oppose, oppose,
oppose getting the investment in Bendigo’s new
hospital. I will put into Hansard the evidence of this
opposition’s position. Last year when then shadow
health minister Helen Shardey was asked about the
commitment to Bendigo’s hospital, she said on ABC
radio that it is not a project that they have given a
commitment to at an election.
We then saw that followed up by a member for
Northern Victoria Region in another place, Damian
Drum, who wrote in a letter to the editor that appeared
in the Bendigo Advertiser of 22 May 2009:
I and the coalition have not as yet stuck our hand up to say we
would build the new hospital.

Finally, it was reported in the Bendigo Advertiser of
15 March 2010 that the current health shadow minister,
Mr David Davis, did not make a commitment to a new
hospital in Bendigo should the Liberal Party win the
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state election in November. He would not commit to
funding without seeing plans for the development.
Can I say that the plans are in, the budget is in and yet
we still have opposition from those opposite to Bendigo
getting a new hospital. There is a very clear point of
difference here. The Brumby Labor government is
getting on and working with the hospital and the
Bendigo community to deliver this most important
project that is going to serve not just Bendigo but also
the wider region for many more decades to come. All
of this is at risk from those opposite, who have not put
on record their support. Their comments indicate they
oppose Bendigo getting this massive investment in a
new hospital.
I think that presents to the people of Bendigo further
evidence. We have seen opposition from the
Liberal-National party coalition to all the major projects
that have been delivered for Bendigo. Whether it be the
duplication of the Calder Highway to Bendigo, whether
it be the fast rail link to Bendigo, whether it be the
Bendigo schools plan and the rebuilding of four new
schools, whether it be delivering vital water through the
goldfields super-pipe to Bendigo or whether it be the
Bendigo hospital, the Liberal Party’s record in Bendigo
has been to oppose every single major project that was
about making sure we had the infrastructure in place to
support Bendigo’s needs into the future.
Acting Speaker, as you can see, despite the opposition
of those opposite, the Brumby government has ignored
that approach and rejected that approach. This budget
continues our very strong record in major capital
infrastructure projects that are about building a better
Bendigo for many decades to come.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — In joining the
debate on the Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill I will
commence by saying I have listened with a great deal
of interest to the comments made by the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development. I want to take her to
task on three particular issues she mentioned. I hope she
stays in the chamber for just a few minutes to listen to
the comments I wish to make. Firstly, I want to bring to
her attention some issues in relation to comments made
by the shadow Treasurer. He referred to chart 6 in his
contribution, which was included in Hansard, which
shows quite clearly that in 1992 there was a huge debt
of over $30 billion in the state of Victoria, which over
the seven years the coalition was in government was
reduced to $5 billion by about 2000–02. The graph
shows that the debt structure is estimated to rise to over
$30 billion again by 2014.
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This chart is headed ‘On the debt rollercoaster’, and
that is what we need to be well aware of: we had this
huge debt in 1992; the coalition government came to
power; it transferred the debt structure into a plus by
reducing that massive debt to under $5 billion; and on
estimates provided by the Treasurer we see it is going
to go over $30 billion again. I think that needs to be
taken into account with all the comments that have been
made by the minister.
Secondly, I want to take issue with the minister’s
comments about the development of rail services in
country Victoria. Whilst I applaud the fact that the
north-eastern rail line is being upgraded to a standard
gauge track with over $500 million funding being
provided, of which over half is from the federal
government, there was no real response to my
representation for reinstatement of the passenger rail
service from Shepparton through Numurkah to
Cobram. It is an issue that I have worked on
assiduously in recent years to have the service
reinstated, without a positive response being provided
by the government.
Thirdly, I want to take issue with the minister’s
comments in relation to the funding being provided to
the Bendigo hospital. She made great play of the fact
that over $500 million, if you take into account funding
from last financial year, will be spent on redevelopment
of a new hospital at Bendigo.
I remind the house and remind the minister that there
are two hospitals in my electorate of Murray Valley, at
Yarrawonga and Numurkah, and we are still waiting for
stage 2 funding for them to be redeveloped. Stage 1 was
finished in 2006. Four years have gone past and we
cannot get funding for stage 2 of those two hospitals. I
will refer back to that issue later in my contribution.
Having made those comments, I indicate to the house
that over the years I have worked hard across my
electorate of Murray Valley to get positive responses
and positive results in terms of developments. As I see
it, the challenge is in highlighting to the state and
federal governments the special needs of country
people. We have been able to achieve many positive
outcomes in Murray Valley through making
representations to successive governments; we have
seen developments take place.
We have seen the development of the performing arts
centre at Wangaratta, which is a fantastic result for
Wangaratta. I acknowledge — and certainly the
government has taken credit for — the funding it
provided for that project. There have been state-funded
developments and redevelopments in some schools in
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my electorate. Recently the stage 1 and stage 1A
redevelopment of the Wangaratta High School were
officially opened. At the technical education centre at
Wangaratta $8 million has been spent, and the stage 1
development for the Wangaratta West Primary School
was also completed. Those projects have been funded
mainly by the state government and not under the
federal government’s BER (Building the Education
Revolution) scheme.
Continuing developments are required, and I will be
working hard to make sure we get our share of funds —
not only from the current government but from
successive governments — to see that we get
appropriate funding in country Victoria and across my
electorate of Murray Valley.
Recent announcements I must mention are the
H. P. Barr Reserve in the rural city of Wangaratta, a
mecca for sportspeople, and the showgrounds
redevelopment, which will cost $3 million, with
funding approved and being provided by the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs, who
announced that $1.2 million for it would come from
three departments. There are a range of other sport and
recreation developments connected with the Australian
Football League which are also positives as far as I am
concerned. Over a number of years I have been trying
to get such developments across the electorate.
In all this, however, there are a number of
disappointments. I looked through the budget papers to
see what funding would be provided in the next
financial year for my electorate of Murray Valley. One
of the issues of concern I had raised with the
Attorney-General over the last couple of years was the
dilapidated state of the Wangaratta courthouse and the
need for major renovations and an overhaul. Currently
the third courtroom and the Sheriff’s Office are closed.
The courthouse is a magnificent building, built in the
1930s. What I have sought from the Attorney-General
is a full investigation of and funding for the
redevelopment of that magnificent building to enable
the provision of the highest standard of court facilities
within the rural city of Wangaratta.
It is disappointing that the response I have had from the
minister to date is that it will be looked at in a review of
all courts across Victoria. The disturbing thing is that
we have not had a positive response saying, ‘We will
provide funding for that’. The minister has been well
aware that the building has been deteriorating over the
past couple of years, and little money has been spent on
bringing it up to a better standard.
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Moving on to another issue, I note the building used by
the dental service provided by Northeast Health
Wangaratta is in a dilapidated condition. It was
operating out of an old house beside the hospital with
two dentist chairs. The service is now located in the
former nursing home facility at the Northeast Health
Wangaratta base hospital, with four chairs operating.
However, the dental services waiting list for people on
reduced incomes and low-income families in
Wangaratta is in a deplorable state. New facilities and a
large number of chairs are needed so that the large
range of people who need dental services can get them.
Funding is needed not only for the service costs and the
redevelopment of the new facilities but also to ensure
there are dentists available to provide the services for
the people on the long waiting list in Wangaratta.
I mentioned at the start of my contribution the
Numurkah and Yarrawonga hospitals within my
electorate of Murray Valley. These are great facilities.
The hospital and health services provided by the
Wangaratta, Yarrawonga, Cobram and Numurkah
hospitals are of a very high standard in trying and
difficult circumstances. However, here we have the
situation of the Yarrawonga hospital and the Numurkah
hospital: stage 1 of the redevelopment was completed
in 2006, and we have been waiting for funding for
stage 2 of both hospitals. At Yarrawonga it is estimated
the cost of the redevelopment for stage 2 is between
$8 million and $10 million, and at Numurkah hospital it
is estimated the redevelopment will cost up to
$14 million. Yet we see the announcement by the
government of the provision of massive funding for
Bendigo. I believe we need to look at hospital services
right across the state of Victoria and where there are
needs, such as in my electorate of Murray Valley.
An interesting aspect of these projects is that both
hospitals have been told they will have to redevelop
their plans to go onto stage 2. Because the hospitals
have been applying for four years for funding, both
now have to look at redeveloping those plans for
redevelopment through to stage 2.
A further issue of great concern to me is the closure of
the greyhound racing meetings at Avian Park in
Wangaratta. This followed the relocation of the
Wangaratta harness racing meetings to Shepparton.
What I perceived there was a lack of support on the part
of the Minister for Racing for those two racing clubs to
continue operating in north-eastern Victoria. This has
left a hole in the facilities provided for the racing codes.
Those involved in or wanting to be involved in
greyhound and harness racing now have no facilities
close at hand in north-eastern Victoria to enable them to
do so.
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This is an important issue. I believe the Minister for
Racing allowed the harness and greyhound racing
boards to override the decision, whereas he could have
made sure there was an appropriate investigation and
appropriate consideration of the issues relating to the
facilities operating at Avian Park. I believe that in
future years we will see the redevelopment of those two
sets of facilities — for greyhound racing and for
harness racing — once again in Avian Park,
Wangaratta. There is an absolute need for those two
codes to be available so the people interested in them
can compete at Wangaratta and will not have to travel
large distances to be involved.
We also have problems with the Wangaratta Turf Club.
Race meetings are being diverted to locations that are
closer to Melbourne or to bigger centres. Midweek race
meeting dates which are not so appealing are being
offered to country areas, including more remote places
such as Wangaratta, while more attractive dates, such
as weekend dates are offered for meetings in places
close to metropolitan Melbourne.
While the Minister for Roads and Ports is at the table, I
want to mention the replacement of the bridge over
Lake Mulwala between Yarrawonga and Mulwala. We
have been successful in getting bridges over the Murray
River between Victoria and New South Wales in my
electorate; the bridge at Tocumwal was replaced in
1989. I said at that time it was the first bridge over the
Murray River that had been constructed for 50 years
and that if we went on at that pace, I would be dead
before the next one was built. But in 2004 the bridge at
Howlong was opened; in 2005 the bridge at Cobram
was opened; and in 2006 the bridge at Corowa was
opened. That bridge across the river provides excellent
access for people travelling between the two states.
What is really needed now is a firm commitment from
the minister to replace the bridge between Yarrawonga
and Mulwala, and to reduce the 2020 timescale for the
completion of that replacement bridge. The minister has
indicated this in correspondence with me. I think the
consultation period of three years, which is currently
being undertaken, should be reduced so we can get
earlier plans for the replacement of that bridge, because
its condition is deteriorating.
An increased and large amount of traffic, including
large trucks, uses the bridge to travel to Belmore Street,
which is the main street of Yarrawonga. The
deterioration in the condition of the bridge is causing
enormous problems, and that needs to be taken into
account.
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There are other issues I would like to mention, but time
precludes me from being able to cover everything I
would like to raise in my contribution to the
appropriation bill debate. I want to highlight the
difficulties for primary producers across my electorate,
where for 8 to 10 years they have had dry seasons and
drought. Whilst the area had some nice rain in the
earlier part of last season, there is a long way to go in
getting primary producers back into a position where
they can operate effectively and profitably, and are able
to get appropriate returns for their work.
I am also concerned about the changes being
implemented with the introduction of four national
parks in the northern part of the Murray River and
Ovens River regions. Murray River parks which are
being developed right along the Murray River will
encompass most of the river frontage land and will be
to the total detriment of the people who are now
handling those Crown land areas. Overall the
conditions in those parks could deteriorate badly
because of the lack of support from Parks Victoria.
In terms of the budget generally, whilst I acknowledge
there have been some developments across Murray
Valley, which I appreciate, there are many areas of
concern, as I have mentioned in my contribution, where
the government could and should have made major
announcements.
There could have been an even spread of the
government’s finances. It should run the state in an
economical manner, and we should not have the
situation that Victoria will face in 2014, where its debt
will be similar to that which was inherited in 1992.
Future governments — it appears the next one will be a
coalition government — will need to come into power
to change that situation and bring Victoria back to
where it can operate on a more economical basis, so the
economy can work more effectively through making
the state profitable.
Whilst I understand the problems that have been
created by the world financial crisis, which is an issue
the government has leaned heavily on, I believe we
need to look at these changes, maintain some growth
and profitability and look at the economy, which is
operating effectively, and particularly support people
who are operating in businesses that are suffering
badly, as I see it, because of many of the actions that
have been taken by the government regarding a range
of issues where government taxes have increased. But it
is not taking account of the important part being played
by people who are the wealth creators in this state and
the difficulties they experience.
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We need to take an absolutely clear account of the
important part being played by people in country
Victoria, particularly primary producers, associated
industries in primary production across the state of
Victoria and other industries, and the nature of the
contribution they make to the state’s economy.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to speak in support of the Appropriation
(2010/2011) Bill 2010. I congratulate both the Premier
and the Treasurer for what I think is a continued
demonstration of the government’s preparedness and
commitment to governing not just for a street, suburb or
town but for the whole state.
What we have been able to see in this budget is the
continuing demonstration of the resourcefulness of
what effectively is a non-resource state. The state of
Victoria has and continues to have an outstanding
economy in the context of the national economy. It
does so in the context that it is not endowed with
natural resources that other states have. In the same
context, having dealt with the trials of the global
financial crisis and having been able as a community to
have continued the process of tax cuts to business in
light of the economic downturn, it is clear this is a
government committed to jobs; this is a government
that recognises it has a social responsibility to improve
not just the economic infrastructure of the state but the
overall wellbeing of its citizens. As the Minister for
Major Projects, it warms my heart to know in the
context of this government’s performance we are
seeing the largest infrastructure program in the state’s
history.
Since 2000 this government has invested more than
$30 billion in infrastructure, and in so doing, what we
have been able to ensure is that Victorian families and
businesses are provided with the necessary wherewithal
not only to appreciate and to go about their lives and
enjoy their amenities but also to recognise that they
deserve the right facilities in the right places to protect
and to enhance what is, in the current context, a
world-class lifestyle.
Let us not forget that in this 2010 budget the
government is investing $9.5 billion in delivering
capital projects right across Victoria. That will secure
something like 30 000 jobs in the next financial year
and is in addition to the 93 500 new jobs that were
created in Victoria during the last financial year, many
of which were the direct result of proven infrastructure
investment — infrastructure investment that recognised
the need to grow the whole state but also to recognise,
in making those investments, that we had to
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substantively enhance the wellbeing of the community
at large.
The 2010–11 budget has committed to an average net
infrastructure investment of $7.7 billion over the
coming three years. Put into context, the previous
government made investments of about $1 billion
compared to about $3.5 billion per average under the
Bracks and Brumby governments, effectively spending
more than three and a half times as much in terms of
our commitment towards growing capital infrastructure
and the net and collective wellbeing of the community.
Turning to the budget and its direct impact upon my
portfolio of roads, and more generally in terms of its
effect upon transport, this is a good news budget for
transport. It delivers a record $6.4 billion for better
roads and public transport, including new trams, more
stations and road projects, and designed to reduce
transport congestion, to increase capacity, to secure
Victorian jobs and also to enhance and build the state’s
economy for the future.
There are two key projects that deserve particular
mention — the Peninsula Link project and the regional
rail link project. These projects in themselves
effectively constitute in the vicinity of $5 billion worth
of investment. They are critical towards the wellbeing
and effective mobility of Victorians and demonstrate
that as a government we have an integrated transport
strategy.
This is a government that is committed to and
recognises the needs of commuters whether they be in
the far south-east of metropolitan Melbourne or rural
commuters who are looking to find a way in on the
regional rail lines, whether they be from Geelong,
Ballarat or Bendigo to metropolitan Melbourne.
Mr Ingram interjected.
Mr PALLAS — I will come to the good news for
the Gippsland area in due course as a consequence of
the wonderful intervention by the member for
Gippsland East, but I want to make it clear that as a
government we govern for the whole state, and in
providing over $4 billion effectively in cooperation
with the federal government through the regional rail
link, we will be able to shift about 9000 people extra
per hour through the city loop, and that is a substantial
net advantage for any travellers, wherever they are
coming from, in their capacity to move through the
metropolitan rail link system.
From a government point of view, $49.2 million is
being committed in terms of improving the road
network. It will inject a continuing commitment from
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the government into enhancing and building our
Victorian transport plan.

between Kyneton and Ravenswood — was completed
in April last year.

Many people — many doomsayers — say that this is
just a plan; everybody has a plan. Contrary to those
doomsayers, the naysayers, the knockers, this is a plan
of substantive action happening now. This government,
through this budget, has collectively brought to book
$10.3 billion of real action — $10.3 billion of
committed projects under way in the delivery stage.

Stage 3 of the Geelong Ring Road opened last June,
providing a 23-kilometre high-quality freeway link
between Geelong’s western outskirts from the Princes
Freeway at Corio with the Princes Highway at
Waurn Ponds.

The important thing about all of that is that in the
18 months of a $38 billion plan, since its
announcement, we have been able to show quite
transparently that 12 years of planning, 12 years of
delivery contemplated by the Victorian transport plan is
actually happening now. In relation to my portfolio, this
is about investing in roads right across the state. It is
about reducing congestion; it is also about improving
safety; and it is about connecting communities.
This is a budget that reflects the fact the government
has more than quadrupled its road funding over the past
seven years. Victorian motorists and road transport
operators have been the direct beneficiaries of these
investments — prudent and well focused, delivering
improved amenity, better connections, better economic
opportunities and ultimately jobs for Victorians.
The boost in funding that we have been able to put in
place has helped in the construction of projects such as
the Hallam bypass, the Craigieburn bypass, the
Pakenham bypass, EastLink, and most recently the
Deer Park bypass. The government has invested more
than $7.8 billion in our road network since 1999,
including more than $4.7 billion into the metropolitan
road network and more than $3 billion into the regional
road network. In the metropolitan area that has
constituted something like 62 completed arterial road
projects totalling more than $2.1 billion, including most
recently the $140 million Springvale Road rail
separation, which was completed just five months ago,
which has also brought a huge boost to the efficiency of
one of the key arterial roads in the eastern suburbs of
metropolitan Melbourne.
But in regional Victoria in the last 10 years, this
government — a government that governs for the
whole state — has delivered 59 major projects worth
over $2 billion. Major regional arterials like the Princes
Highway east, Princes Highway west, the Calder
Highway and the Goulburn Valley Highway have had
substantial upgrades. The most recent of these — the
duplication of the Calder Highway between Melbourne
and Bendigo with the completion of the sections

This year’s budget builds on these achievements — and
it does more than that, because the work goes on. The
work is in building the best transport network in the
country; the work of ensuring that the community,
regardless of what their postcode is, gets the best
opportunities to go about their economic opportunities,
or indeed, for that matter, to enjoy the lifestyle that this
great state offers.
This year we will be spending $129.2 million in
upgrading rural roads, including $76.9 million in
upgrading and delivering section 4C of the Geelong
Ring Road.
Victorian motorists are already reaping the benefits of
the completed 23-kilometre section of the ring-road
from Corio to Waurn Ponds, which has gotten rid of
traffic having to negotiate something like 29 traffic
lights down Latrobe Terrace. I understand there are
many great fans of this wonderful road link, and in
building these vital links, we recognise that the people
of Victoria insist on the government doing more, and
we will rise to that challenge.
I should also point out that the total expenditure to date
on those Geelong Ring Road-related projects is
something like $618 million, so a quite significant
investment has been made by the government in that
region.
Work is under way, to the tune of $759 million, on
Peninsula Link — a project that will help create about
4000 direct jobs, slash travel times and also improve
travel safety.
The project will link Carrum Downs to Mount Martha
on the Mornington Peninsula Freeway. It will be a
25-kilometre, four-lane roadway that will effectively
ease the bottleneck in Frankston.
New metropolitan road projects are under way as a
consequence of this great work and, from a government
point of view, we are pleased to see that $35 million
will be allocated to improving Hallam Road between
Pound Road and Ormond Road. That will be a perfectly
timed commitment, but demonstrates from the
government point of view that we continue that vital
work in terms of the provision of metropolitan road
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upgrades — for example, the $25.6 million upgrade to
duplicate Clyde Road in Berwick, adding an extra lane
in each direction between High Street and Kangan
Drive; and $35 million has been allocated for Princes
Highway east between Traralgon and Sale, so the work
in terms of regional roads and the development of their
connectedness is so critical to this state.
When you think about it, the government has delivered
freeway-style, quality roads linking Melbourne to
Geelong to Ballarat to Bendigo and to Traralgon — and
the work continues.
In the next four years one can anticipate that that work
will continue all the way to Sale. From a government
perspective, whether it be the work continuing to Sale,
the work continuing to Winchelsea, the work
continuing to Stawell, the capacity enhancements on
the Western Highway to the South Australian border or
indeed the upgrade of the quality road to Shepparton,
this is a demonstration of a government building the
quality upgrades in the network right across the board.
I do want to speak about the great benefits this budget
brings to my electorate of Tarneit, a community that is
bursting with opportunity and one that is grateful for
the government’s continuing commitment to education
and enhancing the regeneration of our educational
facilities and building new ones. There is $3 million for
the regeneration of the Glen Devon and Glen Orden
primary schools. There is $9 million for stage 1
building of the Tarneit 10–12 secondary school. The
budget also delivers on the Victorian transport plan and
the support the government has given to increasing
high-growth areas and improving public transport
access by ensuring that Hoppers Crossing railway
station is a premium station. The construction of the
dual track link of up to 50 kilometres from West
Werribee to Southern Cross station via Sunshine will
include the construction of a new rail line from
Werribee to Deer Park, new stations at Tarneit and
Wyndham Vale and a duplication of track between
Sunshine and Kensington. It will allow regional rail
services to run express into Melbourne and reduce
congestion on the metropolitan line.
This budget builds for the future. This government is
setting about the hard work of delivering on our plans
to give Victorians job security, the best hospitals,
schools, a safer state and a secure water supply, as well
as transforming our transport network, unlike those
opposite, who oppose everything and who have no
plans, no policy and no idea.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I would like to
make some comments on the Appropriation
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(2010/2011) Bill. I wish to highlight some of my
concerns about the budget and make the point that it
has the look of an election-year budget — one that
hides much and reveals very little. This is an approach
that should not be supported by members on either side
of this Parliament.
The determination of the government on the
accountability and public disclosure contained in the
budget papers over the life of this government is of real
concern. We need to make sure that the budget papers
as presented to Parliament contain clear indications of
the expenditure, of the appropriation of taxpayers
money and of how much money is allocated to projects.
This is of particular concern because the Labor Party
when in opposition made it very clear that it did not
support what the then government was doing about the
way the budget papers were presented. I make the point
that we seem to have another Animal Farm moment in
this place where the government is guilty of the same
issues that it criticised when in opposition — that is,
criticism of the clarity of budget papers and what is
contained in them.
I will speak to an example of that. It is good that the
Minister for Roads and Ports is at the table because
recently we had an incredibly important announcement
in my community on funding for sand management at
Lakes Entrance. This is something that Gippsland Ports
has worked on for a significant number of years. In the
last regional statement $31 million was allocated for the
sand management trial, which included a range of steps:
the hire of a suction hopper dredge; the replacement of
the old dredge Sandpiper with the Kalimna in 2007;
installing sand shifters under the entrance; and looking
at the way forward to best manage the sand at the
entrance at Lakes Entrance.
Because of the work that had been done over a large
number of years one would have expected that this was
clearly articulated in the budget papers when they were
presented a month or so ago now. When Gippsland
Ports, others and I looked at the budget papers we could
not see that in there, but between the time the budget
papers were presented and now that money has been
made available. It was actually in the budget but was
not necessarily clearly articulated. I probably used that
as an example — —
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr INGRAM — It was a very positive
announcement, as the minister is saying; I do not
question that. This is something that is critical for my
community. We must manage the entrance not only for
the commercial fishing industry and the recreational
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boating industry but also so that the bar at Lakes
Entrance is safe. There has been an incredible amount
of work done, and studies have been undertaken to get
that right. They have replaced the old, ageing April
Hamer with the new management regime, involving a
suction hopper dredge, which picks the sand up like a
big dump truck, takes it away, dumps it and keeps the
sand away from where the waves break on the bar. That
will allow tourism, visitors, recreational boaters and
people travelling up and down the coast to use our port;
it will enable the large rig tender vessels and the large
commercial fishing vessels to come and unload at our
port. Over recent years we have seen the bar
deteriorate. That has cost our region a significant
amount of money and most of those dollars go to New
South Wales, Tasmania or other ports, where the boats
are unloaded, refuelled and reprovisioned. That is very
important. I am glad to see that the funds were
contained in this budget, even though after a fair bit of
scrutiny I could not find them.
Another interesting item, which apparently is in the
budget, is the soon to be announced Victorian regional
blueprint. It is flagged in the budget but it takes a fair
amount of investigation to find any sum allocated to
that program. Like many other regional MPs in this
place, I am looking forward to that. I am sure there will
be some good projects that probably should have been
in the budget but will be in that regional blueprint. We
are looking forward to it, but I make the point that as a
matter of principle the government should be
accountable for the expenditure of taxpayers money,
and as a matter of principle that expenditure should be
presented and debated in this Parliament first rather
than being rolled out in an election year.
I would like to focus in my contribution on my
electorate. The budget has a number of small projects,
but it is ultimately disappointing apart from the
$9.1 million over four years for sand management. That
is an incredibly important project, but other than that,
there are just some smaller projects.
I would like to look to the future. As it is an election
year, today I presented correspondence to both the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition to outline
what I believe are some of the important infrastructure
projects going forward in a range of areas for my
region. I will go through some of the projects I have
been working on with the community. A lot of
community groups and agencies have been developing
them over the last few years. They will be ready to be
funded and should be funded for the benefit of my
community in the next term of Parliament.
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There are projects in the health field like the proposed
rebuild of Bairnsdale hospital for which master
planning is currently being undertaken. The Bairnsdale
Regional Health Service is the largest hospital in my
electorate. It is an important regional centre and has a
very large catchment area. It is incredibly important to
upgrade that facility to ensure that people have the
health care and facilities they need.
There is a dispute going on at the moment over
consulting suites in my area between the consulting
specialists and the Bairnsdale Regional Health Service.
The hospital has decided to charge the specialists fees
for the use of the consulting suites. In my view that
facility should be rolled into the master planning to
ensure that there are new high-quality facilities for
consulting specialists. We need to find a way forward
so that there are incentives for health professionals to
practise in regional areas and not be charged fees for
the use of some of these facilities. A really good model
has been developed there, but it is being put at risk
because of the cost of providing the facilities and hence
charging fees to the specialists. That issue needs to be
resolved.
Another issue which has had a lot of publicity recently
is the provision of ambulance paramedics in Gippsland
East. I have been doing a lot of work with my
community over recent years, but there are a couple of
particular hot spots in our region which have shortfalls
in paramedics and MICA (mobile intensive care
ambulance) paramedics. Heyfield is an obvious case. It
is totally backed by ACOs (ambulance community
officers). It is important that we get the right spread and
mix of paramedics and MICAs across the region to
ensure that they have the capacity to respond to the
needs of my community.
In education I have done a lot of work with Bairnsdale
Secondary College; it is very important to make sure
that we have the appropriate facilities for secondary
college education in Bairnsdale. There is a major
project that is examining the possibility of a full rebuild
on the one site. This is part of a regeneration project. It
is an incredibly important school that for a number of
years has been left out for a range of reasons, and it is
well past its use-by date. That regeneration project
includes a new preschool and children’s centre at
Bairnsdale.
Toorloo Arm Primary School, a small school near Lake
Tyers, missed out in this budget. That is very
disappointing, because it has been part of the Building
Futures program but has missed out in a couple of
budgets. It is incredibly important that it be funded in
the next budget. It should have been funded in this
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budget. It is important that the school be built so that
the facilities that are so badly needed are available
there.
One of the most important road projects in my region
that needs funding is the Princes Highway east of
Bairnsdale. This is the no. 1 highway in Australia. It is
not an AusLink road or a RONI, which was the old
expression for a road of national importance. It is very
substandard in many places and needs significant
funding to improve safety and ensure that people
travelling that road can go about their journey and
arrive safely. There are narrow, winding sections of
road without shoulders, and it is incredibly important
for the region that the road be made safer. The accident
figures on the road are very high for the miles travelled
on it; the accident and fatality rates are high, which
means it needs significant work to be done to improve
its safety.
There are a number of tourist roads in the area. Over a
number of years we have tried to get funding for roads
like the Barry Way, Bonang Highway, Omeo Highway
and Benambra-Corryong Road. These roads on their
own do not necessarily have the traffic volumes to get
them to a condition where they warrant funding in the
statewide priority list, but if you build the roads, people
will come. They are important tourism links, but
because of sections of gravel roads, there is limited
tourism traffic on them. They go through some
spectacular areas and link large population centres to
the coast, back inland and across to Albury-Wodonga
and Corryong, and into Canberra. They are also
important tourism links for those communities. We
need to find a way of funding these types of road
infrastructure projects to ensure that tourists can utilise
those spectacular natural highways.
In tourism, funding is needed for the implementation of
the Man from Snowy River tourist drive. Currently a
scoping study, funded by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, is being completed by
East Gippsland Shire Council. This is a very important
project; it is a baby of mine, and we have done a lot of
work over a number of years. The Minister for Tourism
and Major Events, who is at the table, will probably
have an interest in that, and hopefully we can find a
way to implement the project.
Funding is needed for the completion of the icon walks
project, which is a great coastal walk in the
Croajingolong National Park. These are important
tourism infrastructure projects in my area. We have a
large area of spectacular national parks. Parts of this
project have already been funded; a number of the
smaller walks have been funded. Finalising the big
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walk by putting in the infrastructure is important for the
tourism industry in my area.
In community infrastructure, the Bairnsdale courthouse
needs an upgrade for waiting and meeting rooms, and
we need a major function or performing arts centre in
East Gippsland — something we do not have there
now.
In infrastructure, we need extra train services and
improvements to parking and traffic flows at
Bairnsdale. The increased patronage on the Bairnsdale
train line has been extraordinary. When the trains are
unloading at and leaving the station, there are high
traffic flows, and major work needs to be done at the
Bairnsdale station to cater for that. Everyone agrees
there is a problem in that the station area is well past its
operational efficiency.
We need natural gas extensions to Lakes Entrance and
Orbost. These towns are on the pipeline from Sydney to
Melbourne but are not connected to natural gas.
Considering that most of the natural gas for Sydney and
Melbourne comes out of Bass Strait, there are some real
inequities. At Lakes Entrance people can see the gas
blowing off on the oil rigs out on Bass Strait, but those
communities do not have access to natural gas for
efficient heating.
As I indicated before, a commitment to ongoing
funding for sand management at Lakes Entrance and a
replacement of the April Hamer dredge are needed. The
completion of the Bastion Point boat ramp is an
important project, the process for which has so far taken
about 25 to 30 years yet it is essential to the tourism
industry going forward.
The Gippsland Lakes are an incredibly important asset
for our region, and major funding is needed for the
future directions and action plan. The MID 2030
strategy for Southern Rural Water is another important
project in our region.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I am very pleased to speak on the
Appropriation (2010/2010) Bill 2010, for which
previous budgets have laid a very strong foundation for
where we are placed today in Victoria. This
appropriation bill certainly builds on the fine
achievements and investments in the business sector
and social infrastructure so that the entire community is
able to prosper.
The budget has been well received by those from the
business sector right through to those from community
organisations, by families and by people in local
neighbourhoods. That paints a picture of the
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responsible nature of this budget and the terrific work
the Brumby Labor government is doing to strengthen
Victoria’s communities and tackle disadvantage, whilst
at the same time ensuring that we have concerted jobs
growth and business investment growth. Unlike its
predecessor, this government has long understood the
value of social inclusion and is making sure that its
economic and social goals work together and in
alignment. This budget is certainly further proof that we
are helping more Victorians to access the opportunities
and services they need to be able to achieve a good
quality of life and to prosper in employment.
Let me point to some examples of where that is true.
The budget delivers tangible benefits for some of
Victoria’s most geographically isolated communities by
committing a further $22.8 million over the next four
years to the Transport Connections project to provide
reliable transport links to services, employment and to
other members of the community. This program has
been designed to concentrate on rural, regional and
interface areas in Victoria to maximise the transport
assets that exist in those local communities and to
invest in innovative ways to better utilise those facilities
to increase transport options for those communities.
This arises from the Victorian transport plan. We have
dedicated $80 million over a 10-year period for
Transport Connections. That is very serious money, and
we are intent on ensuring that transport access, which
fosters opportunities for employment, training, access
to health services and access to each other for
community members, is afforded to all parts of
Victoria. Hence this program has been expanded into
the forward estimates period. This will mean that the
existing 32 projects that cover 57 regional, rural and
interface municipalities in Victoria will be able to
continue and that we will deliver the program to an
additional six areas.
These projects have delivered over 500 initiatives that
improve transport access to many communities across
Victoria. It is about assisting those communities to
access jobs, training, further education and medical
facilities. To give an example of the types of innovative
ways that are available to better utilise existing
community transport assets, a local bus company and
two taxi operators worked together to trial a new route
connecting Timboon and Cobden residents to
Camperdown so that they could access V/Line services.
These are innovative initiatives that are driven and
owned by the community and which very much rely on
partnerships that are forged at the community level —
partnerships involving individual local community
members, community organisations, local governments,
state government, local businesses and, in this case,
involving Timboon and Cobden taxi operators and local
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bus services. These are very good improvements on the
ground in terms of access to transport, and that is just
one taste of the importance of Transport Connections to
many members of the community across Victoria and
the high esteem in which it is held.
Transport connections is not just about accessing
training, educational or job opportunities, although
those things are very important. It is also about
community members staying in touch with each other.
That is very important, especially for people who do
not have their own private means of transport. More
often than not these alternatives modes of transport are
the important social links that many people use to
become fully, or at least more, integrated into
community life. The spin-off benefits of such a
program are enormous, and although they are not
always tangible, they are nevertheless very important to
people’s health and resilience and certainly to the
resilience of local communities.
The program is designed to complement traditional
public transport services rather than replace them, and
importantly the focus is to help people stay involved in
their local community. In this budget the Brumby
Labor government also gives valuable support to
Victoria’s not-for-profit and community sectors by
investing a further $2 million to increase the uptake of
some very important tools. These tools will assist
not-for-profit organisations to cut through red tape and
thereby save time and resources, enabling them to
deliver what they are in the business of delivering —
much-needed services. We need to contemplate the
importance of the not-for-profit sector to Victoria and
Victorians. The sector is relied on by government to
deliver services on its behalf.
A sum in the order of 7 per cent of the state’s budget is
allocated to the not-for-profit sector, which is made up
of many community service organisations, to deliver
services on behalf of the government. It makes sense
that we are able to back up the support we provide by
ensuring that there is an increase in the uptake of, for
example, contemporary ICT practices throughout the
sector, improving access to relevant training,
professional development and legal assistance. These
are fundamentally important to equip the not-for-profit
sector to deliver services and represent communities,
which is the business they are in.
The additional funds we are providing will go towards
the production of plain English guides to regulation,
including up-to-date information on recent regulatory
reforms. This further funding is on top of $13.9 million
that the state government has already delivered as part
of its commitment to strengthening community
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organisations. In 2002 the state government responded
to calls and inputs from the not-for-profit sector to
assist in a range of ways to make life and the sector’s
business much easier. Our government has responded
squarely and very confidently to the requests from the
not-for-profit sector through its commitment to the
government action plan, Strengthening Community
Organisations.
We need to also appreciate that many parts of the
not-for-profit sector are heavily reliant on volunteers.
As we know, the nature of volunteering is changing
quite significantly and it has been for some time, which
means that there are new challenges facing the
not-for-profit sector when it comes to its ability to
continue to deliver services to the community and the
individuals who rely very heavily on many
organisations at the coalface, if you like.
The Brumby Labor government is determined to
support community groups, because it recognises the
enormous support they give to so many Victorians.
Community groups are integral to our strategy to build
stronger communities to ensure that all Victorians enjoy
a high quality of life, no matter where they live. It is the
case that no matter where you go in Victoria, the
resilience of a community can often be measured by
how integrated the local community organisations are
into the life of the community. I know that Victoria is in
a relatively healthy place when it comes to the presence
of the not-for-profit sector in the most remote
communities, in the most isolated communities and the
most disadvantaged communities, no matter where
those might be in Victoria. We are very keen to keep
extending support to that sector.
This year’s budget also makes a long-term commitment
to the Corio-Norlane community initiative, which is a
regeneration project. We have outlined a 15-year vision
to enhance and rebuild transport infrastructure and
tackle public safety, improve access to more job
opportunities and housing, and also improve lifestyle
for families in the community, so it is really building on
community assets. Phase 1 of this vision includes a
commitment of $2.2 million for community assets in
the area. This is a forward-looking and strategic
commitment that will ensure the Corio-Norlane
community can seize the opportunities of growth into
the future.
Corio-Norlane is not the only area to benefit from
infrastructure upgrades, which have been a very strong
feature of this government. We are continuing with our
commitment to assist local communities to grow the
infrastructure that is required on the ground, either by
way of new infrastructure where none currently exists
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in growth areas or by replacing old and run-down
infrastructure in existing communities. This budget
allocates an additional $4 million in grants for
community infrastructure across the state, with priority
given to growth areas.
We understand the challenges that are facing many of
our growing communities. One of those key challenges
is ensuring that we have the infrastructure facilities in
place at the time the communities are growing. What
are the reasons for that? On the surface it is about being
able to house the services that should be available and
are made available through this government to local
communities, but more than that it is about how we can
deliver those projects differently in an innovative,
multipurpose use way so that those infrastructure
facilities become community hubs which generate
much activity and social engagement and interaction,
which are all very important markers of a resilient
community.
Not only will we continue to provide funds for
community infrastructure but we will do it so it is
delivered by forming partnerships with either local
governments or the federal government and community
organisations on the ground, and we will ensure that the
infrastructure that is delivered is able to provide the
services and facilities that are required and called for by
those local communities.
The multipurpose centres are not just about the services
that are provided from them but also about lining them
up with sporting pavilions and libraries and keeping
community members involved in community life and
connected to one another. All that really does contribute
very strongly, as I said earlier, to the resilience, health
and wellbeing of a community. I am very proud that we
are moving squarely ahead in delivering on those key
priority areas for community structure.
I would like to spend just a short while commenting on
the budget and what it delivers for the good people of
my own electorate of Mill Park, especially in the areas
of health and education. We continue to see significant
funds going to the upgrading of existing schools.
Thomastown East Primary School is one such school
which will benefit from the school improvement
program. The Northern Hospital is undergoing yet
another expansion. This time round it is an expansion
of its intensive care unit capacity and catheterisation
laboratory, which will assist with the growing demand
for those services, especially in the growing Whittlesea
catchment area and beyond. That is the area in which
the residents of the Assembly electorate of Mill Park
reside.
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These are terrific outcomes continuing to grow on the
investment of the past few years. I am very pleased to
note that we have not let up, and we will continue to
ensure that there is sustained, robust investment into the
future for the people of Mill Park and for the
beneficiaries of the community development.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to speak
on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill 2010. This is a
budget that has all the features of a last gasp of a dying
government. It is a government without direction, a
government whose past failures have finally caught up
with it, a government that knows within its heart that it
is about to be held accountable by the Victorian people
at the ballot box for its failures. The evidence that this
government has lost its way can be seen in the almost
daily announcements that its long-held policy
positions — policies defended in this place day in, day
out — have been ditched.
We have heard members of this government saying,
‘We don’t need more police officers’, then they turn
around and say, ‘The opposition has promised more
police officers. Tell you what, we do need more police
officers’. It would be unparliamentary to say the
Premier lied, so I will use the Watergate terminology of
Ronald L. Zeigler: it was an inoperative statement when
the Premier said, ‘We don’t need more police officers’,
because apparently we do. You just have to look at
some of the areas where this government has tried to
adopt coalition policies in recent months. With
suspended sentences it has tried to copy us, with hoon
drivers it has tried to copy us, with liquor licensing fees
it has tried to copy us, with police numbers it has tried
to copy us, and it has done so most recently with an
independent anticorruption commission.
The Premier used to like to think of himself as being a
conviction politician. What a sad, pathetic fall from
grace we have seen from this man. We now have a
Premier who has become the political equivalent of a
cover band, playing poor imitations of coalition
originals. The member for Broadmeadows is now the
Björn Again of Victorian politics; he is the Captain
Spalding of Victorian politics. It is a pathetic end to a
political career. This man, who once held himself out as
being a conviction politician, is now jettisoning
everything he once held dear in the shadows of an
election in a desperate panic to grab onto power.
In the brief time available, I cannot go into the budget
in any great depth. Many of my colleagues, including
the member for Scoresby, have already gone in great
depth into the macro-economic failings of this budget. I
would therefore like to touch on some of the issues in
this budget that are of concern in my shadow portfolio
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areas and also in my electorate of Malvern. As the
shadow Minister for Gaming, I took the opportunity
last time the house sat to describe exactly how badly
this government had bungled the allocation of gaming
machine entitlements. This is financial incompetence
on an almost criminal scale. To give away 27 500
10-year gaming entitlements for the paltry sum of
$981 million is absolutely disgraceful.
I will just briefly refer to the house a selection of
headlines that describe the government’s performance
in giving away these pokies licences — these public
assets — at fire sale prices: ‘You lose again — pokies
chiefs hit jackpot as licences sold cheap’, from the
Herald Sun of 12 May; ‘Victoria pokie auction a
$1 billion lemon’, from the Australian Financial
Review of 12 May; ‘Disappointing result for pokies
auction’, from ABC Online, 11 May; ‘Taxpayers
short-changed in pokies fire sale’, from AAP, 11 May;
and ‘Pokies auction delivers worst of both worlds’,
from the Age of 14 May. I could go on because there is
a litany of headlines that describe how badly this
government has short-changed and ripped off Victorian
taxpayers with its monumental incompetence: to throw
away between $1 billion and $2 billion. That could
have been spent on hospitals, on fixing up the public
transport system, on water infrastructure, schools or tax
cuts, but that is a concept that is foreign to this mob.
The lost opportunity of this government’s
incompetence alone deserves to be recorded at the
ballot box on 27 November with a change of
government.
In terms of gaming, I noticed there was no press release
from the Minister for Gaming in relation to this budget.
I think it is about the third year in a row the minister has
had nothing positive to say about his own government’s
budget. In fact the only initiatives in relation to problem
gambling that were delivered in this budget were from
the coalition. As part of the government’s compromise
on some legislation last year relating to the casino there
are a number of very important problem gambling
initiatives that are coalition initiatives will be funded in
this budget through this bill. These include $2.1 million
over three years to a joint venture of the University of
Melbourne and Monash University, the Gambling
Research and Treatment Centre for world-leading
research into risk and protective factors associated with
problem gambling, as well as a randomised controlled
trial of treatments for problem gambling; a minimum of
$1.4 million to fund 20 new Gambler’s Help positions
to train gaming venue staff in identifying and assisting
problem gamblers; $500 000 this year to establish the
Community Advocacy on Gambling project; and the
restoration of $15 million to the problem gambling
communication campaign. These coalition initiatives to
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tackle problem gambling are dealt with in this budget.
There are no initiatives from Labor. All the positive
news and initiatives in tackling problem gambling
come from this side of the house, and for that the
government stands condemned.
I now turn to address liquor licensing in my capacity as
the shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs. It is
extraordinary that the budget papers record that there
will be a 25 per cent cut in the level of liquor licensing
inspections and enforcement actions that are taking
place. The budget papers record that they will fall from
32 744 in 2009–10 to 25 000 in 2010–11, so there will
be 7744 fewer enforcement and compliance actions in
the next financial year. At the same time the
government is jacking up liquor licensing fees by tens
of millions of dollars. Is that not just an allegory for the
way this government conducts itself, ‘Charge them
more, do less’? No wonder the streets are not safe to
walk down — because we have a government that is
actually reducing its level of enforcement as it is upping
the fees it charges small business.
As recently as yesterday we saw the government slide
out a press release late in the day — it did not send it to
the Age, it did not send it to 3AW — announcing that
there will be another backdown on liquor licensing fees,
this time in relation to the fees for bed and breakfasts,
gift shops and florists. We all know that bed and
breakfasts, gift shops and florists are hotbeds of
alcohol-related violence. We know the reason it is not
safe to walk down King Street at 2 o’clock in the
morning is all the alcohol-fuelled violence caused by
florists, gift shops and chocolate shops — —
Mr Burgess — Assaulted by a wreath!
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because its own budget papers show that the
enforcement actions are dropping by 25 per cent.
Let me turn briefly to energy, as the shadow Minister
for Energy and Resources. Before I return to one of my
favourite subjects, smart meters — which I know the
member for Hastings is always very interested in as
well — I will refer to energy concessions. We all know
that the cost of energy is increasing for a variety of
reasons. We know that this places a heavy burden on
many family budgets. You would think the government
would be providing appropriately for those families
who need concessions to ensure that they are properly
funded. What do the budget papers say about how
concessions on electricity mains are funded? Let me
make a comparison of two years. At page 112 budget
paper 3 states that in 2008–09 the number of
households in Victoria receiving mains electricity
concessions was 747 347. The target for the next
financial year is 780 000. So we are seeing an increase
of 32 000 households that will be receiving electricity
mains concessions, but the amount of money that the
government provided for these concessions in 2008–09
was $69 million. In 2010–11, with 32 000 extra
households, it is $68 million. How can you provide
electricity concessions for 32 000 extra households but
have it cost the government $1 million less?
Are these the same geniuses who are behind myki? Are
the same geniuses behind smart meters and behind fast
rail? Are these the same geniuses who are ensuring that
tradies are being paid exorbitant rates down on the
desalination plant? How are we supposed to take with
any seriousness a budget paper that says 32 000 extra
households are receiving electricity concessions, but it
costs the government $1 million less?

Mr O’BRIEN — Absolutely. As the member for
Hastings points out, you might be assaulted by a
wreath. This has always been one of the greatest
examples or demonstrations of how this government’s
liquor licensing changes are all about a tax grab. It is
not about alcohol-related violence. This is about a
genuinely risk-based system. Why would you increase
the fees for bed and breakfasts by nearly 600 per cent
since 2008? The answer is that you would not. You
would do that only if you wanted to grab millions of
extra dollars.

This question was asked at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee by one of its esteemed
members — Acting Speaker Sykes, you may be
familiar with the member concerned. The government
promised that it was going to take on notice and answer
that question. I am not a member of the PAEC, but my
understanding is that there has certainly been no public
explanation by the government of how that has
occurred. That question remains a live one, and the
minister has an obligation to answer it.

We know the government is increasing liquor licensing
fees by about $20 million this year. We know the
government is also spending $20 million on fairy lights
on the West Gate Bridge. I will leave it to the Acting
Speaker to work out if there is a link between those
two. But certainly there is no more enforcement of
liquor licensing laws coming out of this government,

I will speak very briefly on smart meters, because I then
want to spend the last couple of minutes speaking about
my electorate. The issue of smart meters has become an
absolute debacle. At the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, when going through these budget papers,
essentially the only contest between the Minister for
Energy and Resources and coalition members of the
committee was: had the budget blown out by half a
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billion dollars — which was the generous figure — or
was it by $800 million? That is the realm we are talking
about: has this government wasted only half a billion
dollars or $800 million on smart meters?
All Victorians are now paying for smart meters that
most of them do not have, and when they do have them,
they do not work because the government has now
imposed restrictions on time-of-use pricing, which, the
government said, was to be a fantastic consumer benefit
in the use of smart meters. Apparently it is such a
benefit that consumers are not allowed to have access to
it until after the election. It makes you wonder how
much of a benefit it really is.
On top of all that the government has been saying,
‘Smart meters are terrific, because the way we have
organised it consumers will get access to all this terrific
information that will let them know how much energy
they are using and how much it is costing them, so they
can be more in charge of their own energy usage’. Then
we find out that the smart meters cannot be read by the
consumers. The consumers need a separate in-home
display unit, which they have to pay for themselves and
which is not even available yet. Or they need access to
a web portal, which again is not available yet. So smart
meters, which consumers are paying for, are not
functional, and when they are functional they will not
do what the government said they will. These are the
smart meters? I would hate to see the dumb ones!
In the last 2 minutes I would like to briefly discuss the
Malvern electorate. Unfortunately I can do it
comfortably in 2 minutes because there is almost
nothing in this budget for the Malvern electorate. I
suspect this government takes more money from my
electorate and the people of Stonnington through stamp
duty than it takes from just about any other electorate in
the state. It would also take tens of millions of dollars
each year from my electorate’s businesses in payroll
tax.
But do we see any sort of return coming back to
Malvern, any acknowledgement that the people there
work hard, pay their taxes and deserve a fair share?
Absolutely not. Has one of my schools been the
beneficiary of any funding under the Victorian schools
plan? Of course not — not this year, not any year. This
is a government that neglects kids on the bases of
electoral margins and postcodes rather than educational
merit. So much for equality under a Labor government!
This government has done nothing in relation to road
noise. Yes, it found some money to fund Monash
Freeway noise barriers in the marginal seats of Mount
Waverley and Burwood. But the government would
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have you believe that the need for noise protection
stops when you get to Malvern. That shows that this
government has been in office for too long; it has
forgotten it is supposed to govern for all Victorians. It
thinks governing is about looking after its own interests
and forgetting everyone else.
The Victorian public is a little bit sick of it. After
11 years it has woken up to it, which is why this
government is on the run. That is why we see backflip,
backdown, turnaround and reversal, day in and day out.
It is on the run, it has panicked, and the Victorian public
is going to see through it. I look forward to this being
the last time I have to speak in this house on a Labor
government budget.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to
contribute to the debate on the budget. Before I start to
speak about its detail, I want to acknowledge the good
work done by the Treasurer and the Premier and in
particular by the staff in both of their offices, across
ministerial offices and across government — the people
who work long and hard to put together this document,
which is again a great Labor budget.
This budget secures the state’s AAA credit rating. It
does that by ensuring that we have a budget surplus for
forward years. It invests heavily in infrastructure, in
jobs and in education and training so that people are
skilled up, educated and ready to contribute to the
Victorian economy to ensure our future prosperity; and
it also invests in community safety, particularly in
police numbers, which I will come back to shortly. It
also invests, importantly, in health.
It is worth noting that the budget we are debating
comes on top of the reforms that were announced as
part of the Council of Australian Governments
negotiations, where the Premier was able to negotiate a
great deal for Victoria. In fact the commonwealth will
invest an additional $935 million in health and hospitals
over four years. As part of that deal we get to retain the
management of our hospitals, which is important for
local people. That will mean that around
150 000 people will be able to be treated through our
hospitals more quickly, and on top of that just under
34 000 additional patients in our hospital system will
receive their elective surgery quicker than they
otherwise would have over the next four years. That is a
great outcome. As people have said, it is almost two
health budgets in one, and that is important to
remember.
In health, locally for me one of the great
announcements in this budget is the $69 million to be
allocated to the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and
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Wellness Centre located at the Austin Hospital in
Heidelberg. The Austin Hospital is not in my electorate,
it is in the electorate of the member for Ivanhoe, but it
is certainly the hospital that the people in the north-east
of Melbourne turn to for their public health needs.
Some of the people in my electorate would seek
services from the Northern Hospital as well — it is
another great hospital. The Olivia Newton-John Cancer
and Wellness Centre is a fantastic facility that will be
able to provide cutting-edge treatment for people who
have cancer and the very best facilities for clinical
research into cancer.
As members have mentioned in this house before, and I
have spoken at length about this, every week around
500 Victorians are diagnosed with cancer. The
government has developed a cancer action plan that
aims to increase the survival rates of people who are
diagnosed with cancer by another 10 per cent by 2015.
It does that by tackling some of the risk factors that
contribute to cancer as well as investing in
cancer-fighting technologies and new facilities.
That is exemplified by the Olivia Newton-John Cancer
and Wellness Centre at Heidelberg. That centre will be
for people from right across Victoria. Importantly, it
will consolidate a number of existing cancer services
under the one roof, creating a critical mass of cancer
research and treatment.
Nearly 2000 extra Victorians will receive their
oncology and radiotherapy treatment at the centre once
it is completed. That fantastic facility is being
developed out in the north-eastern suburbs of
Melbourne. The government has already committed
$25 million to that project in a previous budget, which
was matched by the federal government and by Austin
Health. It is a great example of state and federal
governments working together with the local
community to provide a fantastic facility to fight the
horrible scourge of cancer.
As an aside, but importantly, it is worth noting that the
combined $25 million that was allocated earlier plus the
$69 million in this budget will together create around
320 jobs during construction on that site, which will be
a fantastic result on its own.
Education remains the Brumby government’s top
priority. Not only have we met our commitment to
renovate, extend or rebuild 500 government schools by
2011, but this budget actually surpasses that figure. A
school building package worth $271 million will mean
553 projects have been funded in the term of this
government and will see students being able to be
educated in fantastic modern facilities.
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The budget includes a $469.5 million boost for
education and early childhood development to make
sure that every child has the best start in life. It also
provides $82 million over five years for building better
childhood facilities. Importantly it provides $63 million
over five years for a massive 3590 kindergarten places
and $14 million for capital works at preschools and
child-care centres. One area in particular I wanted to
highlight is early childhood intervention services. We
have some great service providers in my local area:
Kalparrin in Greensborough and Education Program for
Infants and Children and Norparrin in the nearby area.
Many members would be aware of the work of Taralye
in the eastern suburbs, an organisation that works with
children with hearing impairments. Those early
childhood intervention services have received a
$38.4 million boost, which will ensure that each child
who receives assistance through those early childhood
services receives a funding boost for their care of
around 40 per cent over the next four years. They are
going to receive a better quality of care from those
services. That is a fantastic outcome for the families
involved.
In terms of police and community safety we have in
this budget delivered funding to ensure an additional
1966 front-line police over five years. There is
$561 million to recruit, train and employ
1700 additional police. The budget is also investing just
under $74 million over four years to redeploy
200 police to the front line and $38.4 million to release
66 police officers to front-line roles from a Ballarat
telephone service. Between the time that this
government came to office in 1999 and 2006 we have
had 1400 police added to the police force in Victoria,
and we are on our way to meeting our commitments for
the additional 350 police that we promised at the last
election. On top of that are the additional 120 police
that have been committed to, as well as an additional
50 transit police to tackle alcohol-related crime and
public transport safety respectively. We have seen
Victoria’s crime rate fall by over 25 per cent since
2000–01, and the boost that is included in this budget
will see the number of front-line police increase by
30 per cent. Across all those key service areas we have
seen massive increases in funding.
I will return to education. A great local school in my
local area, Norris Bank Primary School, has benefited
from the federal government’s Building the Education
Revolution program by being allocated $2 million to
build new learning spaces. Those facilities are very
close to being opened. It is a wonderful facility. The
school has already done some fantastic work with its
library area. This budget funds another $500 000 to
upgrade other parts of the school. It will mean that the
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children who go to that school will be educated in
fantastic facilities. They already have excellent teachers
and staff at that school. That is an example of Labor
governments working cooperatively at the federal and
state levels to ensure that local school communities
have the facilities they need to educate their children
properly.
The budget papers set out a range of things in detail, but
what they do not set out in detail is the biggest risk to
the Victorian economy. The budget papers fail to set
out what presents as, in my view, the very serious risk
to the Victorian economy — that is, the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Scoresby, sitting across the
table. I just want to detail a few of the amazing things
that the shadow Treasurer has been saying. I think
people will understand why he presents as one of the
biggest risks to the Victorian economy. On 7 May last
year the shadow Treasurer 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.

In December last year he also said that the Victorian
economy was in recession on a population-adjusted
basis.
While the economy was going through that phase of the
global financial crisis and the government was working
hard to ensure that it was protected from the crisis as
much as possible, we had the shadow Treasurer
irresponsibly trying to talk down the Victorian
economy. In fact Victoria did not go into recession.
Thankfully we were able to see off that financial storm.
The shadow Treasurer also, infamously, caused a panic
in the financial markets when he suggested Members
Equity Bank might be obtaining a government-backed
bailout. Of course he did not check his facts and had to
be corrected by company executives.
He also made a number of false claims on the budget
surplus. I do not think he did that intentionally; I think
he just did not get the figures right. On 11 March at
about 2 o’clock in the afternoon he said the midyear
surplus was $1.2 billion at this time last year. When it
was pointed out to him by a journalist, or it might have
been the government, that that figure was incorrect, he
came out and corrected his figures and said it was
$46.2 million this time last year. In actual fact the figure
was a $85.9 million. The man who aspires to be the
Treasurer of this state is getting basic accounting
figures wrong.
It goes on. We have also had the shadow Treasurer
saying of Labor’s budget last year that it would not be
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able to deliver those 35 000 jobs that it said it would.
He said it was based on a ‘house of cards’ and ‘Labor
governments just simply cannot be trusted when it
comes to promises on jobs’. The budget that talked
about delivering 35 000 jobs actually helped deliver
around 100 000 jobs in Victoria. Most of the job
growth in Australia over the last 12 months has been
centred in Victoria. Again the shadow Treasurer has
been proven wrong.
But it goes on. On 4 May last year the Leader of the
Opposition said that the financial situation Victoria
found itself in was such that we may be threatening the
state’s AAA credit rating. The next day the shadow
Treasurer said on these forecasts Victoria’s AAA credit
rating was now under serious threat.
However, of course, as we know under this government
Victoria has always had a AAA credit rating — and it
continues to have such.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the
Transport Accident Commission).
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — We have seen on a
number of occasions that the shadow Treasurer has
been found either not to have understood information or
maybe to have misrepresented information in his haste
to try to score some political points.
He also quite infamously made a botch of the
opposition’s health policy by essentially guessing what
the receipts of the gaming auction would be and basing
the opposition’s only visible health policy on that. The
$1 billion hospital beds promise was based essentially
on guesswork and demonstrates again that the biggest
risk to the Victorian economy is the shadow Treasurer,
Kim Wells. He is sort of the Barnaby Joyce of
Victorian politics. At least Tony Abbott lived up to his
motto and took real action and moved Barnaby out of
the finance portfolio!
The Victorian Liberals and The Nationals are economic
frauds. When you look at the issue of police, you
remember that the Leader of the Opposition was the
president of the Liberal Party and the Leader of The
Nationals was part of the previous government that
promised extra police but cut 800 police. Labor has
promised extra police every term and has delivered.
The Liberals are law and order frauds. When it comes
to education they closed 300 schools and sacked
teachers. Six months out from an election they do not
have a detailed policy — education frauds. In health,
their policy amounts to a press release issued on
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18 April which, as I said before, was based on
guesswork. It is the $1 billion guess made by the
shadow Treasurer.
In government the Liberals shut hospitals and sacked
nurses. People in my area well remember the attempts
to run down and sell off the Austin Hospital. The fact is
that people do not trust the Liberals or The Nationals.
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Speaker,
when in opposition the Labor Party promised
family-friendly sitting hours. There are a number of
young parents in the house at the moment who are
being forced to stay in the chamber till the early hours
of the morning. In terms of broken promises, I think
that is an outrageous failure — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr Thompson — A failure to fulfil a commitment
on the part of the Labor Party to look after young
parents in the chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order! I ask the member for Sandringham to resume his
seat.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — It is a
privilege to join in this debate and to make a number of
clear-cut comments. Family-friendly sitting hours
constitute only one of a number of broken Labor
promises. We could go back through the mists of time
to the promise to build the Scoresby freeway toll free.
We could go to a number of federal promises in relation
to FuelWatch, Grocery Watch, the economic — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the member for
Sandringham that we are debating the state budget, not
the federal budget. I ask him to come back to the state
budget.
Mr THOMPSON — I was just illustrating the
wider point of the failure to fulfil political promises. In
terms of the state budget the shadow Treasurer made a
very good and very wise contribution in this place on
6 May. At that time in Hansard a number of charts and
graphs were presented which illustrated the economic
position of Victoria. A very important factor that affects
most families across Victoria is the widening gap
between the growth in earnings and housing prices.
Home affordability is a critical factor that affects the
quality of life across Victoria. Where there is a wide
discrepancy between average weekly earnings and the
cost of a home, young families have to work triple time
to meet the cost of their mortgage and child-care
commitments and have sufficient resources left over to
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meet their other commitments and responsibilities. This
means that for many young families who are paying
exorbitant prices for their first home there is not the
same capital reserve with which to undertake
restumping, reblocking, replastering, kitchen
renovations and the other measures most people would
confront as they enter the first home market.
The second issue I would like to draw attention to is the
massive increase in revenue raised by this government.
Payroll tax has gone from some $2.4 billion in
1999–2000 to a projected revenue growth of just under
$5.2 billion in 2013–14. Then there is the example of
the massive uplift in land tax. On the radio today a
Surrey Hills person with a mother in a nursing home
was complaining about her mother’s obligation to meet
land tax commitments when her mother is in enforced
care. Because the lady’s mother does not live in her
principal place of residence she is obliged to continue to
meet the land tax costs on her property. Property prices
have gone up, but the obligations of Victorians to pay
land tax on their property holdings have not been
adjusted on the ad valorem scale. In 1999–2000 land
tax was just under $400 million a year in Victoria; by
the year 2013–14 it is going to be up near the
$1.4 billion mark, a massive uplift in revenue.
Then there is the example of the effect of stamp duty on
first home prices. In addition to people paying for their
first home there is the increase in stamp duty. Stamp
duty revenue has gone up from some $1.3 billion or so
in 1999–2000 to a projected $4.3 billion by the year
2013–14. There is also the example of continuing
growth in payroll tax, which has gone from some
$2.4 billion in 1999–2000 to a projected level of just
under $5 billion in 2013–14. So the story rolls on — the
story of this massive uplift in revenue raised by the
Brumby government, revenue which has not been
wisely spent.
Then there is the debt rollercoaster, which has moved
from just over $5 billion in 1999–2000 to a projected
level of some $31 billion in 2014, with a corresponding
obligation to make interest repayments during that time.
As a consequence of that increased level of resourcing
to meet interest there will be less money to meet the
recurrent budget expenses across the portfolio areas,
including the important portfolio areas of health,
education, public transport and law and order.
As I think back over the last period of time there are a
number of things that come strongly to mind, including
the words of a parent whose son was slashed across the
face. He was gravely concerned about the breakdown
of community safety and law and order in the southern
part of Melbourne. When he approached me to see
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what could be done to increase the level of police and
to increase enforcement options, he remarked that the
reason he was taking action was that he did not wish to
be the next parent who had to unzip a black body bag.
He made that comment in the context of there being a
70 per cent increase in violent crime in Victoria during
the tenure of the current Labor government.
The Liberal Party has proposed a solution of more than
1600 police to be recruited in the largest recruiting
drive in Victoria’s history, as well as protective services
officers being placed on railway station platforms
between 6.00 p.m. and the last train to bring about a
stronger level of community safety. If that policy were
in place presently, we would not have had the incidents
at the McKinnon and Gardenvale railway stations over
the past week where people were bashed and assaulted.
There has been a lack of respect for the law in those
circumstances. But if there had been a presence of
trained protective services officers and more police,
then there would have been a higher level of
community safety on the public transport system and
public confidence in the system. If one reviews the
level of violence and assaults on the streets, one finds a
manifestation before one’s eyes of the reality of this
70 per cent increase in violent crime across Victoria in
the last decade.
In terms of the expenditure of resources in this state, I
have parents in my electorate who have children who
attend local schools. The parents want a good
educational journey within the state system for their
children, but they have seen the run-down condition of
some school sites in my electorate, where there has
been virtually no significant resourcing over the last
decade. This is in sharp contrast to the level of funding
in marginal Labor electorate seats within the sand-belt
area. There is a palpable anger in my electorate among
those parents who want a worthy educational journey
for their children.
There is a strong correlation between the built form and
educational outcomes for students. That is lacking in a
number of bayside schools. It is my strong belief that
more can be done, should be done and will be done
under a future Liberal government in ensuring that
there is adequate infrastructure and that the
extraordinary maintenance backlogs are removed.
In terms of public transport an overlap of factors,
including poor planning, inadequate infrastructure,
increasing patronage, delays that occur at stations and
union disputes, has caused a major disruption to the
travelling journeys of many railway commuters in
recent years. Those commuters have texted me, emailed
me and made appointments with my office; they have
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pointed out that it is not a very pleasant thing to wait on
the Richmond station platform because of successive
train cancellations in the middle of winter and that it is
not a very good thing to be jammed into a train where
the conditions are unregulated and are contrary to the
best health interests of commuters.
I have travelled on trains to the city when there have
been cancelled trains up the line, and I have seen people
who are intent on hopping onto trains to get to their
destination. This illustrates the fact that the Labor Party
has failed to plan for the development of infrastructure
in public transport, water supply and metropolitan roads
to cater for the growth in demand that has been
anticipated and predicted. This is a situation that has
been writ large across the metropolitan public transport
network.
In terms of the issue of health there was a senior person
in my electorate who lined up one day for back surgery
which had been delayed for 12 months. He rearranged
his personal arrangements and went to the hospital with
his wife for major back surgery, and he was staggered
to spend 4 hours in the waiting area expecting to be
operated on shortly and then to be told they could not
do it and that he had to go home. Some weeks later they
rescheduled the surgery, but he sustained an infection
that set him back literally months in addition to the
12 months delay between the time the surgery was first
needed and the time the surgery was undertaken. This
again is an example, which has been writ large across
Victoria, of the delays in surgical procedures and the
juggling of waiting list times.
There is also the example of waste across the state and
federal levels. There has been a waste of money
regarding smart meters. They are smart for whom? The
development and rollout costs have doubled. If you add
the cost of the increase in the rollout cost for smart
meters to the cost of the myki delays, the
computerisation upgrade at the Office of Housing,
HealthSMART, the ultranet of the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development, Project
Rosetta and the conveyancing online project, you get
literally billions of taxpayers dollars that have been
squandered.
This represents a massive level of failure in service
delivery which, if translated in dollar cost across to my
Sandringham electorate, would mean a new hospital, a
new secondary college, upgraded facilities in terms of
needed community infrastructure and many more
initiatives that could improve the welfare of Victorians.
There have been a number of concerns raised in my
electorate in recent times that have come to the fore.
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We have a minister who is advocating increased levels
of cycling along Beach Road, which is in
contradistinction to the words of the coroner following
the death of James Gould in Mentone, when he
expressed major concern regarding the pattern of
behaviour of cyclists. The cycling code of conduct
advocates 20 cyclists in a pack. There is pictorial or
movie representation on my website at the moment of a
number of instances where the road law is being
contravened — cyclists going through red lights,
cyclists riding in numbers beyond the recommended
number, the number of cyclists riding more than two
abreast and so on.
Rather than promoting a decrease in the volume of
traffic so as to prevent the risk of significant danger to
cyclists, in order to promote the welfare of cyclists and
improvement in cycling safety, it is important that a
stronger approach be taken to law enforcement and
community education so that cyclists can ride; they can
gain the benefit of their individual circuits and
individual journeys, but at the same time those journeys
can be undertaken in safety and with respect to other
road users.
Then there is the issue of public housing, where
recently in my electorate a young mother of five
children was kicked out of her public housing unit with
no provision made for her to go to a place thereafter
with her children. She has been separated from her
children for several months now, and the government
has failed to step in and redress a circumstance where a
mother does not have the opportunity to care for her
young family. That stands as a continuing disgrace.
Then there is the issue of traffic lights in the local area,
where more needs to be done to improve safety. With
the increase and uplift in commuter traffic across
Melbourne, there has been a corresponding and
massive increase in the demand for intervention
measures across roads in my electorate. Bay Road,
Beach Road, Bluff Road, Reserve Road and Balcombe
Road all have volumes of traffic that make it difficult
for the elderly and numbers of students going to school
to cross roads in safety.
If one counts the volume of money wasted by the
Bracks and Brumby governments in failed and delayed
projects and translates that money to what otherwise
could have been provided in community infrastructure
for the electors of Sandringham, much more could have
been achieved.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to happily speak
in support of the Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011)
Bill. Budgets provide a very useful insight in terms of
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the vision and priorities of governments. There are a
number of really important initiatives in this budget that
will directly and indirectly benefit the people I
represent and the western suburbs generally.
Before I speak more specifically to some of those
initiatives, I believe it is incredibly important that we
consider this appropriation bill in the context of the
economic climate that our state has been in over recent
years.
It is an important context in which to consider the
economic performance of our state as well as the
Brumby Labor government’s capacity to deliver an
investment in jobs, in infrastructure, in health and in
community services, because it was not long ago that
the chill winds of the global financial crisis (GFC)
reached our shores. We saw, and we continue to see,
incredible and deeply unfortunate economic meltdowns
in many parts of the world once thought economically
stable. There is no doubt in my mind that the economic
and social consequence of the global financial crisis
will continue to be part of our international, economic
and social history for many years to come.
Victoria’s economic performance in the context of the
GFC is not something that we should gloss over. In last
year’s budget the Brumby Labor government provided
strong economic and social leadership in providing a
buffer for our community and our industries against the
horrendous impact of the GFC.
The significant lift in infrastructure investment was to
secure Victorian jobs and the Victorian economy
against the global financial crisis. This was an
investment that was bold, it was decisive, and it was
absolutely necessary. Sadly it was not welcomed by the
opposition, which somehow did not have the capacity
to understand, or the gumption to admit, that the
government’s economic agenda was about protecting
and growing employment and ensuring not only that
our economy could withstand the threats posed by the
GFC but also that our economy was fertile and
sustainable for the purposes of future economic growth.
We need to reflect upon what are the consequences of
that are for the 2010–11 budget. It means that the
Victorian government can better support families and
family life by generating employment. This is a
government that has helped generate and secure over
90 000 Victorian jobs, and we know that over 92 per
cent of all full-time jobs created in Australia over the
past years were created in Victoria. We know in the
west that this investment been secured and enhanced
through not only things like supporting the building of
the Toyota Hybrid Camry at the Altona plant but also
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the government’s work with BAE, a project that has
already created 400 jobs in Hobsons Bay.
But when it comes to securing people’s jobs there is
always more to do, and that is why this government has
pledged to create and secure another 30 000 Victorian
jobs by injecting $9.5 billion into job-creating
infrastructure.
I know that one of the most important things to the
communities I represent is job security and ensuring
that we continue to generate employment opportunities,
and the infrastructure investment that the appropriation
bill enables stands as an incredibly important assistant
in maintaining this important economic momentum in
the state.
This bill enables a competitive business environment
with further reductions in business costs. It includes not
only the incredible infrastructure investment; we also
see a 3.5 per cent cut in WorkCover premiums, and
may I say this is done at the same time that we have
reduced workplace injuries and have not cut support for
injured workers. We have cut payroll taxes, which will
further enable Victorian businesses to remain
competitive and to create even more jobs.
Another important angle of the government’s strong
economic management means that this government can
now significantly lift its investment in the services that
are deeply valued by the communities that I
represent — and that includes things like new and
improved transport services, roads, ongoing education
investment, delivering more police to improve
community safety, and a record investment in health. It
is this investment in health that I would particularly like
to focus on.
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funding model of health provision. It has done so in a
way that has been focused on improving the vital health
services that Victorian families need.
For better or for worse I am incredibly familiar with the
challenge of providing health services and the challenge
for health services of providing responsiveness in an
emergency department context. I am familiar with the
frustrations that patients and their treating doctors feel
about elective surgery. However, I am completely and
utterly reassured by the evidence that demonstrates that
in this regard Labor governments have always tried to
invest in a way that responds to the needs of our
community.
The investment that the state government has recently
secured from the commonwealth — and may I say
record investment — will result in more responsive
emergency departments. This is not just a pithy
assertion. There will be 150 000 patients that will be
treated more quickly because of this government’s
investment. Under the 2010–11 Victorian state budget
this government will ensure the capacity to treat an
extra 50 000 patients in our emergency departments in
2010–11.
Anyone who has paced the waiting room of an
emergency department, hopefully awaiting the call of
their name, will know the relief this investment will
bring to those having to make use of emergency
departments and to the hardworking staff of our
emergency departments. I have two young children and
I have all too frequently been sitting in the waiting
room of an emergency department, whether that has
been for swine flu, asthma, croup, gastro or more than
my fair share of concussion. It does seem to me and to
those who have young children — —

An amount of $4 billion is no shy sum when it comes to
investment in Victorians’ health, and in fact there is a
reason that this is called a record investment — because
it has never been done before. Our government’s
commitment to improving the health of all Victorians is
evidenced by this commitment. It is something that I, as
a government member, am incredibly proud of.

Ms HENNESSY — I was referring to my children.
I often reflect that young children are the Petri dishes of
illness.

This investment builds on the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) reforms. It demonstrates the
ongoing commitment not just of the state government
but of the federal government to not just building the
key infrastructure to provide top-notch health services;
it not only provides funding to improve those services,
but it has grappled with and sought to resolve the
incredibly difficult problems — the problems around
health administration, accountability in respect of health
services and what is the most effective and efficient

Ms HENNESSY — My children do have a
tendency to jump off tall and dangerous things, and so
we have seen lots of broken legs and arms as well. My
family and I have spent our fair share of time in
emergency departments, anxiously sitting alongside
many other anxious parents and prospective patients,
worrying about how long it will be before we are seen.
I take great comfort from the fact that our government
is committed to reducing this wait, and I am very
hopeful it will significantly improve the experience for
all concerned.

Mr Mulder — I hope that is not you!

Mr Mulder interjected.
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Similarly we all know the frustrations and the impacts
on quality of life that lengthy waits for elective surgery
can produce. The government’s work with its federal
counterpart has meant that over the next four years
almost 34 000 additional patients will not have to wait
as long. I know this will be an incredibly huge relief for
those in the communities I represent, their treating
doctors and the staff of Victorian hospitals. This
additional support is a significant source of comfort.
This budget also makes a further investment in
providing elective surgery sooner to 9000 patients.
Again, this is yet another investment that will
significantly enhance the quality of life of patients
awaiting elective surgery. It will also bring significant
comfort to their treating practitioners. Further to this
investment the government has underscored its
commitment to continuous improvement in our health
services with an investment provided in this budget that
makes outpatient services more efficient and effective.
This government understands that waiting for an
appointment for a specialist service can slow down the
journey to good health, and this is a journey that we
want to expedite. This has been somewhat affected by
the workforce pressures that the whole of the country is
experiencing in regard to particular health specialties,
but it is an investment contained in this budget that in
2010–11 will deliver an increase in outpatient
treatments by 32 000. This investment will help lift the
effectiveness and accessibility of our health services. It
again demonstrates our willingness to continuously
seek to improve our health services.
We have done this not only by investing in this budget
in health services but also in health capital. We have
heard a lot about this in speeches on this bill, but in the
western suburbs of Melbourne what we welcome with
open arms is the government’s provision of
$90.5 million for stage 3 of the Sunshine Hospital
redevelopment. This investment will enable the
transformation of Western Health’s Sunshine Hospital
campus. It will enable the establishment of a teaching,
tertiary and referral hospital, and it will be an incredibly
important anchor for health services in the west.
Much has been written and said about the incredible
health workforce challenges that we face and will
continue to face as a nation. If members of this house
have digested and followed recent reports of the
Productivity Commission or the Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development, they will
have found illuminating evidence of what the future
might look like in terms of workforce demographics
and economic dependence. This is a national problem
that I am pleased Labor governments are confronting.

Tuesday, 8 June 2010

The issues around the health workforce are particularly
challenging in the west, but the provision of stage 3
funding for Sunshine Hospital made in this budget will
enable Western Health to advance its vision of a
teaching, training and research facility. It will enable
greater teaching and recruitment of more health
professionals in the west, and the on-flow effect on
medical research is incredibly important. It will enable
us to build and develop a health workforce and to
develop and implement more innovative and effective
models of care.
The upshot of this investment is it will deliver more
accessible, more responsive and more patient-centred
models of health-care services — those that are done in
partnership with the community. It is an investment
about which I am extremely proud, because I know it
will fundamentally make a difference in the lives and
lifestyles of the people of Melbourne’s west. For this
reason alone I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise this evening to
speak on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill 2010. It
could be said that each budget is an opportunity for a
government to determine the legacy it will leave. In
defining the Brumby government’s legacy it must be
said that it is riddled with failure and mismanagement.
This year’s state budget was yet another let-down for
Victorian families and another reminder of what this
government has failed to achieve. Despite 11 years in
government and record revenues of more than
$340 billion, the Brumby government will leave this
state with a legacy of economic mismanagement and
neglected infrastructure and services. Even after this
record income the 2010–11 Victorian state budget
shows that state debt will increase to $31.7 billion by
2014.
We are starting to approach the debt levels experienced
under Cain and Kirner with this government’s budget
forecast for 2014. This government’s legacy is one of
deteriorating infrastructure, failing services, massive
debt and wasted opportunities. The opportunity to make
productive investments in this state, to upgrade
infrastructure such as public transport and roads, and to
deliver critical improvements to services such as law
and order, health and education in a state budget have
again been missed. This budget, much like the
government that presented it, is bereft of vision.
For the families of the Western Port area the 2010 state
budget was a very brief read. It demonstrated no vision
and no leadership. There was an opportunity in the
2010 budget to deliver improvements to the basic
services that Western Port families need. Instead, the
problems in our community were again completely

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Tuesday, 8 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

ignored by this government. It is time the Brumby
government became accountable for the waste that the
Victorian people have been subjected to and for its
abject failure to improve basic infrastructure and
services.
For evidence of Brumby government neglect one need
look no further than the issue of law and order. Victoria
has the lowest number of police per head of population
of any state and spends less on police than any other
state. The Western Port area is a perfect example of this
government’s failure in the area of law and order.
Whilst the Western Port community was able to thwart
the misguided and irresponsible plan by this
government to close the 24-hour Hastings police station
overnight, there are still widespread problems with law
and order. The hardworking local Hastings police
officers do their very best to protect their community,
but they are understaffed, underresourced and stretched
beyond breaking point — and they receive no support
from this government.
What was the Brumby government’s solution in this
year’s state budget to the law and order problem? It was
a ripped-off, inadequate version of the coalition’s
policy on policing. A conspicuous omission from the
government’s law and order plan was a commitment to
match the coalition’s promise of 940 Victoria Police
protective services officers on all metropolitan and
regional rail stations from 6.00 p.m. until the last train
to protect commuters. The Stony Point line is included
under the coalition’s policy and would have those
officers at each station. Victoria has a serious problem
with violence and other crime. It needs a government
that is serious about law and order and one that has a
serious law and order policy of zero tolerance and
tougher sentencing reflecting the Victorian
community’s expectations.
The Brumby government’s commitment to health was
equally disappointing. There is a consistent need
amongst communities in Western Port for additional
investment in health care to be made by this
government. Every family has the right to be able to
access affordable medical services, be they doctor,
dentist or allied health professional services. For years
the communities of the Hastings electorate have been
poorly serviced by the health industry, yet the Brumby
government has again chosen to ignore the problem.
The 2010 budget provided the perfect opportunity for
this government to get serious about health-care
investment, yet we see another contribution to its
legacy of health-care failure. This is a government that
is content with delivering one-third of the 1000 hospital
beds that are needed according to the Australian
Medical Association, despite the fact that Victoria
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already has the lowest number of hospital beds per head
of population in Australia.
The state government has ignored another opportunity
to make a real difference to the lives of Victorians with
a disability and those who care for someone with a
disability. The Brumby government has been warned
again and again about the implications of refusing to
fund a sector that is trying to support so many families.
I have raised the issue of supported accommodation in
this place before. Despite the deficiencies being well
known to the state government, in the budget it has not
demonstrated any intention to take significant action on
this issue. Over the last year only one additional place
was created in supported accommodation services. The
end result of this lack of government support is a
decrease in the quality of service provision and the
amount of care that is able to be provided. There are
families, not only in Western Port but throughout the
state, that deserve real action from their government to
alleviate the strain associated with caring for a loved
one with a disability. It is a disgrace that this
government would so blatantly ignore some of the most
vulnerable members of our society by refusing to take
action on this vital issue.
Another shocking example of the state government’s
failure to provide basic services to Victorians is the fact
that the Somerville community has had to wage a
campaign over many years just to have its secondary
college completed with the addition of years 11 and 12.
The government has ignored this pressing need in
Somerville for years. Last Friday the coalition made a
commitment to complete Somerville Secondary
College by providing years 11 and 12 and — lo and
behold! — on the following Monday the Brumby
government flip-flopped and adopted the coalition
policy. This is the 63rd coalition policy that the Brumby
government has copied, and it is continuing its obvious
attempt to emulate the me-tooism of Prime Minister
Kevin Rudd.
The school community has worked tirelessly, initially
to prevent the land on which the school now stands
from being sold, then to have the school built and to
have it grow from its initial years 7–10 as a campus of
Mount Erin Secondary College to being a stand-alone
school, and now it will be a complete secondary
college. I offer my sincere congratulations to principal
Chris Lloyd and his staff, school council president Deb
Hollands and her committee, and parents, students and
the Somerville community for their tenacious and
ultimately successful fight.
On Friday, 4 June, I had the honour of visiting
Somerville Secondary College, along with the shadow
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education minister, to make the announcement that a
coalition government would ensure that next year there
will be a year 11 at Somerville Secondary College and
that in 2012 there will be a year 12 at the school.
Continuing the Brumby government’s me-tooism, the
Minister for Education returned from her junket to
China last weekend, found out about the coalition’s
announcement and had copied it by Monday. She is
obviously a very efficient minister! She was back in the
country for only a few hours when she did a backflip
and copied coalition policy. It is a sad state of affairs
when after 11 years in office the Brumby government
has become so lazy and arrogant that it will only do
what the community so desperately needs when the
opposition forces it to do so.
The accessibility of reliable public transport is a vital
need for the communities of Western Port. The safety
and serviceability of train stations on the Stony Point
line and throughout the remainder of the state have
deteriorated to such an extent that many people simply
will not use train services, particularly at night. It is
unacceptable that Victorians should feel deterred from
using public services for which they pay because of the
violence, general lawlessness and vandalism that are
now so prevalent throughout our community
There is also the question of serviceability of public
transport. The government has failed to install the five
sets of boom gates that are desperately needed on
Bungower Road and Park Lane, Somerville; Urquhart
Crescent; and Disney Street and the main
HMAS Cerberus entrance in Crib Point. The
intermittent failure of the remaining boom gates on
many of the other crossings on the Stony Point line is
also causing great safety concern.
The only strategy that the state government has offered
to the people of Western Port to improve public
transport has been the bungled rollout of the flawed and
wasteful myki system. Not only has the rollout of myki
been riddled with delays and cost blow-outs but now
the myki infrastructure on the Stony Point railway
stations, which just sits there unused, has become an
ongoing target of vandalism.
The budget also provided an opportunity for the state
government to invest in local infrastructure projects that
would benefit my community enormously. The
government has ignored the issue of road and traffic
management infrastructure in Western Port for too
long. The community of French Island desperately
needs its roads upgraded. Locals are forced to travel on
roads that are unsafe. Once again this area has been
forgotten by this government in this budget.
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Then there is the community of Baxter, a quiet village
that — if this government has its way — will soon have
a 1000-metre long and up to 15-metre high overpass
thrust upon it as part of Peninsula Link. The community
is calling for the underpass that formed part of the
initial community consultation to be implemented
rather than an overpass that will effectively cut the town
in half. The community rallied on Sunday, 6 June,
calling for the state government to stop ignoring its
pleas for an underpass. But again there is no intention
or plan to invest in needed infrastructure.
Baxter residents are also justifiably outraged by the lack
of pedestrian crossing facilities in the town. At one end
of the village, both children and adults are required to
take their lives in their hands to access Baxter Park
across busy Frankston-Flinders Road and at the other
they have to run the gauntlet of Baxter-Tooradin Road
to reach the shops or Baxter Tavern.
There are many communities in the Western Port area
that urgently need pedestrian crossings to ensure the
safety of all who use our road network. In Balnarring,
residents need the installation of two pedestrian
crossings. Firstly, a crossing is required over
Frankston-Flinders Road between the shopping centre
and Balnarring hall. A second pedestrian crossing is
also needed on Balnarring Road between the shopping
centre and the church. A roundabout is also urgently
needed at the intersection of Frankston-Flinders,
Balnarring, Stumpy Gully and Balnarring Beach roads
in Balnarring. The provision of this basic traffic
management infrastructure would do a great deal of
good for commuter safety.
A crossing is also urgently needed in Somerville over
Eramosa Road West to ensure that pedestrians are able
to safely access the Centro and Somerville Plaza
shopping centres without having to risk their lives on
this busy thoroughfare. It is only a matter of time before
someone is seriously injured when crossing this road,
particularly given the number of senior citizens and
families with small children that need to cross that road.
The state government has had 11 years to make a real
and visible difference to the communities around
Western Port. Rather than investing in the infrastructure
that is required to improve basic services, the legacy of
this state government has been a litany of broken
promises and disappointment. There have been so
many opportunities for decisive action on many of
these issues and each time the government has fallen
short. The Brumby government has had a choice to
make these key improvements or to continue to leave
Victorians unsupported. The choice has become
apparent: rather than a legacy of fundamental
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improvements to our services, this government will be
remembered for 11 years of inaction and an
unacceptable level of state debt.
When Labor was thrown from power in 1992 Victoria
was on the verge of bankruptcy, had deteriorating
infrastructure and failing services. When it returned to
government just seven years later, this Labor
government inherited a state that was again the leader
in most, if not all, fields across this nation and had an
economy that was the envy of the rest of Australia.
Many of the people that caused the disaster under the
Cain and Kirner governments are still involved with
this government and its policies. It should be no great
surprise to anyone that the same people doing the same
things will eventually achieve the same result. It has
only been the rivers of gold delivered by a well-run
national economy and the state government’s addiction
to bigger and bigger taxes that have, to date, prevented
this big spending, wasteful, incompetent government
from doing it all again. History has shown that with
Labor, it is always only a matter of time.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
congratulate the Brumby government on the 2010–11
budget. It is a budget unashamedly directed at job
creation; it is a budget for jobs and certainly a large
budget for jobs in the South Barwon electorate, which I
will address in the latter part of my speech.
It is a budget that will create and secure jobs for
Victorians right across the state — right across urban,
regional and country Victoria — a budget that builds on
Victoria’s remarkable job creation record over the last
18 months. In last year’s budget, as other speakers have
said, only 35 000 jobs were predicted to be created in
Victoria in that 12 months. Over the last 12 months
nearly 92 000 new jobs have been created in Victoria.
This represents 92 per cent of all full-time jobs created
in Australia in the last year, and they are in Victoria.
That is quite a remarkable achievement and one that the
commentators have certainly pointed out. On top of
that, in regional Victoria, where I live and which I
represent, over 26 000 regional Victorians have moved
into work in the last year, representing nearly a 4 per
cent increase, whereas everywhere else in the world and
indeed many parts of Australia have been experiencing
job losses.
The Brumby government has made the right decisions
and the right investments for Victoria. This budget is
one that builds on our record of prosperity and
investment. In 2010 the budget will secure an additional
30 000 Victorian jobs next financial year by injecting
around $9.5 billion into job-creating infrastructure. It
builds on a record investment in infrastructure, which
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includes $6.4 billion on roads and public transport and
$277 million on school financial stimulus packages. A
reduction in payroll taxes is set to benefit
31 000 businesses. The Jobs for the Future Economy
action plan has been allocated $175 million, while
$91.2 million is allocated to areas of skills development
like TAFE, $44.7 million is invested in the tourism
industry, and there is $13.4 million for small business. I
would like to mention some of those job-creating
investments in South Barwon.
I bring to the attention of the house the front page of the
Geelong Advertiser of Tuesday, 4 May, which has the
heading ‘$77 million ring-road vow’ and the front page
of the Geelong Advertiser of Wednesday, 5 May, which
has the heading ‘We get a new hospital’. They are two
examples of social infrastructure and, importantly,
job-creating infrastructure both for the broader area of
Geelong and for my area of South Barwon in particular.
It was announced in the budget that we will get a new
hospital, and I must inform the house that that has been
exceptionally well received, not only by health
professionals but also, importantly, by the broader
communities that this southern hospital will service —
areas from Torquay across to Barwon Heads and the
Bellarine Peninsula and inland to areas such as
Grovedale and Waurn Ponds.
We have allocated some $33 million for the purchase of
land around the Armstrong Creek area as well as,
importantly, six new intensive care beds and expanded
acute capacity at the Geelong Hospital. Some
$13 million of planning money has been allocated to
secure a site. Certainly the hunt for a site for a southern
hospital in my electorate of South Barwon has begun.
We are keen to make those announcements in
forthcoming months. In respect of planning for that
hospital, I am pleased that I will be chairing a steering
committee which will be set up in the next few weeks
to look at service delivery from that hospital. Once the
site is secured the formal planning process will look at
what services will be delivered from that important
health facility.
That is not the only infrastructure contribution that we
have made for the Armstrong Creek area south of
Geelong. There is a commitment to infrastructure —
$76.9 million to connect the Geelong Ring Road to the
Surf Coast Highway, which will be known as either
Surf Coast link or 4C. It will be the next section of what
has been an exciting project for some 23 kilometres of
highway, from Corio to Waurn Ponds. It has been a
resounding success. We are working well on 4A, and
4B planning has been completed. We look forward to
the commencement of 4B in the coming months, and
4C is the additional piece of the jigsaw that will link a
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major arterial through to the Surf Coast Highway. It is
something that has been broadly welcomed. Yes, it will
be one lane each way initially, but, as we will be
articulating in the coming months, an overlay is
currently being progressed to see major parcels of land
set aside for additional lanes and intersection
treatments. It will be a major arterial road that will
service Geelong, the Surf Coast and the Bellarine
Peninsula in the future. It is a high-profile investment in
that area. It runs on the back of some $6.5 million that
was spent on the upgrade of Mount Duneed Road,
including the intersection of Anglesea Road and Mount
Duneed Road. The Surf Coast link is an additional link
to the Surf Coast Highway. It will be signposted to
direct people through to Torquay, or if they are going
down the coast to Anglesea or further on, the signage
will direct people to Anglesea Road.
The additional expenditure in terms of rail involves the
provision of the $4.3 billion for the regional link, which
will deliver a brand-new regional line that will be
separate from the lines for metropolitan commuters.
That is an exciting project, which is starting to get some
legs in the community.
There are some educational commitments in the
budget. Importantly for me there is some $3 million for
Belmont Primary School, which will complete the
development of that school. For the benefit of the
house, Belmont primary is quite a significant statement
by this government: it was a primary school that the
former Kennett government had identified for closure;
it was a school that was monstered into pursuing that
particular line. I was a councillor in that ward at the
time.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Thank you for those
comments supporting my efforts to keep Belmont
primary open, as indeed happened. Not surprisingly,
though, with the bullying that came from the previous
government the school lost some 60-odd children and
came close to being forced to close. Thankfully it has
transformed itself into a very vibrant school and, with
the federal money and our money, that school has been
completely transformed both in terms of its educational
capacity and also from a building site to a capital site.
The other important contribution in this budget is
funding for the acquisition of land for new schools.
That brings me to the commitments that we made last
year regarding educational provision in Torquay. We
are working closely with council in terms of purchasing
the old school site there, which will be for years 10, 11
and 12. In addition to that, we have committed to and
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announced, as well as having gone to great lengths to
plan with the Surf Coast Shire, the site for an additional
educational facility in North Torquay, which will be a
primary school.
Importantly that will give people choice in Torquay. In
Torquay North there will be a stand-alone primary
school, certainly in the initial stages, whereas in the
central part of Torquay there will be a maternal and
child health centre and a K–12 facility that will give
people choices about where they want to send their
children.
The decision was made back in August to expand the
facility from the current P–9 to a P–12, and that
announcement has been a resounding success. In some
10 months I have received, I think, two phone calls
from people who are opposed to it.
I welcome those announcements and will be pursuing
those efforts, although I know there have been some
mischievous people visiting Torquay, who normally do
not get around there often. They are down there stirring
up the local community and suggesting that the
Torquay school is a substandard educational facility. It
is not hard to work out who these people are. They have
never had their hearts in public education; they are very
keen on selling schools, sacking teachers and
undermining the public education system.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — It does sound like the
Liberal Party — it is the Liberal Party. The Liberal
Party has a small number of assistants in Torquay, and
it is quite distasteful that a political party would use the
reputation of the school, these teachers and some school
kids as political pawns in what has been a very
distasteful campaign to undermine the fine reputation of
that school in Torquay. I urge the Liberal Party not to
use that wonderful school as a political pawn.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The member for
Polwarth, who is at the table, mentioned water.
Armstrong Creek will be a sustainable community, and
one of the additions to that community will be the third
pipe. Barwon Water is well on the way to making
additional announcements about that well-deserved
infrastructure for Armstrong Creek. That is where
Barwon Water is going. I know the member for
Polwarth is at the table — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth will stop interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I am keen to hear the
Liberal candidate in my electorate being pulled into line
by the member for Polwarth, because he needs to be
pulled into line. You have slapped him about the ears in
the paper, and you need to slap him about the ears
again. He needs to rule out having an economic and
environmental disaster in the middle of your electorate.
He needs to rule it out, the member’s Portarlington
branch needs to rule it out and his leader needs to rule it
out.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The member for Polwarth
is making noises as if he does not support it, but we
know what will happen once a dam is imposed in the
Otways.
The member for Polwarth needs to stand up for his
electorate, rule out completely the madhouse view of
the Liberal candidate for South Barwon. He has no
support from the City of Greater Geelong, and he
certainly would not want to go down to the Colac
Otway Shire offices and meet some of the councillors
or the mayor, because it would be an exceptionally
frosty reception.
Water has been our strength, and whether it is the
interconnector, the Anglesea aquifer or recycling, we
will continue to augment Geelong’s water supply.
People understand that one of the policy options that
has been put forward is, from an economic point of
view, a yield point of view and an environmental point
of view, mad — a dam in the middle of a pristine
national or state park. Certainly I call on the member
for Polwarth to stand up for his community and slap the
candidate for South Barwon around the ears.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to give my
version of a response to the Appropriation (2010/2011)
Bill 2010. I would like to call this a George Orwell
budget. Members who are educated in English literature
will know that George Orwell was the man who wrote
Animal Farm. I call this budget the George Orwell
budget because all seats, no matter which party holds
them, are to be treated equally, but in this case some are
treated more equally than others. For proof of that we
only have to refer to the Age of 15 May and look at the
article by Farrah Tomazin entitled ‘Who got the fat?’.
The article talks about where the budget was allocated
this year.
Under the heading of ‘Health highlights’ it states that
Labor seats received $1.57 billion — that is billion with
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a ‘b’; and the coalition seats received $53.8 million —
that is million with an ‘m’. That is one-twentieth of
what the Labor seats are due to get.
For new schools, there was $54.13 million for Labor,
and for the coalition seats there was a measly
$8.46 million.
Premium train stations received $83.7 million for
20 new stations, of which 18 are in Labor-held seats
and three are in Liberal-held seats. This is an amazing
inequity, if you like.
Of the 112 new infrastructure projects that can be
localised into single electorates, 89 are in ALP seats,
which is about 90 per cent.
This budget provides a very clear choice for Victorians
in November. Victorians can either vote for leaders in
policy development or continue to vote for a
government which, after 11 years, does not hesitate to
spend Victorian’s hard-earned taxes on spin and politics
rather than good policy initiatives. Since 2006 the
Labor government in this state has taken more than
62 coalition policies, often watered them down and
made them far less effective, and then adopted them in
one format or another.
In 2006 the state budget was $19 billion or thereabouts.
Now it is $44 billion, only a few years later. In that time
the population of Victoria has not doubled and the
services certainly have not doubled, so where has that
money gone from $19 billion through to $44 billion?
One has got to ask: where is the money being
squandered? In the past four years I have been
advocating very strongly for more police in the
electorate of Bayswater, both in the Knox and
Maroondah police service areas, which are 30 per cent
down on police members. My electorate has three
24-hour stations and I am very lucky — I have Knox,
Ringwood and Boronia. Each of those stations could do
with up to 30 per cent more members — front-line
police members — to actually be able to serve our
people and be proactive in policing, but also to be able
to react to what is going on.
There are some initiatives in place, including the
dedicated training workplace scheme where fresh
graduates come straight out of the academy on Friday
and into a station on Monday. That is terrific, but these
are not additional staff; they are supernumeraries. They
are only there on a rotation of nine weeks and then they
are out again. We do not actually have good, constant
team building at any of our police stations, or long-term
strategies in place for how to reduce crime and get in
touch with crime in an area.
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The coalition has promised over 2200 new law
enforcement officers. For the last four years that I have
been in this place I have heard the government say, ‘We
have plenty of police. We have promised extra police.
There is not a problem with crime’. Yet the recent
government announcement promised 1900 new police.
That was catch-up, but it did not quite catch up enough.
So if there are enough, why the promise of 1900 new
police? It does not quite make sense. Again, they are
playing catch-up politics. Instead of doing that they
should be trying to make our streets safe again. The
people of Knox and Maroondah are crying out for
stronger action on law and order and safety on our
streets, but the Brumby Labor government has failed to
take action in this area.
We desperately need, as I say, extra officers, but this
government has failed to provide them in the electorate
of Bayswater. Prevention is always better than cure,
and I do not see that happening. It was interesting to
hear the Premier this morning on the Neil Mitchell
program on 3AW — he was on just after 9 o’clock
speaking about the rather awful string of violent
incidents over the last couple of weeks, especially
around train stations and on public transport. In regards
to what should happen if violence breaks out, the
Premier said:
People should always call 000. They should always call the
police and the police’s job and responsibility is to be there
without delay.

That is all very well and good except if you do not have
enough people on your roster to actually have a van on
duty, or if there is one van on duty and there are another
two parked out the back but you do not have enough
people to staff the vans. People can telephone all they
like — if there are no police vans and no police to staff
those vans, there is no point in calling, because they
will not be coming.
An article in the Herald Sun dated 7 June has the
subheading ‘Awful truth: 45 900 assaults rung in to
000, 25 300 recorded by police’. This smells a bit fishy.
If we look at Maroondah, we see that 883 assaults per
100 000 people were reported to 000. However, in the
official police statistics — that is, Victoria Police
statistics — it comes out as only 460. That means the
statistics are 460 versus 883, so only 460 members of
the public had their gripes recorded in the official police
statistics. That is woeful. I do not blame the police for
this. They are absolutely doing the best they can with
the resources they have been given but, as I said, those
resources are too few and far between.
Sentencing is a great problem and no longer reflects
public values in so many circumstances. Offenders
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think they can get away with crimes, because even if
they are apprehended — which is difficult when you do
not have enough police — they are quite confident of
walking free from a court or just getting a slap on the
wrist.
On 14 January this year the Leader of the Opposition
announced that we would get rid of suspended
sentences. The very next day the Premier and the acting
Attorney-General attacked our policy, saying that we
would be locking up mums and dads and that a judge is
best placed to determine whether a jail sentence or a
suspended sentence is appropriate. Then on 14 May,
just a few months later, the government announced that
it will axe suspended sentences for serious crimes by
the middle of next year — another one of these
flip-flops. During the last sitting week I noticed the
catchcry on the other side of the house was ‘flip-flop!’.
The only problem is government members cannot use it
anymore because we use it right back at them. They
flip-flop all over the place. They come out and say one
thing and then lo and behold they have a change of
heart because it is a great policy put out by the Liberal
Party or the Liberal-National coalition and it has been
received really well by the public. Government
members think, ‘Me, too. I had better get in there; there
is an election coming up in November’.
I want to talk about education. Bayswater Secondary
College has been a source of much contention in this
house. The new IT wing promised in 2006 has finally
been given some funding in this budget and some in the
forward estimates period. The initial promise came in
2006 but no action has been taken — not a single brick
has been laid. The government has not allocated the full
amount. If by some miracle we were to have this
building built next year, the funding would not be there
for next year. We have to ask how this government can
be trusted when that funding was promised in 2006. If
the government is re-elected in November this year,
how can we trust the government that stage 2 of the
building works will be built in another four years?
Perhaps they will not be.
The recycled candidate Labor has trotted out in my
electorate has said nothing about this for the last four
years. He waited until he was re-endorsed and until I
said something and then he came back to have his
twopenny’s worth. I say to people like that that you
either love the electorate you are fighting for or you do
not. You either believe in the things that you are
fighting for or you do not, and if you do, then you are
not silent. You are there for the electorate day in, day
out regardless of your title and whether you are paid to
do it. If you are a true community lover and advocate,
then you advocate on behalf of that community
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regardless of whether your party is in power or whether
you hold the seat. You do it for the love of your
community.
I am delighted that Wantirna Heights School has been
allocated partial funding towards its relocation to
Ferntree Gully. However, there is no forward estimates
commitment for the additional amount needed to
extend the facilities to accommodate senior school
students, so I am very much looking forward to seeing
what the government promises in the upcoming
months. According to Autism Victoria there are
something like 6000 primary school students missing
out on autism aides this year alone, and that has been
exacerbated by the new criteria and the new policy
document that was brought out under this government.
There is no plan to expand primary school intervention
allocation or places at the new site, so parents are
desperately frustrated and seeking my help in the
electorate.
It is very lucky that the Prime Minister has been there to
help out our state schools. In my electorate alone there
was a $2 million backlog in maintenance. The PM
came along and bailed everybody out with the Building
the Education Revolution funding. The only problem is
my beautiful daughter and her children — and perhaps
even their children — will be paying this debt off. I will
get back to state debt in a second, because that is very
important.
I want to talk a little bit about health. My constituents
are still suffering from a dilapidated health system. The
Premier went along and sold Victoria out. We have
major problems, and they should have been solved in
the last 11 years. We should not be waiting until an
election year and hoping that the federal government
will come along like a knight on a white horse. It has
always been a state responsibility to get health care
right, and for the last 11 years that has not happened.
We have had waiting lists for the waiting lists. I do not
quite understand the silly slogan ‘A great place to live,
work and raise a family’. It is true, but not if you are
sick, homeless or have special needs. It simply does not
ring true. If we did not have the bailout, where would
we be?
Maroondah Hospital does not have enough orthopaedic
surgeons. We are deflecting cases from that hospital,
which has recently closed its urology unit. Some people
are going off to Box Hill — and do not get me started
on that hospital, which is getting about half the
renovation it was originally promised.
I turn to public transport. What can I say? Today more
services have been cancelled on the Belgrave line. The

2159

line disruption alert for the Belgrave line on the Metro
website says:
Line suspended — Belgrave line: both directions
Ringwood–Belgrave (damaged overhead powerlines). Bus
replacement in operations, minor delays.

Surprise, surprise! The alert said that the train on the
Belgrave line brought down overhead lines at about
4 o’clock, with trains not expected to resume until
probably about another hour from now — at least
midnight. This is disgraceful, and it is constantly
happening on different lines: Hurstbridge, Frankston,
Glen Waverley and now Belgrave. Our trains are more
overcrowded than ever. I say to the minister that it is
not okay for people to stand for 45 minutes, not when
they are paying for their tickets. It just does not work
like that.
There has been a distinct lack of government
infrastructure. The Legislative Council Select
Committee on Train Services has agreed with that. We
have seen an increase in violence, and I refer back to
the Neil Mitchell program this morning.
In the allocations for roads there has been no funding
for Tormore Road, something I have been talking about
for a long time. A bus lane has been put in on Stud
Road, which is totally ludicrous. Certainly a cynic
would say it is trying to direct traffic towards EastLink.
Oh, EastLink. Now there! It was supposed to be a
freeway, now it is a tollway. The long-term transport
plan will not solve problems in any particular hurry.
We still have bottlenecks at Hoddle Street and
Alexandra Parade. People coming from my area are
absolutely fed up.
In regard to the arts I notice that the $6 million I have
been seeking for the Victorian College of the Arts and
that the VCA and the arts community have been asking
for has been omitted. It is missing. Had this been a
coalition budget, that $6 million would have been
provided to save the future of performing arts in
Victoria.
The debt level in the forward estimates is $31.7 billion
in the next couple of years. A couple of years ago it was
$3 billion. There is no repayment plan in the forward
estimates. Annual interest repayments will be
$3.2 billion. How many hospitals, roads and schools
could be built with that $3.2 billion each year? How
many extra police could be trained and employed? How
many children who currently miss out on aide funding
and who could be given intensive early intervention
could be given every opportunity to fit into a
mainstream life? A lot of things are missing in this
budget, but I expect they will be announced closer to
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November, and 11 dark, long years of Labor will
hopefully come to an end.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I am pleased to rise in
support of the 2010–11 budget. I congratulate the
Treasurer on a strong Labor budget. It is a budget that is
clearly focused on jobs and the building of
infrastructure in this state. There has been a lot of
discussion about infrastructure and the massive
investment by the Brumby Labor government. I want to
focus a little on some of the smaller projects and
smaller areas of expenditure.
This morning I launched a new bike path through
Brunswick into Coburg, which is the continuation of
Canning Street, Carlton. It is called the East Brunswick
shimmy. Basically it is a route through Brunswick into
Coburg that goes for about 4.5 kilometres through
various streets of the Brunswick municipality. Its
importance for transport is that Brunswick has the
largest number of commuter cyclists in the city of
Melbourne. Cycling is a major form of sustainable
transport for people, and Cardigan Street is the principal
route through the northern suburbs for cyclists as they
head towards their jobs in the central business district.
It is important to note that the government is strongly
committed to sustainable transport options. In
Melbourne, particularly in the central business district,
we have seen a shift away from people driving to work,
to public transport, walking and cycling. The last
census showed there was a decline of 5000 people a
day making driving trips to work in the CBD, even
though there was an increase of something like 30 000
jobs. What is happening is that more people are
walking and taking public transport, but also cycling.
There has been a massive increase in cycling.
The budget commits $28 million over four years for
sustainable transport, particularly bike lanes and bike
paths. It is a very important area. It is a relatively small
budget item, but it will have a major impact as we see
cycling becoming an increasingly preferred mode of
transport for people, particularly in the inner city and
middle suburbs, commuting to central Melbourne.
Associated with that has been the better use of cycling
with public transport. There is a program called
Parkiteer, where bicycle cages have been placed at
various railway stations. Basically in the equivalent of
three car parking spots you can fit 26 bicycles. It is a lot
more economical in terms of land use. They are now
being rolled out in various parts of Melbourne and,
again, there is a commitment to this initiative in the
budget. When you look at the people who are using
those bicycle cages, you find that 40 per cent used to
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either drive or be taken to the station by car. That is
40 per cent more people who are cycling, removing
cars from the road. Also, 70 per cent of the people who
cycle are cycling between 1 kilometre and 5 kilometres
to a railway station. That is good for their health as well
as taking cars off congested roads.
More of these cages are being built; there are two at
Laverton. Also, as part of the $36 million development
of the Coolaroo station the government is looking at
bicycle cages. These Parkiteer stations will provide
opportunities for people to take their bikes to railway
stations and park them safely. It should also be pointed
out that 20 railway stations are being upgraded to
premium stations. That is an $83.6 million commitment
in the budget. There is obviously a desire to increase
cycling opportunities to ensure that we integrate cycling
with railway stations. This is a relatively small but
important amount of expenditure that clearly shows a
strong commitment to cyclists by the Brumby Labor
government.
We are also seeing the rollout of a lot of sustainable
transport initiatives as part of the $38 million Victorian
transport plan. The one that most affects my electorate
is the purchase of 50 new trams and the construction of
the tram maintenance and storage facility in Preston.
Fifty new trams are important to my electorate because
it has five tramlines. At the moment we are seeing
increased congestion, particularly in the morning peak,
as more and more people are using trams to get to
work, to get to school or to get around. We desperately
need these new trams. As I said, there is a commitment
in this budget to 50 new trams, the first of which will be
in service by 2012 or 2013. As I also said, the electorate
of Brunswick is very much a tram-centred area, even
though a significant railway line also runs through it.
A number of members have spoken about the
$4.3 billion for the regional rail link. That is a huge
investment in rail, the biggest in the rail network since
the building of the city loop. Its principal significance is
that it will make for better delivery of rail services to
Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and to other regional
centres, but it will also improve metropolitan services
by taking regional trains off metropolitan lines in the
west, removing some of the congestion in our rail
system, thereby increasing the capacity not just for
people travelling from regional areas but also those
travelling from the western suburbs. This is a massive
improvement to rail in the western suburbs of
Melbourne, an area that desperately needs good public
transport with the outer west now amongst the fastest
growing areas of the city. The budget also provides for
new railway stations at Tarneit and Wyndham Vale.
Again, these are important initiatives.
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The other feature of the transport budget is the
continuing rollout of the new trains. As members of this
house know, 38 new X’trapolis trains are being brought
online over time in Melbourne and they will make a
very big difference to a train system that has been
growing at a phenomenal rate over the last decade. No
doubt it will continue to grow and will need the extra
capacity and extra rolling stock to allow that to happen.
We have also seen in this budget not only a
commitment to infrastructure but greater collaboration
between the commonwealth government and the state
government. Part of that has been due to the economic
stimulus package which has been a significant feature.
We can see that with not only the regional rail initiative,
which is very heavily funded through commonwealth
infrastructure funding, but also other programs. There is
the $1.7 billion in partnership with the commonwealth
government to boost social housing. That is 5000 new
housing units that are desperately needed and will be an
important stimulus for jobs. There is at least one very
significant development in my electorate, which is
providing long-term permanent accommodation for
people who currently find themselves homeless. It is a
very significant investment, but with 5000 units being
built statewide no doubt there are significant
investments in virtually every electorate in the state.
This government’s continuing partnership with the
commonwealth government has seen the rebuilding and
modernisation of schools, including not only
government schools but also Catholic schools. What it
means in the electorate of Brunswick is a reinvestment
in a large number of relatively small schools. One of
the characteristics of Melbourne’s inner suburbs and
certainly of the Brunswick-Coburg-North Fitzroy area
is that there are a lot of little schools — very good
schools; schools that are very much appreciated in the
community; schools that kids and families can walk to.
Certainly they have done very well out of this
commitment by Labor governments to the
modernisation and rebuilding of schools. We have a
strong commitment to schools and a strong
commitment to training places.
In the budget there is also funding for new parks. The
most significant would be the Murray River red gum
forest parks — $38.5 million over four years for the
four new national parks. It is a very significant initiative
of the Brumby Labor government to create these new
river red gum parks. There is money now to provide for
that. A significant amount of money — $6 million over
four years — has also been provided to improve park
facilities, trails and recreation opportunities. The
government is very strongly committed to building
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infrastructure both big and small through the state of
Victoria.
We should also note that this is a very strong budget
and one that comes out of a period of global economic
crisis, which Victoria has largely avoided. Australia has
done incredibly well compared to the rest of the
world — you just have to look at reports coming in
from Europe now and the United States over the last
couple of years to see that. Victoria has done very well.
In that period we have seen the Victorian and
commonwealth governments provide very strong
public investment. That has sustained the economy at a
time through both a credit squeeze in private
investment and the lack of confidence in the private
sector.
We saw a very significant contraction. There was a big
risk of a major recession in the state of Victoria and in
Australia. What we saw was a quick public
intervention, a strong investment by both levels of
government, and we avoided a recession. If we recall
the comments made by the member for Scoresby last
year, they were very much about the Victorian
economy heading towards a recession, and he was
saying we would find ourselves in enormous difficulty.
That did not take into account the importance of state
investment. State investment in that period made the
difference. The effect of the difference was to protect
jobs and the lives and wellbeing of Victorian families.
Private investment had been impacted through the
global economic crisis, and we have seen the role of
investment and expenditure that has been taken up by
the public sector through the various stimulus packages,
through the investment in social housing, in schools and
in infrastructure.
We are seeing the continuation of infrastructure
investment in this budget. It was estimated that in
2009–10 a record $7 billion was going to be spent on
infrastructure investment in Victoria. Looking on to the
years 2010 to 2013 an average of around $4.4 billion is
expected to be expended on infrastructure. There is an
immense amount of building going on.
I have tried to highlight some of the big investments
like the new regional rail, but also the smaller
investments in cycling and in sustainable transport
which are making a genuine difference. They are
changing the behaviour of Victorians and making a
significant impact on the way the city functions.
The highlight of the budget is the increase in
health-care services and investment, partly funded
through the agreement with the commonwealth. It is a
major investment in health services, particularly in
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regional Victoria, where we have seen improved
facilities including the rebuilding of the Bendigo
hospital, but also investments in the Warrnambool,
Ballarat, Alexandria and Geelong hospitals. This is a
huge, historic and unprecedented investment in terms of
health care and our hospital system. Again it is a result
of the collaboration of two Labor governments —
Victorian and commonwealth.
In terms of this budget we have seen a strong
commitment to jobs as we come out of the global
economic crisis. Victoria continues to run at full pace; it
does well and experiences strong economic growth as
the rest of the world pulls out of the crisis. We have
gone through very difficult times. We have seen very
strong leadership from the Premier of Victoria, but we
have also seen very strong leadership from the federal
government. What it has meant for us in Victoria is that
we have largely avoided the difficulties and the impact
of a major economic crisis which continues to ravage
the world.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MARSHALL
(Forest Hill).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs).

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

Sewerage: Portland West scheme
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Water, and the
action I seek is for the minister to meet with the West
Portland Sewerage Action Group and to provide state
government funding to reduce the massive landowner
contribution costs for the multimillion-dollar west
Portland reticulated sewerage scheme.
There are 127 properties in Portland West that are
directly affected by the plan to introduce a reticulated
sewerage scheme into the area. Despite most of the
properties and homeowners having spent thousands of
dollars installing their own septic and environmentally
acceptable sewerage systems, the community largely
supports the need for a reticulated sewerage scheme for
health reasons, environmental benefits and to create
opportunities for further development of the area.
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However, there are very real concerns about the cost of
the proposed scheme for individual homeowners and
the lack of government assistance for the scheme, given
its wider community benefits. The benefits are for the
broader community, not just for the individual
landowners.
The first stage of the scheme will cost landowners from
$7286 to $74 752 per property, depending on property
size. In addition each homeowner is required to pay an
additional $3000 to $5000 for their own on-property
plumbing costs. These costs are exorbitant for ordinary
working families with mortgages and for older people
on a fixed income or Centrelink payments. Many of
those people live in the Portland West area.
When the scheme was proposed initially the Brumby
government refused Portland West access to the
country towns water supply and sewerage program that
other country communities had access to and which
would have capped the water authority charges to $800
per property. Then the Premier’s office wrote to a local
Portland West resident, saying:
… West Portland will be eligible to make an application
through this program …

referring to the Small Town Water Quality Fund. But in
May 2009 the application for funding under this
program was rejected. Again, in late 2009 Wannon
Water applied for the second round of funding under
this scheme, but recently it has again been advised that
its application has not been funded.
The reasons given are varied. One was that Portland
west was an extension of Portland — that it was not a
separate town. Then it was advised it was too large to
qualify, then that it was too small to qualify! What it
needs is some clarification of why it has been denied
access to government assistance in relation to a scheme
that will deliver significant environmental, health and
community development benefits for this region.
The West Portland Sewerage Action Group needs to
meet with the minister and seek an explanation for
these three knock backs in relation to funding under the
government schemes and to seek financial support to
assist these struggling land owners, these struggling
families, to meet the higher costs of this very important
scheme.

WestLink: community consultation
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My request for
action is for the Minister for Roads and Ports and
concerns WestLink and consultation around the
WestLink project. The WestLink project is important to
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the Victorian transport plan. It is part of a plan that sees
the west being considered for the first time in major
transport upgrades. There is the West Gate alternative
route, which the member for Williamstown and I are
certainly very supportive of seeing implemented as
soon as possible.
There is also, as I said, WestLink — a very important
component of the Victorian transport plan, which will
alleviate the traffic burden in the inner west that has
resulted from the population increases in the two
growth corridors of the west. The quality of life of the
people in the inner west will be impaired if we do not
do both the West Gate Bridge alternative and the
WestLink project.
My concern is both for the constituents in the electorate
of Footscray, who will bear the brunt of the impact if
we do not build WestLink, and to ensure that
consultation properly occurs with the community. This
will ensure that the alignments, which are to be released
soon, are done in a genuine and detailed way with the
community so that we can get the best outcomes for the
community. We need to ensure that community
members are listened to when it comes to the kind of
lives they will lead as a consequence of the increased
population in the west.
The west is a great place, and it is getting even better,
but I do request that the minister take action to ensure
that the Linking Melbourne Authority and the
WestLink group undertake genuine consultation with
the community to make sure it can fully engage in the
process. The consultation to date has been great, but the
alignments are coming out, and it is very important that
the community is engaged. I know that the vast
majority of the people of Footscray want to see the best
alignments possible, which will increase their quality of
life in the inner west.
They also understand the growth occurring in the west
both in jobs and in population. We want to see the west
grow and thrive, because we know if the west grows
and thrives, the rest of Victoria will also grow and
thrive. I look forward to the minister meeting his
commitment to the people of the inner west and
ensuring that there is a comprehensive consultation
once the alignment details are out and that the
community of the inner west can be engaged in that
process.

Rail: Shepparton–Numurkah–Cobram service
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I bring a matter to
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I seek is his further consideration of the
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reinstatement of the passenger rail service between
Shepparton, Numurkah and Cobram. This particular
line has had a chequered career. Whilst it operated in
the 1970s, it was closed down in the late 1970s or early
1980s. It was reinstated by the Labor government
through the 1980s and was again disbanded through the
1990s, despite my opposition, expressed at that time
and in more recent years as requests to the current
government seeking consideration of its reinstatement.
This has led to representations I have made to the
former and current ministers for public transport
suggesting the minister undertake further investigation
into the reinstatement of this passenger rail service. The
issue has gained a lot of momentum in the
Cobram-Numurkah area in my electorate. Last year I
presented to Parliament a petition signed by over
6000 people requesting that the government consider
reinstating that line.
I have received support for this action from a number of
people and organisations, including the Shire of Moira.
I have received particular support from Nicholas White
of Cobram, who has done a fair bit of analysis on this
particular issue. He wrote to me recently, and I want to
quote a couple of paragraphs from his letter because he
summed up the issue fairly well when he said:
What exacerbates this for us, I believe, is the fact that this
government, through Mr Pakula, has moved on from its tired
excuse of a redundant report from 2000 for our passenger
train feasibility study and is now attempting to silence us with
its rhetoric about the Australian Rail Track Corporation’s
inland rail study.

The government is now waiting for this report. He
further said that he had contacted a number of
organisations in Numurkah and Cobram — 22 in
fact — seeking their support with meetings in those two
centres. In the last part of his letter he wrote:
As always, your ongoing support and commitment to this
important issue is greatly appreciated and no doubt you share
the frustration and disappointment with the inaction of the
government despite our efforts demonstrating the viability
and validity of a reinstated service. It’s interesting that in all
the correspondence to date, the government has made no
mention of the patronage explosion on new and improved
services across the current V/Line passenger rail network.

I seek from the minister further action in reviewing the
whole process. The reinstatement of this passenger rail
service should be considered on the basis that it will be
a once-per-day service going from Shepparton through
Numurkah to Cobram in the afternoon or evening and
coming back the next day, in conjunction with the
current bus service provided to support the people in
the Cobram-Numurkah area.
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Schools: cyberbullying
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I raise an adjournment
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
The matter I seek her action on is to ensure that her
department works with school communities to counter
the growing trends in cyberbullying amongst young
people. I do so noting the Victorian government’s
strong commitment in this area and its approach to
building partnerships with school communities, the
commonwealth government and with community
groups such as the Alannah and Madeline Foundation
and the National Centre against Bullying to develop
approaches to better educate, inform and counter this
growing trend.
This partnership approach was highlighted by the
government’s support for the recent National Centre
against Bullying bi-annual conference held in
Melbourne under the title ‘Navigating the maze —
cybersafety and wellbeing solutions for schools’. The
conference heard that as part of their antibullying
efforts all Victorian schools have to develop bullying
and cybersafety policies. Schools are encouraged to
take a whole-of-school prevention approach to bullying
and cyberbullying, and in instances where this occurs in
schools they are urged to use methods such as
restorative practices and other mediation methods.
But they need to do more. In relation to
cyberbullying — and to be precise we define that as the
use of digital and online forums and other tools to bully
others in a repeated and deliberate manner — schools
have access to a range of professionals, both within and
outside the school environment, who can play a role in
supporting schools to manage instances of
cyberbullying. The conference also learnt that whilst
these professional supports are necessary, the real
solutions lay in engagement with students, parents and
the wider community on the issue. In this regard I point
to the successful national pilot project involving some
150 schools, many of which were Victorian, and the
strategies to counter the trends of cyberbullying that
that project revealed. The pilot showed that there are no
easy solutions in this area.
I ask the minister to make sure we do not ignore the
evidence that those who bully and harass go on later in
life to disproportionately deal with social issues and
other problems that can lead to violence and dislocation
from the broader community, as well as the evidence of
lifelong pain and intimidation for those victims of
bullying, both cyber and otherwise. No-one wins from
cyberbullying. The efforts of the Victorian government
to date have been admirable, and I look forward to them
being built on in the future in partnership with the likes
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of the Alannah and Madeline Foundation and the
National Centre Against Bullying.

Building Our Industries for the Future
program: departmental evaluation
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I raise an
adjournment matter with the Minister for Industry and
Trade, and the action I seek is for her to make available
the benchmarks and measures used by her department
to gauge the effectiveness of the programs, initiatives
and actions detailed in the government’s manufacturing
and industry plan Building Our Industries for the
Future.
This so-called action plan was released by this
government in November 2008, 700 days after the then
Minister for Industry and Trade announced he was
going to be introducing a raft of measures to support
manufacturing and industry. The final document
contained a number of previously announced proposals
and was extensively padded out with virtually every
page of the document containing a half-page glossy
photo.
The document proposed in various forms to assist
businesses, implement initiatives, support development
and identify opportunities, all of which are laudable
aims if they are actually achieved. It is a year and a half
since this document was introduced, and it is useful to
revisit its contents to see whether the goals set by the
government have been achieved and to examine how
the government is measuring the effectiveness of its
so-called plan for the future.
It is impossible to gauge whether the government’s plan
has achieved anything, because the current Minister for
Industry and Trade has steadfastly refused to explain
how any of the actions contained in the document are
monitored. Over four months ago I put questions on
notice to the minister regarding the effectiveness of the
various actions stated in the document. Those questions
have been ignored by the minister in a display of
arrogance that has become typical of this government.
The Auditor-General made it clear recently that the
government’s performance measures were mostly
irrelevant or inappropriate, there was a significant
deficiency in the government’s reporting and there were
limited ways the government could measure the
effectiveness of its funding. The lack of monitoring
around the actions stated in this industry document only
proves that the statements made by the Auditor-General
are sound, despite the reactionary claims by the
government that he was being negative and biased.
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This government has a history of issuing glossy
documents as an excuse for a photo opportunity instead
of focusing on finding solutions to support various
sections of the Victorian community. This Labor
government has shown its lack of commitment to
industry in general, and in particular to the
manufacturing sector, by refusing to appoint a
dedicated minister for manufacturing and by taking a
revolving door approach to the position of Minister for
Industry and Trade, with the Premier’s fourth choice for
the position now being in charge.
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the Maltese community but to all migrant people of the
Altona North area. I am aware that the minister met Joe
Attard at a function they both attended in my electorate
early last year. For his great leadership and volunteer
work Joe has been recognised on numerous occasions.
He was named the Premier’s Senior Citizen of the Year
in 1989 and the Hobsons Bay Citizen of the Year in
2008.

I ask the minister to release the relevant benchmarks
and measures for Building Our Industries for the
Future — Action Plans for Victorian Industry and
Manufacturing, and I suggest that a refusal to do so will
show that this document is nothing more than just a
Labor stunt.

The Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay has adopted
the motto ‘Keep active and live longer’. Having visited
it on numerous occasions, I can verify that the local
Maltese community is a vibrant, thriving and engaged
group of people who are active in getting the most out
of life. The installation of these shade sails would be
one further measure to assist the association, and as
such I encourage the minister to look favourably upon
its application to fund this project.

Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay: funding

Buses: Mornington electorate

Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister Assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs. I am pleased to see him at the
table this evening.
The action I seek from the minister is that he consider
favourably an application from the Maltese Association
of Hobsons Bay for funding under the Victorian
Multicultural Commission’s buildings and facilities
improvement grants for the installation of shade sails at
their premises on Collins Avenue in Altona North.
The shade sails, which have been kindly donated to the
Maltese Association by its neighbour, Eastona Park
Primary School, are to be installed at the rear of the
premises where the Maltese Association has its bocce
pitches and children’s play area. I have come to
appreciate that the Maltese community members are
passionate about their bocce, and they play all year
round. The installation of the sails will provide
protection from the elements, allowing them to play in
comfort regardless of the weather.
The Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay was created
in 1992 to address a need to provide members of the
local Maltese community with a place where they could
gather together to celebrate cultural events and engage
in a range of activities such as sports, seminars, dances
and dancing lessons. It also met a need to make
available important information on medical, legal,
social security and immigration matters.
In speaking about the Maltese community in Hobsons
Bay it would be remiss of me not to mention Joe Attard
and the valuable contribution he has made not only to

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — An efficient and
frequent public transport system is something that
should be available to all Victorians. In the last 10 years
extensions to the services that have been provided have
nowhere near met population growth, particularly on
the metropolitan fringe. In most areas of the fringe we
have almost no trains and no trams full stop. We are
forced to rely on bus services that are not always the
best.
I raise this evening for the Minister for Public Transport
the lack of convenient bus services for residents in the
Mornington electorate. The action I seek from the
minister is that he review the coverage and frequency of
bus services in the electorate with the objective of
developing a bus service plan that adequately meets the
needs of the communities of Mount Eliza, Mornington
and Mount Martha.
We have had 10 years of substantial growth,
particularly in the area that is routinely referred to as the
area inland of the highway — in other words, the area
to the east or south-east of the Nepean Highway and the
established towns. While there has been some
adjustment to the services — I am certainly not
complaining about that — in large part the
underserviced areas remain as poorly serviced as they
have always been, particularly in the Mount Eliza and
Mornington North areas.
Discussions with Grenda, which is the provider of the
services have suggested that a trial would be the best
way to determine demand. In the Mount Eliza area
there is no service at all east of the Nepean Highway,
which leaves large developed areas and a large number
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of properties up to perhaps 2 kilometres from the
nearest bus stop. One option might be to extend the
service along Wooralla Drive and Tower Road, which
is a route currently used by some school services.
Similarly, demand in the East Mornington area is
particularly high in the area north of Mornington-Tyabb
Road, and it is expected that there will be rapid growth
in that area in the immediate future. There is currently
no bus service in that area at all.
Another matter is overcrowding. Improved rail
patronage has led to increased demand for bus services.
The current timetable provides a service on the hour,
with one additional service in the morning running
north and one additional service in the evening running
south. Consequently there is overcrowding, and that
acts as a disincentive to use of public transport. I urge
the minister to give serious consideration to developing
a service plan that matches the needs of the community.

Small business: Energise Enterprise festival
promotion
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise in the house
tonight to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business. The action I seek is for the minister
to ensure that Victoria’s small business festival,
Energise Enterprise, is widely publicised to make
certain my constituents in Forest Hill can take
advantage of the many events that make up the annual
festival. As has been widely publicised recently,
Victoria weathered the effects of the global financial
crisis better than any other state in Australia. The theme
of last year’s Energise Enterprise festival was helping
small business owners and operators navigate difficult
economic times. Thanks to this government, Victoria
has navigated through these difficult economic times so
well that I hope that the theme of this year’s festival
will be something that encapsulates how small business
owners and operators can capitalise on the opportunities
that are beginning to emerge.
It was fantastic that last year more than 350 events took
place around Victoria and more than 38 000 people
attended these events during the month of August. The
Forest Hill electorate is home to many thriving small
businesses, and I know that many small business
operators in my electorate took advantage of the
seminars, information sessions, workshops and
networking events covering topics ranging from tax
issues to marketing. There are also a number of new
small businesses that have recently opened their doors
in the area, and as many small businesses have found,
there are enormous obstacles. I visited one such
business last week to discuss with the operators the
wide-ranging and varied assistance available to
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business owners who are just starting out. In particular
there is the Victoria business centre in Vermont, which
is a great state government initiative. The centre is an
authority on all things related to business, with friendly
staff who are always willing to help wherever they can.
The minister and the government know how important
small business is, which is why this year’s state budget
saw a cut to the payroll tax rate to ensure Victoria’s
businesses can capitalise on opportunities and continue
to create jobs for Victorians this financial year.
The Energise Enterprise festival is yet another great
initiative of this government designed to help small
businesses. My desire is that every business in the
electorate of Forest Hill and across Victoria should
become aware of this festival. I commend the Minister
for Small Business for supporting the growth of the
Energise Enterprise festival, and I urge him to ensure
that it is widely promoted and publicised in my
electorate of Forest Hill and across the state.

Rail: Mooroolbark car park
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to raise a matter
of importance with the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is for the minister to intercede and
complete the land swap negotiations between VicTrack
and the Shire of Yarra Ranges, which when completed
will result in additional land being available at the
Mooroolbark railway station for VicTrack to upgrade
and improve the car parking facilities there. This will
deliver not only additional car parking but could
include a second access point to the site, which would
greatly improve safety for vehicles entering and exiting
the car park and enhance traffic movement in and
around this congested site during peak hours.
I draw the minister’s attention to the lengthy land swap
negotiations that have taken place between VicTrack
and the Shire of Yarra Ranges. VicTrack owns a parcel
of land in Healesville that the shire requires and the
Shire of Yarra Ranges owns the parcel of land abutting
the existing car park at the Mooroolbark station.
Negotiations have been going on for nearly two years
for the transfer of these parcels of land between the
parties. That this process is taking so long to be
finalised is a cause great frustration for the local
community, for Mooroolbark traders, for commuters,
for shoppers and for Shire of Yarra Ranges staff.
I have raised this matter numerous times in this
Parliament, but the Brumby Labor government
continues to ignore the issue. What will it take to get
the Minister for Public Transport to get off his backside
and address this problem? The Mooroolbark railway
station car park is full by 7 to 7.30 of a morning.
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Commuters are forced to look for alternative car
parking. Some are able to park on vacant land in Station
Street, Mooroolbark, while others are forced to park in
side streets such as Wynyard Drive, take up other
parking at the rear of shops in Brice Avenue or risk
parking long term in short-term car parking spaces.
This takes up trader and staff car parking and results in
shoppers who are unable to find a car park disappearing
down the road to alternative shopping centres.
Fortunately a solution is readily available, and I have
put forward a plan in this case, but to date the Minister
for Public Transport and the Premier have ignored the
need for urgent action. It is a no-brainer, but the
Brumby government is just lazy and incompetent. It
will not get off its backside to implement the plan that I
have put forward to deliver this valuable community
project. The local community is fed up with the
minister’s inaction, as land which could easily be used
for additional station parking and car park access
continues to lie vacant. This is an unacceptable
situation. A simple solution is readily available, and the
inaction is the result of utter laziness on the part of the
government. The terms — ‘delivering, ‘outcomes,
‘finishing off’ and ‘completing projects’ are lost on the
Brumby Labor government.
This issue has been ongoing for far too long. I will
continue to stand up for my local community and
demand ministerial intervention to fix this problem
once and for all by doing the right thing and finalising
this land transfer deal so that the Mooroolbark railway
station car park can be upgraded.

Buses: Doreen
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is for him to have his department
investigate the tweaking of existing bus routes to serve
the new estates in the rapidly growing suburb of Doreen
in my electorate.
I want to thank the minister and his predecessor for
their commitment to the expansion of bus services in
my electorate, in particular through the Whittlesea bus
review, which consulted widely with the community
and resulted in the funding of many new services in this
growing area, including the route 520 and 572 services
which connect Doreen and Mernda to Greensborough,
South Morang, University Hill and all destinations in
between. These services operate seven days a week
until 9.00 p.m. The government has an objective, which
is supported by bodies like the Australian Conservation
Foundation, of 90 per cent of communities within the
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urban growth boundary having access to bus services
and/or train stations.
I am pleased to say that this is largely being delivered in
my electorate, but I am constantly vigilant, as new
estates come on stream and grow in my electorate, to
ensure that there are ways we can deliver access to
public transport to these new estates. I thank the
minister for seeing firsthand the number of families that
are moving to my electorate. Today we saw the release
of a report by the Housing Industry Association
indicating that Whittlesea North is the fastest growing
area in the country, with $480 million worth of housing
starts. That shows it is a really great area in which to
live, work and raise a family, and it will be even better
if we can ensure that those families have bus services
close to them, which is what many estates in my
electorate enjoy. I urge the minister to have his
department look at expanding those services to these
new estates.

Responses
Mr MERLINO (Minister Assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs) — The member for
Williamstown raised an application by the Maltese
Association of Hobsons Bay for a grant through our
Victorian Multicultural Commission’s buildings and
facilities improvement grants, specifically for shade
sails for its bocce courts.
As many members of this place, particularly
government members, will know, we are very proud of
our multicultural grants program, which covers the
whole gamut of work on the ground in which our
multicultural communities participate, whether it is our
festival and events grants program, our multifaith and
interfaith harmony grants program, organisational
support grants, senior citizens grants or the building
facilities and improvement grants that the member for
Williamstown raised. Those grants have increased from
$750 000 when we first came to office to $4.6 million
in this current financial year, and that figure will
increase to $5.6 million, which is a sevenfold increase
in our multicultural grants program.
The member for Williamstown mentioned the excellent
work of Joe Attard from the Maltese Association of
Hobsons Bay, and I indeed recall meeting Joe. From
memory it was at the Italian Social Club in
Williamstown when I was there to present a number of
grants to community organisations from that region. Joe
is a great leader in his community — not only his
Maltese community but the broader community — and
I can indeed recall meeting him and having a good chat
with him.
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I can assure the member for Williamstown that I will
take into account his strong support for this application
from the Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay. I thank
him for supporting our multicultural communities in the
west, and I am pleased that this application is not only
in support of the Maltese association but also in support
of a great sport like bocce. I will take his strong support
into consideration in the latest round of the buildings
and facilities improvement grants.
I will ensure that the other matters are raised with the
relevant ministers for their action and response.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 12.00 a.m. (Wednesday).
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Wednesday, 9 June 2010
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 advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 46, 47, 109
to 113, 148 to 155 and 195 to 198 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
6.00 p.m. today.
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Australia’s largest growth area. It would result in the
community being divided by an unsightly train line and
overpass; a local school (with expected enrolments greater
than 600 in 2014) would lose their sporting ground through
acquisition of their land to build the overpass; access to
Manor Lakes College and Our Lady of the Southern Cross
Catholic Primary School, with an expected combined total of
more than 3000 students in 2014, will be significantly
restricted due to road closures forced by positioning of the
overpass. The social and economic implications of a decision
to put the rail line at surface ground level would be
irreversible.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the section of regional rail
link that passes through Manor Lakes is constructed in a full
ground cutting, as detailed in the regional rail link engineering
design published by the Victorian government in 2009.

By Mr EREN (Lara) (4568 signatures).

Rail: Mildura line
PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Graham Street, Wonthaggi: traffic
management
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
Graham Street, Wonthaggi, is a main street and is used by
drivers to access roads to Melbourne, Inverloch, Cape
Paterson and South Dudley, and for people to visit shops.
Including regular traffic, many heavy vehicles access Graham
Street and this is creating safety issues for pedestrians trying
to cross the road, and also for vehicles reversing out of car
parks. It has been observed that the construction of the
desalination plant at Wonthaggi and the increasing number of
tourists and shoppers to the Bass Coast region have
significantly increased the flow of vehicular traffic along
Graham Street.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Victorian Parliament and the Minister for Roads and Ports to
support our petition and act immediately to install a suitable
pedestrian crossing at Graham Street, Wonthaggi, and to
consider allocating an alternative route for heavy vehicles.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (41 signatures).

Rail: Manor Lakes
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the Manor Lakes Residents Association,
residents and users of Wyndham Vale in the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the house the implications for the
local community should the section of the regional rail link
that runs through the centre of Manor Lakes be constructed at
surface ground level, resulting in a traffic overpass being
installed along Manor Lakes Boulevard.
The local community is severely concerned about the
detrimental effect this will have on the developing
community which lies in the centre of what is currently

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) (28 signatures).

Electricity: smart meters
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of the state of Victoria draws to the
Legislative Assembly’s attention the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of smart meters, in particular:
the Auditor-General’s finding that the project cost has
blown out from $800 million to $2.25 billion, all of
which will be paid for in higher bills;
the Auditor-General’s finding that the electricity
industry may benefit from smart meters at the expense
of the consumers who pay for them;
the unfairness of many consumers and small businesses
having to pay for smart meters before they are installed;
and
findings by Melbourne University that many families
will have to pay around $300 per annum in higher
electricity bills as a result of Labor’s smart meters.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly require the Brumby Labor government to

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
2170

ASSEMBLY

immediately freeze the rollout of smart meters across Victoria
until it can be independently demonstrated that consumers
will not be forced to pay for the Brumby government
mistakes in the smart meter project.

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (80 signatures).
Tabled.
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Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 35
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — SR 34

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Ministers’ exception
certificates in relation to Statutory Rules 34, 35, 36.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K. SMITH (Bass).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2010–11 (part 2)
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Administration of the Victorian Certificate of
Education — Ordered to be printed
Hazardous Waste Management — Ordered to be printed
Irrigation Efficiency Programs — Ordered to be printed
Personal Safety and Security on the Metropolitan Train
System — Ordered to be printed
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 26 (Gazette G22,
3 June 2010)
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Urban Growth
Boundary — Victoria Planning Provision Amendment VC67,
explanatory documents and maps
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Chattel Securities Act 1987 — SR 36

Communities in Control: conference
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I rise to congratulate the Our
Community organisation for hosting a fantastic
Communities in Control conference last week. The
conference has been held annually since 2003, bringing
together up to 1500 community sector workers,
volunteers and supporters. The purpose of the
conference is to provide opportunities for community
sector workers to network and to develop skills and
strategic capability for the sector as a whole.
I am very proud of what community organisations in
Victoria have achieved, and I am aware of the value in
bringing together a large and diverse group of
community organisations to share innovative ideas and
ensure that the sector remains progressive and viable.
Over the last six years, through A Fairer Victoria, this
Labor government has invested more than $6 billion in
programs designed to reduce disadvantage in Victoria.
The community sector has been instrumental in making
sure our investment has paid off, and it certainly has
paid off. In Victoria there are now more young people
finishing school, more young adults in full-time study
or work, more young children having health
assessments, more help for people experiencing
homelessness and more people who feel that they have
an opportunity to have a say in their community.
I think it is fair to say these achievements have only
been possible because of the partnership between this
government and the community sector. For this reason I
want to encourage the community sector to continue
sharing ideas through forums like the Communities in
Control conference and to continue its productive
partnership with government so we can continue to
achieve strong results for all Victorians.

Schools: closures and mergers
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Buried deep in the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development’s website you can find this government’s
list of schools it has closed or merged over the 11 years
it has been in power: 42 schools have now been closed
and a massive number — 144 — have been merged.
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Incredibly, 45 schools have been merged since the last
school year — an almost 50 per cent increase in the
entire number of mergers over the past 10 years.
Labor governments have got form on this issue. The
previous Labor government closed 123 schools
including, to its eternal shame, Victoria’s technical
schools. This government does not care that children’s
education is suffering as it continues to close or merge
schools after a sham process of community
consultation. According to principals and parents,
schools are either bribed or bullied into mergers. They
are bribed with promises of capital funding for the new
merged entity or bullied with threats that if they do not
merge, they should not expect to receive any capital
funding in the future. This often forces school councils
into making decisions they should not have to make.
Another sign that the Brumby government is no longer
interested in education is that the Minister for
Education could only find enough material to speak for
3 minutes and 53 seconds in her speech in response to
the budget. Incredibly, and tellingly, she then spent
more time answering a Dorothy Dix question in
question time the same day — sprinkled with her usual
abuse of the opposition. I think the minister had her
mind on her latest, and perhaps last, overseas trip the
next day.

State Emergency Service: Wyndham unit
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — It
was with great pleasure that I recently handed over the
keys to a $210 000 emergency response vehicle to the
Wyndham Victoria State Emergency Service (VICSES)
unit. The unit’s new medium rescue truck will be used
mainly during floods and storms, and replaces an older
vehicle. This new vehicle seats five and is much better
suited to assisting at emergencies in a growth corridor
with housing estates, as it is smaller and has better
manoeuvrability. Wyndham VICSES has about
35 active members who do a great job assisting the
community during emergencies, responding to around
300 calls for assistance per annum.
The Brumby Labor government is committed to
ensuring that VICSES volunteers have the resources
they need, with nearly $11.6 million in funding in the
2010–11 state budget allocated to the purchase of
additional rescue vehicles, road accident kits and
pagers. The Brumby Labor government is committed to
ensuring that VICSES volunteers are not only capable
of pursuing their important work but are provided with
adequate tools to enable them do so.
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I would like to take this opportunity to thank
Cr Heather Marcus, mayor of Wyndham; Ray Jasper,
central region manager; Laurie Russell, Wyndham unit
controller; and the Wyndham VICSES unit volunteers
for their hard work, commitment and dedication to
making Victoria a better and safer place.

Benalla electorate: health services
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week I joined local
residents at the opening of the Tristar Medical Group’s
upgraded general practitioner premises at Eildon.
Together we welcomed new general practitioners Remi
and Kenny Kehinde and their two lovely young boys,
four-year-old Enoch and one-year-old Isaac. The Tristar
group’s practice fills a void created in Eildon by the
departure of the previous GP. The practice will provide
much welcomed bulk-billing services. Remi and Kenny
hail from Nigeria, but they have already settled in well
at Eildon and nearby Alexandra, where they live.
It has taken a lot of effort on the part of many people in
the community of Eildon to make all this possible. I am
sure the whole community will appreciate their efforts.
Other communities in the Benalla electorate continue to
battle for adequate medical services. In the King
Valley, the community of Whitfield is still battling red
tape to ensure continuation of its one-day-per-week
medical service. At Moyhu, GP services have not
returned since the closure of the GP practice in
December 2009. At Euroa, we have the situation where
Euroa Health continues to run at an operating loss, a
matter which has been drawn to the attention of the
Minister for Health. The community of Euroa and the
Strathbogie shire as a whole are looking for
government support for the development of a
coordinated community service involving Violet Town,
Nagambie and Euroa health services and aged-care
facilities.

Soccer: Matildas
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — Congratulations to the
Australian national women’s football team or, as we
know them, the Matildas, for their win at the AFC
Women’s Asian Cup in Chengdu, China, on Sunday,
30 May. On their second attempt to win Asia’s biggest
football prize the Matildas defied a rain-soaked and
humid Chengdu night and a rapidly deteriorating pitch
to become the first Australian team to win the Asian
Cup. The Matildas had a tough encounter in the final
against DPR (Democratic People’s Republic) Korea,
with Samantha Kerr putting the team in front in the first
half with a great goal. Samantha is the youngest
member of the team, and at only 16 years of age she
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showed remarkable confidence and poise in scoring
that goal.
Unfortunately DPR Korea drew level with a goal in the
second half, and at the end of full and extra time the
result was decided on penalties, with the final result 5
to 4 in favour of the Matildas. I congratulate the
Matildas captain and goalkeeper, Melissa Barbieri, the
only Victorian in the team. Melissa is an absolute credit
to the sport, and watching the game I could see her
absolute joy in winning the AFC Women’s Asian Cup
and hear her pride in the team that has not only won this
prestigious cup but has also qualified for the FIFA
Women’s World Cup 2011 in Germany.
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Crime: city of Manningham
Mr KOTSIRAS — I also condemn this lazy
government for misleading city of Manningham
residents. Assaults reported last year in Manningham
were up to 21.9 per cent higher than the number of
assaults recorded in the official crime statistics. In
Manningham there were 380 assaults reported per
100 000 people in 2009 compared with the official
Victoria Police assault rate of 260.9. The Premier has
ignored crime in Manningham and has hidden its true
extent in order to deceive Manningham residents about
record rising violence.

Seymour: neighbourhood renewal project
Congratulations also go to head coach, Tom Sermanni,
his assistants and all members of the 23-player squad
which travelled to Chengdu to compete. Women’s
football is already one of the fastest growing sports
among young female athletes in Australia, and this
outstanding achievement by the Matildas can only
inspire more young women to get involved in women’s
football. While it may be a little way off yet, I wish the
Matildas all the best in their preparation for the FIFA
women’s world cup and every success in Germany next
year. Well done to this great group of young women.

Gaming: totalisator agencies
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Recently I met with a
representative from my local TAB agency in
Templestowe. I have also spoken to a number of local
residents who have advised me that this government is
treating these agencies with contempt. I now seek an
assurance from the state government that these locally
based agencies will be part of the future —
post-2012 — wagering operations in Victoria,
irrespective of who is awarded the next licence.
Local agents, who are also local employers and small
business operators, are concerned about the Victorian
government’s secret agenda. Tabcorp currently holds
the offcourse totalisator wagering licence in Victoria.
As members will be aware, this licence expires in 2012
and the state government is currently undertaking a
process to select the offcourse totalisator wagering
licence operator post-2012. My local TAB agent and
staff are uncertain about their future in this process.
This uncertainty is placing almost 100 small businesses
and 500 jobs at risk across Victoria. I call upon this
uncaring Labor government to stand up for local
businesses that employ local residents and provide
certainty and job security.

Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the dedicated members of the residents
action group from the Seymour neighbourhood renewal
project. Seymour neighbourhood renewal has now been
operating for eight years, and during this time it has
made a significant difference to the lives of the people
who live in the area, which has a large number of
Office of Housing properties.
The residents action group members need to take credit
for the success of the Seymour neighbourhood renewal.
They have been well supported by the government
departments and agencies, but their preparedness to
spend countless volunteer hours providing services to
local community members is outstanding. Programs
such as the homework group, the Totally Out There
Youth group, Vocal Nosh, a variety of activities that
involve residents in positive activities, family outings to
places like the zoo, fishing trips and much more have
provided residents of all ages with the opportunity to be
involved, meet new friends, develop new skills and
improve their quality of life. For many residents these
opportunities were not there before.
I look forward to continuing to work with these
dedicated volunteers as they move into the next phase
of their work through the mainstreaming process.
Neighbourhood renewal has highlighted the benefits of
local residents, government departments and agencies,
and not-for-profit organisations working together, and
there is now evidence of greater numbers of people
participating in training and work.
Improvements in health and wellbeing are also evident.
A key indicator of the success of neighbourhood
renewal and other programs like The Seymour We
Want is the most recent Jesuit Social Services report,
which shows the Seymour postcode has gone from
being the 10th most disadvantaged in Victoria to
around the 110th.
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Crime: defensive homicide
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — On 19 May a sentence
was handed down in the tragic case of Jade Bownds,
who died after being stabbed four times in the back
with a fishing knife by Luke Middendorp. Middendorp
was sentenced to 12 years jail with a minimum of
8 years after being acquitted of murder but convicted of
defensive homicide.
The Attorney-General introduced the defensive
homicide law in 2005. It is supposed to apply where a
person believes their actions are in self-defence but
without reasonable grounds. Without the 2005 changes
the person would be guilty of murder, whereas if the
person believed on reasonable grounds that they were
acting in self-defence, they would not be guilty of any
offence.
It is clear the defensive homicide law is not working as
it should. It seems bizarre that someone like
Middendorp could escape conviction for murder after
inflicting such repeated injuries on a victim barely half
his size, and that someone like Gordon Spark can plead
guilty to defensive homicide after killing his
grandfather with a baseball bat, dismembering him with
an axe and pocketing $8000 in cash.
The law urgently needs to be reviewed, not by
Department of Justice (DOJ) public servants but by a
practitioner experienced in the practical operation of the
criminal law, someone who can examine exactly what
has happened in cases to date and work out if the
problems lie with the drafting of the law, how the cases
are being conducted, or the directions to juries.
It is also concerning that the Attorney-General claimed
before the PAEC (Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee) that if defensive homicide did not exist,
people could raise self-defence successfully and get off
scot-free, when the Attorney-General either knew or
ought to have known that that was untrue. He also
failed to disclose the DOJ review to PAEC despite
subsequently telling the Sunday Age, as reported on
30 May, that the review had started the previous month.

Emergency services: shire of Hepburn
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I was pleased to
join the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
recently in Daylesford for the opening of the new
ambulance and State Emergency Service stations. At
the opening of the $850 000 SES facility built to meet
the needs of the recently established Hepburn shire
Victoria SES unit, David Wellings, the SES unit
controller, and his 29 active volunteers expressed their
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delight with the new facilities, which will serve them
and the Hepburn community well as they attend
callouts.
Likewise, Barry Nicholls and Wayne Dawkins, the two
paramedics at Daylesford, and the four community
ambulance officers were very proud of their new
modern $1 million facility, co-located with the SES
station on the Midland Highway site. The new
ambulance station will allow for the Daylesford
ambulance service to grow over coming years so that it
can continue to serve the community well into the
future.

Police: Daylesford station
Mr HOWARD — I was also very pleased to go
with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
visit the Daylesford police station to speak with
Sergeant Andrew Guiney and Senior Constable Ian
Wallace about the recent budget announcement of a
new $2 million police station which will also be built
on the same site as the new ambulance and State
Emergency Service stations, establishing a new
emergency services precinct. The Brumby government
is clearly delivering well for Daylesford and the
Hepburn community’s emergency services, as it is also
doing for education, health, sport and recreation
facilities both there and across my electorate.

Mitchell River: proposed dam
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — In the last
member’s statement I made in this place I congratulated
an honourable member for Eastern Victoria Region,
Phil Davis, on his efforts to bring some common sense
to the Mitchell River dam debate. In what can only be
described as a push poll, he has obviously convinced
The Nationals of their folly with the irrational dam
plans. For over a decade The Nationals have played
politics and misled community leaders and farmers in
the Mitchell and Lindenow valleys on their capacity to
deliver a dam on the Mitchell River. The Nationals now
want to shoot the messenger.
At a recent function in East Gippsland the vitriol and
anger directed at Phil Davis by one local Nationals MP
had to be seen to be believed. Now that The Nationals
have accepted the position that I clearly articulated in
1999 as the best and only environmentally sustainable
solution to essential water security for the Mitchell
River irrigators they should apologise to the people they
have misled for so long.
Over 1000 jobs and investment in this irrigation area
have been held to ransom by The Nationals’ continual
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promises that they knew they had no capacity to deliver
and did not. Now hopefully the irrigators and the
community can come back to investing in the essential
industry for the future of our region.

Blue Hills Rise, Cranbourne East: facilities
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It was with pleasure
that I was part of the official opening ceremony for The
Club at Blue Hills Rise retirement village. The
multi-award winning Blue Hills Rise consists of
approximately 273 units and 16 apartments designed
for independent living. Blue Hills Rise is situated on
more than 50 acres in the Cranbourne East area of my
electorate and includes modern facilities such as a
country club, a cafe and restaurant, a swimming pool
and indoor and outdoor activity areas. It is more like a
holiday resort than a retirement village.

Cranbourne: town centre access
Mr PERERA — It was also with pleasure that I
represented the Minister for Roads and Ports recently in
officially launching the Linking Cranbourne Town
Centre to the Community project. Highlights of the
project include pedestrian-operated traffic signals on
South Gippsland Highway at the Cranbourne rail
station; a pedestrian refuge and pedestrian crossings at
Station and Arundel streets; an improved hard-standing
area, shelter and bicycle rails at the regional bus
interchange on Lyall Street; a dedicated bicycle path
along the north side of Lyall Street; and a shared path
along the south side of New Holland Drive linking to
an existing shared path on Berwick-Cranbourne Road.
This $582 750 project was jointly funded by the
Brumby Labor government’s TravelSmart and Local
Area Access program grants and the City of Casey.

Liquor licensing: fees
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Following extensive
lobbying from the coalition on behalf of Victorian
businesses and community clubs and organisations, the
Brumby government has finally conceded that its
risk-based liquor licence fee system is flawed. In a
media release of Monday this week the Minister for
Consumer Affairs stated that from 2011, bed and
breakfasts, florists and gift-maker businesses will no
longer have to pay liquor licence renewal fees.
Coalition members of this house have raised countless
examples of small businesses and community
organisations that have been caught up in the Brumby
government’s so-called risk-based liquor laws when it
was patently clear that many businesses and community
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clubs caused absolutely no risk in terms of
alcohol-fuelled violence.
I have previously made representations on behalf of
Tiffany’s Florist and Gift Shoppe based in Traralgon,
which on the odd occasion has provided a bottle of
champagne to supplement a bouquet on a wedding day.
For the privilege it suffered a 475 per cent increase in
its liquor licence fees. Despite the minister’s backflip
on Monday, there are still many other non-risk-based
businesses and clubs scratching their heads. For
example, the Traralgon Croquet Club has seen its BYO
licence fees more than double, while the Yinnar Art
Resource Collective, which is an art gallery, has
experienced a 326 per cent increase in fees under this
government’s risk-based liquor laws. They are hardly
troublemaking venues, one would have thought.
One hopes that on further reflection the minister will
ensure that the likes of the Traralgon Croquet Club and
the Yinnar ARC are not further punished by his
ill-conceived liquor licence laws.

Mordialloc electorate: Pierre de Coubertin
sport awards
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to
congratulate the outstanding recipients in my local area
of the 2010 Pierre de Coubertin awards. These awards
are a joint initiative of the Victorian Olympic Council
and the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development.
The awards have taken place on an annual basis since
1998. They were initiated to recognise student sporting
achievements and student endeavours which are
consistent with the aims of the Olympic movement —
sportsmanship, teamwork, fair play and initiative. The
awards are named after the founder of the International
Olympic Committee, considered the father of the
modern Olympic Games.
Every year all secondary schools across Victoria,
including non-government schools, are invited to
nominate just one recipient from years 10, 11 or 12 to
receive the award. Each nominee must participate
actively in the school’s physical education program
with a consistently positive attitude and must have
represented the school in the sport and also submitted a
literary endeavour. Congratulations to Maddie Payne
from Cheltenham Secondary College, Melanie Killian
from Mentone Girls Grammar School, Tegan Ward
from Mentone Girls Secondary College, Marcel
Walkington from Mentone Grammar, Gavin Scott from
Parkdale Secondary College, and Courtney Price from
Sandringham College. I would also like to quickly
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acknowledge Trevor Stevens from Mentone Grammar
and all his work in sport over many years of dedicated
service as a teacher.

Roads: Kilsyth electorate
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — When is the Minister
for Roads and Ports going to commit some
much-needed road funding to road safety projects in my
electorate? Every time I write to the minister I receive
the same standard response: that road projects will be
considered in line with statewide priorities. That has
been the same response for years.
I note contained in the interface councils’ submission to
the state budget were a number of very important road
projects that many in my local community are waiting
to see delivered. We know Melbourne will be home to
5 million people a decade earlier than previously
anticipated. Through the policy document
Melbourne @ 5 Million the state government has
outlined the implications of this growth for
Melbourne’s future settlement pattern.
These population projections and growth at current
rates will see interface areas like Yarra Ranges face
greater challenges in the future. One of these challenges
is the road network and traffic congestion. Therefore I
urge the state government to focus on the adequate and
timely development of community infrastructure
including public transport links and adequate road
infrastructure.
In relation to road-based transportation we continue to
see increased congestion in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne, and we urgently need investment in our
outer suburban roads. The 2009 interface arterial-city
shaping roads list outlines the following projects for
priority construction: Liverpool Road to Mount
Dandenong Road on Canterbury Road, Montrose —
the construction of a third lane on both carriageways;
Brice Avenue and Cardigan Road on Hull Road,
Mooroolbark — intersection signals at an estimated
cost of $1 million; the Swansea Road intersection on
Mount Dandenong Road, Montrose — traffic lights
with or in place of the existing roundabout at an
estimated $3 million; the Cambridge Road intersection
with Swansea Road, Lilydale — installation of traffic
signals at $1 million.
This priority list has been presented to Minister Pallas. I
call on the minister to invest in the arterial roads to
manage the increased congestion in our local suburban
areas.
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Youth: night driving curfew
Mr HODGETT — On another matter, young
drivers in my community are disturbed that the
government has been considering a night curfew for
young drivers.

Ben Eccles
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I have
great pleasure in informing the house of a wonderful
sporting achievement by one of my young constituents.
Torquay 15-year-old golfer Ben Eccles recently
smashed the Torquay Sands golf course record with an
astounding round of 63 on what is a tricky layout. The
year 10 student who plays off a handicap of plus-3
clearly has a professional career in the making. He put
himself in the position of having to add shots to his
score rather than taking off shots like the average player
or hack. Ben’s score beat his previous best of 66, which
is simply outstanding.
Ben also recently represented Victoria at last month’s
Australian schools championship — a fantastic
achievement considering he has only played golf for six
years. Such is Ben’s passion for golf that despite the
remarkable record score he showed up for work that
afternoon at The Sands pro shop, cleaning carts and
picking up range balls. I believe from media reports that
Ben’s father, Mark, is no slouch with the golf clubs
either, yet Ben was able to outscore him at the tender
age of 13.
Ben was recently quoted in the Geelong Advertiser as
having said, ‘It’s good to get out of the house’. I
applaud that, as I believe sport is a great way for people
of all ages to keep themselves mentally and physically
fit and healthy. I am sure keen golfers in this house will
applaud Ben’s achievements to date and would not be
surprised to one day see him on the professional tour
with the likes of Australian golfer Adam Scott or world
champion Tiger Woods. I certainly congratulate Ben
for his remarkable achievement and wish him the best
of luck as he pursues his dream of a professional golf
career.

Soccer: Matildas and Socceroos
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I also congratulate the
Matildas for their success at the AFC Women’s Asian
Cup. On behalf of the very strong soccer community in
my electorate of South Barwon, the Surf Coast Soccer
Club, Barwon Heads Soccer Club and Barwon Soccer
Club, I wish the Socceroos the best of luck in the World
Cup.
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United Firefighters Union: printed material
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
raise a matter of concern regarding the activities in my
electorate of the United Firefighters Union. It has come
to my attention, after I was approached by concerned
residents, that the UFU has been distributing material in
Rowville, attacking the competency and dedication of
local CFA (Country Fire Authority) volunteers, many
of whom risked their lives fighting fires right across the
state on Black Saturday.
I, like many in my community, am appalled by this
scurrilous attack on the hardworking CFA volunteers. I
stand in this place, proud of the hard work of these
dedicated men and women, and call upon the UFU to
apologise to the many volunteers throughout Knox who
have given freely of their time to protect our local
community.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr WAKELING — Recently a constituent who
contacted my office was deeply concerned for the
welfare of her husband at the Angliss Hospital. After a
short stay in the Angliss he was moved into transitional
care, and then he was moved into a nursing home.
During this period, his injured foot had become
increasingly worse to the point that his specialist
diagnosed him with gangrene in his foot, which was
moving into his leg, and prescribed immediate surgery.
He waited for more than two more weeks at the Angliss
Hospital, which had failed to move him to Box Hill
Hospital for surgery, due apparently to its inability to
find a bed. At this time the gentleman’s wife became
concerned for his life and contacted my office. On
hearing her story I was naturally appalled and
intervened immediately on her behalf, speaking to the
relevant authorities at the Angliss. Within 3 hours her
husband was seen by a surgeon. The same day he was
moved to Box Hill Hospital, and the next morning he
received the potentially life-saving surgery he was in
need of.
This is an appalling situation. Injured Victorians should
not have to contact their local members of Parliament to
ensure that they receive necessary medical treatment.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

National Seniors Australia: Frankston morning
tea
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — On Friday,
28 May, National Seniors Australia’s Frankston branch
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held a very special event as part of the cancer council’s
Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea. I was very pleased to
be able to attend and take part. Members of the club did
a tremendous job of collecting auction and raffle prizes
from local businesses, which in turn generously
contributed. The club raised $3486 for cancer
research — a huge effort from a fantastic group of local
seniors.
It is important to acknowledge the extra special efforts
of president Carol Pulis and her husband Joseph and
also the committee and members, who provided so
much. A highlight was auctioneer Roy and his trusty
assistant Dick, who not only sold all the donated items
but provided so much entertainment as well.

Frankston electorate: government funding
Dr HARKNESS — In recent weeks a number of
very exciting announcements have been made in
Frankston. The sports minister visited Frankston to
announce $100 000 from the Brumby Labor
government’s Strengthening the World Game program
for the $1 million redevelopment of the soccer pavilion
at Baxter Park.
The minister also met with Frankston High School
students and provided $100 000 to be shared amongst
nine local schools, allowing the promotion of young
Victorians’ involvement in volunteering and youth-led
projects.
Frankston City Council has received $109 800 of
funding from the Victorian government as part of the
taxi rank safety program to improve closed-circuit
television, lighting, seating and shelter at the Davey
Street taxi rank. I encourage the council to apply for
funding for the Young Street taxi rank as well under
round 2 of this program.

Police: confidential information
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — There are very real
problems today in Victoria Police. Today’s revelations
that Simon Overland has become embroiled in further
scandal does nothing to restore the status of the office
of chief commissioner and further adds weight to the
coalition’s call for a properly constituted and properly
resourced independent, broadbased anticorruption
commission.
Today’s latest revelations come on the back of a sudden
and unacceptable change in the conduct of the Victoria
Police FOI unit, which has succumbed to pressure from
the Brumby Labor government to circumvent coalition
attempts to find out exactly what is going on because it
might be embarrassing to Labor. It is of grave concern
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that Labor is being advised of and monitoring
opposition FOI applications to any Victorian
department.
Labor’s influence on this supposed independent process
is clearly part of a concerted strategy to frustrate
applicants’ attempts to uncover evidence that could be
embarrassing to Labor in the lead-up to the election.
Earlier this week there were further revelations that
official police statistics did not even come close to
correlating with 000 statistics.
Victoria deserves better than the wholly incompetent
approach to policing of the Premier and the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. Victoria deserves
better than a government which puts politics before
proper policing. As a former serving member of
Victoria Police, I lament the further tarnishing of that
great organisation’s name and reputation. Victorians
and hardworking front-line police deserve better than
this when it comes to the management of the police
force.

Crime: exploitation
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — Recently I received a
phone call from a family member regarding the
Cumbria murders that members may be aware of. It
turns out distant relatives of mine — a husband and
wife — were murdered during those tragic events. I
raise this matter solely because it brought home the
impact murder and other despicable crimes have on
families. It also made me reflect upon the industry
which has developed essentially around the
pornography of crime and violence whereby true crime
books, novels and television programs seek to profit
from glamorising the crimes and despicable acts of
drug dealers, murderers, serial killers and persons who
commit acts of random violence. While we have laws
which restrict the ability of persons to profit from their
own crimes, an industry has developed which frankly
glamorises terrible and shocking crimes, which have
terrible impacts on families not only in this state but
across the country and the world.
I think there is a moral obligation, if not a legal one, on
some persons who profit from glorifying crime and
despicable activities to at least consider donating some
of the profits from their publications and programs to
the victims of the crimes they seek to exploit for their
own profit.

Melbourne Theatre Company: Richard III
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for the Arts) —
Simon Phillips, the Melbourne Theatre Company
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artistic director, and the MTC have once again
succeeded, with the current compelling production of
Richard III. Richard III is one of Shakespeare’s great
essays on power, and this production is completely at
home in its West Wing setting in the corridors of power
and amidst the rules of today’s global political
landscape.
Richard III is another example of the artistic excellence
we have come to expect from Australia’s oldest
professional theatre company and one of our flagship
performing arts companies. Simon Phillips, who is the
director of Richard III and the artistic director of the
MTC, is one of Melbourne’s great creative talents who
is sought after all around the world. As soon as
Richard III opened Simon had to fly to New York to
direct a workshop for a new musical, An Officer and a
Gentleman. While he was there he launched the
Toronto season of Priscilla Queen of the Desert — The
Musical, which will open later this year, and he
conducted auditions for the Broadway production of
Priscilla, which will open in 2011. Before then he has
two more MTC plays to direct, including a new work
entitled Song for Nobody. He is also using the
Broadway model for the first time: the play will have
an out of town tryout at the newly refurbished Geelong
Performing Arts Centre. This is a great opportunity for
Geelong residents to be the first in the world to see
Simon’s newest production. I encourage them all to
attend. It will be a great event not only for them but for
the MTC.

Breast cancer: Rose Clinic screening service
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
Congratulations to David Jones, the Brumby Labor
government and St Vincent’s Hospital on the
establishment of the Rose Clinic breast screening
service in Melbourne’s CBD. Located on the lingerie
and womenswear floor at DJs, the service will screen
7000 women a year. Free walk-in appointments are
available. This is a great initiative for the better health
of the women of Victoria. Thanks also to Megan Gale
for her beautiful support.

Soccer: Matildas
Ms GRALEY — Go girls! Congratulations to the
members of the Matildas soccer team on their
outstanding victory in the AFC Women’s Asian Cup.
They are a great group of young women leading the
way and showing that sport is a terrific way to not only
keep fit but to experience great leadership and skills on
the soccer field.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. The time for members to
make statements has now concluded.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Liberal-Nationals coalition: regional growth
fund
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the member for
Gippsland South proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Victorian Liberal-Nationals
coalition on its far-sighted policy commitment to establish a
$1 billion regional growth fund for the benefit of regional and
rural Victoria.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is with
great pride that I raise this matter of public importance
today, because this is an enormous step for rural and
regional Victoria. We are very proud of what we have
been able to announce, proud of the fact that we have
developed the policy in company with the Liberal
Party, proud of the fact that the Liberal-Nationals
coalition will take this policy to the next election, proud
of the fact that we have again led the field in relation to
this important issue and proud of the fact that I was able
to make this critically important announcement in the
course of The Nationals’ state conference at Wangaratta
last weekend.
This is by any standards a magnificent initiative. I want
to outline the primary features of it. This is a $1 billion
fund to be committed to over a period of eight years,
which will be the first two terms of our government
should it be — and hopefully it will be — that we win
the election in November this year. The 48 councils
which are defined in the Local Government Act as
being rural and regional municipalities will be able to
share in this fund. This includes the bigger ones, the
smaller ones and those in the middle; all 48 of them
will have access to this great fund.
The fund will be very flexible in its application. It will
fill the gaps. How frustrating it has been for our people
over the years to hear that after putting forward a good
idea they have not been able to have funding supplied
because apparently it did not fit within departmental
guidelines. They are strict guidelines through which
funds are often provided, and they run in silos. This
new fund will be flexible, and it will fill the gaps. It will
be enshrined in legislation. Its objectives will be
appropriate to the cause. This will come about by
creating jobs, improving career opportunities for
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regional Victorians and creating increased investment
in regional Victoria through leveraged funding — I
emphasise leveraged funding. The fund will strengthen
the economic base of our communities. It will provide
better infrastructure facilities and services in
partnerships with communities, private enterprise, local
government and the commonwealth. In all of that there
will be non-government organisations in all their
various forms. They are the broad objectives of this
fund.
Importantly, this fund will be driven from the ground
up using the services of the existing five regional
development committees throughout country Victoria.
They do great work. We intend to build upon that work
by empowering these committees.
These committees will not only be able to propose
projects they believe are important for their areas, they
will be able to drive investment into those projects
through the use of this fund. I instance the committee
we have in Gippsland. It comprises Richard Elkington,
Angela Hutson, Alex Arbuthnot, Paul Buckley, Jennie
Deane, Steve Kozlowski, Jon McNaught, Richard Rijs,
Owen Trumper and Nicola Watts. All these people
individually make terrific contributions to the various
elements of their involvement with community and
collectively they perform a very important role as a
regional development committee. We intend to ensure
that regional development committees continue their
good work, but not only in the way they have been
established at the moment. In addition to simply
nominating ideas and promoting those ideas to
government, these committees will be empowered to
allocate the funding that is going to be used for the
purposes of leveraging additional investment into the
implementation of the respective projects.
This is a major shift in the way these committees have
previously been able to work, and the other four
committees in rural and regional Victoria will likewise
be able to do this. The committees will have the use of
40 per cent of this $1 billion fund over the eight years.
Accordingly, allowing for the unders and overs, over
that eight years each of the five committees will be able
to employ in their own areas about $10 million a year to
back what they prioritise as being important to them for
the purposes of the advancement of rural and regional
Victoria. These will be local projects that are pertinent
to their respective areas.
In addition to that, the chairs of the five committees will
come to the table in company with the minister for the
purposes of being able to deal with the remaining
60 per cent of the fund. This remaining 60 per cent will
be dedicated to more statewide strategic issues, and the
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chairs will have their place at the table, advising
government directly as to how that funding would best
be used. If I were appointed to this critical role, as
minister I would have the task of signing off on all
these projects, because of course that is a ministerial
responsibility. Auditors-general require accountability
from government, and in the incoming government
there will be accountability. It will separate us from that
lot over there at the moment, because they do not
understand the meaning of the word. Accountability is
something which escapes them.

the fund can be used to help the future growth of
regional and rural Victoria.

We are going to be accountable for it, and we will make
sure that Victorians get the very best value for their
money. The projects will have to meet evaluation
criteria. The projects will be based on the back of
leveraging additional funding. We want this $1 billion
to become $2 billion, to become $3 billion. We want to
use it as a catalyst for the purposes that will be able to
add to the growth of country Victoria. It will
supplement existing funding. It will be in addition to
existing departmental funding. It will be added on top
of the funding that is there now. It will not pay
recurrent costs, it will not pay salaries and wages and it
will not pay the full cost of projects. It will be used to
leverage additional funding. It will not pay for
retrospective commitments and retrospective projects.
It will not pay down that debt of local government or
any other enterprise. That is not what it is intended for.
It will be for the regional cities all the way through to
the small towns.

This regional growth fund would address the issue of
natural gas connections right through South Gippsland;
it would extend the state’s capacity to connect natural
gas. It would enable a marina to be built at Loch Sport
and would assist in the construction of a much-needed
child-care facility at Yarram. The fund would not
simply pay the recurrent costs or salaries of people who
work in that facility but would be used to actually build
it.

When I spoke last Saturday I emphasised the
importance of population growth and the importance of
that whole debate for our great state. We should not shy
away from that debate. The growth of population in
regional and rural Victoria is vital to our future. When
you look at who we are and what we are, you see that
so often it is the people who have come to us from
other countries around the world who are at the core of
our communities. We need to encourage those people
to come to us and to live with us, and this fund will be
an implementing factor in making sure that happens. It
will, as I say, be a catalyst for growth. We are going to
knock down the barriers to that growth. We are going to
make sure that we have the best opportunity in regional
and rural Victoria to make our way in the future.
In my own electorate there are numerous instances
among a vast array of projects that would be
appropriate for the services of this fund at either of its
levels — through the local work of the committees or
alternatively in the more strategic area. I know that as
my colleagues speak this morning in support of this
great initiative, they will give many examples of where

I am delighted that this announcement has been
welcomed so warmly across the whole of the state, and
understandably so. In my electorate, for example, the
Long Jetty at Port Welshpool has been the subject of
discussion over a protracted period of years. This fund
would bring to fruition the aspirations of the people
who want to see the jetty restored and in future used in
different ways by the South Gippsland community.

Through the fund we in opposition want to be able to
leverage the additional money so that those types of
projects can be brought to fruition. This fund will make
possible the establishment of a vast array of projects to
help young people access education through rural and
regional Victoria and for Victorians generally to better
access health care. As I have said, there are many
projects across the state where the fund’s money would
be injected in a way that would further cement our
place as the primary driver of the Victorian economy.
Rural and regional Victoria contributes to an
extraordinary degree to the fortunes of the state; I make
that point because it is critical to the operation of the
fund, which is not only about the people who live
outside Melbourne; it is not only about the rural and
regional communities who live beyond the
metropolitan fringe: this is about the state’s interests as
a whole, because if we could inject this sort of funding
on top of the departmental funds that are already
provided in their different forms, we could better
enhance the capacity of our rural and regional areas to
contribute to the state’s fortunes.
As I have said, understandably the announcement has
been strongly welcomed right throughout Victoria, and
I have a bundle of press clippings here. I will not go
through their approximately 25 pages, but I am sure my
colleagues will do so.
The leading press report is interesting. I see the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development is at the
table — I will come back to her contribution to this in a

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2180

ASSEMBLY

moment. The leading one is from Regional Cities
Victoria; it says:
Regional Cities Victoria welcomes the … coalition’s
commitment to regional Victoria …

Just last week, with the member for South-West Coast
in his role as shadow minister for regional cities, I
spoke to Regional Cities Victoria. The people at that
meeting were absolutely delighted with this
announcement. We explored this policy carefully; they
were thrilled with what it promises for them.
‘Getting “fair share” is the headline in an article in the
Shepparton News. Another article, written on the
Australian Associated Press ‘NewsWire’ site, is headed
‘Coalition’s fund puts pressure on Brumby’. The press
articles from across Victoria are all there to be seen —
they reflect how the people have welcomed this great
initiative.
There are a few voices in the wilderness. The Weekly
Times made a contribution, and no doubt some
members will refer to that article this morning.
Our proposed fund will be the existing Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund plus a lot more. This
will be the Provincial Victoria Fund of this
government — plus a lot more. Unlike this government
and the Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
who insists she is going to commit the whole of the
fund by 30 June — when the government’s own budget
papers show $56 million of the money remains
uncommitted and has now gone into forward
estimates — we would fully commit this fund.
Despite what the government’s own papers show the
minister continues to say she is going to commit the lot
of it. The Provincial Victoria Fund, with its
$100 million, was allocated in 2005. As at December
last year the government had spent $48.2 million of
it — less than half of it. We, the opposition in
government, would commit the money; we would
spend it. The fund would be flexible and would be
driven from the ground up.
Amongst the voices in the wilderness has been the
contribution by the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. I refer to the press release that she issued
on 29 May. It must be said that it contains some of the
most puerile, hysterical rubbish I have ever laid eyes on
in my 18 years in this Parliament. Also, in my 20 years
in business before I came to this place, I saw and heard
some rubbish from Labor governments, but without a
shadow of a doubt this takes the cake.

Wednesday, 9 June 2010

Such a press release demeans the minister, who sits at
the table, and it demeans her ministerial role. It is an
absolute disgrace. I wonder whether I could trouble the
minister, amongst other things, to work out if the
coalition’s proposed fund is in fact ‘a $1 billion slush
fund’, as she says, or have The Nationals ‘rolled over
for their Liberal Party masters’? She cannot have it both
ways. Is all this money going to be spent in safe seats of
The Nationals on the one hand or are members of The
Nationals rolling over for their Liberal Party masters?
Of course it is neither.
This minister has absolutely and utterly lost the plot.
She says we are playing ‘footsies’ with the Greens.
That one hurts. That is as bad as me being accused of
barracking for Collingwood. I am not going to wear
that one, because that is just not the case. She says there
is no detail in the policy we have announced. As a
matter of fact I have with me today, in big print, the
policy which this government announced in 1999
regarding the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund. Even in big print it runs for half of a page — it is
282 words over 29 lines. That was the government’s
policy, yet it now accuses the coalition of not having
enough detail in its policy.
The simple fact is that, just as it has done in so many
instances, this government should embrace this
concept. This government should support a fund that
would have $1 billion for regional and rural Victoria. In
February last year the Premier told us that the
long-awaited regional blueprint was coming — it was
coming like Christmas, except Christmas came but the
blueprint didn’t! — and the simple fact is that in
February this year the Premier said we would be seeing
the blueprint, apparently by the end of June.
The government should do what it has done with so
many other policies of the Liberal-Nationals coalition:
just like police numbers and just like the independent,
broadbased commission, the minister should embrace
this idea, because it is a ripper!
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am very pleased to join this debate
on the matter of public importance initiated by the
member for Gippsland South, because it is a rare debate
we are having today about regional and rural policy.
You can imagine my shock, Deputy Speaker, when I
heard there was going to be a debate initiated by the
member and that I needed to come into the house to be
able, finally, to hear about this far-sighted policy. As
we have heard for the last 15 minutes, there is very little
that is far-sighted about the policy being put forward by
The Nationals.
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We also have to remember that initially there were
rumblings about this policy going way back to
27 February 2008, when the Leader of The Nationals
put out a media release informing people that he had:

have to be able to pay for it, and you have to be able to
tell people clearly, openly and transparently how you
can pay for it. They have not done work on the costings
either.

… written to all rural and regional councils … as the new
coalition begins the process of developing policies …

Can I share with the house the comments of the Leader
of The Nationals in what I thought was a very confused
interview on ABC Gippsland radio, when he gave two
very different answers about whether or not this fraud
fund had been fully and properly costed. His first
answer to a question about costings was:

He said 28 months ago that he was developing this
policy. You would have thought after 28 months he
would have had some detail; you would have thought
after 28 months he would have had some substance. As
we know and as the spokesperson for the Leader of The
Nationals was quoted in the Weekly Times last week as
having said:
… there was no policy document, but the press release
captured ‘the gist of it’.

That shows absolute disrespect for regional Victoria.
There has been a three-page press release that captures
the gist of it — and we know what is in the gist of it.
We know they have copied a bit from the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund and a bit from the
failed policies of The Nationals federally and its
regional rorts program. We know they have copied our
2005 policy with our Provincial Victoria Growth Fund.
We know that no detail sits behind this policy. It is not
far-sighted at all, and we are not the only ones to have
exposed his fraud. As the house has already heard
mentioned a couple of times, the Weekly Times has
exposed this fraud. It said:
How can The Nationals … deliver such a slim piece of
policy …

It goes on to say:
It’s as though Peter Ryan has forgotten the most important
lesson of Victorian politics: ‘Don’t take the bush for granted’.

Regional Victoria must be treated with more respect.
What we have seen released from The Nationals — and
let us not forget their mates in the Liberal Party are
sitting right on their shoulders, and I will come to them
in a moment — shows a complete lack of respect for
regional Victoria on the part of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition.
As we have seen, the Leader of The Nationals has time
to find and pull out the 1999 policy of the Labor Party
on the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund —
the fund they opposed when we introduced it to the
Parliament, but he does not have the time to do his own
policy detail work. It gets worse.
Not only is there no policy; they have not done the
work on the costings either. This is 101 in developing
policy. Obviously you have to have an idea, but you

We’ll release all that detail a few nights before the election.
All of our programs have to be costed, have to be audited,
have to be available for public scrutiny, and I can assure you
all of that will be done …

He later went on to say:
We have looked at this, costed it very, very carefully, and
what they want to do about this, that’s up to them.

Is it or is it not costed? We know, because there is no
detail, there is no policy document, it is not costed, and
they are crowing about $1 billion. It reminds us all of
that Dr Evil moment, ‘The billion dollars’ that has been
put on the table. Just as Dr Evil sends shivers down the
spine, so is the Liberal-Nationals coalition sending
shivers down the spines of regional Victorians because
it cannot detail the policy behind it. It cannot detail the
costings that sit behind it, and this reminds us of those
bad old days of the 1990s when we saw cuts and
closures right across regional communities. I will come
to that in a moment.
The Leader of The Nationals has made a big deal about
how flexible this fund is going to be and how it is going
to deliver this, deliver that and support local
communities. In their haste to put this three-page press
release together and have something to crow about
when they were in Wangaratta a couple of weeks ago,
they have taken straight from the federal Nationals
copybook — the John Anderson and De-Anne Kelly
copybook — the former failed federal government’s
regional rorts program, which was known as the
Regional Partnerships program and universally
condemned as a shameful administration of public
money.
It was universally condemned and exposed by the
media and by the Australian National Audit Office for
the way it pork-barrelled in The Nationals’ electorates.
We all remember that. We are seeing with this
proposed fund that we have a new De-Anne Kelly.
Come on down, the member for Rodney, the new
De-Anne Kelly of the Victorian Parliament, because he
is out there already crowing about how people in
Rodney can line up for this treasure chest, line up to the
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pork-barrel buffet that is put on by The Nationals! He is
saying it is a perfect opportunity for a range of projects
in Rodney.
We have already had a forecast by the Leader of The
Nationals that the rest of The Nationals cheer squad is
going to come out and list all the projects they want to
have in their local electorates. We will be writing down
every one of those. We will be listening very closely to
every one of those projects they list. It will be more
evidence that this is all just another repeat of what
happened with the failed federal government policies.
We make these points because we well know that
people are judged on their record. We have worked
very hard over the last 10 years to invest in regional
communities, and it is important that the only
comparison we have for the Liberal-Nationals coalition
is its time in office when the former Premier called
regional Victoria the toenails of the state. The coalition
privatised the state railway network, closed schools,
closed hospitals and shut down country rail lines.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — They might get upset about this, but
these are the facts, and the reason I make this point is
that the very reason we introduced the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund was to have it sit on
top of all the things we delivered in education, health
and core services. It was in addition to all those
activities, and that is why this $611 million fund has to
date funded 351 projects worth more than $1.4 billion
across regional Victoria. I can assure the house that we
will see a very unhappy Leader of The Nationals on
30 June. His prediction will not come true. We will
absolutely commit every single dollar of that
$611 million in funding.
As a result of this work, as a result of the reinvestment
in services and also through the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund, we are getting results. Members on
our side of the house and those of us who represent
these regional communities well remember the
double-digit unemployment of the 1990s. When you
cut, close and wind back services the end result is
always going to be double-digit unemployment. We
have turned that around. Unemployment in regional
Victoria today is at historically low levels. We are
seeing more people, more jobs and more investment
coming into regional Victoria. That is what you get
when you sit down, do the hard work and have the
policies and programs in place to support regional
communities. We are seeing people move back to
regional communities.
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I want to speak briefly about investment in core public
services. This is an important point, because the Leader
of The Nationals has made some comments about this
fund being used for core services. I want to put on the
record that the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund sits in addition to those investments this
government makes in education and health services. To
date over our time in government we have invested
nearly $1 billion in capital spending on regional
schools. That has seen around 430 regional and rural
schools being rebuilt, upgraded or modernised right
across the state, and we are doing more. This budget
delivers funding for a further 39 regional schools to be
funded and upgraded.
In the vital area of health infrastructure we have
invested more than $1.5 billion on 87 capital works
projects across health services in regional Victoria, and
the budget this year provides that mammoth injection of
$646 million for regional Victoria — more than double
that provided in the seven years between 1992 and
1999 under those opposite. That is the contrast: a
government that invests in services, in schools and in
health and at the same time provides regional
infrastructure versus the record of those opposite, which
saw over 170 country schools, 6 country rail lines and
12 country hospitals closed, people leaving the regions
in droves, jobs in decline and the result that former
Premier Jeff Kennett labelled regional Victoria as
nothing more than the toenails of the state. Our worry
on this side of the house is that those opposite are lining
up to do all this again. They have laid this bare on the
table.
This regional growth fund is an incredibly weak piece
of policy scribbled together on the back of a napkin,
probably as the Leader of The Nationals was in the
car — he was not driving of course — on the way up to
Wangaratta, which is a nice drive of a couple of hours,
depending on which part of the state you are coming
from. It is not only a dismal and shamefully weak piece
of policy, the details of which were scribbled out on the
back of a napkin, but it is dangerous. It is a dangerous
piece of policy because of the way the Leader of The
Nationals has said this fund will be used to fund core
services in education and health. Let me quote directly
from the Leader of The Nationals. This is what he said
in Wangaratta on Saturday, 29 May. Members of The
Nationals were there, so I am sure they were cheering
in the background when he said this:
The regional growth fund will be established to
supplement — not replace — existing provision by
government of core services, facilities and infrastructure …

That is what he said, but what happened between that
Saturday and the following Monday? Obviously there

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 9 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

had been a bit of chatter over the Sunday. I reckon Ted
might have got on the phone. I think the big fella of the
Liberal Party jumped on the phone, rang The Leader of
The Nationals and said, ‘Peter, what are you doing?’.
Less than two days later, the Leader of The Nationals
said in a press release stuck out on Monday morning:
The regional growth fund will promote a grassroots approach
to funding upgrades in infrastructure, community facilities
and core education and health services …

The Leader of The Nationals let the cat out of the bag.
To use another figure of speech, a leopard never
changes its spots. This is what we saw in the 1990s, and
the regional growth fund is nothing but a Trojan Horse
that has been set up by the Liberal Party and The
Nationals for their agenda to cut services across
regional and rural Victoria.
Further evidence that the dead hand of the Liberal Party
is sitting over the top of the policy is, as has been
revealed, that the Leader of The Nationals will not be
responsible for administering this fund. He also
revealed this in his speech at The Nationals conference
that Saturday with all his cheerleaders in the
background. He said — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Ms ALLAN — You will want to listen to this. He
said:
… this fund will be administered through me, as minister, in
concert with Denis Napthine … and Wendy Lovell …

The numbers on that committee will be two from the
Liberal Party and one from The Nationals. Let me be
clear: when it comes to a battle between the Liberal
Party and The Nationals, regional Victorians know who
always wins, who always gets the upper hand. The
Nationals members bow down to their Liberal Party
masters. They are happy to sit in the top pocket of the
Liberal Party leadership and get a few crumbs from the
table. They will roll over and do whatever the Liberal
Party wants them to do. This is further evidence that
The Nationals are very much the junior coalition
partner. The Leader of The Nationals is the deputy
deputy leader of this coalition. He was got to by the
Liberal Party and told that this fund has to be about
cutting. It has to be used for core education and health
services so that the Liberal Party can continue its
agenda of cuts and closures in regional Victoria.
In the short time still available to me, I put on the
record that regional Victorians will soon be left with a
clear choice. The government will be releasing its
blueprint for regional Victoria. We will be showing a
clear policy, backed with detail, that will provide
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regional Victorians with a clear choice. I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for announcing his regional
fraud fund, because it lays bare the opposition’s plan
for regional Victoria in the coming years. It plans to go
back to the future — back to the 1990s — and cut vital
core services. As we have seen from the Weekly Times,
it completely takes the bush for granted. The Leader of
The Nationals shows that he is planning his agenda to
start chop, chop, chopping at services in regional
Victoria. He wants to chop away at the limbs of
regional Victoria.
Regional Victoria is a vibrant, dynamic, thriving place.
This will all be put at risk with this program of chops,
cuts and closures that will chip away at regional
Victoria until all that is left is the toenails of the state,
which is exactly what happened when the coalition was
last in office.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise with a great
deal of pleasure to speak on this important matter of
public importance proposed by the member for
Gippsland South. I am proud to support this matter of
public importance, which congratulates the Victorian
Liberal-Nationals coalition on its far-sighted policy
commitment to establish a $1 billion regional growth
fund for the benefit of regional and rural Victorians. I
have just heard the minister flounder for 15 minutes
because she did not have much to talk about. The
reality is that she has been exposed by the facts. The
facts are that this government promised to spend
$611 million over 10 years from the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund but has spent only
$482 million; $56 million is still in the forward
estimates. The $100 million Provincial Victoria Growth
Fund was announced in 2005 but only $48 million has
been spent.
The government says we opposed the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. I looked at the record
in relation to bills introduced in Spring 1999. The
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund Bill was
introduced by the then Treasurer, now the Premier, and
its first reading was in November 1999. The bill was
passed without amendment before going to the
Legislative Council. The Council made amendments
and the bill and the amendments came back to the
Legislative Assembly. The amendments were not
accepted by the Legislative Assembly, but the evidence
is there that the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund was never opposed. The other fact we need to
remember is that this Labor government is behaving
true to form. The minister spoke about a leopard never
changing its spots; this Labor government is true to
form. It cannot manage money and cannot manage
projects. Even the Auditor-General’s reports that were
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tabled today say the government has been telling
porkies. The government is acting true to form.
The Auditor-General’s reports highlight that the
government cannot be trusted. Most Victorians say that
you cannot trust it. Back in 2006 government members
said they would not take water from north of the Great
Dividing Range. They said they would not build a
desalination plant. They said they would keep the
Scoresby freeway as a freeway. They lied to the
community of Victoria and they will be judged on
27 November this year.
Those on this side of the house heard Labor members
say, ‘They are ugly, ugly people in country Victoria —
they are quasi-terrorists’. These are the words used by
the minister, who said they were ‘ugly, ugly people in
country Victoria’ and were ‘quasi-terrorists’. This
government has much to talk about but reality does not
support it.
I was proud to be at Wangaratta with many of my
Nationals colleagues and hundreds of delegates to
witness the announcement of the $1 billion regional
growth fund. One of the motions put forward at that
conference addressed strategies and policies for the
regionalisation of Victoria. Delegates from right across
Victoria are concerned that we are being forgotten.
The announcement by the member for Gippsland South
has been welcomed by many people right across
Victoria, and I will return to that shortly. The regional
growth fund’s $1 billion will deliver funding over eight
years for building and upgrading local services and,
importantly, infrastructure as well as investing in local
skills and industries to promote jobs. That is the thing
that we need to have in country Victoria; we need to
have jobs. By growing regional cities and rural
communities we can take the pressure off Melbourne.
The Minister for Housing, seated at the table, knows
about Melbourne’s growth — 110 000 people came to
Melbourne last year; house prices have gone up 28 per
cent, but that is economically and environmentally
unsustainable for Victoria.
The regional growth fund would take the pressure off
Melbourne; it would compensate for the fact that rural
and regional Victoria contributes much to the Victorian
economy. In fact, $20 billion, through food production,
together with $3.5 billion from tourism, year after year,
is contributed to the Victorian economy from rural and
regional Victoria.
Rural and regional Victorians need this support. This
$1 billion will expand capacity, create new prosperity
and, more importantly, create new jobs and a better
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quality of life in rural and regional Victoria.
Accordingly, this announcement was very welcome.
The Leader of The Nationals spoke about regional
cities, and Regional Cities Victoria welcomed the
announcement. There are other examples reported in
the media including, from Australian Associated Press,
a report entitled ‘Coalition funds put pressure on
Brumby’, which reads:
Victorian Farmers Federation president Andrew Broad said
the Victorian government had paid ‘lip-service’ to boosting
rural Victoria’s production for a long time.

It reports Mr Broad as saying that it had not delivered.
It goes on to say that the:
Municipal Association of Victoria president Bill MacArthur
welcomed the proposed new fund, saying MAV estimated
that there was an annual shortfall of $133 million in
government spending on infrastructure maintenance and
renewal.

This theme is continued in other rural and regional
newspapers including one report on 31 May 2010 in the
Ballarat News, which reported that the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of The Nationals went to
Ballarat and spoke to the community. It reported that:
Committee for Ballarat chief executive officer Doug Lloyd
said potential priority projects included the Ballarat West
Growth Zone, which included the Western Arterial Road
Link and Ballarat West Employment Zone, and the
Community Leadership Program.
…
Ballarat mayor Judy Verlin said … ‘We don’t want to be a
dormitory, we want to be a sustainable community. We have
the tools, the policies and the processes in place to do that.
We now need funding to be able to get on and deliver those
objectives’ …

On 3 June 2010 the Hamilton Spectator, a great paper
in my electorate, carried a headline that reads ‘National
Party promises big for rural areas’. The article says:
The National Party has promised a big spend for the
south-west if it wins the election in November.

It goes on to highlight the many benefits arising from
this announcement. Right across Victoria we have seen
enormous support for this announcement.
As members would know, the fund would have two
components: a community fund comprising 40 per cent
and a strategic fund comprising 60 per cent. Under the
community fund, regional development committees
(RDCs) will have the opportunity to develop projects
and submit them to the minister for approval. They will
be about building and upgrading community
infrastructure, developing local industry and business
infrastructure, promoting new investment and,
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importantly, job growth. RDCs would be responsible
for developing priority local projects with individual
communities and assisting with their identification,
assessment and approval.
The other component of the fund is the strategic fund
for projects of regional or statewide significance. There
will be input from the five chairs of the current
non-metropolitan regional development committees.
The strategic fund covers a wide range of opportunities
for country Victoria, for example in roads and transport.
I want to highlight a couple of projects that need
funding: the Wimmera Regional Intermodal Freight
Hub at Dooen in my electorate, regional airport
upgrades in Hamilton and across the state, and,
importantly, upgrades to strategic road networks and
bridges. We have enormous growth in the timber
industry in south-western Victoria but, unfortunately,
roads — particularly roads for which the state is
responsible — are not up to standard. There would be
many opportunities for this fund to benefit rural and
regional Victoria.
I now want to focus on the Grampians region, which
has 11 councils. The regional development committee
is chaired by Jo Bourke and includes representatives
from Rupanyup, Bacchus Marsh, Daylesford, Ballarat,
Ararat and Horsham. In relation to developments
sought by these communities, Ballarat council is
seeking airport infrastructure and development of the
Ballarat aquatic centre, Moorabool Shire Council is
seeking development of the Bacchus Marsh community
learning centre and local redevelopment of the Western
Highway, Golden Plains Shire Council is seeking
development of planning projects, rural land use
strategies, urban design frameworks and the
Meredith-Lethbridge structural plan review.
The Shire of Northern Grampians and Yarriambiack
Shire Council are seeking to develop projects, and the
Rural City of Horsham is seeking to develop the
Horsham North Urban Design Framework, the freight
hub at Dooen and the Western Highway bypass and
industrial land.
The Shire of Yarriambiack is a good example because
it is seeking the opportunity to work with government,
whether it be for greater community involvement,
tourism, industrial estate development, alternative
energy projects or, importantly, leadership
development. Threats to Yarriambiack are highlighted
here — drought, water restrictions, negativity and
competition from other areas. They have a buy local
campaign there, which is strongly supported by The
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Nationals. The community is seeking to maximise
business opportunities and develop residential housing.
The same thing applies in the Hindmarsh shire. The
greatest impediment there is getting enough housing
development to cater for the people who are coming
into the area. West Wimmera Shire said in its council
plan for 2009–19:
The Council’s sustainability is dependent upon a well
managed budget …

and support from the state and federal governments. It
goes on to say:
… we will continue to work hard to ensure we receive our
share of these grants for the benefit of our communities.

Again there is widespread support. All 11 councils are
supporting this $1 billion regional growth fund.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — ‘It’s a ripper’, said
the Leader of The Nationals. It is a ripper all right,
because this mob, The Nationals, are going to rip
money out of country Victoria through this fraudulent
fund that they want to set up — if they ever get to this
side of the house. All that these frauds on the other side
of the house do — The Nationals, the Vic Nats, who
are rats — for country Victorians is rat on them. It is
from a great height that they tip buckets on country
Victorians, yet they come in here and cry crocodile
tears. They come in here and announce a $1 billion
fund over eight years, $25 million a year, that is going
to be controlled not by The Nationals but by the Liberal
Party, by their masters — like mini-me.
Who is going to control the mini-mes of the Victorian
Parliament, the boys of The Nationals? The member for
South-West Coast and a member for Northern Victoria
in the Council, Wendy Lovell, who has no policy on
housing but who has put out press release after press
release in regard to public housing, criticising what we
are doing but having not one idea whatsoever. Two
beats one all the time: they are very basic figures. Two
Liberals beat one of The Nationals all the time. Yet
they come in here and say that this $1 billion country
fund, this rorting fund that they want to set up, is the
best thing since sliced bread.
Let me tell you, Deputy Speaker, their record does not
prove that. They closed 12 country hospitals in their
dirty term of the seven long, dark years of the Kennett
government. That government closed six rail lines, yet
here The Nationals are saying, ‘Aren’t we good? We’ve
got to be good boys and girls’ — the mini-mes of the
Victorian coalition — ‘We are going to be investing
$1 billion’. They closed over 150 schools in country
areas in the seven long, dark years of the Kennett

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2186

ASSEMBLY

government. Yet they are saying this $1 billion is about
core services and providing the infrastructure for
schools when all they did while in government was
close them.
The Kennett government closed the six country rail
lines: Bairnsdale, Mildura — you keep on going
through them. It closed the one to Ararat which we had
to reopen, as with Bairnsdale. The Nationals hate
country Victoria. These people should have a proud
legacy from the early part of the last century when they
formed the government in Victoria under the leadership
of the then Premier, Sir Albert Dunstan, putting in place
infrastructure and supports for country Victorians. That
legacy goes out the window in their quest, their desire
to get into the plush leather seats of the white cars so
that they can go roaming the country as they flog off
schools and railway lines, as time and again they put
down country Victorians.
They continue to do it. Who opposed the regional rail
upgrade to Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong up through
the Seymour corridor? The Nationals! Who opposed
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund that has
been so successful in providing investments, jobs and
infrastructure above and beyond the core provision by
governments? It was The Nationals. Who are the
people who continue to put down country Victoria time
and again, who do not recognise the great things that
happen in country Victoria? It is The Nationals. They
are the toadies of the Liberals, the mini-mes of this
Parliament, who repeatedly just grind down country
Victorians. ‘What a ripper’, the Leader of The
Nationals says. ‘What a rip-off’, I say.
What is their philosophy? As in the Kennett years, the
philosophy of The Nationals is that regional and rural
Victoria is the toenails of Victoria. It is sell-out after
sell-out, and it is about not really putting in the hard
work, because developing policy needs hard work. The
Nationals have had nearly 11 years to develop policy,
and what have they done? They have not developed
policy; they have developed a press release on this
fraudulent fund that they announced on 29 May, the
fraudulent fund about which it was said in the Weekly
Times on 2 June:
In contrast, the coalition fund’s details consisted of a
three-page press release.
document, but the press release captured ‘the gist of it’.

They were not even telling the truth to the Weekly
Times. They do not tell the truth to country Victorians. I
went onto The Nationals website and had a look at the
press release they had put out. It is not three pages.
When I printed out the press release on The Nationals

Wednesday, 9 June 2010

website it was two pages. They could not even do the
work to put together three pages of a press release; they
could only put together two pages. The fraudulent fund
itself will not assist country Victorians in any way
whatsoever.
All The Nationals do is oppose. They continue to
backflip, to flip-flop to their masters in the Liberal
Party. What happened with the Mitchell River dam?
The Leader of the Opposition went out there and
announced that they were not going to go ahead with
that proposal. He said they were going to slap The
Nationals around, and they have withdrawn that one.
That was announced by the Leader of the Opposition
about a week ago.
This is the other beauty of a question: if The Nationals
got into government would their priority be country
Victoria? No, it would not. Metropolitan Melbourne is
where they are going to put the police, not country
Victoria, which they are supposed to be representing.
These people sell out country Victoria at every
opportunity they get. Time and again the Victorian
Nationals continue to do that; they are supposed to
represent country Victorians but they do not do that at
all.
They oppose the Regional Development Infrastructure
Fund (RIDF) that we established. I was here when they
were on the other side of the house voting no to country
Victoria, and we were here supporting the RIDF that
has promoted employment and put in infrastructure.
Even the member for Murray Valley says that the RIDF
and the things this government is doing are great things
for his electorate and he has never seen so much money
going into his electorate as he has seen going in through
this government — a Labor government that is here and
governs for all Victorians.
To see that you only need look at the amount of money
that we have put into country Victoria: over $1 billion
in schools and $1.5 billion in health. As Parliamentary
Secretary for Roads and Ports I can report that
$3 billion has been provided for roads. We have
completed 59 major country road projects at $2 billion.
We have 18 roads projects worth about $1.9 billion.
This slush fund is just appalling. The Nationals have
had 11 years to put together a policy. This two-pager
from The Nationals, this press release — it is not even a
policy — which people can see on their website, says:
Over the coming months we will be meeting with
communities, local government, health and education
associations, industry and business groups to discuss local
priorities and how the fund could help grow their individual
regions.
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This is a press release. Why did The Nationals not talk
to country Victorians beforehand? Why did they
develop a policy in a vacuum without discussions,
without talking to country Victorians? Because they
knew they would be exposed. They know they are lazy
and can only cobble together a two-page press release.
They cannot develop policy. It is a ripper all right —
ripping off country Victorians.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is always a pleasure
to follow the member for Melton. In fact it is very
interesting to listen to the government’s selective
memory of the history of politics in Victoria. Members
of the government appear to have a memory that lasts a
very short period of time, and they conveniently forget
that this state was left on the verge of bankruptcy. That
is a clear matter of history. This state was left on the
verge of bankruptcy by those that sit opposite. The
Kennett government had to tape things together and put
in place strategies that would actually enable it to pay
the bills this state had accumulated. But they certainly
seem to have forgotten about all those things. This
government has made a habit of ignoring regional
Victoria and of failing to put serious dollars into serious
problems.
The announcement by the Victorian Liberal-Nationals
coalition of the establishment of a $1 billion regional
growth fund to stimulate regional growth in Victoria is
recognition of the need for support for rural and
regional Victoria. This policy will be a key driver in
delivering real improvements to regional areas and real
economic prosperity to this state. Not only has this
government failed to invest in regional Victoria but it
has also made active attempts to conceal the dismal
results of poor policy. This is a government that has
abandoned its Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund and caused unacceptable delays to the delivery of
a regional blueprint. It was originally due to be released
in February 2009, but it is now set for release in June of
this year.
By contrast the coalition’s announcement of a
$1 billion fund aims to correct the city-centric policies
of this Labor government. The fund will supplement
the basic services, facilities and infrastructure. This plan
will provide funding over eight years to deliver building
and upgrades to services and infrastructure in local
areas, as well as making key investments in skills and
industries to increase jobs. The regional growth fund
provides a clear approach to local community projects
in need of funding through the regional development
committees (RDCs). These will be enabling projects
that will better local communities by improving
infrastructure, facilities and services, strengthening a
community’s economic base, promoting job creation
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and enabling career development for locals within
regional areas.
The regional development committees will be able to
identify gaps in services and infrastructure as well as
delivering real solutions to unemployment within these
townships. The funding split will see 40 per cent being
directed to local projects and initiatives. These projects
will be prioritised according to the community, with
funding driven from the grassroots, by the community,
with the guidance of the RDC. Sixty per cent of the
funding will go towards large-scale, strategic
infrastructure projects for regional areas. The RDCs
will play a pivotal role in advising the minister on what
the key priorities are for regional centres in relation to
these projects. This model ensures that funding is
allocated according to the priorities of the local
community, and not those of any government.
Regional and rural Victoria has been faced with a state
government that is out of touch and out of energy and
that has been unable or unwilling to deliver for
11 years. It is time to end the disinterest of our state
government. For regional Victoria to continually be the
victim of underspending demonstrates complete
mismanagement by the Brumby Labor government.
Regional Victoria makes a vital contribution to this
state, with more than $20 billion in food production and
$3.4 billion in tourism each year. Regional centres
remain a cornerstone of Victoria’s economic future and
development. For a state government to neglect the
engine room of our economy is totally irresponsible. By
continuing to ignore regional Victoria and by denying it
the funding it needs and deserves, the Brumby
government betrays Victoria as a whole.
The 2010–11 budget provides an example of the extent
to which regional areas have been forgotten by this
government, with the overall budget for the Department
of Sustainability and Environment being slashed by
3 per cent and funding for the Department of Primary
Industries being cut by 2.5 per cent. This Brumby
government tactic is a very clear indication of its
do-whatever-it-takes approach to retaining its marginal
metropolitan seats in this year’s state election, even if
that means ignoring what would be best for Victoria.
The perfect example of Labor’s approach of do and say
whatever it takes to winning elections was the
north–south pipeline. Labor made a promise before the
2006 state election that it would never bring water over
the Divide. Then immediately the government was
returned it started to build the north–south pipeline. The
Brumby government has dramatically underestimated
people from Victoria’s regional areas if it thinks they
have forgiven or forgotten such a betrayal.
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The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition’s
announcement of a $1 billion regional growth fund will
ensure that rural and regional areas finally receive their
fair share of funding and that their important position
within our economy is recognised and secured. What is
more, the coalition’s strategy puts the critical funding
decisions in the hands of those that know best in terms
of what each area needs — and that is local people.

provide this information. This is not the leadership
Victorians need, deserve and expect from this
government. Victorians in regional areas expect their
government to be formulating real solutions to the
problems and challenges they face on a daily basis. The
coalition’s commitment will seek to ensure that this
situation is corrected, and the $1 billion regional
development fund is a good step in that direction.

The Liberal-Nationals coalition’s regional growth fund
will improve the quality and accessibility of key
services in regional Victoria. There is a general feeling
throughout regional areas that they have been ignored
by the state government and treated as less important
than communities in the metropolitan area. Not only
has regional Victoria been mistreated by the Brumby
government, but the government has taken active steps
to mislead and deceive communities about what it is
really doing and to conceal its mismanagement. The
government sought to hide the results of its failure to
deliver on regional investment at the Rural and
Regional Committee’s parliamentary inquiry into the
nature and extent of disadvantage and inequity in rural
and regional Victoria. The Brumby government did not
provide the funding that the inquiry needed and then
burdened the committee with another inquiry in order
to deflect the resulting damning findings.

Regional centres will also benefit through key
improvements made to their local infrastructure,
including that of industry and roads. A key step in
making sure that real benefits are delivered to regional
communities is making sure that those communities are
adequately consulted to ensure that any government
money spent will make a real difference where it is
needed. That is why the coalition will be meeting
extensively with key community stakeholders,
including local government, industry and business
groups as well as health and educational associations, to
determine what the local priorities are in a community
and how funds can best be directed to make sure that
the desired outcomes are achieved.

Rural and regional areas need the state government to
deliver on key services, including health, transport and
public housing. The provision of regional infrastructure
is another area where the state government has tried to
underhandedly conceal its lack of investment. Ministers
have covered up disproportionately high road tolls on
regional roads. They have then appeared before the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in a blatant
attempt to hide this government’s disgraceful lack of
funding.
If the government were completely transparent about its
spending on roads, it would expose a damning result.
The state government is failing to deliver key
improvements for rural and regional roads. The
Brumby government transport plan’s Better Roads
program will deliver only $9 million for regional road
projects next year. This is simply not nearly enough to
fix the major backlog in regional road upgrades created
by 11 years of Labor government neglect.
The government’s attempts to avoid the exposure of its
massive underspending in regional Victoria are also
underlined by its refusal to implement the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee’s recommendation
of separately documenting, in budget papers, details of
project funding in regional Victoria. The pathetic
excuse offered for this refusal was that it is too hard to

The five current non-metropolitan regional RDCs of
Loddon Mallee, Grampians, Barwon South West,
Hume and Gippsland will play the key role in
identifying and providing input into the projects that
will be established from the 40 per cent share of
funding. Local communities will be strongly
represented by the chairs of the five non-metropolitan
RDCs, which will become high-level regional policy
advisory groups. These are measures the coalition will
implement to ensure that regional Victoria has a voice
and that the interests of local communities are properly
represented. These groups will be there to tell the
government what their communities need, not the other
way round, as is currently the case.
This policy advisory group will give advice and make
recommendations to the state government. It will also
inform the minister about the priorities for Victorian
regional projects that are included in the 60 per cent
split of the regional growth fund. Unlike the situation
with the coalition’s policy, funding from the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund cannot be allocated to
key community services such as health care and early
childhood learning, nor does it enable training and
development to assist with employment. Not only have
there been massive delays in the allocation of funding,
but the fund has not been subject to appropriate levels
of public accountability.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — It is impossible to
speak positively in support of the notion put forward in
this matter of public importance, which seeks to
congratulate the Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition
on its recently announced regional policy, because this
so-called policy is not all it is cracked up to be. When
we compare it to the record of this government, the
Brumby government, and before it the Bracks
government, we see clearly that our government has
committed strongly to supporting regional Victoria,
through not just our Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund (RIDF) but also through our
spending in health, education and so many other areas.
Even ahead of our coming to government in 1999 we
had put forward the proposal for a regional
infrastructure development fund. At that time the
present leader and other members of The Nationals and
the Liberal Party criticised it. They said it would not be
delivered; it was no good; it was useless — whatever.
What have we seen? Over the term of our government
we have seen more than $500 million delivered through
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund to
support more than 350 projects. Those projects have
been worth not just $500 million; they have leveraged
nearly another $1 billion, so there has been $1.4 billion
worth of investment in regional Victoria as a result of
the Brumby and Bracks governments’ Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund.
Why did we say back in 1999 that we would introduce
this? Because, as I well remember as a member
representing the Ballarat area of regional Victoria, the
regions had become Jeff Kennett’s toenails. We cannot
forget that, can we? We know how the money was
ripped out and that the record of The Nationals MPs,
including the Leader of The Nationals, who was there
at the time, was to roll over belly up to the Liberal
Party. They voted so many times to have schools shut
and hospitals closed and privatised in regional Victoria.
Regional Victoria was going backwards at a rate of
knots under the previous government.
Former Premier Steve Bracks and current Premier John
Brumby said, ‘We want to turn around the belief that
you just have to support Melbourne and somehow or
other the regions might benefit by focusing on
Melbourne’, as Jeff Kennett clearly said in his toenails
speech. The supposed policy that was announced last
weekend, which is some sort of attempt to copy RIDF,
has certainly thrown in a big number, but when you
look at that big number you see that it will be delivered
over eight years, and when you ask the Leader of The
Nationals more about it you find that it includes core
education and health spending. When you look at that
you see that this so-called wonderful policy, which
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seems to have the Leader of The Nationals all puffed
up, is nothing but a soufflé that has gone flop. It has
faded badly.
It was not well received in the media. It is interesting to
note that sadly the Leader of the Liberal Party, the
Leader of the Opposition, was not even there at the
release of this so-called policy. It was just The
Nationals trumpeting away about their soufflé that has
since gone flop. The little bit of detail they have
provided says, ‘This is a policy, but you’ve just got to
trust us. We’ve thrown out a figure there. We can talk
up all these big projects across regional Victoria; we are
not actually committing to them’. It is a bit like the
movie The Castle, where people who went to court had
to trust in the vibe of the constitution — it was all in the
vibe of the constitution! We have to just trust in ‘the
vibe’ of this so-called policy and believe it will
suddenly do a whole lot of things for regional Victoria,
which certainly did not happen when the Leader of The
Nationals was last in government in this state.
I do not want to spend too much time being negative. I
do not like being negative when I am on my feet
speaking in this house. I want to be positive, so I will
have to stop talking about the sad story of this so-called
policy that the Liberal-Nationals coalition has put
forward to try to trick or excite voters ahead of the next
election. As I said, it is going down like a sad soufflé.
Instead, to be positive, I will talk about what we, the
Bracks and Brumby governments, have delivered
across my region and what we will continue to do. I
will focus on what we have delivered through the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund in
education, in health, in transport and in recreational
projects in my part of regional Victoria.
For a start I will go to RIDF. Millions of dollars has
been delivered in my region. Recently I went with the
Premier and the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development to the opening of the new IBM centre at
the University of Ballarat Technology Park. This
government contributed over $5 million to the
development of the centre. There are another 300 jobs
in the technology park, and with the great support from
our government through other RIDF grants, some
1400 people are now working daily on the new IT
projects that are being developed out there — whether
that be at IBM or at the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority centre that was further
funded to enable the police communications to move in
as well as ambulance communications over the coming
year. Huge development has taken place and many jobs
have been provided out at the technology park through
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund support and
other assistance our government has provided.
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Recently $3 million was provided to Sovereign Hill for
the development of the Reinventing the Magic project,
and the new Trapped exhibition has now opened, which
will see more tourism. The strategic approach to
support projects put up from our region will see tourists
flowing into our region and will provide jobs.

Ballarat, we have provided it in Bendigo and we have
provided it in Gippsland, because it simply could not be
provided under the former government. We have
provided it, and we are developing it so that people do
not have to travel to Melbourne to have this important
treatment.

We have also seen $8 million provided for the
redevelopment of the Hepburn Springs bathhouse, a
tourist icon for the spa region of this state. It is great to
see that completed. It is a great project which is
underpinning tourism and employment opportunities in
the spa region of this state.

In education so much funding has been provided. There
has been the $3.3 billion for capital works in
government schools since 1999. Our government has
made great contributions which have flowed on to
schools right across regional Victoria. They know that
our government continues to deliver for them. They
know that the Liberal-Nationals coalition do not
represent anything positive in regional Victoria.

Other projects include the $3.8 million provided by our
government for the upgrade of the Ballarat Mechanics
Institute, a great building in Sturt Street, Ballarat. It is
great to see that it will be upgraded and restored to its
former glory through further support from the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund.
Also CMI, a component manufacturer in Ballarat, was
able to attract funding recently from our government.
As a result of that total investment of $6.15 million it is
providing 75 new jobs in Ballarat and 50 jobs in
Horsham, and it is securing the jobs of the 70 people
already employed in Ballarat.
Great projects are happening. There is the goldfields
super-pipe and the natural gas supply to Creswick.
There is the allocation of $5 million to the Australian
centre for democracy, the Eureka Centre, with a further
$5 million allocated by the federal government, to see
another great icon of our region attracting people and
sharing the history of Australia. The new Maryborough
rail link is also under way, with a station in Creswick
under construction. They are great developments.
Added to that is the Small Towns Development Fund
for smaller towns across regional Victoria with
populations below 10 000. They think this is absolutely
fantastic. They have seen so many projects go ahead
that simply would not have happened without the
support of the state government. They have leveraged
huge additional investment, which has been of great
benefit by underpinning the positive feeling within
those regional communities.
Added to that is the health funding that we have
provided. I see I am going to run out of time, but I look
at the Daylesford hospital, Trentham’s new $11 million
hospital and the $13 million we have contributed in the
budget for the $55 million Ballarat Cancer Research
Centre. Why did we need that centre? It was because
ahead of our coming to government no radiotherapy
was provided in Ballarat. We have provided it in

Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise today to speak on the matter of public
importance:
That this house congratulates the Victorian Liberal-Nationals
coalition on its far-sighted policy commitment to establish a
$1 billion regional growth fund for the benefit of regional and
rural Victoria.

So far this morning we have had the hysterical rant by
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development and
we have had the member for Melton and now the
member for Ballarat East. They have all been calling it
a regional rort and a slush fund for The Nationals to
spend in their own seats. Government members have
also said that indeed The Nationals do not have any
power within the coalition and that they are told what to
do by the Liberals. They need to make up their mind. It
is The Nationals members who have had the strength to
go out and convince the other members of the coalition
of the importance of regional Victoria, as we have
done. The Liberals have listened, and we have a good
outcome for regional Victoria.
We need to look at this fund. It will be $1 billion over
the first two terms of the coalition government to be
accessed by the 48 regional and rural councils currently
defined under the Local Government Act. The fund will
be established by legislation. The objectives of the fund
are to create jobs, improve career opportunities — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
Members will cease interjecting.
Mr WELLER — The fund will create increased
investment in regional Victoria through leveraged
funds, strengthen the economic base of communities
and provide better infrastructure facilities and services
in partnership with communities, private enterprise,
local government and the commonwealth. The five

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 9 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

regional development committees (RDCs), which have
already been mentioned — Loddon Mallee, Grampians,
Barwon South West, Hume and Gippsland — will be
strengthened with additional resources. The RDCs will
be responsible for working with individual
communities to identify, assess and approve priority to
local projects under the 40 per cent component of the
fund which is going to be driven by local decision
making. It will be driven from the grassroots up, which
is what we should be looking for in this area.
Of course the other component will be the 60 per cent
strategic component for projects of statewide regional
significance. They will be transport projects — —
Mr Wynne — What is the criteria for that?
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr WELLER — That is right. The member needs
to learn to listen. They will be upgrading strategic road
networks and bridges, helping food producers and
manufacturers to access markets, providing strategic
economic projects to create new industry and career
opportunities in regional Victoria, building and
enhancing basic services and utility regional networks,
and improving economic sustainability.
Not only that, we will actually have an evaluation
process to make sure these projects are going to be
good. The proposed project will be required to meet
evaluation criteria, including project feasibility and
delivery, additional funding sources, socioeconomic
benefit, economic benefit and financial viability. They
will go through a rigorous process before funding is
given out, and those are the evaluation criteria they will
have to meet.
It will be a very transparent process. Some of the things
that will be covered in relation to roads and transport, to
mention just a few, include intermodal freight facilities,
which are very important in getting stuff from road onto
rail and into the port so we can help ease some of the
congestion problems at the port; regional airport
upgrades, which are very important in this day and age;
upgrades of port access and infrastructure; and
upgrades of strategic road networks, as I have
mentioned.
In relation to economic development we will have
strategic economic projects that will create new
industry, like the rollout of natural gas pipelines —
which this government promised in 1999 and has failed
to deliver.
Mr Delahunty — Along with the other promises.
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Mr WELLER — It is another one it has broken.
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr WELLER — The gas pipeline? It hasn’t come
to Nathalia and it hasn’t come to Heathcote, I can tell
you that.
As to economic and social development, there will be
broadband accessibility, which has not happened under
this government, and the development of electricity
access and networks for industry, and transport access
for students attending education facilities. The list goes
on. In relation to community development there will be
community media and technology centres, cultural arts
and facility precincts and the upgrading of sporting
facilities. There is indeed in country Victoria a need for
a lot of sporting facilities to be upgraded. In relation to
economic development there will be industrial estates.
There are towns in my electorate that are working on
getting industrial estates up in their areas; they are
failing to do so under this government. They need
assistance, and this government is not providing that
assistance.
There will be regional tourism initiatives, walking and
bike trails, planning and economic development,
feasibility studies, and business plans for assisting local
communities to plan their growth and to grow their
capacity.
There has been talk about what has been said in the
media. Let me go to the Shepparton News of 4 June,
which states:
Regional Cities Victoria, which counts City of Greater
Shepparton as a member, has welcomed the National and
Liberal coalition’s $1 billion commitment to regional
Victoria.
RCV believes the fund is an acknowledgement by the parties
that Victoria’s regions are important for the future prosperity
of the state while also being a solution to the challenges of
population growth.
‘Providing regional Victorian cities with quality infrastructure
and services means equality for all Victorians’, RCV chair
and Ballarat mayor Judy Verlin said.
‘It also provides confidence to people considering a move
outside of Melbourne that their family’s needs will be met in
our regional cities, which is a high priority for our member
councils.’ Nationals leader Peter Ryan announced at the
weekend a policy to establish a $1 billion regional growth
fund to boost jobs and upgrade local services and
infrastructure.
‘We are delighted our advice to the coalition is reflected in
this commitment and in the statements from Peter Ryan’,
Cr Verlin said.
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The government says we did not consult, but here we
have the mayor of Ballarat saying she is delighted that
the coalition has listened to her. She also said:
‘RCV has been advocating for increased government
spending to support regional growth and increased flexibility
for allocated state resourcing in the regions for a long time’.

Regional Cities Victoria has been advocating this for a
long time, and we, the coalition, have listened, which
the government has failed to do.
Then there is the Wangaratta Chronicle. The opening
line of its article says:
The Nationals’s $1 billion plan to grow regional Victoria can
only be good news for Wangaratta.

Further down the article says:
But what is important about The Nationals’s announcement is
that it provides a way forward.

We do not have a way forward with this government.
The article goes on:
As of yet, the government has not come forward with its own
plans to grow regional Victoria.

The people of Wangaratta are no fools. They know this
government does not know a way forward.
In another article the leader of the Victorian Farmers
Federation said the government had only been paying
‘lip-service’. The VFF is pleased to have a party and a
coalition that will listen.
Another article refers to the mayor of the City of
Greater Geelong and states:
Mayor Mitchell said the city would be following up on the
fund and be putting a strong case about the region’s needs.
…
But South Barwon MP Michael Crutchfield said the
opposition had a lot of work to do if it wanted to match his
party’s commitment to the region.

This is typical of the government’s approach over the
last 11 years. It is spin and no substance. There is
nothing about what it is going to do in the next term.
All it does is talk about the 1990s — about what is
passed. It is not looking forward. This state needs a
party and a government with a vision, and in this
statement we have given the Victorian people a way
forward. They have seen the way forward for regional
Victoria. They want substance, not spin.
The Weekly Times has been quoted a lot here this
morning.
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Mr Crisp — Give us the opening paragraph.
Mr WELLER — We will go to the second
paragraph, which reads:
The announcement, by Nationals leader Peter Ryan, trumps
the government’s own blueprint for regional growth, which is
due out this month.

It is due out this month, but if you read the 2009 annual
statement of government intentions, you see that it says:
The government is developing a new long-term plan for the
sustainable growth of regional Victoria …

This was in February 2009! The February 2010 annual
statement says:
A blueprint for regional Victoria and long-term strategic plans
for each region will support diversification of local
economies …

And it has not delivered it yet; the government is still
only promising it.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to follow the member for Rodney in his
contribution. As some members interjecting from this
side of the house said to the member for Rodney,
‘Don’t deviate from your notes, because you get into
deep trouble when you do that’. We have just seen that
happen to the member for Rodney. It is a little
embarrassing, because he talked about Wangaratta and
I think quoted from an article from one of the local
papers up there. He was suggesting that people in
Wangaratta could see no way forward under this
government and that government members all just want
to talk about the past. I am not sure that 22 May is too
far in the past; in my recollection it is about three weeks
past. I know three weeks ago is not exactly ancient
history, but we have up there the local member, the
member for Murray Valley, who is quoted as saying on
22 May this year:
In years gone by, we were the poor relation to many other
cities in country Victoria, but not now. Wangaratta’s really on
the move.

That was said just over three weeks ago in response to
the opening of the Wangaratta Technical Education
Centre. So I would ask the member for Rodney: is that
spin or is that substance? And is it also spin that the
member for Rodney only a short time ago was happy to
take all the accolades for the Cohuna Secondary
College? He was happy to stand there and say that this
was a fantastic project and say, ‘Thank you, thank you,
thank you’. He officially opened the Cohuna Secondary
College. I ask the member for Rodney — he has gone
silent now and is just ignoring me, and he and his
fellow members are going on talking amongst

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 9 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

themselves — whether that is spin or substance. I am
sure that for all the people who attend that school and
who live in Cohuna and Wangaratta, that is absolute
substance. There is no spin about that at all.
Mr Crisp interjected.
The member for Mildura had better not interject saying
what he knows or what he does not know. I am not
even sure he lives in this state, so I am not surprised he
does not know what this government is doing — —
Mr Crisp — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
ask the member for Macedon to withdraw that
comment. I find it offensive.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member finds the comment made by the member
for Macedon offensive. Will the member withdraw it?
Ms DUNCAN — I am happy to withdraw the
comment, if the member for Mildura has moved to
Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! I
ask the member for Macedon to withdraw her
comment.
Ms DUNCAN — I withdraw the comment. I am
pleased to speak in opposition to this matter of public
importance. Firstly, I would like to say to the Leader of
The Nationals — I think I have heard him say this in
this chamber many times — self-congratulation is not
the way to go. The Leader of The Nationals
congratulated himself for putting out a three-page press
release announcing this fund after some 28 months of
so-called community consultation. As other speakers on
this side of the house have said — and I listened to the
member for Rodney’s contribution — it is a little bit
like saying my fund is bigger than your fund and
therefore we win.
You can announce anything in the lead-up to an
election. What people will look at and what you will be
judged on is not what you say you will do but what you
actually do. We can only look at what The Nationals
and the Liberal Party did to regional Victoria when they
were last in office. I think during his contribution the
member for Hastings said, ‘The last time we came to
office this state was in a poor economic situation; we
were stuck in that situation, and we could not do
anything other than to cut and slash’. That seems to be
their rationalisation for their appalling record in
government.
I will refer to some of the figures in relation to when
The Nationals and the Liberal Party were last in office.
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The member for Hastings said that when they were last
in office they had to make drastic cuts because of the
financial situation they were in. I will refer to
unemployment rates across regional Victoria between
October 1992 and October 1999. Those figures went
one way and that was up.
The Leader of The Nationals stands up in this place and
boasts about this new fund. He does not admit that
when the Liberal-Nationals coalition, led by Jeff
Kennett, was in government the unemployment rate
was more than 5 per cent higher than the rate today in
his area of Gippsland. In contrast to when the coalition
was in government, in the last 12 months in regional
Victoria 25 000 new jobs were created. That is not spin;
that is not ancient history — in the last 12 months under
this government 25 000 new jobs have been created in
regional Victoria.
If we compare the unemployment rate in country
Victoria to the rate in Victoria as a whole, we see that in
February 1994 unemployment in Victoria generally
was 13 per cent and in country Victoria it was 13.75 per
cent. By October 1999 that gap had increased even
further: unemployment in Victoria as a whole was
6.6 per cent but in country Victoria it was 7.29 per cent.
Under the Liberal-Nationals government, led by Jeff
Kennett, we saw unemployment in country Victoria
rise exponentially compared with the rest of this state.
We saw regional Victoria go backwards under the
Liberal-Nationals coalition. It is all right for members
of the coalition to stand in this place today and brag
about their three-page press release that has no detail in
it at all.
When you listen to some of the contributions from
members on the opposite side of the house and when
you think about the Federal Fund the former Howard
federal government created and what the
Auditor-General said about that fund, you worry even
more about rorting. It makes it easy for people to make
that accusation about rorting and no accountability
when all they can produce and bring to this chamber is
a matter of public importance which is a three-page
press release. That is the level of the detail provided.
Apparently that reflects the gist of it. We are just to take
it as a given that that is what members opposite would
do.
All I can say to anyone who was listening to the debate
is that they should not judge those opposite on what
they say, because they say all sorts of things. They
should be judged on what they did when they were last
in office. As a government we have a very proud
record. This government’s unemployment and job
creation figures speak for themselves.
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The electorate of Macedon has done extremely well
from the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund,
whether through the Small Towns Development Fund
or the rollout of gas across seven towns in the Macedon
Ranges. I ask members who were critical of the gas
rollout and funding that was available to allow it to
occur to come to the seven towns in the Macedon
electorate and see the way it has been accomplished. It
continues to be rolled out to this day. Once we have got
that infrastructure in the town, we will see that
infrastructure grow, as it does throughout metropolitan
Melbourne. We have delivered to this state everything
we said we would — and in many areas we have gone
beyond that.
Returning to what the Leader of The Nationals said
when announcing this funding proposal, I ask people to
judge those opposite on their record and not on what
they say they are going to do. There is a great
discrepancy between what they say they will do and
what we know they will do. The Leader of The
Nationals has already said that this fund will be used to
fund core services. If that is correct, if this fund is going
to be used to fund core services in health and education,
then this $1 billion over eight years represents a
dramatic cut to services in regional Victoria. If you
counted the funding this government gives in the
delivery of core services in health and education and
through the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund,
you would see that a lot more than $1 billion has been
spent over eight years. If the opposition were to get into
office, this fund would result in a dramatic cut to
services across regional Victoria.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It is a great pleasure to be
able to support the member for Gippsland South’s
matter of public importance, and this house
congratulates the Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition
for its farsighted policy commitment to the
establishment of a $1 billion regional growth fund for
the benefit of regional and rural Victoria. And is it not
about time that rural and regional Victoria actually got
something from the state government after being
ignored for 11 years by this contemptuous government
that we have had here in the state of Victoria? What an
absolute disgrace. Their contribution to rural and
regional Victoria has been basically trying to prop up
seats in Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo for their failing
members of Parliament who are down here. We had the
shrill contribution from the member for Bendigo East,
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development, who
is in charge of trying to feed out the money for rural
and regional Victoria. Her contribution was an absolute
bloody disgrace in this chamber this morning.
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Mr Crutchfield — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I find the member’s language to be offensive
to the minister. Can I ask — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! I
have not called the member for South Barwon.
Mr K. SMITH — The member should sit down and
not waste my time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member for South Barwon finds the comments of
the member for Bass offensive. Does the member
withdraw them?
Mr K. SMITH — No. How can he find them
offensive? What is wrong with him?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! It
is normal procedure when a member is offended that
the other member — —
Mr K. SMITH — What is going on? The word
‘bloody’ is not unparliamentary. It is a word that has
been used in here many times.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! I
ask the member for Bass to cease for a moment. When
a withdrawal has been asked for, the member should
withdraw the words.
Mr K. SMITH — I withdraw. The little boy over
there — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member for Bass!
Mr K. SMITH — Can I just say, Acting Speaker,
that we have wasted a minute of my time because of the
little fellow from Geelong who cannot make a
contribution himself. Why does he not wake up to
himself? If he does not like it, he should get out of here.
If he does not like to get into the real debate of the
chamber, he should not be in here. He is a bit of a
wimp. He is a wimp in Geelong, and he will be gone at
the next election anyhow, so he should make the most
of it while he is here.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! I
ask the member for Bass to address the motion.
Mr K. SMITH — We can only congratulate the
opposition parties for the great contribution that they
are going to make. I keep hearing the arguments and the
whingeing from the other side about what former
Premier Kennett did and all the damage that he was
supposed to have done. Not once have I heard one of
those Labor cronies over there mention that Victoria
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was regarded as a rust-bucket state. We were in debt up
to our ears in this state because of Labor Party policy
and the neglect of governments led by Cain and Kirner,
but they never ever talk about the billions of dollars of
debt that we had to fix up. Victoria lost its AAA rating
because of the disgraceful government that was in
place.
Have a look at what we have got now. Have a look at
the government now. It talks about $1 billion. What
about the $1 billion that has been wasted on myki? Its
members should think a little bit about that — that
$1 billion could have gone to rural and regional
Victoria instead of being wasted on the dreams of the
Minister for Energy and Resources. Under a previous
portfolio he was responsible for public transport in this
state. He was responsible for all the railway sleepers
that went to waste. He is now responsible for the
not-so-smart meters. It is the same minister.
The Leader of the House is in charge of government
business. What is he doing? He is wasting our money.
We want to get some money in here, and the Leader of
The Nationals has come up with what I think is an
excellent policy on behalf of the coalition. We are in
fact going to make some investment in regional and
rural Victoria. We are going to provide some
infrastructure facilities and services in partnership —
and ‘partnership’ is a word that this government
bandies around but does not believe in. We are going to
work with other communities. We are going to work
with private enterprise, local government and the
commonwealth government in getting money for this
fund. It will not just be $1 billion. We will boost that up
to a large degree by working in coalition with these
other people, and I think that is going to be the best way
to go.
This government cannot talk about having done any of
that. I keep thinking of what is needed in my area that
could have been provided by government to benefit my
constituents. Instead the government has wasted the
money. It has thrown it at Geelong to try to prop up
some of the incompetent members in that area. The
Labor members in that area are not much good. The
government has done the same in Bendigo. Have a look
at the Minister for Regional and Rural Development.
She is going to be gone at the next election. Here she is
today trying to prop herself up. She has been critical of
the Leader of The Nationals and this great policy that
we will put into place. We have got a great policy.
Where is the Labor Party’s policy? It just talks of more
of what we have had for the last 11 years. What a
disgrace.
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We are going to work with the local communities. We
are going to have regional development committees,
including some in Gippsland, looking at some of the
things that we have needed down there for such a long
time. We want to boost the Gippsland economy, where
it is going to help us and not help the Labor members in
Geelong or in Ballarat or Bendigo. We are going to
help other people around Victoria, not just prop up
incompetent ministers and incompetent members of
Parliament. They are hopeless people. This Labor
government has been so contemptuous in the way it has
thrown our money around. It is an absolute disgrace.
Regional Victoria contributes more than $20 billion
through its food production and $3.4 billion in tourism,
and that is a lot of money. Much of that comes out of
my electorate, but we get no help from this regional and
rural development fund that this mob has put in place.
We have asked for bridges to be replaced in Manks
Road in Clyde, where we needed to be able to get
trucks in to be able to move asparagus out; some
$40 million a year of asparagus moves out of that area.
I was on bended knees asking the minister to do
something about those roads and to do something about
the bridges. All he did was move the weight limit down
further to make it more difficult for trucks and other
vehicles to get over there. What a disgrace.
Eventually the government conceded that I was right
and it should actually do something about it. But it took
a long time and a lot of begging to get that. That should
have just happened as a natural course. That was an
opportunity for something to be done quickly for the
economy down there, but no, the government decided
to put a few more timber pylons on the beach at
Geelong! There will be a little bit of money for that lot.
That is fine. We will get a few more votes for the Labor
Party people down there, for the incompetent members
in that area.
We are going to do things with our regional growth
fund that will be available for all of regional Victoria,
not just for the electorates represented by these
incompetents. We are going to be able to provide better
infrastructure and facilities and services for people. We
are going to strengthen the economic base of
communities, and we are going to create jobs. That is a
very important thing. We are going to create jobs to
improve the career opportunities for rural and regional
Victorians, not just for the Labor members in those
areas that the incompetent ministers and others are
trying to prop up. We are going to do it for all of
Victoria. We are going to make a proper contribution.
We are going to make sure that everybody gets looked
after, certainly more than what this government has
done in its last 11 years.
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The money that this mob has absolutely wasted is a
disgrace, particularly when it could have been making
contributions to the Victorian regional economy. Funds
could have been going to Gippsland, not just in my
electorate but right across the Gippsland area, which is
probably the best agricultural country that we have
anywhere in this state. But the government has
neglected it. Labor has neglected the infrastructure. It
has neglected the services. It has neglected local
government. It has neglected local communities. The
government talks about gas. The minister and one or
two Labor members have talked about natural gas and
supplying it around the state.
The government put some money into Gippsland. It put
a little bit of money into Korumburra, Leongatha,
Wonthaggi and Inverloch, but my God, what about
Phillip Island? It is the tourism Mecca of the state of
Victoria. The government says, ‘No, it is all right. We
can just roll out the bottled gas down there. It does not
matter how much the tourists have to pay’. We should
have natural gas there. We should have natural gas in
Koo Wee Rup, an area that has got a huge secondary
college, a hospital and businesses that could thrive if
they were in a position where they could have some
natural gas, but no, this mob did not even think about
putting on natural gas down there.
I cannot believe how incompetent this government is. It
deserves to be thrown out on 27 November. The
members down in Geelong are going to be the first to
go.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I think
that is a good example of why, as a member of
Parliament, you do need to keep a sense of humour.
That was very humorous. Sad, but humorous — the
incoherent contribution of the member for Bass. I will
certainly be taking elements of that speech and passing
them on to my constituents, because the member for
Bass certainly congratulated the other Geelong
members and me for getting our fair share of funds for
regional Victoria. I thank him for his positive thoughts
with respect to our lobbying in Geelong.
On the substantive issue, I do not support the matter of
public importance as it was submitted. I believe it is
indeed smoke and mirrors and hollow rhetoric; the
consultation has not been extensive and there has been
very little detail. In contrast with the coalition’s policy,
just prior to 1999, when I was on the Greater Geelong
City Council, Mr Brumby, the then shadow Treasurer,
along with other members of the then opposition, spent
months travelling around regional Victoria. They were
asking, consulting and inquiring on a continual basis
over a period of, I suspect, at least 18 months.
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Mr Brumby found a level of anger in the community,
particularly in regional Victoria, that convinced him he
needed a fund to supplement the basic core funding for
infrastructure and services. He understood that the
attacks on health, education, infrastructure, transport
and other areas of service in regional Victoria were
unprecedented.
In the 1999 election campaign the Bracks Labor
government committed to RIDF, the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, which was then a
massive investment in and commitment to regional
Victoria. It was unashamedly biased towards regional
Victoria. It was a fund that was to be an addition,
supplementing basic core services in education and
health. This investment was particularly well received,
and I would argue, as would other members of the
Bracks government of the time, that it resonated with
country Victoria. The Bracks government understood
that the Liberal-Nationals coalition had pillaged
regional Victoria to its detriment and for the betterment
of metropolitan Melbourne.
Like the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund,
the regional blueprint was based on extensive levels of
consultation. The then Premier Bracks and Treasurer
Brumby spent months on an extensive circuit of
regional Victoria consulting on the regional blueprint.
What has happened with the regional plan, which we
will announce in the next few weeks, is that, again,
there has been considerable consultation. I was lucky
enough to be a member of one of the consultation
groups; it was focused on Geelong and western
Victoria, all the way through to the border. That
particular meeting was very positive. Mayors and
CEOs from all those councils were effusive in their
compliments. Yes, there was more to be done, and, yes,
they had particular projects, but they said at that forum
that the RIDF program was one that they wanted to see
continue.
What stands in stark contrast, and it is a bit like pumas
in the Otways, is that to my knowledge, there has not
been a member of The Nationals who has made a
contribution to a meeting or round table with G21
(Geelong 21st Century) or with the Committee for
Geelong, and certainly very few Liberal Party members
have done so.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I mean a member of The
Nationals as distinct from a member of the Liberal
Party. That is my understanding. I will stand corrected,
but there has been very little consultation. Have
members of The Nationals met with the Surf Coast
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Shire Council? Have they met with the other councils?
My understanding is that they have not. I will certainly
stand corrected if I am incorrect, but there have been
very few if any deliberate consultations with respect to
this particular document. That is what resonated with
the Weekly Times, which certainly identified a lack of
detail. It accused The Nationals of taking the bush for
granted and believing they can put up an ill-thought-out
document and expect people to believe it when the
detail is scarce at best.
Where did this policy come from, and why was it
rushed? I think its genesis is the point at which the
Liberal Party overruled The Nationals in respect of the
Mitchell dam. Clearly that hurt that constituency of The
Nationals. Those members of The Nationals who have
long argued for dams throughout Gippsland and indeed
throughout Victoria have based some of their support
financially on the commitment of The Nationals to a
dam on the Mitchell River in particular. Well, they
rolled over. What happens? A few days later they
decide, ‘We need a plan — an ill-thought-out plan —
for our own constituency. Something that we can use as
a slush fund; something we can use as a regional rorts
fund to look after our own, because we have just been
done over by the Liberal Party in its search for green
preferences’. That is why this policy was rushed. That
is why there is very little detail, and that is why there
are questions about the seriousness of the
Liberal-Nationals coalition in delivering on this front.
I want to focus on a couple of the comments made in a
press statement of 31 May, in which the Leader of The
Nationals says this fund is not a supplement to funds
that are targeting education, health, railways and those
other core services; they are included in this particular
fund. Whilst $1 billion is a lot of money in anyone’s
language, it is not such a lot of money over eight years,
and there is a paucity if you include basic services like
education and health. I will read to the house a number
of examples of where this government has contributed
to capital works in my electorate since 1999.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Again I thank the member
for Bass for complimenting me on my advocacy for my
electorate. I acknowledge that, and I will certainly take
back to my constituency and to the ministers involved
his compliments and the fact that he acknowledges that.
A snapshot of what this government has been
contributing in education includes $165 million funding
in Gippsland, $142 million in the Grampians region and
$187 million for 85 schools in the Hume region. I
realise time is short, so I will not go into the additional
investment in health. These are a supplement to what is
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unashamedly a regionally biased fund, the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund.
We will be announcing additional policies in respect of
regional Victoria in the near future, but in terms of my
patch, investment related to the Department of
Innovation, Industry and Regional Development has
facilitated well over $1 billion in the almost three-year
period regarding 46 investments, and that has generated
some 1857 jobs. In the time since 1999 this regionally
biased fund, RIDF, and the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development have focused on
projects like the Barwon Heads natural gas project, the
Portarlington natural gas project, the small towns grant
which has benefited the Surf Coast shire, the scout hall
in Torquay, $750 000 for an important community
facility at the Torquay Angling Club and $2 million to
the City of Greater Geelong for the proposed expansion
of the Geelong Ring Road employment project — a
critical project that has the potential to generate some
10 000 jobs.
In closing I re-emphasise that people attending the
forums, to a person, have urged the government to
continue the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund — a fund that is focused on regional Victoria. I
was at the announcement of the two private-public
partnerships for Armstrong Creek when international
and interstate investors said one of the reasons they are
investing in Geelong and Victoria is the focus the
Brumby government gives to the whole of Victoria and
the ease of investing in regional Victoria.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — It is a very
sad reflection on the member for South Barwon and all
Labor members who have contributed to this debate,
and it is a tragedy for Labor Party members and for
Victoria that they continue to run conspiracy theories as
a substitute for genuine debate on this issue. It
genuinely shows Labor’s real contempt for regional and
rural Victoria.
Labor treats regional and rural Victoria as a political
plaything and does not have a genuine interest in
decentralisation or balanced development or a real
understanding of the important role that regional cities
and rural Victoria can and should play in the growth of
the Victorian economy and in terms of having proper,
balanced growth in this state.
I want to support this matter of public importance. I
want to talk about what this fund is all about, how it
will work and make some comments on this initiative,
what this current government has done and some of the
projects that are likely to benefit. The fund would be a
$1 billion fund, which is a large amount of money that
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can be accessed from the grassroots up by 48 regional
and rural councils to create jobs, improve career
opportunities in regional and rural Victoria, create
investment in regional Victoria through leveraged
funding, strengthen the economic base of rural and
regional communities, and provide better infrastructure
facilities in partnership with communities, private
enterprise, government and the commonwealth.
It would work in conjunction with and through regional
development committees that are already in place and
have been established by both state and federal
governments, and 40 per cent of the funds would be
spent by the local regional development committees,
with local people making local decisions for the benefit
of local communities in regional and rural areas.
Sixty per cent would have a statewide strategic
component to look at projects of state and regional
significance. These projects will be advised by the
chairs of the regional development committees,
working with the relevant ministers in the Baillieu
government.
I make it clear to members opposite who continue to try
to misrepresent this fund that it is not a substitute for
normal government funding for education, health,
transport and government services. This would be
$1 billion for regional and rural development because
we firmly believe, as we live there and love regional
and rural Victoria, that regional and rural Victoria and
regional cities have a major role to play in the growth
and development of the state.
Regional Cities Victoria, with whose representatives I
have met a number of times, states in a press release:
Regional Cities Victoria … welcomes the National and
Liberal coalition’s commitment to regional Victoria through
their … $1 billion regional growth fund.

That has been widely quoted by other speakers. The
Victorian Farmers Federation has said in
correspondence under the heading ‘Farmers back
opposition’s regional growth fund pledge’ that:
The … (VFF) has backed a commitment by the state
opposition to introduce a $1 billion regional growth fund …

It goes on to quote Mr Broad, the president of the VFF
as saying:
Particularly pleasing is the focus the opposition’s policy has
placed on local decision-makers. No-one knows better than
local people the order of importance in which investment
should be made.
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The Australian Financial Review of 31 May says:
Victorian Farmers Federation president Andrew Broad said
the Victorian government had paid ‘lip-service’ to boosting
regional Victoria’s productivity for a long time. The proposed
$1 billion fund to be spent over eight years ‘will really put
pressure on the Brumby government to step up to the plate
and put some real money into developing the productive
capacity of regional Victoria …

The Geelong Advertiser says:
Mayor John Mitchell says Geelong will battle for its share of
a whopping $1 billion regional growth fund to be set up by
the state opposition …

I am looking forward to working with the Greater
Geelong City Council and the Geelong community to
make sure we get good projects up in Geelong through
this fund. The Weekly Times of 2 June says:
The Victorian coalition has made its first strike in the election
battle for country votes, promising to spend $1 billion on a
regional growth fund within the first eight years …

It says this is a blueprint, and there are similar quotes
from other newspapers across the state. In contrast,
what has Labor said? Labor has dudded regional and
rural Victoria. The annual statement of government
intentions of February 2009 says:
This year will see:
… the development of a new blueprint for regional
growth to develop strategies for each region in close
consultation with regional communities.

That is what the government said, and then it said in a
press release that the blueprint will drive a new era of
regional growth. That is what Premier Brumby said in
February 2009, but there was no action. That is treating
regional and rural Victoria with absolute and utter
contempt. Then there was another announcement in the
annual statement of government intentions of February
2010:
This work will culminate in the release of the blueprint in
2010.

Then it says the government is consulting. In the budget
speech Treasurer John Lenders said:
The government will release a new Blueprint for Regional
Victoria by 30 June.

Regional Victoria has been waiting 18 months for this
announcement, and it is still waiting with bated breath.
Members of the opposition have said you judge people
by what they do, not by what they say. The people of
regional and rural Victoria have judged this government
as failing to deliver on the blueprint. They have only to
look at page 119 of budget paper 3 under ‘regional
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development’ to see that in 2009–10, $154 million was
spent, and the budget for next year is $97 million — a
cut of nearly 40 per cent.
Pages 126 and 127 of the budget papers show that last
year the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund
spent nearly $80 million but that next year’s allocation
is only $56 million — a cut of 30 per cent. It also shows
that last year $59 million was spent on Regional
Development Victoria’s economic investment program
and that in the next year $41 million is to be spent — a
cut of 29.9 per cent. In tourism, which is important for
rural and regional Victoria and for jobs across country
Victoria, $95.2 million was spent this year; next year
$76.6 million is to be spent — a cut of nearly 20 per
cent.
The people of country Victoria can judge this
government by what it does; it fails to deliver a
blueprint and it cuts every regional and rural program in
this year’s budget, with the funding cuts of 20 per cent
being massive. That is what they can expect under this
government — that is, cuts to country programs. This
Labor Party treats regional and rural Victoria with
contempt. It goes out to country Victoria for photo
opportunities — it flies in and flies out, gets a photo —
but does not really care, does not listen and does not
understand. It does not care about country Victoria; it
treats regional and rural Victoria with contempt.
Members of the Liberal-Nationals coalition, on the
other hand, proudly live and work in regional and rural
Victoria; we love country Victoria and that is why I
look forward to working with this program, in
government, to do things like upgrade our single wire
earth return lines to improve productivity in the dairy
industry and create more jobs; bring natural gas to
Heywood; and improve recreational fishing facilities in
Portland, Port Fairy and Warrnambool.
It is not just about recreational fishing — this is about
economic development because tuna fishing brings
hundreds of people and millions of dollars to those
regions to take advantage of that fishing. If we had
appropriate facilities, we would create more jobs and
more opportunities. We would put a pedestrian
overpass over the ring-road in Portland to get our trucks
in and out of the port more efficiently and safely. I look
forward to working with regional cities and country
Victoria to deliver on this great program.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2010–11 (part 1)
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It gives me, as a
member of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC), great pleasure to make some
comments about part 1 of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s report on the budget estimates
2010–11, which was tabled in the last sitting week. I
acknowledge, for the record, that part 2 of the report
was tabled this morning.
At the outset I want to acknowledge my fellow
committee members. Some of them are in the chamber
today: the members for Scoresby and Benalla. We
certainly got to know each other pretty well through the
course of the budget estimates process. In particular, I
want to acknowledge the committee’s chair, the
member for Burwood, who I see is now entering the
chamber. The chair certainly had his work cut out for
him during the estimates hearings and found himself on
his feet on many occasions, seeking to quell
overzealous committee members, whom I will not
name.
I sincerely thank the committee’s executive officer,
Valerie Cheong, and her team of research officers
including Christopher Gribbin, Vicky Delgos, Ian
Claesson, David Lacy, Rocco Tottura and Joe Manders
for their exemplary work on this report. In particular, I
thank the team for turning around such a large volume
of work and having it ready so that members could be
better prepared to speak on the appropriation bill before
the Parliament. I also thank Melanie Hondros for the
work she did in assisting the committee during the
estimates hearings.
Let me turn to the report, which focuses on week 1 of
the budget estimates hearings. Week 1 included
appearances from the Premier, Treasurer, presiding
officers and ministers, together with senior public
servants. I think it ought to be recognised that both the
Premier and Treasurer were each questioned about the
budget for a least 3 hours each.
The report provides some very valuable background on
the budget and is a rich source of information which
comes from face-to-face hearings and departmental
questionnaires which were returned to the committee.
The report also provides a summary of the key matters
raised at the hearings, detailed questions taken on notice
and details of documents tabled by ministers at the
hearings.
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Chapter 2 is a very valuable part of the report. It
provides a summary of the key aspects of the 2010–11
budget. It has been written in a reasonably succinct way
but provides information on areas such as revenue and
expense estimates, funding for infrastructure
investments, net debt projections, new funding
initiatives and contingency provisions. Chapter 2 also
lists the 11 budget themes for the 2010–11 budget —
namely, more jobs and a resilient, competitive
Victorian economy; putting patients first; promoting
community safety; more support and services for
children and families; investing in our schools;
maintaining Victoria’s livability; A Fairer Victoria;
delivering the Victorian transport plan; new support and
investment for regional Victoria; sustainability and the
environment; and bushfire reconstruction and recovery.
The report also notes, and welcomes, two additional
budget information papers that supplemented the
standard papers for the 2010–11 budget. Previous
years’ equivalents of the 2010–11 budget information
paper no. 1, entitled 2010–11 Public Sector Asset
Investment Program, were published about five months
after the previous budgets were presented but this year
we had it in advance of that. However, the paper
seemed to be the source of confusion for some
opposition shadow ministers who used it to disseminate
some inaccurate post-budget media releases.
Budget information paper no. 2, entitled Putting
Patients First, was also acknowledged and welcomed
by the committee in part 1 of the report.
There were many highlights in the first week of the
budget estimates hearings, particularly in the
appearances of the Treasurer and Premier. I will resist
the temptation to go through those highlights, but what
remains with me from that first week came from both
the Treasurer and the Premier: both of them made the
strong point that this budget delivers on all of the
commitments that Labor made in the lead-up to the
2006 election.
The Premier stated:
There are 172 output initiatives and those are fully funded,
and on the capital side there are 93 asset initiatives, which are
fully funded.

In simple terms this is a budget that delivers on Labor’s
promises.
Amongst other things, I think that irritated some of the
opposition members on the committee. They spent
much of their time asking questions that were not
necessarily relevant to the budget estimates hearings.
When the chair tried to redirect some of those
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members’ questions to the budget estimates he was
attacked on a number of occasions, despite his being
impartial, and was accused of trying to shut down the
hearings. In my view, this was one of the very few
disappointing outcomes from what were otherwise very
valuable hearings.
I look forward to working with the committee on the
preparation of part 3 of the report, which will probably
be tabled, as has been the case in previous years, in
September. I very much commend the report to other
members; it makes terrific reading.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2010–11 (part 2)
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I would like to speak on
the Report on the 2010–11 Budget Estimates —
Part Two which was tabled today by the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. The duties of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, which are
clearly stated on page xvii of the report, are:
… to inquire into, consider and report to the Parliament on:
…
the annual estimates or receipts and payments and other
budget papers and any supplementary estimates of
receipts or payments presented to the Assembly and the
Council.

I would have thought it was common decency that if a
question were asked by a committee member to a
minister responsible for a department, we would
receive an answer. Based on what I have read this
morning in this report, the blatant lack of clear answers
to straightforward questions is breathtaking.
Unfortunately, in my opinion, the public hearings have
become a bit of a farce.
I refer to evidence given by the Minister for
Community Services on 19 May. Opposition members
listened very carefully to the minister boast about her
department’s achievements dating back to 1999. Not
once in this transcript did the chair rule this part of her
evidence inadmissible. It is clear, from reading this
report that all of the information given by the minister
was accepted.
The crucial question put to the minister by committee
members from the opposition was in relation to the best
interests case plans, and the questions asked how many
should have been completed in 2008 and how many
were completed. You would think that the government,
which prides itself on social justice and social policies,
would want to explain how it handles one of the most
crucial responsibilities of government — that is, the
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protection of vulnerable children. The minister
eventually stated:
I will answer the question and attempt to relate it to the
budget estimates …

But she then went on to give a long list of excuses, but
we were not given any answers, according to this
report. The minister kept referring to a ‘draft case plan’
in the report. The question referred to her statutory
obligations under the law, not the draft plan. She
followed her comments on the draft plan, once again,
with a long list of excuses.
Having read this report and having read the transcripts
from the hearing, it is clear to me that the very purpose
of having a public hearing is ‘to inquire’, as I said
initially. The minister failed to provide straightforward,
sensible answers. Consequently I maintain that the
minister should be recalled to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee to provide proper answers to the
committee.
There is a precedent for this, as I understand it.
Witnesses can be recalled before the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee if the committee is not happy
with the information that has been given to it. In
addition, just two years ago, under the Westminster
system, the head of the British post office was recalled
to a committee because the evidence she gave to the
committee was insufficient.
However, in the case of the Minister for Community
Services, it gets a lot worse, because we suspect that
during the hearings her spin doctors, believe it or not,
called a media conference for 1.00 p.m. on the same
day. The hearing concluded at 12.15 p.m., so just
45 minutes later the minister went out and answered
questions from the media that she had refused to answer
in the public hearings.
Based on the evidence in this report, if the minister is
not recalled to give proper answers, then the
government and its ministers are treating the committee
with absolute contempt. This government promised that
it would be open, honest and transparent, and this is a
chance for the government and the minister to insist
that the minister be recalled so the evidence can again
be put to the committee.
I believe it is not good enough for a minister to come
before a committee and give answers to all the Dorothy
Dixers, but when committee members from the
opposition ask a decent question there be an attempt to
shut them down.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2010–11 (part 1)
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to make some brief comments on the very
substantial first part of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) report on the 2010–11
budget estimates. What this report demonstrates is this
government’s total commitment to transparency and
accountability in the budget and budget estimates
process. The report highlights that for the first time the
publication of the budget information paper on the
2010–11 asset investment program has been brought
forward — a move towards greater transparency that
has been welcomed by most members.
A separate information paper has also been released for
health services funding in the budget, including
massive investments secured by the Premier at the
Council of Australian Governments.
Given this unprecedented level of disclosure of
information, it is quite laughable that those opposite
and minor party members of PAEC have criticised the
entire process and labelled it as orchestrated and secret.
Nothing could be further from the truth. Looking to the
future, I know that this high level of transparency will
be built upon. PAEC is of the view that a separate
budget information paper on rural and regional Victoria
should be provided in the future.
The report includes the key themes of this year’s
budget, which reflect the values and priorities that the
Brumby Labor government shares with Victorians. I
was very pleased to see reported in the paper that the
government has delivered on every one of its 2006
election promises. The themes highlighted provide a
blueprint for the government’s strong investment in
Victoria in jobs. They also reflect the government’s
assessment of areas of government responsibility
requiring funding emphasis. One thing that most of us
agree upon is the importance of this process.
As members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, we spent many hours, days and weeks
reviewing the budget, questioning various aspects of
the $44.9 billion of government expenditure, and
questioning ministers on their individual areas of
responsibility. While most of us agree that this is a
significant process in ensuring the transparency and
accountability of government, I was concerned to read
the very silly remarks of Richard Dalla-Riva, a member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the Council, who is
a member of PAEC. When I read his remarks, I
thought, ‘Goodness me, surely this is an error’, but that
was what was said.
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What his comments demonstrated was that the
opposition does not really take PAEC or the budget
estimates process very seriously. Indeed in some
circumstances they make a mockery of the process.
Mr Dalla-Riva was talking about scones, jam and
cream. Were his thoughts chiefly on his mind or on his
stomach? I think there was a lot more important
information to be digested and a lot more important
questions to be asked.
I also note that in her remarks, Sue Pennicuik, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the
Council, was right when she said the opposition abuses
the processes by grandstanding, but I think she is wrong
when she says that the budget estimates process lacks
proper scrutiny. The opposition and minor parties have
full opportunity to question ministers on the budget.
They may not like the answers given to them, but they
are always given the opportunity to scrutinise each area
of responsibility.
I would have to disagree with Ms Pennicuik when she
said the questions were sometimes insincere Dorothy
Dixers. I can say that the questions I put to ministers
during the hearings were sincere and about important
matters that affect Victorians. In an answer to my
question on the Victorian schools plan — to be found in
appendix 2, which contains the transcripts of
evidence — the Minister for Education advised of the
Brumby government’s budget allocation of
$334 million for the modernisation of existing schools,
replacement schools and new schools for growth areas.
My electorate of Narre Warren South has nine new
schools being built and two opened this year.
In an answer to my question to the Minister for Health
about radiotherapy services, something that I have a
strong belief in and personal experience of, the minister
divulged to the committee there is greater capacity in
radiotherapy services today than we have ever seen
before. The minister advised that this budget includes
10 000 additional treatments to keep pace with growth.
The report was put together with lightning speed and
the supporting officers did a terrific job. I commend the
chair on the way he conducted the hearings.

Education and Training Committee:
geographical differences in the rate in which
Victorian students participate in higher
education
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the Education and Training Committee’s final report
on its inquiry into geographical differences in the rate in
which Victorian students participate in higher
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education. I am not a member of this committee; most
members in this place who speak on committee reports
normally speak on inquiries that they are involved in.
But I believe this is a very good and positive report, and
it exemplifies the important role committees play in our
Parliament.
I would particularly like to focus on the issue of the
deferral rates and the barriers to tertiary education,
which are clearly outlined in this report, and the
bipartisan recommendations of the committee that have
been made as part of this report. This also goes back to
the inquiry into retaining young people in rural towns
and communities that was conducted during the
previous Parliament; it made similar recommendations.
This report looks at the barriers to tertiary education for
rural students. I would particularly like to focus on that
because this week the ‘On track’ data was presented.
The reports from both of these inquiries are focused on
the importance of the ‘On track’ data and identifying
the differences across Victoria for students leaving
secondary school and entering into tertiary education,
TAFE or employment.
I would encourage members to have a look at that data
because there is a really clear difference identified
between the deferral rates for rural students and metro
students. If you go through the data for all of the rural
secondary schools, there is a much higher rate of
deferral. There are also a few differences, a couple of
high spikes, in some of the metro schools. But quite
often across those regional schools there are student
deferral rates, or students not entering tertiary
education, of between 20 to 30 per cent — even higher
in many cases.
What you also notice is there is a very high
employment rate — students leaving school and going
into the employment or apprenticeship system. That is a
good, positive thing. But it often highlights that there is
a real barrier for those rural students entering into
tertiary education, including the higher cost of living
away from home. Members will also notice that there is
a higher proportion of students looking for work or who
are unemployed in many of those rural areas. There are
some real differences.
If members look at the secondary schools in the
‘On track’ data, where students come from low
socioeconomic areas — either metro or rural — there
are some real barriers to opportunity. This is very
important for my community and for many rural
areas — to make sure that we give students the
opportunity to access territory education, the TAFE
system, and the training required, so that they gain the
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skills that will enable them to then participate fully in
our employment system and provide the value that we
need in our communities.
I encourage both state and federal governments to
respond better than they have so far. Both inquiries
have made very strong recommendations about what
the state and federal governments should do. I know
there has been a lot of debate about the youth
allowance, methods of delivering better pathways and
lowering the cost of disincentives or barriers to rural
students entering the tertiary education system. Whilst
many people might think that that has been resolved, it
has not been resolved to the satisfaction of rural
students. Governments must do more to ensure that
rural students leaving year 12 have a pathway into
tertiary education.
I know that you, Acting Speaker Howard, were the
chair of that inquiry. All members of Parliament must
continue to work hard to deliver opportunities for all
students, no matter where they live in our
community — to make sure that students can, if they so
desire, go to university. As a father of four teenage
children I understand that this is a challenge, to make
sure that they — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2010–11 (parts 1 and 2)
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish to speak on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee reports
on the 2010–11 budget estimates. To date the
Parliament has been presented with parts 1 and 2 of the
report. Essentially those two parts cover the responses
that each department has provided to the extensive
questionnaires that the committee gave them, as well as
the hearings which ministers and presiding officers
attended, spoke at and answered questions in terms of
the budget estimates and their programs.
The member for Williamstown has already pointed out
that part 1 also includes a very valuable chapter
summarising the basic trends and content of the budget.
The committee thinks it is very important that this
information be delivered to the Parliament as soon as
possible in order to help members participate in the
debate on the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill —
whether it be on the bill in general or for the
Parliament’s appropriation.
The process that the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee has for the estimates hearings in this
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Parliament has been well and truly set. It is a dramatic
change from what occurred under the previous
government, when the Liberal and The Nationals’
ministers, the conservative ministers, refused to be
accountable or to attend public hearings. The then
Premier refused to attend. The conservative ministers
refused to be accountable, or to explain the budget, the
estimates or their programs. They refused to answer any
questions — and it is a bit hard to answer any questions
if you are not actually there! They have form on this
particular matter.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — They have form; you were
not around. They do not wish to be accountable. They
have form, and the form continues. They wish to avoid
scrutiny.
The process of the operations of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee today is very clear. There is a
very clear process for the estimates hearing, as set out
in the functions under section 14 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act. We have separate reporting on
performance outcomes. We look at a large range of
annual reports. We also follow up on the audits, which
was not done before in a systematic way.
There has been a 50 per cent increase in the funding
available to the secretariat of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. The previous government cut
everything more and more in order to avoid any
scrutiny. Of course there is the continuation of special
and own motion inquiries, whether it be into the Audit
Act or the financial management framework.
I want to comment on the proceedings. As I have said,
the process is to inquire into the estimates. As chair of
the committee I require the questions to focus on the
estimates in accordance with the requirements in the
act. Normally the processes of the committee, by
convention, are similar to the process for questions
without notice in the Assembly. On occasions, though,
ministers have provided overly long answers, and I
have pointed that out to them. On occasions some
members have attempted to ask questions that were not
related to the estimates. Indeed, some of the questions
were so far from the estimates that I was left wondering
if they fell into the category of what a member of the
upper house described as mere grandstanding.
As chair over the four years I consistently ruled again
and again that the questions and the answers needed to
be succinct, to be direct and to relate to the estimates. I
pulled up ministers — and I probably even pulled up
the Minister for Roads and Ports on occasions in this
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regard — and reminded them that members and
witnesses need to be relevant to the terms of the
inquiry.

In the brief time available to me I wish to provide some
other examples of contempt for the process by Brumby
government ministers.

It was disappointing that at times the conduct of the
hearing was not in the best tradition of the Parliament.
A hearing in a room around a table is quite different to
the conduct of proceedings in the house, and some
members, and on occasions witnesses, sought to engage
in across-the-table interjections and arguments. On
many occasions I made it clear that such behaviour was
unparliamentary and not in the best traditions of the
Victorian Parliament.

I look at the confidentiality of transcripts. Transcripts of
evidence are confidential until they are verified by the
witness and PAEC committee members and made
public a few days later. In spite of this, the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change made it clear when
he was interviewed that he had seen the transcript of the
Premier’s evidence from a couple of days earlier. He
stated:

An honourable member — It was disrespectful.
Mr STENSHOLT — It was very disrespectful
indeed. I reject the commentary by the member for
Scoresby here today. Rulings that I made were
consistent and appropriate over the four years. I ask
members to read the transcript. I particularly ask the
member for Scoresby to reflect on his poor behaviour
and lack of respect in terms of the process, which at
times came across as self-evident in terms of the
conduct of the proceedings.
It is very important that there be proper procedures and
respect for the processes of the Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2010–11 (parts 1 and 2)
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — The gloves are off as I
make my contribution to the report on the 2010–11
budget estimates hearing. I start by thanking Valerie
Cheong and other staff for an outstanding effort in
organising all the interviews and putting together
1100 pages of reports so far. In addition to their
massive input, the MPs from the Labor Party, the
Liberal Party, The Nationals and the Greens committed
around 48 hours to interviews and extensive additional
preparation and review time.
With all of this effort, it is therefore extremely
disappointing to me to witness the contempt with which
the Brumby government ministers treated the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
post-budget interview process. Mr Wells, the deputy
chair, has outlined the deeds of the Minister for
Community Services, which are the subject of ongoing
action.

In fact I noticed your interaction with the Premier. I have
actually read the transcript.

To make matters worse, he then attempted to cover up.
The Minister for Regional and Rural Development
attempted to mislead PAEC in relation to the number of
jobs saved and new jobs created at Carter Holt Harvey
at Myrtleford as it undertook a major upgrade. The
minister was exposed for double counting jobs and
inferring a net increase of jobs at Carter Holt Harvey,
when in fact there had been a net decrease in jobs.
The whole process seemed to be one based on double
standards. I raised a point of order on the last day of the
hearings, and I will read the point of order that I raised:
… Chair. I refer to your ruling at the start of proceedings
today when you said there will be no points of clarification
and no supplementary questions. I understand the need for
you to chair the meetings firmly, but in making this ruling I
feel that you have put at risk the integrity of this PAEC …
process.

I further stated:
Over the past two years ministers have been able to make
wide-ranging responses, often in response to Dorothy Dixers
from government members of the committee.

I then stated:
When non-government members of the committee have
sought to get specific answers to specific questions, you have
often instructed the minister to confine his or her reply … as it
relates to the forward estimates and to limit points of
clarification when the minister has provided an answer which
the questioner considers unclear, misleading or evasive. This
approach has certainly frustrated and disappointed me as I
have endeavoured to fulfil my role as a member of PAEC to
ensure that the government of the day is fully accountable for
the spending of over $45 billion of Victorian taxpayers
money, so I request that you direct the minister to answer the
questions and ensure that he does so.

In conclusion, I was profoundly disappointed with the
Brumby government ministers’ contempt for the PAEC
interview process. Their display of contempt for the
process is unfortunately not isolated, as the Premier and
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particularly the Minister for Water have been doing it
for the past four years in the PAEC interview process.
With the release today of the Auditor-General’s report
into irrigation efficiency programs, we will now see
why they were evading answering the questions.
The Brumby government has repeatedly displayed
contempt for the overall parliamentary process and for
the public of Victoria in general. Whilst PAEC has
been frustrated in its attempts to hold the Brumby
government to account, the public of Victoria will have
their chance on election day on 27 November this year
to truly hold to account the unelected, unelectable,
arrogant Premier and his government. Bring on
27 November — and plug the pipe!

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) 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 Working with Children Amendment Bill
2010.
In my opinion, the Working with Children 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 main purpose of the bill is to amend the Working with
Children Act 2005 to make further provision for applications
for working with children checks, the revocation and
surrender of assessment notices and offences under part 4 of
the act.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Right to privacy
Section 13 of the charter provides that every person has the
right:
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Clause 5(2)
Clause 5(2) provides that where an applicant for an
assessment notice has not provided all information required
by section 10 of the act with their application, the secretary
may require the applicant to provide any missing information
within 28 days (or such longer period approved by the
secretary).
In my opinion, this clause does not limit the right to privacy.
The provision only allows for the secretary to set a time frame
on the provision of information which is already required to
be provided in support of an application under section 10 of
the act. The secretary cannot require that any additional
information be provided under this section. Consequently,
clause 5(2) does not limit the right to privacy under
section 13.
Clause 6
Clause 6 provides that the secretary may, in considering an
application for an assessment notice, make enquiries to or
seek information on the application from any person or source
that the secretary thinks fit, including the Director of Public
Prosecutions and any employee within the meaning of the
Public Administration Act 2004.
In my opinion, any interference with the right to privacy
caused by such enquiries will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The enquiries will be specifically authorised by the
act, and will assist the secretary in accessing as much relevant
information as possible in assessing whether a person is
suitable to work with children. For these reasons, I do not
consider that clause 6 imposes an arbitrary or unlawful
interference with the privacy right under section 13.
Clause 7
Clause 7 provides that the secretary must not consider an
application for an assessment notice by a person who has
received a negative notice unless the secretary has been
notified, or the applicant provides information with the
application, that there has been a change in the circumstances
which gave rise to the negative notice. This engages the right
to privacy by requiring information about a person’s personal
circumstances to be provided to the secretary.
In my opinion, any interference with the right to privacy will
be neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The requirement is
specifically authorised by the act. Applicants will only need to
furnish information to the secretary in circumstances
specifically prescribed — namely, where it is necessary to
show that there is a reason to depart from the previously
issued negative assessment notice. Consequently, clause 7
does not limit the right to privacy under section 13.
Clauses 15, 17, 19, 21 and 25

(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.

Clause 15 engages the right to privacy by requiring a person
who has a current assessment notice or who has an
application for an assessment notice pending to notify the
secretary of a change in any person by whom he or she is
engaged in child-related work or any agency with which he or
she is listed.

The confidentiality of personal information lies at the heart of
the privacy right. The protection of privacy is not, however,
absolute. Disclosures that are authorised by law and not
arbitrary are permissible under the charter.

Clause 17 requires that if the secretary suspends a person’s
assessment notice, the secretary must notify any agency or
person that the secretary is aware has engaged, or proposes to
engage, that notice holder in child-related work. Clause 19

(a) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with;
and
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imposes the same requirement on the secretary where an
assessment notice holder surrenders his or her notice.

assessment notice for up to six months where a person has
failed to provide information required by the secretary.

Clause 21 engages the right to privacy by requiring persons
who are exempt from a requirement to hold an assessment
notice by reason of their being a member of the Australian
Federal Police (AFP) to notify any person by whom he or she
is engaged in child-related work or any agency with which he
or she is listed of any suspension or termination of their
employment with the AFP. Similarly, clause 25 amends the
Child Employment Act 2003 to provide a person who is
permitted by reason of his or her membership of the AFP to
supervise a child in employment (other than as a member of
the AFP) must notify any person by whom he or she is
employed in that supervision of any suspension or
termination of employment with the AFP.

Persons affected by such decisions will not possess a current
assessment notice and so will not be able to engage in
child-related work.

In my opinion, any interference with the right to privacy
which results from these provisions will be neither unlawful
nor arbitrary. The requirement on applicants and on the
secretary to share information in the above circumstances will
be specifically authorised by the act. The instances in which
sharing of information must occur are clearly delineated by
the bill, and in each case the information is necessary to
ensure that agencies and people who employ persons in
child-related work are kept informed of the status of the
person’s assessment notice (or application for an assessment
notice). The provisions enable those people and agencies to
ensure that they only engage persons who are fit and proper to
work with children. Consequently, in my view the clauses do
not result in an arbitrary or unlawful interference with the
right to privacy.
Clause 23
Clause 23 extends the circumstances in which a person may
disclose information acquired as a result of the carrying out of
a working-with-children check or under specified provisions
of the act. Clause 23 allows such information to be disclosed
to a person or body in another Australian jurisdiction who
possesses functions or powers that correspond with the
functions or powers of the secretary or the chief
commissioner under the act.
Any interference with the right to privacy under this provision
will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The sharing of
information will be specifically authorised by the act, and
serves the legitimate purpose of helping to ensure that
unsuitable persons are not engaged in child-related work in
other Australian jurisdictions. Therefore, clause 23 does not
limit section 13 of the charter.
Clauses 7 and 17 — consequences on engagement in a
profession
As well as requiring the disclosure of information in
particular circumstances, as discussed above, clauses 7 and 17
may restrict certain persons from engaging in child-related
work. Clause 7 provides that the secretary may refuse to
consider applications for assessment notices if (a) a current
assessment notice holder has applied for a new assessment
notice but has not surrendered the current assessment notice
document to the secretary, or (b) a person who has previously
been given a negative notice has applied for an assessment
notice and has not notified the secretary of any relevant
change in circumstances since the issue of the negative notice.
Clause 17 provides that the secretary may suspend a person’s

The equivalent right (to private life) under article 8(1) of the
European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) has been
held to comprise, to a certain degree, the right to establish and
develop relationships with other people. For that reason,
broad measures banning individuals from employment have
been found to limit this right where they affect an individual’s
ability to develop relationships with the outside world to a
very significant degree and create serious difficulties for them
as regards the possibility to earn their living (e.g., Sidabras
and Dziautas v. Lithuania (application nos. 55480/00 and
59330/00)).
In my opinion, it is unnecessary in this context to decide
whether the privacy right in the charter is of similar reach.
The measures in the bill are not comparable to the more
far-reaching restrictions that have been found to engage
article 8(1) of the ECHR, as the provisions at issue only
restrict persons from engaging in child-related work. I
therefore consider that clauses 7 and 17 do not limit
section 13 of the charter.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the charter.
Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Working with Children Amendment Bill 2010
aims to enhance the operation of the Working with
Children Act 2005 through addressing a number of
practical and technical issues raised during the first four
years of its operation.
The purpose of the Working with Children Act is to
assist in the protection of children from physical or
sexual harm by ensuring that people who work with, or
care for, children have their suitability to do so checked
by a government body.
The Victorian community has demonstrated its
commitment to protecting children by embracing the
working-with-children check scheme. Since its
commencement in 2006, over 613 000 applications
have been received, clearly demonstrating the value
placed by the community in the protection of children.
Another measure of the success of the
working-with-children check is its effectiveness in
preventing those people who are not suitable people
from working with children. As of 30 April 2010,

WORKING WITH CHILDREN AMENDMENT BILL
Wednesday, 9 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

422 people have been issued with a negative notice,
thereby preventing them from engaging in child-related
work.
The working-with-children check is now in the fourth
year of a five-year phasing in period and will ultimately
apply to paid or voluntary child-related work in
20 broad occupational groups.
A review of the Working with Children Act at three
years
When the Working with Children Bill 2005 was first
introduced, I committed to a review of its operation
after three years. To this end, in late 2009, the
government invited key stakeholders and members of
the public to make submissions toward a technical
review of the Working with Children Act.
My commitment to review the act further reflects the
government’s position of protecting our children and
ensures that the working-with-children check is
fulfilling its purpose.
I am able to report that feedback from the public and
stakeholders was positive.
The review of the Working with Children Act identified
a number of measures that could improve the efficacy
and clarity of the act. These measures can be grouped
into three categories: additional protections; streamlined
administration; and better information sharing. The bill
also introduces three new offences and makes a number
of technical and miscellaneous amendments to further
clarify and refine the act.
Purpose of the bill
The purpose of the bill is to:
streamline the existing working-with-children check
application and assessment processes by introducing
additional flexibilities and clarifications to the act;
improve the operation of the working-with-children
check and reduce the regulatory burden;
improve the flow and exchange of information to
further enhance the working-with-children check;
and
create additional offences to ensure persons not
considered suitable to work with children do not
receive an assessment notice.
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Additional protections
The bill provides further protection to children by
inserting three additional offences. These offence
provisions further strengthen the enforcement powers
of the act.
Importantly, the bill amends the act to make it an
offence for sex offenders registered under the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2004 and persons subject to
extended supervision, supervision or detention orders to
apply for an assessment notice under the Working with
Children Act. This is in keeping with the government’s
rigorous regulating of sex offenders.
Currently, sex offenders are prohibited from obtaining a
working-with-children check. This amendment extends
that prohibition and makes it an offence for them to
even apply.
A category 1 application is one where the applicant, as
an adult, has committed a serious offence of a sexual
nature against a child. This category also includes child
pornography offences. Under the act, the secretary has
no discretion to issue a category 1 applicant with an
assessment notice. The bill reduces the time a
category 1 applicant has to make a submission on a
proposed negative notice from 28 days to 14 days. This
will have the effect of allowing a negative notice to be
issued sooner.
Streamlined administration
A key function of the bill is to introduce a streamlined
renewal process.
As you are aware, an assessment notice lasts for five
years so, in 2011, the first renewals will be received by
the Department of Justice. This amendment introduces
a simplified renewal process that reduces the burden on
the Victorian community whilst maintaining all
appropriate safeguards.
The bill will allow the working-with-children-check
card to be used as proof of identity by people who are
renewing their assessment notice, given that the proof
of identity documentation was previously provided
when they first applied for an assessment notice. To
facilitate this, the department will issue a renewal
notice.
As you are aware, an important aspect of the
working-with-children check is ongoing monitoring.
The bill enables the secretary to issue a new assessment
notice without again considering offences that have
already been considered as part of the current
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assessment notice where there has been no change is
that person’s criminal history.
At 10 years, a new application will be required with all
the proof of identity documentation.
As you are aware, the purpose of the bill is to protect
children. Following from discussions with the child
safety commissioner, and recommendations from
employers and members of the community, employers
will now benefit from the provisions in the bill that
require assessment notice holders to notify the secretary
of a change in their employer or volunteer organisation
details within 21 days.
A further issue raised by the child safety commissioner
was that people could surrender their assessment notice
without notifying their employer or voluntary
organisation. The bill addresses this by amending the
act to require the secretary to notify employers and
volunteer organisations when a person surrenders their
assessment notice.
Upon reassessment of an assessment notice, the bill
creates an additional power for the secretary to suspend
an assessment notice if the person undergoing
reassessment fails to provide requested information.
The bill will also require the secretary to notify that
person’s employer, agency or volunteer organisation in
writing of the suspension. A person who engages in
child-related work while the assessment notice is
suspended will be treated as if they do not have an
assessment notice.
The bill also allows for the reinstatement of the
assessment notice upon the provision of the requested
information so that an applicant does not have to
reapply and incur an additional fee.
As identified by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, the interaction between the exceptional
circumstances provisions of the act and when a charge
is pending could possibly allow the secretary to issue a
negative notice based on charges that had been
withdrawn or dismissed.
The bill now amends the act to clarify that charges that
have been finally dealt with, such as by way of being
withdrawn or dismissed, cannot be considered by the
secretary in assessing an application or in deciding
whether to revoke an assessment notice.
Further to this, the bill clarifies the act to recognise that
a charge is no longer pending once a diversion order is
completed under the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and
thus does not form part of the secretary’s consideration
in respect of some applications.
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The bill amends the reference to ‘community services’
by inserting the term ‘out-of-home care services’ to
reflect changes to the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005.
For the purpose of clarification, denominational
hospitals will be prescribed by the bill as places where
contact with children may result in child-related work
as defined by the act.
The act currently provides examples to illustrate the
meaning of ‘direct supervision’ and ‘participating on
the same basis’. The bill enhances these examples to
provide further guidance for the community.
Better information sharing
As you are aware, there are working-with-children
screening units in other parts of Australia.
The bill allows the secretary to share information about
negative notice holders to assist other jurisdictions in
their assessment of the suitability of those people to
work with children.
The bill also amends the act through expanding the
obligation on the Chief Commissioner of Police to
notify the secretary of a broader category of offences
that present a significant risk to the safety of children.
This information will assist the secretary in determining
whether or not to revoke an assessment notice.
Miscellaneous amendments
The bill adds members of the Australian Federal Police
to the category of exempt persons and carries with it an
offence provision should a member be suspended or
terminated from employment and fail to notify that
person or agency with whom they are engaged in child
related work. This is consistent with the exemption of
Victoria Police.
Finally, the bill makes a number of technical and
miscellaneous amendments to further enhance the
clarity and efficiency of the act. These amendments
include:
clarifying what happens to a negative notice after an
applicant successfully applies for and is given an
assessment notice after a relevant change of
circumstances, for example, when the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) issues an
assessment notice;
providing a streamlined process for dealing with
simultaneous applications when submitted by the
same person;
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in preparation of the prescribing of the health
professions boards, allowing the secretary to take
into consideration the suspension or cancellation of a
registered health practitioner’s registration by
VCAT.
Consequential amendments to the Child
Employment Act 2003
The bill makes consequential amendments to the Child
Employment Act. These consequential amendments
ensure that the child employment and
working-with-children check schemes continue to be
aligned. In particular, the bill amends the Child
Employment Act to exempt sworn Australian Federal
Police officers and makes provision for the suspension
of assessment notices.
The Working with Children Amendment Bill delivers
on the government’s commitment to review the act
three years after its commencement. This bill is an
important step in ensuring the ongoing protection and
wellbeing of our children and continues to promote the
government’s dedication to safeguarding the rights of
our children.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr R. SMITH
(Warrandyte).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 23 June.
Sitting suspended 12.52 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER

2209

by the now Chief Commissioner of Police, Simon
Overland, dated November 2007, in which he stated
that the terms of reference for the strategic reference
group associated with Operation Briars included that:
The Chief Commissioner of Police provide any necessary
advice to the Premier —

and I ask: was the Premier briefed by the Chief
Commissioner of Police in regard to the allegation that
Mr Overland had leaked confidential information
obtained in a telephone tap, and if so, when, and if not,
when did the Premier first become aware of these
allegations, and who advised the Premier?
Mr Brumby — What was the date of the affidavit?
Mr McINTOSH — November 2007.
Mr Brumby — About an incident that occurred
when?
Mr McINTOSH — Two thousand and seven.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I am not aware of that
affidavit.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order, particularly the members for Warrandyte and
Narre Warren North.
Mr BRUMBY — I am not sure why I would be
aware of that affidavit. I suspect there are lots of
affidavits that are sworn in Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
the Minister for Education will be absent from question
time today. Any questions for the Minister for
Education will be answered by the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development.

Mr BRUMBY — So I am not aware of that
affidavit, and I am not aware of any briefing I have had
in relation to that matter, but I will ask my department
to check.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the government’s commitment to
make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the Premier update the house on
the latest figures on international visitor numbers in
Victoria and what strategies the government has to
attract even more visitors to Victoria?

The SPEAKER — Order! I extend a welcome
today to the former member for Frankston, Andrea
McCall.

Tourism: government initiatives

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to paragraph 46 of the affidavit signed

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for her question. This morning the latest
tourism statistics from Tourism Research Australia
were released. They show a great story for Victoria, a
great story for this year and a great story for this
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decade. It is quite a contrast, by the way, to what was
occurring in the 1990s. They show that more
international visitors have come to Victoria over the last
12 months than ever before by a long way, despite the
impact of the global financial crisis, swine flu and the
terrible bushfires of 7 February 2009.
Victoria recorded the strongest growth rate in tourism
of any state in Australia — 4.2 per cent growth in
international visitors, which exceeded the rate in all
other states. With 1.54 million overseas visitors,
Victoria is now close to catching Queensland in terms
of international tourism numbers. If you had said back
in the 1990s that Victoria was going to challenge
Queensland for that number, people would have
laughed at you; people would have said, ‘You’ve got
rocks in your head’. But the fact is that all of the steps
we have put in place as a government have turned
around the tourism industry in this state and brought
record numbers of tourists to our state.
I see a former Minister for Tourism in the 1990s
nodding her head in furious agreement with the great
steps that we have put in place to bring tourists to
Victoria. It is particularly rewarding — and I know the
Leader of The Nationals will appreciate this — that
expenditure by international visitors in regional
Victoria grew by 7.5 per cent last year. What a great
result — a fantastic result. The visitors are staying
longer and spending more time here, with overnight
stays increasing by 10.8 per cent and total expenditure
growing by 4.3 per cent. That is a great result, because
having all of those tourists means additional jobs across
the state — they mean jobs in the aviation industry,
they mean jobs in the hotel industry, they mean jobs in
the restaurant industry and they mean jobs in the event
industry.
This morning at Victoria Golf Club, with the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events and the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs, I was pleased to
announce that Tiger Woods will be returning to
Melbourne for this year’s Australian Masters, also
known as the JBWere Masters, and returning to defend
his trophy. We all remember last year’s JBWere
Masters. It was a great event for our state. There were
107 000 paying guests, 38 000 visitors from interstate
and overseas and a $34 million injection into the
Victorian economy. Many of the hoteliers and
restaurateurs in Melbourne indicated that this was one
of the best weeks they had ever had in terms of major
events in our state.
I remember that at that time we on this side of the house
were very supportive of this major event in our state.
There were those on the other side who were critical,
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who opposed this event and who were negative about
the benefits of this for our state. The fact is that that was
the most successful JBWere Masters we have ever had;
it was the most successful Australian Masters. In terms
of single one-off events bringing tourists to our state,
there has been nothing to match it. We also saw a huge
resurgence of interest in golf in our state. We saw
young people taking up golf and people visiting driving
ranges, and all of that provided a major benefit.
The confirmation that Tiger Woods will be here to
defend his trophy builds on the great raft of major
events that we have in Victoria. Coming up in the next
little while we will have the Australian premiere of
Mary Poppins, which is of course building on Jersey
Boys. We have the Melbourne Winter Masterpieces
exhibition coming up. We have the four largest annual
sporting events coming up this year, including the
150th anniversary of the Melbourne Cup.
In regional Victoria there is the Rip Curl Pro, the World
Superbikes Championship, the Audi Victoria Week
sailing festival and the MotoGP event, for which we
recently re-signed and for which Sydney has been
bidding so aggressively. Again we succeeded. There is
also the Jayco Herald Sun Tour.
The peak industry body, the Tourism and Transport
Forum, recognised the importance of today’s
announcement. It said:
This is another success story for the Victorian government
and Victorian Major Events Company, whose outstanding
calendar of events draws tourists to Melbourne year round.

You cannot get a better endorsement than that. This has
been achieved by our government going out, winning
these events, bringing them to Melbourne and
producing — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You have got to be kidding. We
would never ever copy you.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Back in the 1990s the member
for Brighton was Minister for Tourism and a member
of the tourism council. These figures today are the
strongest figures — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to cease interjecting across the table
in that manner. I ask for cooperation from all members
in the chamber. I remind the Premier that he has been
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speaking for some time. He should conclude his
answer.
Mr BRUMBY — We have had the strongest figures
and the strongest growth in the industry and more
international tourists coming to our state. This is a great
news story for Victoria, topped off by the
announcement today that Tiger Woods will be back to
defend his trophy in November this year.

Hazardous waste: management
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question too is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
today’s Auditor-General’s report into hazardous waste
management, in which the Auditor-General found that
there is little assurance that hazardous waste is stored
and disposed of appropriately, and further:
Neither VAGO —

the Auditor-General —
… nor the EPA can provide assurance about the effectiveness
of its enforcement activities.

I ask: can the Premier now guarantee that as a result of
this government’s mismanagement of the Environment
Protection Authority Victorian families, communities
and the environment have not been exposed to the
harmful effects of hazardous waste?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
his question. The government welcomes the
Auditor-General’s report. We want to see the
Environment Protection Authority continue to improve
the way it works and achieve best practice
environmental regulation. The report makes nine
recommendations in relation to EPA’s record keeping
and the tracking of hazardous waste, and the EPA has
accepted all of those recommendations.
Actions to address seven of the recommendations are
already under way or have been completed as part of
the EPA’s long-term work to strengthen its
performance to protect the environment and the
community. Implementation of the final two
recommendations will begin immediately.
In relation to the Leader of the Opposition’s question,
the report tabled today is the result of a desktop audit of
EPA’s internal systems and administrative practices for
hazardous waste management. The report does not
make any finding about the actual management of
hazardous waste by industry, and while the EPA is
working to improve these systems, the community can
be confident in the EPA’s on-the-ground regulation of
hazardous waste.
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To ensure that there is further emphasis on the
assurance measures, the EPA will be allocating an
additional 15 staff to front-line enforcement and
compliance activities, and obviously many of the
reforms and the system improvements identified as
important by the Ombudsman in his previous report
have been under way for some time.
Finally, the EPA, under Mick Bourke, commenced a
reform process two years ago which included an
organisational restructure, a culture change program
and increasing strengthened government arrangements.
The authority has also gone to tender for a new
business system that will address a number of the other
recommendations relating to the data and the record.
And, Speaker, as you would see too from reading that
report, the overall levels of hazardous waste which have
been taken to landfill as a result of changes in policy
and reform programs put in place have declined
significantly.

Tourism: Australian Masters
Mr LIM (Clayton) — My question is to the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. I refer to
today’s announcement regarding the Australian Masters
golf tournament, and I ask: can the minister update the
house on how this announcement is viewed by industry
stakeholders?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I thank the member for Clayton for his
question, because, representing the community of
Clayton, which is part of the region where so many of
our fantastic sand-belt golf courses are, he understands
the importance of golf tourism to Victoria’s tourism
strategy.
It is for that reason that I was very pleased this morning
to join with the Premier and the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs to celebrate the
announcement that Tiger Woods will be part of the
Australian Masters event, also known as the JBWere
Masters, in November this year. This is great news for
our golfing enthusiasts in Victoria, it is great news for
our golf industry, it is great news for Victoria’s tourism
and major events industry and it is also great news for
everyone who wants to see Victoria and Melbourne
showcased on an international stage, because that is
exactly what these major events do for Victoria.
The member for Clayton asked me about the reaction to
this announcement from industry stakeholders. I am
very pleased to inform the house that the Victorian
Events Industry Council, through its chairperson,
Mr Peter Jones, had this to say:
This is a triumph for Victoria. Tiger Woods’ participation in
last year’s Masters delivered an outstanding boost for
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Victoria’s events industry in tough economic times, and I am
delighted that he has agreed to return to Melbourne.

Brett Gale from the TTF, the Tourism and Transport
Forum, as the Premier mentioned in his response a few
minutes ago, said:
This is another success story for the Victorian
government and Victorian Major Events Company, whose
outstanding calendar of events draws tourists to Melbourne
year round.

He also said:
There is no doubt that his return to defend his JBWere
Masters title will again attract huge crowds, including visitors
from interstate and overseas, and provide significant
international exposure for Melbourne.

International visitors and international exposure are
very important to us, because not everybody believes
the JBWere Masters is a truly international event. Last
year the Leader of the Opposition dismissed the
proposition that this was an international event, so I am
very pleased to inform the house that at least one
former Leader of the Opposition understands that this is
an international event — none other than the Lord
Mayor of Melbourne, Cr Robert Doyle.
In his comments this morning, Cr Doyle had this to say:
Last year Melbourne came alive as hundreds of thousands of
visitors from interstate and overseas came to Melbourne to
watch Tiger win the Australia Masters. I am delighted he will
return to Melbourne this November.
….
I congratulate the Victorian Major Events Company on this
tremendous coup. I look forward to welcoming Tiger Woods
to Melbourne and wish him every success in defending his
title.

So this is great news. We recognise this as an
international event, but the Leader of the Opposition
does not. He does not believe that this is an — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
confine his comments to government business.
Mr HOLDING — It will be news to the
380 million households to which we broadcast the
Australian Masters last year that this is not an
international event. We will have to cut the feed
because it is not supposed to be an international event!
When the international visitors arrive at Melbourne
Airport from overseas we will have to send them away.
We will have to send them off to see Brian Eno in
Sydney, because this is not an international event,
according to those opposite.
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We make it very clear that this is an international event.
We make no apologies for investing Victorian taxpayer
resources in securing the very best sporting talent to
populate our major events calendar in Victoria. It is
absolutely critical to our tourism industry success.
There are some who went on radio. I was asked about
industry stakeholders and their comments. One
commentator in particular went on radio and was
quoted in the newspaper as saying that there should be
a moral reason, a moral bar, to our investing Victorian
taxpayer funds in bringing Tiger to Melbourne. This is
a very slippery slope. It was none other than the Leader
of The Nationals who said that. Fancy getting a lecture
on morality from The Nationals!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not use
question time to attack members of the opposition. The
minister has been speaking for some time, and I ask
him to conclude his answer.
Mr HOLDING — We have worked hard with the
Victorian Major Events Company to build the very best
calendar of major events anywhere in the world. We
have the Australian Open; we have the Australian
Formula One Grand Prix; we will have the
150th anniversary of the Melbourne Cup as part of the
Spring Racing Carnival later this year; we have the
footy finals; we have the Boxing Day test; we have all
the great musical theatre; and we have the Melbourne
Winter Masterpieces. From last year, we can add to that
the Australian Masters golf with the participation of
Tiger Woods, giving us enormous international
exposure. This is a great coup for Melbourne and for
Victoria — and we would love to have the opposition
on board supporting this part of our strategy.

Hazardous waste: management
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — My question
is to the Premier. I refer to the Auditor-General’s report
into hazardous waste management, and I ask: is it not a
fact that it was a conscious decision of this government
to redirect the Environment Protection Authority’s
priorities, resulting in a massive drop in the number of
compliance inspections on hazardous waste producers
and therefore increasing the threat to public health and
to our environment?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — This is essentially the
same question as that asked by the Leader of the
Opposition. The EPA (Environment Protection
Authority) and the government have accepted the
recommendations made by the Auditor-General. Seven
of those recommendations were already under way and
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with two of them implementation will begin
immediately. As I have said, the report tabled by the
Auditor-General today was as a result of a desktop
audit of the EPA’s internal systems and administrative
practices. The EPA has more resources and a bigger
budget than at any time in its history.

Judicial commission: establishment
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — My question is to the
Attorney-General. I refer to the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
Attorney-General update the house on the
government’s plan to establish a judicial commission to
handle complaints against judicial officers as part of a
robust integrity and anticorruption system, and are there
any alternative proposals?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for her question. We as a
government are committed to a modern, transparent
and accountable system of democratic government that
is supported by a robust integrity and anticorruption
system. We have actually backed that commitment with
action. On coming into government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to members of
the opposition that it has been proven in the past that
the Attorney-General, with the assistance of a
microphone, will outdo any shouting from them.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a challenge. I
ask the member for Benalla in particular to stop
banging on the desk in front of him. I ask members of
the opposition, particularly the member for Murray
Valley, to cease interjecting and to allow the
Attorney-General to be heard. I ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to cease interjecting across the table.
Mr HULLS — Last week I announced the
government’s decision to establish a judicial
commission — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Benalla and I warn the member for Kilsyth. If members
of the opposition have no interest in the answer of the
Attorney-General, they might like to leave the chamber
now.
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Mr HULLS — Last week I was pleased to
announce the government’s decision to establish a
judicial commission of Victoria. I think most members
of this house would agree that Victoria’s judiciary is of
the highest calibre. However, it is important that we
have a robust, transparent, consistent and independent
process for investigating complaints about any judicial
misconduct, whether the allegations are of a minor or
serious nature.
In Victoria we already have legislative processes in
place for dealing with the most serious allegations
against judicial officers, but there is no standing formal
mechanism for dealing with complaints about judicial
conduct which fall short of misconduct or incapacity
that would warrant removal from office. The judicial
commission will certainly fill that void. The
commission will establish a process for complaints
against judicial officers to be investigated and also
appropriately dealt with. It will be able to recommend
to Parliament that a judicial officer be removed from
office and will also be able to refer matters to other
appropriate bodies for further investigation.
The decision to create a judicial commission was the
culmination of substantial work carried out by this
government. It was foreshadowed in justice statement 2
in 2008, a comprehensive discussion paper was
released for public consultation in November 2009 and
a whole range of stakeholders were involved in that
consultation process, including the legal profession,
members of the public, obviously the courts, victims of
crime groups and an expert working group. A whole
range of submissions were received in relation to this
matter.
The judicial commission is just one of a number of
initiatives that the government is delivering to further
strengthen our integrity and anticorruption system in
this state. It will be the first step in implementing the
Proust model, which includes a Victorian integrity and
anticorruption commission, a new public sector
integrity commissioner and a new parliamentary
integrity commissioner. I am pleased to report that the
Proust model and our decision to implement it has been
supported by a wide-ranging coalition of people and
organisations, including, I might say, the Law Institute
of Victoria, which put out a media release welcoming
it; the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry; the Australian Industry Group; and also, I am
pleased to say, former police officer and whistleblower
Simon Illingworth. We are committed to the Proust
model, and we will do the work. There is a lot of hard
work involved, but we will certainly do the work.
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I have been asked to comment on alternative
approaches, and that is appropriate given that the Proust
review canvassed a range of alternative approaches
before deciding on the model that was recommended to
the government. Of concern was one possible approach
that was proposed by one group in September 2007,
nearly three years ago. I might say it was not put before
the Proust review because no work was done on the
proposal. It has been dubbed the ‘Talk but don’t act’
proposal; there was three years of talk but nothing has
actually arrived, not even on a silver platter!
The plans for strengthening Victoria’s integrity and
anticorruption system are contained in two documents,
and I seek leave to table those documents. One
document is the Proust review in relation to integrity in
this state — a model, a road map which we will follow.
The other document is a three-year-old press release, a
one-page document. I seek to table those.
Leave refused.
Mr HULLS — The point is this: you have to do the
hard work. You can talk about alternatives, but you
really have to do the hard work if you are serious about
policy development in this state. The choice is clear:
you can support the Proust model or alternatively have
the courage to actually put up a proposal. The failure to
put up a proposal can only prove not only that those
opposite are lazy but also that they were never really
serious about any alternative proposal.

Water: food bowl modernisation project
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the conclusion of the
Auditor-General that the government’s decision to
commit $1 billion to the food bowl modernisation
project was:
… based on advice of water savings and cost assumptions
that had not been verified, technology that had not yet proven
itself and the feasibility of the project, which was unknown.

I ask: why did the government commit to this massive
expenditure of public funds when these fundamental
aspects of the project had not been established?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Swan Hill for his question. The
government’s commitment to the food bowl project
was outlined in detail in the document Our Water Our
Future, which was released in 2007. We made it very
clear at that time that $1 billion would be invested in
the first stage of a project to capture 225 billion litres of
water following intensive discussions and negotiations
with the Food Bowl Alliance, the local farming and
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business group that originally coined the idea. This is a
great project. This is a project which will revive, renew
and sustain the food bowl for generations to come. The
fact is — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I thank the honourable member.
If you have a look across country Victoria at the big
transformational projects that are about securing the
future of our state, you see it is our government that put
them in place. The Deputy Leader of The Nationals
shakes his head. On the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
everybody up there told me how year after year after
year they went to the Kennett government and The
Nationals ministers asking for money, asking for
support. Nothing ever happened; nothing happened
until we funded it. You have a great project up there
now which will sustain north-western Victoria for
decades and generations to come, but it would not have
happened without our commitment
Then when you go to the food bowl you go to an area
where the farmers themselves say — and by the way, as
was acknowledged in an article in the Sunday Age on
Sunday, every farmer to whom the Sunday Age spoke
acknowledged the system was outmoded, outdated,
historical, worn out and clapped out. Our government
took a decision to put $1 billion aside to revive, renew
and resuscitate the project. The easiest thing in the
world would have been to do nothing. The second
easiest thing in the world would have been simply to
buy the water and pipe it to Melbourne, but we did not
do that. We made the investment, and it is a big
investment. It is $600 million, and it is generating
thousands of jobs directly and indirectly in that region.
It is truly transformational.
One of the reasons we strongly have supported this
project is that so many people over so many years have
said that if you want to both achieve water savings and
sustain agriculture, investing in infrastructure is the
right way to do it. I have a couple of quotes that
confirm this. Here is one:
The key to boosting flows in the Murray-Darling Basin isn’t
to buy water licences willy-nilly but to invest in making the
irrigation infrastructure more efficient … the priority should
be making irrigation systems work properly and on better
water monitoring to ensure deliveries to irrigators matched
their allocations.

That statement was made in October 2008 by John
Cobb, who is apparently the federal shadow minister
for agriculture. Here is another one — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question, and I would
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have you return him to the question that he was asked,
which was narrow in scope and dealt with the
Auditor-General’s report and the assertions contained
within that report.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and suggest to the Premier that he has been
speaking for some time, so I ask him to conclude his
answer without further debate.
Mr BRUMBY — The question was about water
savings, and that is what I am talking about. Here is
another quote:
On this basis I support the project …

the food bowl modernisation project —
and am fully prepared to work towards its successful
implementation.

That is a statement by Tony Plowman, a former
opposition spokesman on water. Here is another
quote — —
Mr Ryan — I renew the point of order, Speaker.
The Premier is clearly debating the question. He has
been asked a narrowly based question about aspects of
the Auditor-General’s report. We asked him to
comment on that, and he is doing everything else but.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am quite happy to rule
on the point of order. I do not uphold the point of order
at this time. The Premier was quoting about the food
bowl modernisation project, which clearly formed part
of the question as asked by the member for Swan Hill.
Mr BRUMBY — I will conclude my answer, but
there is just one other quote:
Now, there is no doubt that irrigation areas can save a lot of
water by more efficient infrastructure both in the distribution
system and on their farm.

That was said by Malcolm Turnbull at the Queensland
Rural Press Club. The fact is there are — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The member for South-West
Coast in 2008 in this place by interjection said we
should do the project faster. That is what the
honourable member said.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will ignore
interjections from the member for South-West Coast. I
ask the Minister for Water not to interject in that
manner, and I ask the member for South-West Coast to
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cease interjecting. Has the Premier concluded his
answer? The Premier should now conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — The fact is that we have had in
this state the driest 10 years in our history. We had
country towns that were running out of water, we had
Melbourne slowly running out of water and our
government acted decisively. We are investing in the
biggest desalination plant, and we are investing in the
food bowl, and the public record will show that both
these major transformational projects for our state —
great projects for country Victoria and great projects for
Melbourne — have been consistently opposed by the
opposition Liberal Party and The Nationals — and they
stand condemned.

Employment: regional and rural Victoria
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is to
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. Can
the minister update the house on the Brumby
government’s plans to support regional communities
and create jobs in regional and rural Victoria, and what
details are available of an alternative plan?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Seymour for
his question. Regional Victorians know well that when
the Brumby government introduces a policy, what sits
behind it is hard work, planning and development and
working with local communities, and that the
government backs it up with the investment that is
needed to get results on the ground. All you have to do
to see this is look back over the last four years. I will
look at just three areas — education, health and
investment through our Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund (RIDF).
Over the last four years the Brumby government has
invested $1.6 billion across those three areas. If you add
the RIDF funding over that four-year period to
investment in the core services of education and health,
you get $1.6 billion. What do we see for that
investment on the ground? We see health and hospital
facilities being built and upgraded, schools and
classrooms being rebuilt and modernised and
job-creating infrastructure across the state.
As the member for Seymour asked about alternatives, I
can say that recently there has been some crowing
about alleged big policies and big ideas. I quote directly
from the peddler of this particular policy, who said
$500 million will be spent over the next four years to:
… promote a grassroots approach to funding upgrades in
infrastructure, community facilities and core education and
health services — —
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Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask you
to ask the minister to indicate the source of the quote
which she is providing to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not use
question time as an opportunity to attack individual
opposition members. The minister to continue her
answer, without debate.
Ms ALLAN — I was quoting a press release that
talks about this funding providing support for
‘community facilities and core education and health
services’. However, as the member for Seymour did
ask — —
The SPEAKER — Order! As the minister is
quoting from a document, it is a reasonable request by
the Leader of The Nationals for her to either make that
document available to the chamber or inform the house
as to the source of the quote.
Ms ALLAN — It is from a press release by the
Leader of The Nationals.
Mr Ryan — On a further point of order, Speaker,
the minister is debating the question. This is the
opportunity for the minister to deal with government
business. Whilst I welcome the additional publicity in
relation to our magnificent initiative, this is not the
occasion for it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister is debating the question and I ask
her to come back to the question as asked.
Ms ALLAN — As the member for Seymour asked
about policies — he asked about the policies of this
government and about alternative policies — I am
pleased to talk about a policy of this government that
was announced just today by the Premier in partnership
with the Minister for Agriculture. It is a new example
of the way this government supports regional and rural
communities. We are doing this through a new first
farm grant to help young farmers to get on the land. It is
about helping to kick-start new agribusinesses across
regional and rural Victoria. Under this program grants
of up to $3000 will be available to first-time farmers to
access business advice and planning, and $7000 will
also be available as a start-up contribution towards the
delivery of their farm business plans.
That is just one example of the many different policies
and programs we have in place to supplement the core
services of education and health. It is about
supplementing the investment we make in
infrastructure. As I mentioned, over the past four years
the Brumby Labor government has committed
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$1.6 billion to education, health and core infrastructure
projects.
The member for Seymour, who asked the question, is a
former schoolteacher. He would know that $1.6 billion,
less $500 million, equals a $1.1 billion cut should an
alternative approach be taken to services in regional
Victoria. However, the Brumby government’s
forthcoming regional blueprint will continue to support
people, it will continue to support jobs, it will
absolutely not take the bush for granted and it will
support regional communities with strong policies and
programs to back it up.
We have already seen how the $611 million Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund is delivering
553 projects to communities across the state, leveraging
$1.4 billion in new infrastructure investment. What is
important about RIDF is that it is enshrined in
legislation. It is this government’s rock-solid
commitment to the regions about how their fund will
support them on what is important in regional
communities. The member for Seymour may also be
interested to know, since he asked a question about
alternatives, that all we have seen to date is a three-page
press release.
But for the house’s information, it appears there is more
legislation on the way. It appears that someone has
indicated that:
In government we will legislate to establish the regional
growth fund.

In conclusion, I call on the Leader of The Nationals to
put his legislation on the table and show us that his
policy is not a Trojan Horse for cuts and closures to
regional communities.

Water: northern Victoria projects
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to comments by the
Auditor-General that the development of the business
case for the food bowl modernisation project and the
north–south pipeline commenced after the government
had committed to the projects and approved the funding
and that ‘this process is contrary to the explicit and
mandatory business case guidance for projects such as
these’, and I ask: why did the Premier allow
$1.75 billion of public money to be committed to these
projects in complete contravention of the government’s
own guidelines?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I know why the Leader
of The Nationals is in two minds about this. It is
because — —
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes he is; he is in two minds
about it all right.
It is only a little while ago that the following statement
was made:
The Victorian government should have built dams rather than
adopt the food bowl modernisation project.

That is the officially endorsed Nationals view from
their candidate for Murray Valley. The Nationals have
always been — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. He should answer the
question he has been asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is debating
the question, and I ask him to come back to answering
the question as it was asked by the Leader of The
Nationals.
Mr BRUMBY — Let me again remind the Leader
of The Nationals to go back to the release of Our Water
Our Future. That document went through all of the new
water initiatives that we had committed to as the
government, determined — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — We know the Leader of the
Opposition’s view. He is opposed to every single
project about securing the long-term future of our state,
whether it be deepening the channel, whether it be the
food bowl or whether it be desalination — every single
project — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
ignore interjections from the Leader of the Opposition,
who should cease making interjections across the table.
Mr BRUMBY — That document we released,
which was very detailed, set out all the measures we
were taking as a government to ensure that Victoria had
adequate water supplies into the future but also to
ensure that in the process of securing those supplies
with the investment of public money we took the
opportunity to renew, sustain and modernise our
irrigation infrastructure. In contrast to the rhetoric, hot
air and do-nothing attitude of those opposite, we
actually deliver and take action in country Victoria.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. He was asked a
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question of very narrow scope dealing with the explicit
and mandatory business case guidelines and why the
government had ignored them. I ask you to have him
the answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals knows that it is not within the Speaker’s
authority to direct a minister, or the Premier, as to how
they ought respond to a question. Indeed it is not stated
in the standing orders that a minister, or the Premier,
must answer a question. However, any answer given
needs to be succinct, relevant and factual.
Mr BRUMBY — In contrast to the views that have
been reported in the media in relation to the business
case, the initial stage 1 business case, which was
presented to water cabinet, said that the 225 gigalitres
could be achieved. There has never been a debate about
water savings, and indeed as recent studies confirm, we
are actually more than achieving those savings. I do not
have a copy with me, but if you look at the Victorian
Farmers Federation press release at the time of its
announcement — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You don’t believe them, either?
They are no good either! Everyone is stupid except the
Leader of The Nationals!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
ignore interjections from the Leader of The Nationals. I
ask the Leader of The Nationals to cease interjecting
across the table and to cooperate and facilitate the
smooth running of question time.
Mr BRUMBY — If he were to check that press
release, the Leader of The Nationals would see that the
Victorian Farmers Federation not only endorsed the fact
that 225 gigalitres of water savings were available but
went on to say how savings beyond 225 gigalitres
should be split up.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. He was asked a
specific question about the findings in the
Auditor-General’s report. If the Premier is arguing that
the Auditor-General is stupid, let him say so.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question, as asked,
was about the north–south pipeline, the food bowl
modernisation project and the Auditor-General’s report.
The Premier’s answer is relevant to the question as
asked, but he has been speaking for some time, and I
ask him to conclude his answer.
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Mr BRUMBY — The initial stage 1 business case
that was presented to water cabinet in August 2008 said
that the 225 gigalitres could be achieved for
$1.048 billion, using a 7 per cent escalation cost, and
that exceeded the budget cost of $1.004 billion. The
board subsequently advised that with a 5.2 per cent per
annum escalation cost the project would cost
$1.004 billion. The stage 1 business case was finalised
by June 2009 — all of the key sections were completed
during 2008 in accordance with cabinet’s decision —
and the 2009 business case, as the honourable member
knows, is publicly available on the Northern Victoria
Irrigation Renewal Project website.
If the opposition had had its way, nothing would have
happened on this project for years and Melbourne,
Bendigo and Ballarat would all have either run out of
water or have been on more severe restrictions. That
would have been the effect of the policy remedy of the
Leader of the Opposition and Leader of The Nationals.

Geelong: major events
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is for the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I refer to the
Brumby Labor government’s commitment to make
Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family,
and I ask: can the minister update the house on the
Brumby government’s commitment to major sporting
events in Geelong, and is the minister aware of any
alternative plans?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for Lara for his
question. He is a great supporter of major events in
Geelong and particularly of the world game. It gives me
great pleasure to update the house and inform it that last
month Australia presented its soccer World Cup bid
book to FIFA headquarters in Zurich, Switzerland. The
bid book specifies the use of two Victorian stadiums:
the MCG and Skilled Stadium in Geelong. This is an
enormous win for Geelong, and Skilled Stadium is
included because the Brumby government stepped in
and put the city forward.
The bid book contains plans for a significant
$320 million upgrade of Skilled Stadium, which would
see it comply with FIFA requirements. This includes
transforming the stadium to a 44 000 seat venue and
then providing the legacy of 35 000 permanent seats
post the World Cup event. This capital project alone is
expected to generate $928 million of economic activity
along with over 500 jobs. The bid book also contains
plans for two live sites in Geelong and upgrades to four
local training venues, and it highlights the enormous
branding and promotional opportunities for the city of
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Geelong. These are the heights that the Brumby
government wants Geelong to reach.
I was asked about alternatives. There is an alternative
plan for Geelong — a plan which does not involve the
World Cup or the world road cycling championships
but which does provide a plan that proposes an air race
along the Geelong foreshore. This plan was completely
overshadowed last year as it was announced during the
same week that Tiger Woods came to Melbourne.
Let me put these two plans into perspective. The 2006
World Cup in Germany provided television coverage in
214 countries, a cumulative audience of 26.29 billion
viewers, and close to 3.5 million spectators at
64 games. FIFA World Cup games in Geelong would
transform that city and provide a lasting legacy, not
only for the world game but for the AFL and other
major events in this great regional city. The Red Bull
Air Race would give Geelong a couple of temporary
20-metre high air gates on Corio Bay. The FIFA World
Cup would give Geelong a billion dollar-plus injection
and create thousands of jobs.
After ringing every last dollar they could out of the air
race estimates, the proponents put its figure at
$20 million — a dubious conclusion, to say the least.
Even more so, given that the Red Bull Air Race would
still cost considerably more yet make considerably less
than, say, a Tiger Woods visit to Victoria, which event
would get more international exposure, economic
investment, tourist visitation and fan support? It is not
rocket science.
It is little wonder that since this air race plan was
announced not another word of it has been mentioned.
For the benefit of the house, I seek leave to table a
couple of documents: the details of Australia’s World
Cup bid, prepared by the Football Federation of
Australia — an incredible opportunity for Geelong —
and the alternative plan for major events in Geelong, a
one-page press release by the Leader of the Opposition
on the Red Bull Air Race.
Leave refused.
Mr MERLINO — The alternative plan, like those
opposite, has gone absolutely nowhere. Only the
Brumby government has a genuine major event strategy
for Geelong. Only the Brumby government will fight
for Geelong to make sure it is included in the biggest
sporting event in the world. When it is announced in
December that we have won it, it is going to be a great
celebration for Geelong.
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PERSONAL SAFETY INTERVENTION
ORDERS BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) 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 Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill
2010.
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necessary. To this end, section 8(4) of the charter provides
that certain differential measures do not constitute
discrimination, namely, measures ‘taken for the purpose of
assisting or advancing persons or groups of persons
disadvantaged because of discrimination’.
Special provisions for children
Clause 18 engages section 8(3) of the charter, as it provides
that the court cannot make a personal safety intervention
order against a child under the age of 10 years, or if they do, it
has no effect.
Importance of the purpose of the limitation

In my opinion, the Personal Safety Intervention Orders 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.

The limitation is designed to preserve the fundamental
principle of criminal law that children under a certain age
cannot be held criminally responsible. In all Australian states,
including Victoria, the age of criminal responsibility is
10 years of age.

Overview of bill

Nature and extent of the limitation

The main purposes of the bill are to:

The nature and extent of the limitation is that children under
10 years of age cannot have an interim or final personal safety
intervention order made against them. As a result, they cannot
be found guilty of the offence of contravening a personal
safety intervention order.

protect the safety of victims of assault, sexual assault,
harassment, property damage or interference, stalking
and serious threats
to promote and assist in the resolution of disputes
through mediation where appropriate.
The bill will repeal the Stalking Intervention Orders Act
2008.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill has been developed taking into account the state’s
positive obligations to provide effective protection where an
individual’s physical security is at risk from another private
individual. The bill establishes a system of intervention orders
to provide additional protection than that available from the
criminal law. In this way, the bill establishes a system that
seeks to protect the individual’s right to life (section 9 of the
charter), right to protection from torture and cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment (section 10), right to freedom of
movement (section 12 of the charter) and right to liberty and
security of the person (section 21 of the charter) where the
person has been subjected to prohibited behaviour or stalking.
Limitations on the rights of those who have engaged in
prohibited behaviour or stalking must therefore be considered
in this context.
Human rights engaged by the bill
Section 8 — Right to recognition and equality before the law
Section 8 of the charter establishes a series of equality rights.
The right to recognition as a person before the law means that
the law must recognise that all people have legal rights. The
right of every person to equality before the law and to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination means that
the government ought not to discriminate against any person,
and the content of all legislation ought not be discriminatory.
However, formal equality may cause unequal outcomes, so to
achieve substantive equality, differences of treatment may be

Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation is rational because it recognises the
capabilities, maturity levels and specific rights relating to
children, including the right under section 17(2) of children to
such protection as is in their best interests and needed by
reason of being a child. The limitation is proportionate
because it applies only to children under 10.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Clause 49 engages section 8(3) of the charter, as it provides
that a child who is not an applicant or a respondent to an order
may only give evidence with the leave of the court. However
this clause falls within section 8(4) as it constitutes a special
measure taken to assist or advance children (as the court must
take into account the impact of exposure to the court system
and any possible harm resulting from this). In addition, the
clause is consistent with section 17(2) of the charter.
Clause 71 engages section 8(3) of the charter, as this clause
provides that the court must take into account different
considerations when deciding whether to exclude a child
respondent from the protected person’s residence. However
this clause falls within section 8(4) as it constitutes a special
measure taken to assist or advance children. In addition, the
clause is consistent with section 17(2) of the charter.
Clause 78 engages section 8(3) of the charter, as this clause
provides that an order against a child respondent will usually
not last longer than 12 months. However, this clause falls
within section 8(4) as it constitutes a special measure taken to
assist or advance children. In addition, the clause is consistent
with section 17(2) of the charter.
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Clause 107 engages section 8(3) of the charter, as this clause
provides that a child who is the affected person or protected
person or a family member of the respondent, affected person
or victim may not be present in court unless the court orders
otherwise. However, this clause falls within section 8(4) as it
constitutes a special measure taken to assist or advance
children by limiting their exposure to the court system. In
addition, the clause is consistent with section 17(2) of the
charter.

are ‘lawfully’ within Victoria. As noted above, the state has a
positive obligation to protect an individual’s freedom of
movement where the state is aware that this right is being
threatened by the actions of a private individual.

Clauses 15 and 85 engage and limit the right contained in
section 8(3 of the charter as, under these clauses, only a child
aged 14 and over may make an application for a personal
safety intervention order or an application to vary, revoke or
extend a personal safety intervention order with leave of the
court.

Clause 20 requires the respondent to attend court at a
particular time and place for the hearing of an application.
Clause 59 requires the author of an assessment report to
attend court and give evidence, when required to do so by the
person in respect of whom the report was prepared, or by a
party to the proceeding (with leave of the court), or by the
Children’s Court.

Importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is designed to enable children who are of an
appropriate age and maturity to make their own application to
the court where protection is required. The limitation
recognises that children under 14 are generally less mature
and therefore less capable of making such an application. In
this respect, the provision is likely to be protective and
consistent with the interests of children and hence consistent
with section 17(2) of the charter.
Nature and extent of the limitation
The nature and extent of the limitation is such that children
under 14 years of age cannot make an application on their
own behalf. Nevertheless, a parent of a child, a police officer
or any other person (with a parent’s consent) may apply on
behalf of a child, and a child may also be included in an
application in respect of a parent (clause 17 of the bill).
Accordingly, the nature and extent of the limitation is
confined.
Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation is rational because it recognises the capabilities
of children and maturity levels of children of different ages.
The limitation is proportionate because it applies only to
children under 14 and, in any event, others may apply on
behalf of children if necessary.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Section 12 — Freedom of movement and
Section 14 — Freedom of thought, conscience, religion and
belief and
Section 21 — Right to liberty and security of the person
This section of the statement discusses clauses which engage
the right to freedom of movement in section 12. Certain
clauses also engage the rights in section 14 and section 21
which are also discussed where relevant.
Section 12 of the charter protects various rights in relation to
freedom of movement. These rights include the right to move
freely within Victoria, the right to choose where to live in
Victoria, and the right to be free to enter and leave Victoria.
The rights conferred by section 12 apply only to persons who

Compulsion to attend court
Clause 20 and clause 59 engage and limit the right to freedom
of movement as they require people to attend at court.

Importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation in clause 20 is important to ensure the
attendance and participation of a respondent in proceedings
that may significantly affect them. It is also important that the
court have access to the best evidence to inform its decisions.
The limitation in clause 59 is important to ensure that:
the court will have access to the best evidence when
making decisions;
evidence about a person in a proceeding is able to be
tested by that person and others.
Nature and extent of the limitation
Clause 20 requires a respondent to physically appear before a
court to give evidence. The limitation is restricted in that it
only applies to a respondent to an application for a personal
safety intervention order. Non-attendance at court is not an
offence; however, the court may make an order in the absence
of a person and may also issue a warrant for the person’s
arrest (clause 21).
The limitation in clause 59 is confined to requiring the author
of an assessment report to attend court and give evidence.
This will only occur where a notice is issued under the clause,
which will only be where they are requested to attend by the
subject of the assessment report, the Children’s Court, or a
party (with leave of the court). The author of the assessment
report will be guilty of contempt of court if they do not attend,
but only if they are ‘without sufficient excuse’.
Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of ensuring the effective operation of the justice
system. Further, in relation to clause 20 it is of benefit to the
respondent to attend and participate in proceedings that may
significantly affect them. In relation to clause 59, allowing the
court the best available information, and allowing evidence to
be tested is in the interests of justice.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
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Arrest and detention of a person
Clauses 21, 22, 23 and 101 limit a respondent’s freedom of
movement under section 12 of the charter as a respondent
may be arrested and detained or held in custody, or bailed in
accordance with the provisions of the Bail Act 1977.
The importance of the purpose of the limitations
The limitations that these clauses create are important because
they are each designed to protect people from prohibited
behaviour and stalking prior to a hearing for a personal safety
intervention order or charges for contravention of an order
being determined by the court.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limitation created by clause 21 is confined to
empowering a police officer to arrest and detain a respondent,
hold them in custody, or bail them in accordance with the
provisions of the Bail Act 1977. This may only occur
subsequent to the issuing of a warrant by a registrar or
magistrate in situations of urgency.
In the case of clause 101, when a police officer believes on
reasonable grounds that a person has breached a personal
safety intervention order, they can arrest and detain that
person without warrant.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation imposed by both clauses is rational and
proportionate, given that the legitimate objective of the
provisions is to protect a person from further prohibited
behaviour or stalking. Rights to bail remain available to a
respondent. Thus, the limitation strikes a fair balance between
the rights of a respondent and the rights of a person in need of
protection.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Clauses 21, 50 and 101 also engage the right to liberty in
section 21 of the charter which provides that a person must
not be subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention, and must not
be deprived of his or her liberty except on grounds and in
accordance with procedures established by law. However,
none of these clauses limits the right to liberty because the
arrest or detention is not arbitrary and the deprivation of
liberty is on grounds and in accordance with procedures
established by law. Given these carefully circumscribed
limits, the arrest, detention, and any court authorised
extension, is not arbitrary.
Clause 50 provides that a witness who fails to appear at a
hearing may be arrested. This provision does limit a witness’s
right to freedom of movement. Clause 202 inserts the same
provision into the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 and is
modelled on section 194 of the Evidence Act 2008.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important because it enables a court to
examine relevant, competent and compellable witnesses who
may hold relevant evidence or information which may bring
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to light the truth of disputed facts and evidence. The ability to
secure the presence of such witnesses is essential to the
effective administration of the justice system and the right to a
fair hearing.
The nature and extent of the limitation
Clauses 50 and 202 limit a person’s freedom of movement to
the extent that a person who has failed to attend proceedings
may be apprehended and brought before a court.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation on the free movement of a person by requiring
the presence of the person at court to give evidence is directly
and rationally connected to the purpose of ensuring the
effective administration of the justice system and the right to a
fair hearing.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
None apparent.
Other relevant factors
The court’s ability to issue warrants, fines or make other
enforcement orders under clauses 50 and 202 is a
discretionary one.
This is a reasonable limitation of the right to freedom of
movement because the justice system would not be able to
function if the courts did not have the power to compel
persons to attend before them and give evidence.
Restricting where a person may be and who they may
contact
Clause 67 engages and limits the right to freedom of
movement by allowing a court to make an order that prohibits
a respondent from going within a certain distance of a
specified place or person or contacting a specified person.
The purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation in clause 67 is to protect the
protected person from prohibited behaviour or stalking.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The reason for the limitation is important, as it operates to
protect a protected person from prohibited behaviour or
stalking. The limit on the right is balanced against the
protection of the right to life.
The nature and extent of the limitation
Although a respondent may be excluded from certain areas or
places, or going within a distance of a certain person, a
respondent can, under part 3 division 10 of the bill, apply for
the variation or revocation of a personal safety intervention
order.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose is both
rational and proportionate, given that the legitimate objective
of the provisions is to protect a protected person from a
respondent by imposing conditions which restrict a
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respondent from coming within a certain distance of a
protected person and from accessing certain places.
Any less restrictive means available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation in each clause is reasonable and
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society.
In certain circumstances clause 67 could limit the right to
freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief
(section 14). This is because the clause could result in a
person being prohibited from being within a specified
distance of a particular spiritual leader or religious centre.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important as it operates to protect a person
from prohibited behaviour and stalking. This is an important
purpose that accords with the charter by promoting the right
to life and liberty and security of the person, which imposes a
positive obligation on public authorities to protect the lives
and security of Victorians. The limit on sections 12 and 14 is
balanced against the need to protect those whose physical
security is at risk from another.
The nature and extent of the limitation
A magistrate may only make a final order where he or she
believes on the balance of probabilities that a person has
committed prohibited behaviour or stalking and is likely to do
so again. A magistrate may only make an interim order where
satisfied on the balance of probabilities that it is necessary to
ensure the safety of an affected person or to preserve their
property.
In addition, a respondent may apply for a variation or
revocation of an order where circumstances have changed and
may also appeal the making of an order. A final order will
usually be of limited duration. Where the respondent is a
student at a school, the court must consider the impact of any
conditions on the respondent’s schooling.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitations imposed by these clauses are rational and
proportionate, given that the legitimate objective of the
provisions is to protect a person from further prohibited
behaviour and stalking. The bill provides a number of
procedural safeguards limiting the circumstances in which an
order may be made.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve its
purpose
None apparent.
On balance, the limitations are reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Section 13 — Protection of privacy and reputation
Section 13 confers a number of rights regarding privacy.
Specifically, a person has a right not to have their privacy,
family or home unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with or
their reputation unlawfully attacked.
Privacy encapsulates concepts of personal autonomy and
human dignity. It encompasses the idea that individuals
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should have an area of autonomous development, interaction
and liberty — a ‘private sphere’ free from government
intervention and from excessive unsolicited intervention by
other individuals. Privacy comprises bodily, territorial,
communications and information privacy.
Disclosure of personal information
There are various parts of the bill that require or permit the
collection or disclosure of personal information from
applicants and respondents and therefore engage the right to
privacy:
Clause 15 provides that a police officer may apply for an
intervention order on a person’s behalf, including where
the person has not consented to the making of the
application.
Clause 70 requires the court to ask a respondent who is
excluded from the protected person’s residence to
provide the court with an address for service. However,
there is no penalty if the respondent fails to give such an
address.
Clause 75 provides that the court may request a report
from the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development, which may contain information on
whether certain conditions of a personal safety
intervention order would interfere with the respondent’s
schooling.
Clause 113 requires a registrar to serve a copy of a
personal safety intervention order made against a carer
or the carer’s employer or organisation for whom the
carer provides the care to the client.
Clause 130 requires that the Secretary to the Department
of Human Services be given written notice where the
court makes a personal safety intervention order that is
inconsistent with a child protection order.
Clause 175 provides that the court may order that a copy
of a personal safety intervention order be given to the
principal of a school (if the respondent or protected
person is a student) if it would assist to ensure the safety
of the protected person, it is necessary for the
effectiveness of the order, or is otherwise necessary in
the interests of justice.
Clause 181 obliges certain public sector organisations to
disclose information they hold about a respondent to a
police officer if that police officer applies for such
information in order to serve documents.
While these provisions interfere with a person’s right to
privacy, they do so in a manner that is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. This is because there are proper processes through
which the information is divulged and the purpose of the
interference is in accordance with the provisions, aims and
objectives of the charter (particularly section 9 right to life
and section 21 right to liberty and security of the person).
In addition, where a proceeding involves a child there is a
restriction on publication of the proceedings to ensure that the
child is not identified, contained in clause 123.
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Privacy of the home
Clauses 114 and 116 of the bill engage the right to privacy of
the home because they allow premises to be searched for a
person without warrant where the police officer believes on
reasonable grounds a person is present in contravention of a
personal safety intervention order or to search for firearms or
weapons. Clause 116 also allows for the search of a vehicle
registered in the person’s name.
Clause 117 engages the right to privacy of the home because
it allows for a search of third parties’ premises or vehicles for
firearms or weapons under warrant.
The vehicle search powers potentially engage the right to
privacy because a vehicle may be part of a person’s private or
domestic environment, particularly if it is privately owned.
Additionally, the exclusion of a respondent from a protected
person’s residence may have the effect of interfering with a
respondent’s right to privacy of the home.
However, in each instance, the right to privacy of the home is
not limited as the interference is lawful and not arbitrary. The
interference is not arbitrary because it is in accordance with
the provisions, aims and objectives of the charter (particularly
section 9, right to life, and section 21, right to liberty and
security of the person) and is reasonable in the circumstances
(where the intent is to protect a person from further prohibited
behaviour or stalking). Further, in relation to the provisions
which provide for exclusion of a respondent from a protected
person’s residence, any exclusion only occurs if a court
considers it necessary in the circumstances.
Section 15 — Freedom of expression
Section 15 establishes a number of rights relating to freedom
of expression. It protects the right to hold an opinion without
interference and the right to seek, receive and impart both
information and ‘ideas of all kinds’ anywhere and in any
form. The general right is limited by section 15(3) which
contains a specific limitation on the right to freedom of
expression. This invites consideration of particular matters
that are identified as ones which, when satisfied, specifically
justify a restriction on the right.
The application of section 15(3) involves satisfying a number
of conditions. First, the relevant restriction proposed on the
right to freedom of expression must be lawful. Second, the
relevant restriction must be imposed for a particular purpose,
either to respect the rights and reputation of other persons, or
in order to protect national security, public order, public
health or public morality. Third, the relevant restriction must
be ‘reasonably necessary’ for one of these purposes.
Clause 67(2)(d) (prohibiting contact with the protected
person), clause 67(2)(a) (prohibiting the respondent from
committing prohibited behaviour against the protected
person) and clause 165 (court declaring a person to be a
vexatious litigant) engage the right to freedom of expression
under section 15(2) of the charter. However, clauses 67(2)(d)
and 165 constitute lawful restrictions on the right to freedom
of expression because each restriction is for the purpose of
public order and the effective operation of the justice system.
Clause 67(2)(a) could prohibit a course of conduct that is
demeaning, derogatory or intimidating, including derogatory
taunts. This is a lawful restriction on the right to freedom of
expression because it is reasonably necessary to respect the
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rights and reputations of others. Moreover, the expression is
only restricted between the respondent and protected person,
and the respondent could apply to vary that condition of the
order or for revocation of the order.
Evidence given by children
Clause 49 limits the right to freedom of expression, by
providing that a child who is not an applicant or respondent in
proceedings cannot give evidence without the leave of the
court. The court must consider the desirability of protecting
children from exposure to the court system and the harm that
may occur if the child were to give evidence.
The importance and purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation is to protect the best interests of
the child, as provided for under section 17(2) of the charter.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The restriction on the giving of evidence only applies to
persons aged under 18 years who are not the applicant or
respondent to the order. The extent of the limitation is
circumscribed because a court may grant leave for the child to
give evidence, taking into account the possibility of harm to
the child and the impact of exposure to the court system.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of protecting the best interests of the child.
Any less restrictive means available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Restriction on reports of proceedings involving children
Clause 123 of the bill restricts the reporting of personal safety
intervention order proceedings involving children where the
reporting includes any identifying particulars, including
photographs. This restriction is included to respect the rights
and reputation of children and is therefore a lawful restriction
under section 15(3) of the charter.
Section 20 — Property rights
Division 7 of part 3 governs the conditions that may be made
in respect of personal safety intervention orders. Several
clauses engage the right to property, including:
Clause 67 allows an order to include various conditions
that may prevent the respondent from accessing their
property, for example by prohibiting their presence
within a specified distance of a place or person or by
excluding the respondent from the protected person’s
residence.
Clause 69 allows an order to cancel a firearms authority
or weapons approval.
Clauses 114, 115, 116, 117 and 120 provide for the
search, seizure or surrender of firearms and other
weapons where a relevant order has been made.
Clauses 121 and 122 outline the consequences for the
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property depending on the type of order that is made by
the court.

However, in each instance, any deprivation of property is not
arbitrary because it has a legitimate objective, the protection
of an affected person — particularly their right to life — by
limiting the risk posed in certain circumstances by possession
of firearms and weapons. Therefore, to the extent that these
sections allow for the deprivation of property, the deprivation
is in accordance with law and there is no limitation on the
right.
Section 24 — Fair hearing
Section 24 guarantees the right to a fair and public hearing.
The right to a fair hearing applies in both civil and criminal
proceedings and in courts and tribunals. The requirement for a
fair hearing applies to all stages in proceedings and applies in
relation to proceedings in any Victorian court or tribunal.
The purpose of the right to a fair hearing is to ensure the
proper administration of justice. This right is concerned with
procedural fairness (that is, the right of a party to be heard and
to respond to any allegations made against them, and the
requirement that the court or tribunal be unbiased,
independent and impartial) rather than the substantive fairness
of a decision or judgement of a court or tribunal (that is, the
merits of the decision).
Applications for interim orders
Clause 37 limits section 24 of the charter because an
application for an interim order may be determined by a court
whether or not a respondent has been given notice of the
application and whether or not the respondent is present at the
time an order is granted.
Importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation is to ensure the safety of an
affected person from prohibited behaviour or stalking as
swiftly as possible.
This is an important limitation, recognising that the state has a
positive obligation to protect those whose physical security is
at risk from another (in accordance with sections 9 and 21 of
the charter).
Nature and extent of the limitation
The extent of the limitation is confined because the duration
of an interim order is limited. The order ceases to have effect
as soon as the application is finally determined, which is
likely to occur within a short period of time.
Further, there are safeguards in place. These include that a
court cannot make an interim order unless it is supported by
oral or affidavit evidence (clause 38) (although it can if the
application is made by telephone, fax or other electronic
communication); and if a respondent is not present, a court
must give them a written explanation of the relevant matters
set out in the order (clause 40). In addition, the bill provides
scope for an application to be made for the variation or
revocation of an interim family violence intervention order
(clause 85). In addition, a respondent will not be criminally
liable for a breach of an interim order until it is served on the
respondent.
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Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
Given the importance of the context in which such orders are
made, and the safeguards referred to above, the limitation is
rational and proportionate to its purpose.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Direction to mediation
Clause 26 provides that a magistrate may adjourn proceedings
and direct a matter to mediation. This clause does not restrict
a person’s right to a fair hearing, as the person will still have
access to the court where the matter is assessed as not suitable
for mediation or where the mediation fails (for example,
because one party will not engage in the mediation process).
A magistrate may also make an interim order at the same time
as directing a matter to mediation.
Evidence
Section 24 is engaged, but not limited, by clause 47 which
provides that the court may inform itself in any way it thinks
fit, despite any rules of evidence to the contrary. Clause 47
does not apply to proceedings for contraventions of personal
safety intervention orders, which are criminal in nature.
A court, even if not strictly bound by the rules of evidence,
must act judicially and impartially. Clause 47 specifies that in
determining what evidence to admit, a court must be satisfied
that it is just and equitable to admit such evidence and that the
probative value of the evidence is not substantially
outweighed by the danger that the evidence might be unfairly
prejudicial to a party, or misleading or confusing. Thus, while
the right is engaged, it is not limited, because a person will
still have the proceeding decided by a competent, independent
and impartial court after a fair and public hearing.
A further safeguard is provided for in clause 48, which states
that where evidence is admitted in an affidavit or sworn
statement, a party to proceedings may, with leave of the court,
cross-examine a person who gives evidence by way of
affidavit or written statement. This power is in addition to a
party’s general right to cross-examine witnesses.
A public hearing
Clause 123 of the bill restricts the reporting of personal safety
intervention order proceedings involving children and
clause 51 enables a court to close proceedings to the public.
These clauses engage the right to a fair hearing which
includes the right to a public hearing.
However, sections 24(2) and (3) of the charter enable a court
or tribunal to exclude persons or the general public from a
hearing and to prohibit the publication of judgements or
decisions made by a court. Therefore, these provisions fall
within a lawful restriction on the right to a public hearing and
do not limit the right.
Accessibility of the court and court processes
Clause 52 (alternative arrangements for a proceeding) and
clause 49 (evidence given by children) engage the right to fair
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hearing to the extent that they amend the way in which
evidence is presented to the court. The purpose of the sections
is to allow those who may be intimidated by the court process
to give the best possible evidence, and to protect children
from unnecessary exposure to the court system, thus
promoting values embodied in section 17 of the charter.
The clauses engage, but do not limit the right to a fair hearing
because a person will still have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court after a fair and
public hearing.
Vexatious litigants
Clause 165 provides that a court may, after hearing or giving
a person an opportunity to be heard, make an order declaring
a person a vexatious litigant which means that that person
may not make an application for a personal safety
intervention order without leave of the court. A person
declared a vexatious litigant will also be restricted from
applying for a family violence intervention order under the
Family Violence Protection Act. The purpose of this further
exclusion is to prevent a vexatious litigant seeking a similar
order under the Family Violence Protection Act.
Clause 167 provides that a person who is declared to be a
vexatious litigant may appeal against the order only with
leave of the appeal court. Further, the person may apply to
vary, set aside or revoke the order only with the leave of a
magistrate of the court (clause 169).
The vexatious litigant provisions engage but do not limit the
right to a fair hearing because the provisions do not restrict
the person’s right to a fair hearing before the court in relation
to whether they are to be declared a vexatious litigant and
there are a number of safeguards to ensure that the person is
guaranteed a fair hearing in relation to challenging the order.
The restriction on the person making applications for a
personal safety intervention order does not engage the right
because at the stage a person is not a party to civil
proceedings in respect of the order. The provisions preserve
the right of a person to seek leave to apply for a personal
safety intervention order and the person will be able to do so
where there is no abuse of process. This additional
requirement for vexatious litigants exists to protect people
from unsubstantiated claims and to ensure the effective
operation of the justice system.
Right to be heard
It may be argued that clause 129 engages the right to a fair
hearing because it enables the Children’s Court to vary or
revoke a personal safety intervention order of its own motion.
However, there is no limitation on the right to a fair hearing
because under clause 129(3) the court may only act on its
own motion if notice is given of the court’s intention and
parties have the opportunity to be heard.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General
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Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

It is vital to the functioning of any cohesive society that
people are able to live together in harmony, with
minimal disagreement and safety from violence. But as
our state grows and we live closer together than ever
before, our communities can be less connected.
Disputes that used to be resolved in conversation over
the fence are appearing in our courts as applications for
stalking intervention orders. These orders can prevent
inappropriate behaviour, but they rarely resolve a
disagreement and can ruin ongoing relationships.
Disputing neighbours or school-mates may never patch
things up.
Today the government introduces a new system of
personal safety intervention orders. These will replace
stalking intervention orders, and ensure that people in
low-level neighbourhood disputes are encouraged to
use mediation to find long-lasting solutions to conflict,
while people at risk from future harm are kept safe by
personal safety intervention orders, enforced by police
and courts.
Make no mistake — this new system will not trespass
on the government’s recent amendments to family
violence intervention orders. This new Personal Safety
Intervention Orders Bill is only for disputes that happen
outside the family. Nothing in this bill derogates from
our commitment to treat family violence as a serious
matter, requiring the attention of, and intervention by,
the police and the courts.
The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill arises out
of a comprehensive review of stalking intervention
orders conducted by the Department of Justice. Stalking
intervention orders were originally introduced to protect
victims of pursuit-type stalking. We are all aware of
victims of stalking who are followed, watched and
contacted by a perpetrator who has formed a fascination
with that particular victim. The impact that this
behaviour can have on victims, and in some cases their
friends, work colleagues, partners and families, is
immense.
This is the behaviour that stalking intervention orders
were introduced to address. Stalking intervention orders
are allied with the criminal offence of stalking, and can
be made in addition to police laying criminal charges.
Stalking intervention orders were developed to protect
victims of stalking from experiencing further
victimisation.
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However, the stalking intervention order system has
‘stretched’ from this original, narrow, purpose. Stalking
intervention orders are now used in a range of situations
that are not true ‘stalking’ at all — they are situations
where difficult, challenging or inappropriate behaviour
is being alleged. Often this occurs in neighbourhood
disputes, where a dispute over a fence, a loud stereo, a
barking dog or communal washing facilities can
escalate into poor behaviour by one or both neighbours.
Similarly, stalking intervention orders are used in
school situations, to address bullying, jealousy or
friendship breakdown. Sometimes neighbourhood
disputes or schoolyard matters can escalate to true
‘stalking’ situations but often this is not the case.

dispute resolution to Victorians. This service is being
expanded into justice centres across Victoria and many
Magistrates Courts and Children’s Courts have DSCV
staff members available at court or via the telephone.
The DSCV will conduct mediation assessments and
mediations under the bill.

So why are stalking intervention orders being used in
these situations? For the large part, what may be
described as ‘neighbourhood disputes’ or ‘schoolyard
disputes’ often escalate because the people involved
don’t have the skills to resolve the matter themselves.
In an increasingly dense urban environment, people are
living closer together than ever before, without
necessarily knowing how to get along with other
members of the community. In the absence of knowing
what else to do, people are increasingly turning to the
court for a stalking intervention order. A broad reading
of the definition of ‘stalking’ means that these disputes
may be technically covered by the stalking intervention
order system.

However, it is important to ensure that only appropriate
matters go to mediation. Obviously, it would be
completely inappropriate for a case of genuine stalking
to go to mediation. This would only re-traumatise the
victim and reward the stalker. There is no ‘dispute’ to
mediate between a stalker and his or her victim. The
victim simply needs to be protected from the stalker.
However, in some cases it will not be clear as to
whether a matter should be mediated. If one party
sprays another with a garden hose this is technically an
assault — but does it mean that mediation is not
appropriate?

The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill 2010 has
two aims:
to better protect victims of serious inappropriate
behaviour that threatens their safety where that
behaviour occurs outside the family; and
to refer appropriate disputes to mediation services.
Mediation is no longer an adjunct to the justice system.
It is a core part of court business. Police, magistrates
and registrars are increasingly advising parties to
disputes about how the free, confidential mediation
services provided by the Department of Justice may be
able to help them. Mediation is becoming an option of
first resort for interpersonal disputes where safety is not
at risk. It is time to stop seeing mediation as an
‘alternative’ form of dispute resolution — it is now an
integral part of the justice system and an ‘appropriate’
form of dispute resolution.
The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill will
encourage the use of free mediation services in
appropriate circumstances. The Department of Justice
runs the Dispute Settlement Centre of Victoria (DSCV),
which provides free, confidential, and appropriate

For the first time, magistrates will have a legislative
power to direct parties to try to mediate appropriate
disputes. The outcomes of the mediation process, and
whether or not the parties attended mediation, can be
taken into account by the magistrate when deciding
whether to make a final personal safety intervention
order.

For this reason, all matters that are referred for
mediation will be assessed by trained professionals
from the DSCV. These dispute assessment officers
have specialist training and experience in determining
whether a matter can or should be mediated. They do
this by carefully interviewing each party involved.
Dispute assessment officers also stay in touch with the
parties in the lead-up to mediation. It is not uncommon
for a dispute assessment officer to contact each party
several times to ensure that they are thoroughly
prepared for mediation.
To ensure that matters are assessed for mediation
against consistent and transparent principles, I will be
issuing ministerial guidelines under this bill. These
guidelines will set out the most significant things that a
dispute settlement officer must have regard to, and will
include guidance about what matters should not be
mediated.
One of the most important functions of the dispute
assessment officer is to examine whether any power
imbalances exist between the two parties and, if so,
whether these can be rectified. For example, if one of
the parties has an intellectual disability, they may be
aided by having a support person present. The
mediation process can also be adapted to ensure that a
person with a disability can fully participate in the
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proceedings. Similarly, if one or both of the parties is a
child, it may be appropriate that they have a parent or
guardian present. People with an intellectual disability
and children do not need to miss out on the benefits of
mediation, so long as it is assessed as appropriate and
they are adequately supported. The DSCV adopts a
flexible approach to mediations to ensure that they are
tailored to the particular needs of the parties involved. If
a power imbalance would prevent the mediation
process being fair and it is not possible for the
imbalance to be rectified, mediation will not proceed.
These issues will be addressed in the guidelines.
A mediation assessment is the first step of any
mediation process, but the process for assessing the
suitability of mediation does not end there. Mediators
constantly monitor whether the mediation process is
fair and appropriate. If the dynamics of the situation
alter and mediation is no longer appropriate, the
mediator will end the mediation, and, in the case of
court-directed mediation, send the matter back to court.
This bill gives magistrates the power to send parties to
mediation, but this is not the only point in the system at
which people may be referred to mediation.
When someone goes to a court to seek an intervention
order, the first person they talk to is often a court
registrar. Registrars will be encouraged, through the bill
and new practice directions, to provide parties with
information about mediation when the party first
contacts the court. It will then be up to the party
whether they wish to pursue mediation, a personal
safety intervention order or both. These changes aim to
ensure that each person gets the right response to their
matter — with appropriate disputes going to mediation
and dangerous matters going to court.
The government wants to encourage appropriate cases
to go to mediation as early in a conflict as possible. We
will continue to work with police, schools and local
councils, to tell them about mediation and encourage
them to refer people to mediation. This will help
prevent disputes from escalating and save the parties
time, money and emotional distress.
We are promoting the use of mediation to solve
disputes. But mediation will not be appropriate in all
cases. There is a genuine need for the bill to protect the
victims of stalking and other forms of threatening and
frightening behaviour.
The term ‘stalking’ has become stretched to the point
where it is an umbrella term for many matters. A person
will still be able to apply for a personal safety
intervention order if he or she is being stalked, but the
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grounds for an intervention order have been expanded
to explicitly recognise some of the other forms of
behaviour that had come to be covered by stalking
intervention orders — such as harassment and property
damage or interference. The aim of this is to allow
stalking to revert to its natural meaning.
The bill will explicitly recognise one-off behaviours
that pose a serious threat to safety — such as assault,
sexual assault, and making a serious threat. This will
ensure that victims of serious threatening behaviour
have access to the personal safety intervention order
system. The bill expressly protects persons with
disabilities who may be threatened by their carer by
making it clear that property damage or interference
will encompass withholding access to a person’s food
or medication or withholding access to a person’s
wheelchair.
The bill will also address harassment that is undertaken
through a third party. This may occur through both
willing and unwilling third parties. For example, if a
school bully teases or assaults a child once and then
incites another child to tease or assault the same victim,
the bully may be found to have harassed the victim and
so become the respondent to a personal safety
intervention order.
Although there are more types of behaviour covered by
the bill, the aim is not to make the personal safety
intervention orders system apply to more minor
behaviour. As I have said, the aim of this bill is to divert
non-dangerous behaviour to mediation in appropriate
circumstances. Court hearings will be reserved,
wherever possible, for serious matters that require court
intervention. For this reason, final orders on the
grounds of ‘prohibited behaviour’ — that is, assault,
sexual assault, harassment, property damage or
interference or making a serious threat — will only be
made where the respondent’s prohibited behaviour
would cause a reasonable person to fear for his or her
safety. This will insert an element of objective risk — a
person who is afraid, for example, of all people of a
certain ethnic background will not be able to obtain an
order simply because a person of that ethnic
background keeps moving their wheelie bin. The court
must agree that the behaviour is objectively frightening.
The court may also refuse to make an interim or a final
personal safety intervention order if the court believes
that it is not appropriate to make an order in all the
circumstances of the case. For example, it may be
inappropriate to make an order against a young child if
the child is too young or immature to understand and
comply with the order. In such cases, the magistrate
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may decline to make the order even if the grounds are
technically made out.

procedural reforms of that act. The aim is to have
consistent processes under both acts where appropriate.

This bill has a particular focus upon resolving
schoolyard matters. I was concerned to hear how
common intervention orders are becoming in schools. I
have been told that some children and their parents are
applying for intervention orders because of schoolyard
disputes or friendship breakdown. In some of these
cases, it is an appropriate response to bullying, but
many school kids just do not know how to resolve their
disputes. There must be a role for mediation in many of
these cases.

The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill contains a
new system of vexatious litigant orders, to mirror the
system in the Family Violence Protection Act. The
effect of being deemed a vexatious litigant will be that
the vexatious litigant must seek leave from the court
before they can make an application in relation to the
person named in the order or their children in family
violence intervention order or personal safety
intervention order proceedings. The vexatious litigant
order applies to both systems to prevent a person who is
banned under one system from continuing their
vexatious behaviour under the other. Meritorious
applications will still be able to proceed with the leave
of the court.

Before this bill, there was no formal process to enable
courts, schools and the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development to work together to
manage an intervention order. Courts are making orders
without always knowing what the impact of that order
will be on the parties’ school education. The court is
also unable to notify the school when an order is made.
The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill enables
the courts, schools and the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development to work together.
The aim is to ensure that school students can continue
their education with the minimum level of disruption —
while still protecting children. The bill will require the
court to consider the impact of the proposed conditions
of a personal safety intervention order made against a
child on that child’s education or training.
In some cases, the court may form the view that the
school should know that a personal safety intervention
order has been made. The bill allows the court to order
that a copy of the personal safety intervention order be
given to a principal of the school. The courts can make
these decisions on a case-by-case basis.
The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill completes
the split between family violence and non-family
violence intervention orders, as recommended by the
Victorian Law Reform Commission in its Review of
Family Violence Laws — Final Report. The bill
provides that matters between family members must be
heard under the Family Violence Protection Act and
matters between non-family members must be heard
under the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act. If a
party applies for an order under the wrong system, the
magistrate will, in some circumstances, be able to
continue to hear the matter under the correct system.
This is to make the process less bureaucratic for the
parties.
Whilst the bill is a separate system to the Family
Violence Protection Act, it adopts many of the

I wish to make a statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975 on the reasons for altering or
varying that section by this bill.
Clause 182 of the bill provides that it is the intention of
clauses 95 and 97 of the bill to alter or vary section 85
of the Constitution Act.
Clause 95 provides that if the applicant for a personal
safety intervention order was not the protected person
and that applicant is appealing a decision, then the
appeal cannot proceed unless the protected person or
those with responsibility for the protected person (such
as a parent or guardian) consents to the appeal. The
reason for varying the Supreme Court’s jurisdiction in
this manner is to ensure that a protected person or a
person with the responsibility for a protected person can
decide what matters are appealed on their behalf or on
behalf of those for whom they have responsibility.
However, nothing in clause 95 prevents appeals on the
grounds of jurisdictional error.
Clause 97 provides that there is no further appeal from
an appeal decision of the Supreme Court. This is
appropriate, as the rights of the parties in such cases
have been tested in a hearing by the president of the
Children’s Court and the Supreme Court and further
appeals could result in a proliferation of proceedings.
This may result in the attendance of those subject to
prohibited behaviour or stalking at numerous traumatic
court hearings. If new facts and circumstances emerge,
then the respondent for an order may seek a variation or
revocation of the personal safety intervention order
from the Magistrates Court. However, nothing in
clause 97 prevents appeals on the grounds of
jurisdictional error.
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The Personal Safety Intervention Orders Bill represents
a major reform of intervention orders. This bill will do
two things. It will provide protection for those who
need an intervention order to protect them from a
non-family member. It will also — in appropriate
cases — promote the use of mediation to address
whatever conflict underlies the behaviour that has led
people to seek an intervention order.
Because of the substantial nature of these reforms, I
have instructed my department to conduct a review of
this bill two years after it commences.
This bill has a default commencement date of 1 January
2012. This is to allow time to establish the systems and
processes to support this new system of law — such as
regulations, court rules and training and instructions to
magistrates and registrars. This date is the last possible
date that the bill can commence, and it may commence
earlier.
In conclusion, I would like to thank all of the
stakeholders and members of the public who
contributed to the review of non-family violence
intervention orders. I believe that the Personal Safety
Intervention Orders Bill is a much stronger, more
effective and more practical piece of law reform for
your contribution.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 23 June.

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in support of the
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill and offer praise for this
government’s 2010–11 budget.
Here is a fact: this state remains resilient in the face of
the global financial crisis. An explanation of that fact is
quite simple: strong economic leadership has steered
the Victorian economy in the right direction. Taxes are
coming down, borrowings are coming down and
thousands of jobs are being created.
This AAA-rated 2010 state budget is about ensuring
that individuals and families, whether they live in
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Forest Hill, Geelong or Bendigo, have access to vital
services such as health, education and transport.
The 2010 state budget also acknowledges the need to
build the right infrastructure for growth, to protect the
Victorian lifestyle we have all come to love and expect.
The budget’s centrepiece is a record $4 billion
investment in our health system, in partnership with the
commonwealth government. It is a health budget that
sets up our hospitals and health services for the next
decade. Of particular note is the forthcoming funding
for the Box Hill Hospital redevelopment, which was
announced last year. The $407.5 million redevelopment
when completed will deliver 506 beds, which is an
increase of 113; six new operating theatres and four
refurbished theatres; a new and significantly larger
emergency department, with 19 additional cubicles;
subacute services for the first time, with 30 new beds; a
new intensive care unit; critical acute services,
including a new cardiology ward, coronary care unit
and catheter laboratories; two new endoscopy
laboratories; and a dedicated precinct for women’s and
children’s services. Most importantly, it will provide
additional capacity to care for around 7000 extra people
each year.
Mr Wynne — Seven thousand?
Ms MARSHALL — Seven thousand people each
year. Yesterday at question time I was listening
carefully to the Minister for Health respond to a
question that was asked. I refer to part of his answer,
which was:
This government prides itself on providing every single
hospital in every single year of its time in office with a
funding increase. Every single hospital across the length and
breadth of this state has received more support each and every
year we have been in office. That is the approach we have
taken, and this year’s budget was no different, not just to
recurrent funding but also to important capital works.
… our challenge is always to make sure that the quality of our
buildings matches the quality of the care provided by our
dedicated staff. That is why, particularly in rural and regional
communities, this year’s budget built on a strong record of
investment, a strong record of giving to country health the
support that is necessary to keep buildings efficient and to
give dedicated clinicians the tools, if you like, the practical
support to treat more patients and to provide better care.

This partnership and investment will provide new
hospitals, more doctors, more nurses, more ambulance
services and extra hospital beds. It will provide more
outpatient and elective surgery services.
From speaking with the residents of Forest Hill at one
of my mobile offices recently and from the responses to
my community surveys I know that health is an
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important issue. This government is providing funding
to ensure people can get the treatment they need when
they need it.
I am excited that this budget sees the continuation of
the $1.9 billion Victorian schools plan. This year’s
budget saw Parkmore Primary School allocated an
additional $3 million on top of the funding allocated in
the 2009–10 budget to complete the school’s
modernisation project in one build. After almost
12 months of lobbying I was overjoyed when the
Premier joined me at Parkmore Primary School to
make this announcement. The funding for this project
has been the topic of numerous discussions between
me, the fabulous principal, Glenda Prior, and the school
community. Together we have worked hard to ensure
the school has the 21st century facilities it needs to give
students a 21st century education.
It was amazing to see the positive reaction of parents,
teachers and students, with one parent coming up to say
to me, ‘It was so great to see that you care as much
about this school as we do’. The principal of Parkmore
Primary School, Glenda Prior, wrote in a letter to me:
Parkmore Primary School community would like to thank
and acknowledge the support Kirstie Marshall has given to
our school in the seeking of additional funding.
The extra funding allocated in the 2010 state budget will
enable our school modernisation program to be completed in
a single staged project.
We are very excited about this project; an enormous amount
of time and effort has gone into developing plans for the new
school building and grounds. The fruition of these plans will
further enable exemplary teaching and learning to continue
catering for our learners in the 21st century.

This was a great win for the school and also for the
wider community, which uses the school’s facilities out
of school hours on a regular basis.
The 2010 state budget delivers a record $6.4 billion for
better roads and public transport across the state,
including new trams, more stations and road projects to
reduce congestion. Locked in is an $807.6 million
investment in 50 new low-floor trams and a new tram
maintenance and storage depot at Preston. The rollout
of 38 new trains as part of the Victorian transport plan
will also continue, with new stabling yards under
construction across the metropolitan network to
improve the efficiency of the network.
New infrastructure and increased tram and train stock
will help deliver timetable changes, which will see
more services to some of the busiest lines to meet
demand in peak periods. These increased services and
timetable changes will have a flow-on effect to the
people of Forest Hill electorate who are reliant on
public transport, particularly assisting those who use the
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Belgrave and Lilydale lines or the no. 75 tram route
which goes from Vermont South to and from the city.
The $4.3 billion for the regional rail link, which is the
biggest addition to the rail network since the city loop,
will deliver a brand-new rail line through Melbourne’s
growing west to improve capacity and reliability. The
impact of this project will be far reaching as it will free
up the city loop and inner city lines and will have a
flow-on effect for people travelling to and from the
central business district and all parts of Melbourne.
Unprecedented numbers of commuters are now using
public transport. Members on this side of the house
know that investment needs to be made now, and that is
what this budget and the Victorian transport plan
illustrate.
Safety on our public transport network is as important
as the enhanced infrastructure. I recall late last year
being approached at a mobile office by a constituent
who was distressed that her teenage son had been
harassed and verbally assaulted at a train station on his
way home from school. I am pleased to assure her that
this budget has brought forward funding for 50 new
transit police for the network and has given the Chief
Commissioner of Police capacity to further boost transit
police numbers with the government’s $673.6 million
commitment to increase front-line police by 1966
officers. This is the biggest one-off boost to police
officer numbers in Victoria’s history.
Victoria is the safest state in Australia with the lowest
crime rate. I understand that this government knows
that we all need to feel safe. That is why increasing
police numbers is so important and is yet another of the
many great aspects of this state budget.
I commend the government on yet another budget that
delivers so much for the people of Forest Hill. Make no
mistake: people in the eastern suburbs will remember
that it was a Labor government’s budget that delivered
better school facilities; safer roads; a greener, more
efficient transport network; and unparalleled police
presence in our streets, ensuring safety for all of our
communities. The state budget of 2010–11 is a great
result for the Forest Hill community as this government
continues to invest heavily in health care, education and
community safety, which underpin family life in
Victoria.
I just want to read a couple of quotes on the budget. A
statement from the Brotherhood of St Laurence left a
huge impression on me. Executive director Tony
Nicholson said on 4 May this year:
The Brotherhood of St Laurence is encouraged by the
emphasis of today’s Victorian state budget on ensuring that
all Victorians can share in the more prosperous times it
forecasts.
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Kindergarten Parents Victoria said:
Kindergarten Parents Victoria applauds the state
government’s decision to invest $82.6 million to support early
years services in Victoria as announced today.
‘This comprehensive package will help ensure that all
Victorian children have access to a quality kindergarten
program …’

That is a statement from Emma King, CEO of
Kindergarten Parents Victoria, on 4 May.
The Australian Industry Group said that business
welcomes the tax reductions. On 4 May Victorian
director Timothy Piper said:
… they will go some way to alleviating the financial burden
on local businesses.

I think this is an absolutely fantastic budget for
Victorians. I was particularly proud of the investment
and the success that we have had in the electorate of
Forest Hill. We have seen some great changes recently
in what is a fantastic part of the eastern suburbs. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Appropriation
(2010/2011) Bill. This will be the first time in more
than a decade that I have not responded to the state
budget as a shadow minister. As those in the house
recall, I have been the shadow minister for multicultural
affairs, for housing, for community services, for aged
care and for health. I have now retired from the front
bench in preparation for my retirement from this
Parliament later this year. This gives me the ultimate
freedom therefore in my response of traversing
portfolios and focusing on my electorate of Caulfield. It
is an electorate I have very proudly represented for over
14 years. It is an electorate I hope to leave in the very
capable hands of David Southwick, who has now been
preselected for the seat of Caulfield. I think he will be a
very fine member.
The relationship I enjoy with my constituency is, I
believe, based on trust and mutual respect: respect that
is not partisan in nature but for the individual, and trust
that shows that I have endeavoured to act in my
constituents’ best interests. Trust forms the basis of
nearly all relationships, whether they be personal
relationships, employee-employer relationships,
pupil-teacher relationships, child-parent relationships or
indeed — and importantly in the context in which I
speak today — people-government relationships.
The trust between a people and its government forms
the basis of our democratic way of life. Political parties
voted by the people to govern take on the role of acting
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for the people and in the people’s best interests. It is a
position of trust and respect which by its very nature is
based on truth and honesty so that people have faith in
their government and trust their government. Once that
trust is broken, the relationship, like any other, starts to
crumble and respect is lost. In the case of a
people-government relationship, the people then start
seeking an alternative party to trust with the business of
government and the spending of their taxpayer dollars
to provide them with the basic services they need to
maintain their health and wellbeing, their standard of
living, their standard of education and their safety.
Sadly, we have come, here in Victoria, to an era of
arrogance, spin doctoring, data manipulation,
pork-barrel vote buying, policy plagiarism, cover-up
and a lack of honesty. Hardly a recipe for instilling
trust! The loss of faith, respect and trust which has
ensued will have an outcome at some time. I think the
Premier and his ministers are all too aware of this.
However, they have chosen their course. They have
chosen the means by which they have tried to
hoodwink, to mislead and to cover up to hide the truth
from Victorians. On this they will be judged.
As Paul Austin has written of John Brumby:
He has been in the policy engine room of this government
throughout its 11 years in office. His problem is that when he
talks about the problems confronting Victoria, he is talking
about problems that have emerged or persisted or worsened
on his watch.

Paul Austin went on to say:
There is a chant getting louder … and it goes like this: where
have you been? What have you been doing all this time? Why
did it take you so long to get on to the water crisis? Why did
you not order more trains well before now, when you knew
the system was failing? Why have you only now promised a
serious boost to police numbers, when drunken violence and
vicious assaults have been an obvious problem on the streets
for years?

Anyone in Victoria would be justified in asking, in
addition to these questions, the following: why have
you now promised to set up an anticorruption
commission, after years of issues of corruption being
raised here in Victoria and especially after the Leader of
the Opposition, Ted Baillieu, has promised such an
independent body, and why has the Brumby
government steadfastly denied there is a need until
now, when we are just six months out from the
election?
There have been years of appalling reports in relation to
child protection and appalling cases being raised about
the abuse of children over the entire time of this
government. I recall talking about some of those cases
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while I was shadow Minister for Community Services,
and in some instances they pretty much reduced me to
tears, they were so appalling. Then why did it take an
Ombudsman’s report exposing the depth of violence
and abuse being faced by children in care and exposing
the deep flaws in the child protection system to
convince the Brumby government to finally agree to
implementing the Ombudsman’s recommendations —
recommendations that had mostly been made before?
When the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
was looking at the budget for this year, why did the
Minister for Community Services, when asked about
the 1100 abused children who have not had their cases
processed, conceal the information in a blatantly
disrespectful manner, according to reports, and cause a
letter to be written to the chair of the PAEC demanding
that she be recalled to give fresh evidence to the
committee?
Why, after the years of questions being asked by the
opposition about hidden waiting lists in our hospital —
and I recall initiating some of those questions back in
October 2007 — and given the obvious hiding of poor
performance and the thousands of patients being denied
proper and timely treatment, did it take the outing of
such rorting at the Royal Women’s Hospital and at
other hospitals for this government to belligerently call
for an inquiry and then only appoint a public servant to
audit the remainder of the hospital system, neatly
hiding the ongoing practice of hidden waiting lists? Can
performance figures in the budget really be believed?
What about the failure to report the thousands of people
actually waiting to get on the elective surgery waiting
lists in our public hospitals?
Why, after 11 years of our ambulance service being
unable to meet code 1 response times to treat the most
seriously ill, were the target times recorded in budget
papers pushed out further, only to put patients at even
greater risk? Despite this, response times are still not
being met. And why, despite the claims of increased
funding through the budget for more ambulance staff,
have our ambulance paramedics’ pleas for more mobile
intensive care ambulance specialists in places such as
South Gippsland been ignored? Why are these pleas
being ignored? Is this the result of restructuring of our
MICA service carried out by this government, which
paramedics claimed would put lives further at risk?
Why, after years of claiming Victoria as the safest state
in the nation, did we wake up to a Herald Sun front
page on Monday this week that talks about the awful
truth and the violent incidents Victorians have not been
told about? This is demonstrated by claims that, for
example, in the local government area in the electorate
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of Caulfield according to the 000 service, the rate of
assaults per 100 000 was, 103 per cent more than
recorded by police. With the lowest spending per capita
in the country, it is no wonder Victoria Police now
claims a failure of resources from the Brumby
government. This has occurred in my electorate.
I have received calls from people who have called
police on numerous occasions, only to have police tell
them, ‘We do not have the resources to respond to your
need’. This was the case even with a young woman
who had been raped. The police suggested the
constituent call the 000 service, but there was no
response from that service either. I think we have a very
serious problem.
Why did it take a coalition policy announcement to
increase police numbers for the Brumby government to
engage in yet another policy plagiarism and make a
similar announcement? A paucity of police has raised
the hackles of Caulfield constituents. They claim local
police say they simply do not have the resources to
attend incidents of local crime and to call the 000
service, which also cannot respond.
Why do my constituents have to put up with late and
cancelled trains on the Frankston and Sandringham
lines in their efforts — which are often in vain — to get
to work on time? Why has there now been an apparent
explosion in the number of violent assaults on our
trains? The Premier admitted in this house yesterday
that it will be years before his government, if re-elected,
would be able to provide the funding for the sort of
protection on trains offered in the coalition policy. In
this place, he and his ministers have tried to defend the
indefensible. I suppose we will be treated to yet another
stint of policy plagiarism as the public goes into
meltdown on this issue.
Finally, why did the Brumby government sign a
Council of Australian Governments agreement to
increase kindergarten hours for four-year-olds but fail
to make a significant increase in capital funding to
provide additional infrastructure needed to deliver on
such a policy and instead try to pass the buck for its
policy decision to local councils like Glen Eira City
Council, which is in my electorate?
The Premier has not just been here for three years as the
Labor Party likes to try to claim; he has been here for
11 long years and has failed to act, hoping the spin,
obfuscation and cover up would get him over the line.
The Brumby government, according to the media and
reflected in community comments, is vulnerable and
failing in accountability and honesty on basic issues
such as water, hospitals, trains, roads, child protection
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and law and order. All the while, this Premier takes
extended summer holidays and with gay abandon just
six months from an election goes winging his way
around the world on what may turn out to be his swan
song.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — Today
it is an honour to talk on the Appropriation (2010/2011)
Bill. It is another good budget that focuses on
continuing our investment in infrastructure and
continues the strong AAA credit rating which was
predicted by the shadow Treasurer to never arrive. He
said we would never have a AAA credit rating, but
no-one else agrees with the shadow Treasurer. Standard
and Poor’s and so forth all told us that the AAA credit
rating has been given to us and would be continued to
be given to us throughout the years. We have
maintained that AAA credit rating with a surplus of
$872 million in 2010–11, averaging $1.2 billion in the
following years. As we know, those surpluses will be
used to further invest in infrastructure.
If you look at the program for 2010–11, you see there is
about $9.5 billion worth of infrastructure proposed,
which will secure around another 30 000 jobs. We are
looking at major water projects which we have
discussed at length in the house today; we are looking
at major new hospitals, including the Bendigo hospital,
Box Hill Hospital and Parkville Comprehensive Cancer
Centre and other agreed reforms under the Council of
Australian Governments agreement.
We are also looking at the completion of further
upgrades to 533 schools across the state. We are
looking at the new regional rail link, which will deliver
substantial benefits to suburban train catchers like those
in my area.
Specifically, the budget addresses certain things in my
electorate, such as two substantial lots of money for
road funding, including the Clyde Road duplication,
which is something for which the Minister for Roads
and Ports fought hard. I know the people of Berwick
are very grateful for it. Some in the Liberal Party think
it is not good enough, but at this stage it has not
committed anything to any project there. It is fine to sit
there and criticise, but you have to put forward a policy.
We have also had funding for the Hallam South Road
upgrade. That is another important road which services
both the large suburban area and large industrial area of
Hallam. It is important for jobs and so forth.
There was also $7 million in the budget for the
completion of the Timbarra Secondary College in my
electorate, which has a long and tortured history. It is
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finally there; it was committed to before the election of
2006. The school is going ahead in leaps and bounds.
The funds provide for three basketball courts. I know
the Oatlands Basketball Club and others will be very
grateful for them, because they have been waiting
15 years for the Casey City Council to deliver a
basketball facility in the city of Casey. This is the
largest junior basketball club in Victoria. It had to wait
15 years, but now 90 per cent of the funding is being
provided by the state and federal governments, not the
local council, which has carried on like a pork chop and
has delivered nothing in this space, which is very
disappointing.
I went to an opening last week at Oatlands Reserve,
where another two soccer grounds are being built.
Again, the land, which is worth a substantial sum of
money, has been rented to the City of Casey at a
peppercorn rent. This land, which is 9 hectares in area,
has made up for the lack of foresight and strategic
planning by the City of Casey. The state government
has had to fill the vacuum and provide sporting
facilities. That is pretty disappointing because the City
of Casey is always very good at telling the world how
marvellous it is, but unfortunately it has not delivered
the goods.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I refute those allegations by the member. I
think it is quite disgraceful to suggest I would tamper
with any tender. It is totally inappropriate, and I ask the
member to withdraw those remarks.
Mr Mulder — I withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I remind the member for Polwarth not to interject in
that manner.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is disgraceful. I would not
suggest those things of others.
I will go back to the budget and the stakeholder
comments, which are incredibly positive. This is
obviously one for the member for Scoresby, who went
around when the budget was put out with some
absolutely hysterical comments. What did he say?
There were some very interesting comments. He said
that the AAA rating was at risk, that the budget was a
house of cards and that Labor governments cannot be
trusted when it comes to promises on jobs. He also said:
Everyone else is in recession but apparently not Victoria. The
economic indicators contained in the budget are optimistic in
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the extreme and are predicated on Victoria not entering
recession.

The Leader of the Opposition in a press conference said
‘the financial situation that Victoria finds itself in now
is such that we may be threatening the state’s AAA
rating’. That was the comment. It is not the actual
settings we have set in the budget. It is a load of
absolute rubbish. One day later the member for
Scoresby said in a press release:
On these forecasts Victoria’s AAA credit rating is now under
serious threat.

The real arbiters of such stuff — Standard and
Poor’s — totally refuted such statements and said:
… the budget announced today for the state of Victoria is
consistent with the ‘AAA’ issuer rating and the stable outlook
already assigned to the state … Today’s budget is consistent
with the government’s demonstrated fiscal prudence.

I think that very much cuts right across the drivel, the
absolute rubbish that was perpetrated by the opposition
when the budget came out, specifically the member for
Scoresby and the member for Hawthorn.
Let us look at what the Brotherhood of St Laurence
said:
The Brotherhood of St Laurence is encouraged by the
emphasis of today ‘s Victorian state budget on ensuring that
all Victorians can share in the more prosperous times it
forecasts.

That is very, very positive. The Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry said:
… the 2010-2011 state budget has delivered business a
short-odds trifecta via modest cuts in business taxation and
WorkCover premiums, selected infrastructure boosts and a
strong surplus …
…
The 3.5 per cent WorkCover premium cut will benefit nearly
all Victorian businesses …

That is also very positive.
I turn to what the Master Builders Association of
Victoria said. The association is not renowned for
generous comments about the state government in
relation to regulation and so forth and usually gets a
little bit grumpy along the way. A press release quotes
Brian Welch, the executive director, and states:
… the Master Builders Association welcomes the state
government’s budget announcements to expand the Victorian
first home bonus scheme and cut payroll tax and WorkCover
premiums.
…
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The $2000 boost to the first home bonus and the regional first
home bonus will improve housing affordability across
Victoria.

That is another very positive statement.
The Property Council of Australia ‘applauds the level
of new investment in transport infrastructure’ and says
Victoria has ‘debt levels at the very low levels’. That is
the independent commentators saying it is an incredibly
positive budget.
Those comments are certainly a contrast to the ongoing
drivel that the opposition put forward after the budget
was released in the form of statements such as, ‘We are
looking at losing our AAA credit rating’, ‘We are
looking at a recession’, ‘We could not work out what
the budget surplus was so we had three or four goes at
that’ and ‘We could not read the right page’. It was said
there was not going to be any jobs growth, even though
we have had jobs growth of about 100 000. Supposedly
you cannot trust Labor on jobs growth reaching 30 000.
I thought that was a modest projection for jobs growth,
and although we had opposition members saying it was
not possible, we have beaten it by three times the
projection. You would have to query whether the
member for Scoresby and his ilk are capable of making
economic assessments in the first place.
Then we had what I thought was the most hysterical
claim. On 2 September 2009 the Australian Bureau of
Statistics data showed that Victoria was leading the
nation in recovering from the global financial crisis, but
on the same day the shadow Treasurer issued a media
release in response to the national accounts data
suggesting that it was full of factual inaccuracies and
was out of date information. In other words, he was
suggesting that the Australian Bureau of Statistics lies
and collects false information to make this government
look good. That is the implication, which is quite
ridiculous and quite juvenile. If the statistics are
positive, obviously you would have to suggest that
every time they are positive the opposition will come
out and say the statistics are no good. However, if they
are negative, I have no doubt the opposition will jump
up and say, ‘We believe in those’. The opposition
cannot have an each-way bet. Opposition members
have got to put their money on the nose; they cannot
just keep having each-way bets, because they will never
win enough by doing that.
Let us look at how the economy is travelling now. It is
a very good news story and would be quite positive if
both the opposition and some of the scribes would
actually have a look at what is happening. We have
superb economic data at the moment. If we look at the
March quarter 2010 national accounts — the statistics
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which it is suggested are obviously false but which we
know are not; it just suits the opposition to suggest
that — we see that Victoria’s economy has again defied
the ongoing impact of the global financial crisis with a
state final demand of 6.4 per cent over the past year —
2 per cent better than the Australian average across the
board. That is very good news, and that would suggest
that the money we put into infrastructure has
underpinned employment in this economy, has
underpinned the engineering and construction sector
and has underpinned the property services and business
services sector. The budget has been a very good buffer
against some drop-offs in exports and things like that. It
was a very well-crafted budget.
If you look at private business investment in Victoria,
you see that it has also recorded a rise of 14.7 per cent
over the past 12 months — from March 2009 to March
2010. Again, that is the largest of all the states. You
cannot get better than best. They are strong economic
figures, and it is a pity others do not see those things.
In the past 12 months we have seen 109 700 new jobs
created in Victoria. This is the 100 000 that the member
for Scoresby suggested we would not even get near. He
suggested we would not even get near 30 000, so we
have tripled it. At the end of the day these gooses
continue to pontificate upon economic analysis and
forecasting and get it wrong every time. In addition,
more than 70 per cent of all full-time jobs in this
country were created in Victoria. That is a startling
statistic, and it highlights how well this government has
managed the economy, managed its budgets and
focused the budgets on job creation. These are
unarguably brilliant figures.
I want to look briefly at regional jobs growth. Over the
year — this is statistics again from the March
quarter — employment in country Victoria rose by a
strong 16 755 persons, or 2.5 per cent, and again
exceeded the national average of 0.8 per cent. In the
quarter ending April 2010, the unemployment rate in
country Victoria was 5.9 per cent, which was again
below the national average of 6.2 per cent.
Consumption in Victoria rose very strongly in the
March quarter. If you look at housing affordability,
Melbourne has maintained its advantage over Sydney
and Perth; and if you look at housing starts, you see that
Victoria accounted for 32 per cent of dwelling starts
across the country. These figures are unarguably
positive.
At the end of the day it is not a matter of these statistics
all being made up by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics, as the member for Scoresby would have you
believe. These statistics are collected properly and

2235

collated in a methodical way. Probably the most
offensive thing that has happened in recent years, which
the opposition has put forward, was when the member
for Scoresby claimed in Parliament in September 2008
that Members Equity bank was obtaining a government
backed bail-out.
How offensive and dangerous that is! Here we have
someone whose every economic forecast has been
incorrect who is now having a go at a bank to try to
create absolute havoc. It is disgraceful. As a person
who has deposits at Members Equity I find it offensive
that someone like the shadow Treasurer would come
into this place and try to create a run on a bank. He
might think it is ‘Ha-ha, very funny’, but it is not the
type of thing you do. It is totally irresponsible. It
suggests that he is not fit to hold the role of shadow
Treasurer. When you go around trying to create runs on
banks it is an absolute disgrace. The truth is there was
no bailout. All the member did was create panic among
deposit-holders, mums and dads who had their money
in there, and he thought that was very funny, ha-ha.
This is an opposition which will say anything and do
anything and unfortunately get it wrong every time. If
you look at the history of what I mentioned today, you
see that every economic forecast opposition members
have made has been wrong.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Appropriations
(2010/2011) Bill 2010. For 11 long years Labor has had
the opportunity to invest in and for Victoria. During
these 11 long, dark years, Labor has collected over
$340 billion in taxes, charges and fines, and what has
been done with this money and all this opportunity?
Unfortunately, as Victorians discover on a daily basis,
very little.
Since its election in 1999 Labor has watched its
budgetary spending capacity increase from $19 billion
to almost $45 billion per annum. This is an increase of
about 230 per cent. The first of many questions that this
raises is: can Victorians rightfully feel that they have
received a 230 per cent increase in service delivery?
Other questions immediately follow: can Victorians
feel they have received a 230 per cent increase in good
governance; a 230 per cent increase in public safety; a
230 per cent increase in the quality and efficiency of
our public transport system, education system or health
system; or a 230 per cent increase in the quality of
Victoria’s road and rail infrastructure?
Hardworking Victorians from Wonthaggi to Wodonga
and from Mallacoota to Mildura know that they have
not received such increases and they are all hurting. We
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have heard contributions that make plain the selective
hearing of this government. Every day I speak to and
hear from Victorians, and they are hurting badly. We
have an arrogant government that simply does not want
to listen to Victoria or Victorians.
The Premier and his Treasurer in recent weeks have
had the audacity, the cheek and the gall to parrot,
ad nauseam, the line that they are responsible economic
managers and that they have over the course of their
government been prudent economic managers. Nothing
could be further from the truth. However, it was
interesting to note that the Premier, not surprisingly,
during this year’s budgetary announcements did not
take a curtain call in respect of Labor’s debt
achievements. The budget papers indicate that John
Brumby and his Labor government will reach the
$32 billion debt mark, which matches the finest work of
guilty Labor governments of old. This year’s budget
papers show that state debt has increased more than
eightfold in six years and will reach just under
$32 billion in 2014.
With my tongue firmly planted in my cheek may I offer
my congratulations to the Premier and his ministers.
They have achieved a level of success that only their
predecessors John Cain, Joan Kirner, Tony Sheehan,
David White, Rob Jolly, Jim Kennan and so on were
able to achieve. This is an absolute disgrace. The
Brumby government has presided over a massive
increase in state debt, while watching as billions upon
billions of extra dollars have flowed into the state’s
Treasury and Victorians have nothing to show for it.
The member for Scoresby, in his detailed budget reply
on behalf of the coalition, noted that there are no debt
repayment plans in place. Labor continues to incur
massive debt, with little or no care, while demonstrating
no concern as to how this debt will ever be repaid. Our
children and grandchildren will be left with the
responsibility of paying back this enormous debt
legacy. It is unforgivable.
I now turn my focus to local outcomes in this budget.
There is a prevailing attitude in this government that
Victoria does not extend too far north of the Great
Dividing Range. For those members present who do
not realise it, the Great Dividing Range is just north of
Craigieburn as you travel along the Hume Highway out
of Melbourne. North-eastern Victoria has again been
ignored by Labor at budget time. Members of my local
community have come to live with disappointment
when it comes to Labor.
It is unbelievable that Labor still cannot guarantee when
the Wodonga rail bypass will be finished and when
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there will be a return of the passenger rail service, apart
from speculation in media reports that we may well see
the last freight train and the last New South Wales
passenger service, the XPT, going through the city of
Wodonga on 23 July. Then we might see some
12 weeks of training for the drivers of the V/Line
engines. It all seems very convenient, this 12 weeks,
and we are quickly approaching an election in Victoria,
on 27 November. Is this a matter of expediency or a
matter of convenience? No doubt we will see the
minister, and quite likely the Premier, come out with a
marching band and fly out the Royal Australian Air
Force Roulettes and say, ‘What a wonderful, terrific
job’.
Yes, absolutely, it is a great project. We are looking
forward to seeing this project completed, but ensuring
that it is completed on a reasonable time line and on
budget and ensuring the return of these passenger
services to the community of north-eastern Victoria.
There is a lot of conjecture, but there is not one single
person in the Brumby government who will commit to
a date and a timetable with any certainty for the
community of north-eastern Victoria.
I find this absolutely incredible when I consider that the
previous Liberal government delivered for Benambra
by committing to this project well over 14 years ago.
Worse still is that the Labor government even signed a
memorandum of understanding with local business,
which incidentally it has now reneged on, which dates
back to 2001, that means the government has been
involved in this project for well over nine years but is
still to deliver.
One of the biggest scandals that will be recorded in
history is Labor’s utter neglect when it comes to
community safety and law and order. This year’s
budget continues that neglect. We need more police on
the beat in north-eastern Victoria; violent crime is not
only a problem in metropolitan Melbourne. The
coalition has listened and has put forward a
comprehensive, statewide plan to cut violent crime.
The Premier, with his trademark smirk, was
cock-a-hoop when he announced he was copying the
coalition’s law and order policy by promising to put
more police on the job. Unfortunately for Victorians,
the Premier did only half the job. Labor’s half-baked,
rip-off police plan means that under Labor there will be
less police on the country beat going forward, as they
will be needed to counter violence on Melbourne’s train
network. It is once again typical of Labor to set its
standards low and then fail to achieve them.
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The Leader of the Opposition and the coalition have
recognised this problem, which is why the coalition will
provide protective services officers tasked with keeping
Melbourne train users safe and freeing up more
front-line police to be on the beat right throughout
Victoria. This point has been missed by the Premier,
who has again shown that he believes policy that is near
enough is good enough for him.
Staying on the theme of emergency services,
Wodonga’s residents are yet to see or hear anything on
the much-vaunted, much-promised redevelopment of
Wodonga’s ambulance station. Understanding that
ambulance services come under the health portfolio,
our ambulance officer men and women are working
hard to provide those services; they are all nonetheless
part of the emergency services family. Despite many
promises and announcements made in the local press
over the years by local Labor MPs in the other place
and local Labor identities, there is no mention in the
budget papers of when Wodonga residents can expect
delivery of a new, first-class ambulance station.
Benambra residents are not alone in having witnessed
firsthand the failings of Labor on infrastructure, as have
so many other country communities. Despite years of
promises the budget confirms that Labor will not
honour its word when it comes to the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. Labor has
short-changed country communities and cannot be
trusted to deliver for regional Victoria.
To fix Labor’s neglect, a Victorian coalition
government will establish a $1 billion regional growth
fund to spearhead a regional resurgence in Victoria that
will create new prosperity, more opportunities and a
better quality of life. The $1 billion regional growth
fund is the key plank in the coalition’s plan to establish
regional Victoria as a future driver of our state’s growth
and prosperity. The regional growth fund will promote
a grassroots approach to identifying community
projects and will provide flexible funding through five
regional development committees that will help
communities fix gaps in services and infrastructure,
provide for better infrastructure, facilities and services,
strengthen the economic base of communities, create
jobs and improve career opportunities for regional
Victoria.
When the rail relocation project is complete and
Wodonga has the opportunity to rebuild its central
business district there will be a blank canvas, a great
opportunity for Wodonga to rebuild its CBD to ensure
not only the future growth of the largest population
concentration in north-eastern Victoria but the
overwhelming and potentially positive flow-on to
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outlying country and rural areas throughout
north-eastern Victoria and the electorate of Benambra.
Towong shire has a population of around 6500 over its
6000 square kilometres, which equals something like
one person per square kilometre. It is a struggling,
hardworking shire that is trying to do the best for the
future, and I certainly think the growth of Wodonga
will see benefits. With the growth of Wodonga’s CBD
going forward we need guarantees for local builders
and about local design and local jobs, where there is
capacity and capability in abundance. We hardly need
to be told what is good and right from level 45 at
80 Collins Street, which is where a lot of plans seem to
be derived about excess rail land.
It is all good and well to have some expertise shared
throughout Victoria, but we need to rely on local
knowledge, experience and jobs. Without doubt the
area will certainly receive support and strength from a
coalition government. It is clear that Labor’s plan for
Victoria’s agriculture and rural agribusiness is failing
significantly. Notwithstanding the difficulties with the
drought, there has been a lack of ongoing support from
government.
The coalition has also announced positive plans to
combat the scourge of wild dogs and foxes, which are
especially prevalent throughout north-eastern Victoria. I
will continue to talk in this place time and again about
the impact of our neighbours from hell, the current
government, because of the effect on our state parks
and forests, and on primary producers. We will
reintroduce year-round bounties. The coalition will also
announce policies to combat the locust plague, about
which we have not heard much from the government.
While these policies might not appeal to the trendy,
inner-suburban set the government likes to play to, they
will make a difference to great country communities in
Victoria.
Labor’s latest budget, despite widespread community
concern and north-eastern Victoria having faced three
major, complex fires in the last decade during the watch
of this government, has failed to increase fuel reduction
burn targets, and Labor has not honoured its promise on
neighbourhood safer places. How many times will
Labor need to be told that fuel reduction is critical for
improving bushfire survivability and maintaining
healthier parks? I am in furious agreement with my
coalition colleagues that Victorians are sick and tired of
a state government which fails to deliver.
The basics of this state government need to be fixed.
There has been a breakdown in law and order, and
violent crime plagues our streets and our cultural and
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social hubs. Our public transport is unreliable and
overcrowded, and in north-eastern Victoria to all intents
and purposes does not exist, while we wait for
long-promised upgrades to be completed. We have
congested roads in our cities and crumbling roads in the
country. Our hospital waiting lists and emergency
department waiting times continue to grow, underlining
Labor’s failure in health. While Labor claims that
education is its first priority our education standards
continue to decline. As Victorians in country areas
know all too well, we have an unreliable water supply
and unfair distribution of critical water services and
infrastructure.
I do, however, in conclusion want to end on a bright
note. There is hope at the end of the day — and that
hope is that the coalition stands ready to restore
Victoria with a positive policy agenda. May we all hope
this budget will be the last to be delivered by this
incompetent, spendthrift, lazy Brumby Labor
government.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — The 2010 Brumby
government budget is another great budget for the
people of Victoria and the people of Prahran. It builds
on the work of previous years and in particular on last
year’s job-creating budget that made Victoria the
engine room of Australia’s economy in the face of the
global financial crisis.
We should put this in context. Last year we said our
budget was designed to stimulate the economy and
create at least 35 000 jobs. We ended up creating over
100 000 jobs, we led Australia in economic
performance and we prevented a recession here in
Victoria. We did this through record infrastructure
spending of some $11 billion, and that investment was
put into practical projects that provide a long-term
benefit to the people of Victoria. We did this while
maintaining an operating budget surplus, as we
promised to do, and we maintained our AAA credit
rating, unlike some other states.
In Prahran we have seen the evidence of this in the
construction industry — in the opening of new,
world-class hotels like the Cullen and the Olsen, which
provided work during construction and provided work
in the hospitality and service industries now that they
are completed. These projects are also great for tourism
and provide thousands of new customers for local small
business. In that context I was very pleased today to
hear the announcement by Tourism Research Australia
that its international visitor survey for the year ended
March 2010 showed that Victoria’s international
overnight visitor numbers increased by 4.2 per cent, to
1.54 million visitors in the last year.
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These tourism statistics are great news for Victoria.
They are great news for Victoria’s economy and they
show the strength of our tourism industry. When
international tourists come to Victoria in record
numbers like this, they come because they love our
world-class cultural and sporting events, our great
calendar of major events spread throughout the course
of the year, our regional attractions, our theatres and our
world-class shopping precincts.
Representing one of those world-class shopping
precincts, as member for Prahran, I am aware that it is
important that these achievements be recognised.
Attracting visitors from all around Australia and
overseas is very important to sustain local businesses. It
is very important to me and to the government.
We have the best figures of any state in the last year as
far as growth is concerned. We have grown more than
any other state, and I think that is a tribute to both our
terrific economic management and our strategy for
bringing major events to this state and attracting more
flights, particularly international flights, from important
destinations to Melbourne.
All those things put Victoria in a very strong position,
and that is evident in my electorate of Prahran. It is
apparent in the work done in recent times at all of our
schools in the Prahran district and in particular in the
modernising work that has been carried out. Every
primary school in the Prahran district has now had
modernising and refurbishment works carried out by
our government and has also benefited from federal
Labor government investment. Stonnington Primary
School, South Yarra Primary School, Toorak Primary
School and St Kilda Primary School are all benefiting
from this investment by the government. The important
thing about that is that our young people are getting a
better start in life as a result.
We have also seen major works carried out in the
Alfred hospital precinct. Work on stage 2 of the Alfred
Centre for elective surgery is nearly complete. The
Alfred Centre is a signature achievement of this
government. It is a dedicated elective surgery centre,
the first of its kind in Australia, and is now a model for
other elective surgery centres in Victoria and around the
country.
As a result of the particular model of care developed for
elective surgery at the Alfred Centre, cancellation rates
for surgery have been reduced to less than 1 per cent,
giving patients faster surgery and more certainty about
when their surgery will be performed. Stage 2 involves
more outpatient clinics and services and will continue
to provide enhanced services for patients. This
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investment is on top of the hundreds of extra nurses that
this government has employed at the Alfred hospital.
Without these additional nurses doing such a wonderful
job these new facilities would not be able to provide for
the extra patients that we are now able to treat.
Through funding in last year’s budget we have
completed the refurbishment upgrades of Windsor and
Prahran railway stations that we promised at the last
election. These upgrade works were funded in last
year’s budget and were completed during the course of
last year. At the last election we promised $3 million in
refurbishment funding for these upgrades, and this has
been delivered. In the course of those works we also
renewed the pedestrian overpass bridge at Windsor
station.
It was unfortunate to see that the Liberal Party claimed
recently that this promised work had not been done. It
is unfortunate that the Liberal Party cannot be trusted to
tell the truth, but everyone who uses Prahran and
Windsor stations knows that the work we promised has
been done and those stations are much more
comfortable and safer and have more information for
passengers as a result of the work being completed.
This attitude from members of the Liberal Party is in
keeping with its approach to the budget more generally.
They opposed our job-creating infrastructure spending
in the last budget. There is no doubt that if they had
been in government and adopted the approach they
advocated, our state would have gone into recession.
It is important for us to remember that the global
financial crisis is not yet a thing of the past. There are
still worrying signs in Europe that could again cause
difficulties here in Australia. It is very important to
emphasise that we cannot afford to have throwbacks to
pre-Keynesian economic ideas from the Liberal Party
putting our state at risk.
In the 2010 state budget we build further on this great
work. For Prahran there were highlights, particularly in
health, public transport and community safety. This
2010 budget has rightly been described as two health
budgets in one. It injects $4 billion into our health
system in cooperation with the federal Labor
government. There is a $45 million boost to elective
surgery capacity and, at the Alfred hospital in
particular, there is an expansion of the intensive care
unit. This $45 million boost to elective surgery capacity
translates to 9000 elective surgery procedures being
carried out sooner than they otherwise would be. That
is a terrific boost, and a very important thing, for
patients needing care in Victoria.
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In relation to public transport, not only did we complete
important infrastructure upgrades at Prahran and
Windsor railway stations but in this year’s budget
funding has been provided to make those stations fully
staffed premium stations. So on top of the physical
upgrade works we have completed we will now have
these two stations fully staffed from first train to last
train, seven days a week. This is not an election
commitment; it is a fully funded budget item.
This follows the completion on local train lines of
major maintenance work like the complete replacement
of all wooden sleepers on the Sandringham line with
new concrete sleepers, and the rather prosaic but vital
rail grinding work being completed on that line. All of
this important maintenance work will help to improve
reliability on the Sandringham line.
Then there is the continued investment in our
$38 billion Victorian transport plan, which will see new
infrastructure and more new trains and trams coming
onto the system as well as continuing work to boost the
capacity of the transport system. Again, this is funded
work that is improving the system.
In community safety we see the biggest single boost to
front-line police numbers in the history of Victoria. In
government we have increased the size of our police
force by around 2000 over and above retirements, so
there are 2000 more police serving now than there were
under the previous Liberal government. We have
delivered on our promises for extra police in each term
of government, and in this term we have exceeded our
promise, unlike our opponents who promised more
police but then cut police numbers. So in this budget we
have funded an extra 1966 front-line police over five
years, and the people of Victoria know they can rely on
us to deliver. Importantly over 600 of those new police
officers have been funded for deployment in the next
12 months. This again is not an election promise; it is a
funded budget item.
We continue to make Victoria a competitive place to do
business by further reducing business costs such as
WorkCover premiums and payroll tax. To keep our
economy strong and create more jobs, we continue this
year with a $9.5 billion infrastructure program,
including key projects like the regional rail link. It is
important to emphasise that this project is a terrific
example of our government’s planning for the future.
The regional rail link will enable regional trains from
Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo to run express to
Southern Cross station, removing them from the
suburban system, freeing up capacity for Metro trains
and allowing us to increase the capacity of the
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metropolitan rail system. It is a good plan for
Melbourne and a good plan for regional Victoria.
These investments are also good for the livability of
Melbourne by continuing to make regional Victoria an
attractive place to live. This takes population pressure
off Melbourne and is an important part of growing the
whole state. We have seen population growth in all
regions of Victoria as a result of this government’s
approach, and that is a great win all round. I think it is
important to also emphasise some of the endorsements
that this year’s state budget has received from some
important commentators. I will quote from a few of
those just to show the wide-ranging support that this
state budget has drawn.
From Standard and Poor’s:
… the budget announced today for the state of Victoria is
consistent with the ‘AAA’ issuer rating and the stable outlook
already assigned to the state … Today’s budget is consistent
with the government’s demonstrated fiscal prudence.

The other ratings agency, Moody’s Investor Services,
said:
The outlook on the state of Victoria’s AAA rating is stable …
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…
The Victorian government has done well to manage the
state’s finances in such a way that despite a global financial
downturn all of its 2006 financial election promises have been
fulfilled.

The chief executive officer of Kindergarten Parents
Victoria, Emma King, said:
Kindergarten Parents Victoria applauds the state
government’s decision to invest $82.6 million to support early
years services in Victoria …
‘This comprehensive package will help ensure that all
Victorian children have access to a quality kindergarten
program …

The chief executive officer of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, Wayne
Kayler-Thomson, said:
… the 2010–11 state budget has delivered business a
short-odds trifecta via modest cuts in business taxation and
WorkCover premiums, selected infrastructure boosts and a
strong surplus …
…
The 3.5 per cent WorkCover premium cut will benefit nearly
all Victorian businesses …

…
‘The state’s better financial projections reflect the improved
economic environment in Victoria …

The chief executive officer of the Victorian Council of
Social Service, Cath Smith, has said in reference to A
Fairer Victoria, which is an important part of our
budget strategy:
With AFV —

A Fairer Victoria —
we’ve also seen state leadership in policy …
…
… this government does work incredibly hard and most of
the time does get it right …

Likewise from a similar sector, the executive director of
the Brotherhood of St Laurence, Tony Nicholson, said
that it was:
… encouraged by the emphasis of today’s Victorian state
budget on ensuring that all Victorians can share in the more
prosperous times it forecasts.

The Community Child Care Association said:
Today’s state budget commitment of $14.4 million for the
children’s capital program is a welcome investment in
building the future for Victoria’s children

The executive director of the Master Builders
Association of Victoria, Brian Welch, also added his
endorsement:
… the Master Builders Association welcomes the state
government’s budget announcements to expand the Victorian
first home bonus scheme and cut payroll tax and WorkCover
premiums.
…
The $2000 boost to the first home bonus and the regional first
home bonus will improve housing affordability across
Victoria.

The Victorian executive director of the Property
Council of Australia, Jennifer Cunich, said that the
property council ‘applauds the level of new investment
in transport infrastructure’ and that Victoria has ‘debt
levels at the very low levels’. The Australian Industry
Group also welcomed the tax reductions in this year’s
budget.
In conclusion, what we see is a state budget this year
that invests in the entire state, invests for all Victorians,
invests in our future and provides a solid economic
foundation for our continuing work for the people.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Minister for Community Services).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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Section 10(c) — The right not to be subjected to medical or
scientific experimentation or treatment without his or her full,
free and informed consent

Statement of compatibility

Section 13 — Privacy and reputation

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community Services)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:

Section 15 — Freedom of expression
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 25 — Rights in criminal proceedings.

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Supported Residential Services (Private
Proprietors) Bill 2010.
In my opinion, the Supported Residential Services (Private
Proprietors) 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 clauses of the bill relevant to these rights are discussed
below.
Recognition and equality before the law (s8)
Section 8 of the charter provides that a person has the right to
recognition and equality before the law.
It is important to note that the guiding principles of the bill set
out in clause 7 are intended to enhance the right to recognition
and equality before the law. Clause 7 sets out the rights of
resident’s including the right to ‘fair and equal treatment’.

This bill regulates supported residential services in Victoria
and provides for minimum standards of accommodation and
personal support for residents living in these facilities.

This right is engaged by a number of clauses of the bill:

Supported residential services are a form of residential
accommodation where personal support is provided to the
residents for fee or reward.

Clause 73 — Effect of approval or disapproval of manager.

The Health Services Act 1988 currently regulates supported
residential services.
The bill repeals the current regulatory arrangements and
creates a new system for the regulation of supported
residential services.
The bill also aims to simplify the requirements for registration
and to clarify proprietor’s obligations to residents of
supported residential services, as well as establishing new
rights for residents with respect to services and the tenure of
their accommodation.
Human rights issues
There are a number of rights engaged by the bill. Prior to
analysing the rights in detail, I wish to make the following
general comments.
One of the key purposes of this bill is to protect the rights of
residents living in supported residential services by
establishing a registration system and imposing minimum
standards on service providers. In my view the bill aims to
ensure that people living in supported residential services are
protected from neglect or abuse and cared for properly. It also
aims to protect the capacity of people living within residential
care to make autonomous decisions about their lives and to
live as independently as possible.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
The specific rights engaged by this bill are:
Section 8 — Recognition and equality before the law
Section 10(b) — The right to be protected from cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment

Clause 65 — Offence to employ unsuitable persons

These provisions deal with situations in which people should
not be employed because they are not ‘suitable persons’.
These provisions potentially engage section 8 because they
provide for situations where people may be treated
differently.
The notion of ‘suitable person’, while not defined in the bill,
draws on common-law principles of suitability in the sense of
good character, honesty and integrity. Guidance as to the
specific requirements and qualifications required will be
provided in the regulations.
The right to be protected from cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment (s10(b))
Clauses 60 and 61 create indictable offences for failure to
monitor health care issues or personal support issues.
These clauses promote section 10(b) of the charter, which
protects people from treatment that is cruel, inhuman and
degrading. The provisions set out clear accommodation and
support standards for supported residential services and
impose significant penalties on proprietors where they fail in
their obligations to properly care for residents.
Right to privacy (s13)
A number of clauses in this bill engage the right to privacy.
Section 13(1) 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.
An interference with privacy will not limit the right if the
interference is neither arbitrary nor unlawful. The interference
will not be arbitrary if the restriction on privacy accords with
the objectives of the charter and is reasonable in the
circumstances. The interference will not be unlawful if the
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law authorising it is circumscribed, precise and determined on
a case-by-case basis.

with these provisions and are circumscribed in order to
protect residents and as such do not limit the right to privacy.

The right to privacy is engaged in a number of different
contexts.

Part 7 monitoring and enforcement

Provision of information to the secretary
The following clauses require information to be provided to
the secretary in certain circumstances:
Clause 14 — Application for registration
Clause 36 — Secretary may request registration statements
Clause 20 — Application for variation of registration
Clause 30 — Ceasing to be director or officer of proprietor
which is a body corporate
Clause 62 — Inquiries, assessment and further care
Clause 68 — Requirement to apply to secretary for approval
of manager
Clause 69 — Further information.
The purpose of these provisions is to ensure that the secretary
has the necessary information to make decisions about the
registration of supported residential services. The clauses
specify the circumstances in which the information is to be
provided and it is clear from the provisions that the
information is for a specific and circumscribed purpose.
Requiring the information is therefore not a limitation on the
right to privacy as it is lawful and not arbitrary.
Public register
Clause 39 of the bill provides that the secretary must establish
and maintain a public register of supported residential
services. The bill enables the secretary to include information
about the name, address and proprietors of supported
residential services.
The purpose of the register is to enable members of the public
to see what services are available, where they are, who the
proprietors are, and to verify that the premises are registered
in order to make informed decisions when accessing these
services. The information in the register is collected according
to law and published for a limited purpose which is for the
ultimate benefit of proprietors. It is neither arbitrary nor
unlawful. As such, the clauses do not limit the right to
privacy.
Part 6 notices to vacate
The powers in part 6 of the bill which allow for a proprietor to
give a notice to vacate to a resident, potentially engages the
right to privacy, specifically the right not to have the
residents’ privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Safeguards have been included in the bill to protect the
resident, specifically by giving the resident the right under
clause 121 to apply to VCAT to challenge the validity of the
notice.
The purpose of these provisions is to enable proprietors, in
appropriate circumstances, to terminate agreements with
residents. Notices to vacate can only be issued in accordance

Clause 131 and clause 133 require authorised officers to have
and produce cards which contain their photograph and name.
These clauses engage the right to privacy of the authorised
officers. The purpose of these provisions is to ensure that
proprietors of residential services can verify that those
conducting inspections of their premises are in fact authorised
officers. They are necessary for the effective performance of
the authorised officer’s duties. The provisions are required
under law and are for a clear and circumscribed purpose. As
such, they do not limit the right to privacy.
The following clauses engage the right to privacy because
they allow authorised officers to enter and search supported
residential services for the purposes of monitoring the
services and enforcing the proprietor’s legislative obligations:
Clause 134 — Power to enter — monitoring compliance
Clause 135 — Power to enter unregistered premises with
consent
Clause 136 — Entry to unregistered premises — search
warrant
Clause 143 — General powers of authorised officers
Clause 144 — Power to direct persons to produce documents,
operate equipment or answer questions.
The purpose of the provisions is to effectively monitor
supported residential services and ensure they are complying
with their obligations to care properly for residents as set out
in the legislation. The powers to enter and search premises are
clearly defined.
While clause 134 permits an authorised officer to enter a
supported residential services premises without a warrant or
consent it limits the power to registered premises. Clause 139
requires that before entering any premises an authorised
officer must announce themselves and give any person in the
premises a reasonable opportunity to allow entry to the
premises. Limitations are also placed on the powers which
prevent an authorised officer from entering any part of the
premises which is set aside for private use unless they have
consent under clause 134. In addition, clause 140 also
requires that if the authorised officer exercises a power of
entry without the proprietor or occupier being present they
must leave a notice setting out the time of entry; the purpose
of entry; what was done on the premises; the time of
departure; and the procedure for contacting the secretary for
further details of the entry. Further, as a participant in a
regulated industry, the proprietor is taken to consent to
monitoring activities and therefore has a lower expectation of
privacy. Accordingly, this provision does not limit such a
person’s right to privacy and reputation under section 13 of
the charter.
With regard to properties that are not registered under the
scheme, but that an authorised officer suspects may be
operating as a supported residential service, clauses 135 and
136 only allow for entry with consent or a warrant. Further,
clause 141 requires that before executing the warrant the
authorised officer must announce themselves and give any
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person in the premises an opportunity to allow entry to the
premises.
Whilst on the property, clauses 143 and 144 give the
authorised officers a range of general powers. Clause 143 sets
out a number of powers including the power to inspect, seize,
take samples and take photographs. Clause 144 gives the
authorised officer the power to direct a person at the premises
to produce documents, operate equipment and answer
questions. These powers engage the right to privacy.
However, these powers are necessary to ensure the effective
monitoring of compliance with the scheme established under
the act. Further, as the premises are part of a registered
scheme the proprietor voluntarily agreed to abide by these
conditions as part of their registration. The requirements are
set out in law and are for a particular and defined purpose and
therefore not arbitrary. Therefore the right to privacy is not
limited.
Provision of information ‘to’ and ‘from’ the proprietor
The following clauses deal with the provision of information
‘to’ and ‘from’ the proprietor:
Clause 45 — Person nominated
Clause 46 — Details of resident’s guardian or resident’s
administrator to be recorded
Clause 47 — Preparation and copies of residential and
services agreements
Clause 56 — Interim support plan
Clause 57 — Resident’s ongoing support plan.
The purpose of these provisions is to enable the proprietors of
supported residential services to properly care for residents in
accordance with their particular healthcare needs. The
provision of this information to the resident’s nominated
person, other staff and health-care providers is also to ensure
that the resident can be properly cared for. The purposes of
the provision of the information are clearly set out and the
provisions themselves limit the information to that which is
necessary for the development of care plans and the like. The
provision is therefore neither arbitrary nor unlawful and does
not limit the right to privacy. The safeguards provided for
within the provisions themselves would be further supported
by the provisions of the Health Records Act 2001.
The clauses also promote section 10(c) of the charter which
protects people from medical treatment without consent.
Requirement to keep records
The following clauses deal with the obligation on proprietors
to keep records in relation to incidents and complaints from
residents:
Clause 75 — Procedures for resident complaints
Clause 76 — Requirement to keep prescribed records
Clause 77 — Records and reporting of prescribed reportable
incidents
Clause 78 — Proprietor to keep records for seven years.
The purpose of these clauses is to ensure that the proprietor
keeps appropriate records in relation to complaints, injuries,
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accidents and to oblige the proprietor to report such things to
the secretary. They form a key part of the provisions aimed at
protecting residents within supported residential services by
maintaining a robust scheme for the regulation and
monitoring of services. They are for a clear and circumscribed
purpose and are therefore neither unlawful nor arbitrary. They
do not limit the right to privacy.
Powers of community visitors
The following clauses set out the powers of community
visitors to look at certain records kept by the proprietor in
relation to residents:
Clause 184 — Functions of a community visitor
Clause 187 — Powers of community visitors.
Community visitors may enter and look at any part of a
supported residential service, they may speak with any
resident of the supported residential service, ask questions of
staff and look at any records required to be kept on the
premises under the act. Community visitors are an important
safeguard in promoting and protecting the rights of residents.
They talk to residents/patients to ensure they are being cared
for with dignity and respect and to identify issues of concern.
Community visitors can then liaise with staff and
management to resolve these issues. Broader or more serious
issues are referred to OPA. The purpose of these clauses is to
provide residents with further protection. The community
visitors are restricted in relation to the information they can
view. Clause 196 specifically sets out the obligations on
community visitors in relation to keeping secret any
information that they are given or told while performing their
role. The powers are provided for by law and are not arbitrary
since they are circumscribed and intended for a very
particular purpose.
Freedom of expression (s15(2))
Section 15(2) of the charter recognises a person’s right to
freedom of expression which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information. This right encompasses the
right not to express, that is to say nothing. The following
provisions engage section 15(2) because they compel
proprietors to provide particular information:
Clause 37 — Proprietor must provide registration statement
within 28 days
Clause 88 — Proprietor to notify secretary of offences.
These clauses engage the right to freedom of expression
because they require information to be provided to the
secretary in particular circumstances. The purpose of both
clauses is to assist the secretary to monitor registrations and
have the necessary information to enable this to occur at
different points in time. Section 15(3) of the charter provides
that the right to freedom of expression may be restricted
where it is necessary for the purpose of protecting the rights
of persons. The information required by the secretary in both
of these clauses is aimed at the protection of residents living
in supported residential services through the effective
operation of the registration system. The clauses therefore fall
within section 15(3) and do not limit the right to freedom of
expression.
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Property rights (s20)
Section 20 protects the right of people not to be deprived of
property otherwise than in accordance with the law.
Divisions 1 and 2 of part 5 of the bill protect the residents’
property rights in relation to money and real property by
creating safeguards to prevent any abuse of residents’
property rights in supported residential services.
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compliance with the act and regulation of registered
proprietors of supported residential services.
The lack of explicit protection in relation to the use of
documents obtained under the bill may mean that in some
circumstances the right against self-incrimination is limited.
However, that limit is reasonable and demonstrably justifiable
in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter.
Reasonableness of the limitations

The clauses recognise the potentially vulnerable situation
residents may be in and protect their right not to be deprived
of property otherwise than in accordance with the law.
Clause 79 protects residents’ finances when they are in the
control of proprietors by requiring written consent and
establishing a prescribed amount to be controlled that cannot
be exceeded.
Clause 80 requires records of expenditure to be kept and
clause 81 requires a proprietor who manages or controls the
money of a resident to provide the resident with an itemised
statement.
Clause 84 ensures the rights of residents not to have their
property sold or transferred for less than its market value or in
the absence of a written agreement and without the provision
of independent financial or legal advice.
The right to a fair hearing and to a decision by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal
(s24(1)), in combination with the right not to be compelled
to confess guilt or to incriminate oneself (s25(2)(k))

(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right in section 25(2)(k) of the charter is a right ‘not to be
compelled to testify against oneself’. A search and seizure of
a person’s records and documents is not generally considered
to breach the privilege against self-incrimination. The
privilege against self-incrimination may be less far reaching
in relation to documentary material than for things that a
person says such as admissions.
Compelling the production of already existing documents is
also much likely to raise concerns relating to
self-incrimination than documents that were compelled to be
produced in direct response to a request for information.
(b) the importance and purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation is to enable the registration
system to function by enabling the secretary to inspect
relevant documents in order to ensure compliance and to
perform ongoing monitoring.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation

In order to regulate supported residential services effectively,
the bill requires proprietors to keep a range of information and
records and gives authorised officers broad powers to inspect
premises and documents and direct a person to answer
questions, as discussed above. Some of this information may
reveal evidence that a proprietor has breached the provisions
of the act or be used as evidence of other criminal acts. As
such these provisions of the bill engage sections 24(1) and
25(2)(k) of the charter. Section 25(2)(k) of the charter protects
the right of persons charged with a criminal offence not to be
compelled to testify against themselves or to confess guilt.
This also includes the right not to be compelled to incriminate
oneself.
Clause 150(1) of the bill protects the rights by providing that
persons may refuse or fail to give information or do any other
thing that they are required to do under the act or regulations
if giving the information would tend to incriminate them.
However, clause 150(2) constrains the privilege to a limited
extent by providing that this protection does not apply to ‘the
production of a document or part of a document that the
person is required by this act or regulations to produce’.

The limitation is confined to documentation that is already in
existence and does not require the production of any
incriminating documents.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a clear and rational relationship between maintaining
a proper functioning registration regime and keeping
particular documents. Indeed the inability to access such
documentation would undermine the scheme.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means reasonably available that
would achieve the purpose of clauses 150 and 144.
In conclusion, to the extent that clauses 150 and 144 of the
bill limit sections 24(1) and 25(2)(k) of the charter, the limit is
compatible with the charter.
Conclusions

Clause 144(1)(c) also protects individuals from
self-incrimination as it requires an authorised officer to
inform a person of the right before requiring them to answer
questions. Clause 144(1)(a), like clause 150, does not afford
this protection of refusal to documentation. It does, however,
state that a person must produce documents if directed to do
so by an authorised officer unless there is a ‘reasonable
excuse’ not to do so.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter of human
rights because to the extent that some provisions may limit
rights, those limitations are reasonably and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society. Most of the rights
engaged by the bill do not limit rights and in a number of
cases the bill includes positive measures aimed at protecting
and promoting human rights.

Clauses 143 and 144 of the bill permit the inspection, review
and seizure of documents and materials for the purpose of

Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Community Services
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Second reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In Victoria we have a diverse population, living in a
wide range of settings across the state.
Around 6000 Victorians call supported residential
services home. These services provide a combination of
accommodation and assistance with daily living to
people with a mix of needs, including some older
Victorians and people with disabilities.
Unlike most other supported accommodation options,
the SRS sector is very diverse. SRS range in size,
location, resident profile, fees charged and the range
and focus of services they provide.
Feedback received by the government indicates that
some people choose to live in SRS in preference to
other accommodation options, and are happy with their
choice. It is considered important that Victorians
continue to have this supported accommodation option,
particularly those Victorians on low incomes.
As many SRS residents are vulnerable, and rely on SRS
proprietors to provide them with both accommodation
and support, it is important that their safety and
wellbeing is protected. These are private services,
which have been subject to regulation by the Victorian
government for over 30 years to ensure these residents
are appropriately protected.
The current regulatory scheme is set out in the Health
Services Act 1988 and supporting regulations, and sets
minimum requirements that all SRS must meet. Over
time, however, there have been significant changes in
this sector, and the mix of people residing in SRS has
also changed.
In 2008 a review of the regulatory scheme commenced
to identify where changes might be necessary, given the
evolving nature of this sector.
Five main principles guided this review process and the
development of proposed reforms:
1. Effectiveness — the regulatory scheme should
protect the safety and wellbeing of residents,
ensure minimum standards and create certainty
for all involved, whilst not unnecessarily
restricting innovation or responsiveness to
individual situations.

2245

2. Fairness — the regulatory scheme should
maintain a balance between protecting the
interests of residents and imposing obligations
on people responsible for the provision of
services to those residents.
3. Accessibility — the regulatory scheme and
associated documentation and
decision-making processes should be open,
clear and understandable to all involved.
4. Flexibility — the regulatory scheme should be
able to accommodate emerging issues and
sector trends in a timely manner.
5. Efficiency — the resources expended and the
costs imposed by the scheme should be
justified in terms of the benefits to the
Victorian community.
The purpose of SRS regulation is to protect the
wellbeing of SRS residents, and thus consultation has
been a critical element of the review process.
Extensive consultation with residents and their families,
proprietors, and a wide range of other stakeholders
commenced in 2008 with the release of a discussion
paper. A total of 78 written submissions were received
through this review, with over 300 attendees
participating in consultation forums, meetings and
focus groups across the state. These consultations,
along with other research and analysis conducted by my
department, have identified a range of areas where
change is necessary.
The Victorian government is also committed to
identifying areas where the costs of regulation can be
reduced for Victorian businesses. Extensive work was
undertaken to identify areas where the regulation of
SRS can be streamlined to reduce unnecessary burden
on SRS proprietors without compromising resident
safety.
A wide range of changes are thus being proposed to
both the form and the content of legislation governing
SRS.
For a start, it is proposed that the legislative provisions
governing these supported residential services be
contained in a stand-alone bill. Feedback from
consultations indicated that stakeholders find the
current legislative scheme within the Health Services
Act difficult to use and confusing, particularly given
SRS provide accommodation and support rather than
hospital-like services. Establishing a stand-alone act for
SRS will help achieve a more accessible, easy to use

SUPPORTED RESIDENTIAL SERVICES (PRIVATE PROPRIETORS) BILL
2246

ASSEMBLY

legislative scheme that is tailored to the specific needs
of this unique industry.
The bill also reformulates the scope of the supported
residential services legislation by clarifying that those
facilities providing accommodation and support which
are covered by other legislative regimes or funding and
service agreements with government or public bodies
are not supported residential services and thus not
included within the scope of the bill.
While changes to the legislation are proposed, it is
important to emphasise that its purpose remains to
protect the safety and wellbeing of residents of
supported residential services. It does this by
establishing requirements for supported residential
services to be registered, and setting minimum
requirements that proprietors must meet in providing
accommodation and support to residents.
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In considering appropriate periods of notice that
proprietors must give residents, careful consideration
has been given to balancing the right of an individual
resident to secure accommodation, the rights of other
residents to a safe and home-like environment and
privacy, and proprietors’ obligations to find residents
more appropriate accommodation if their needs can no
longer be met in that supported residential service.
At the same time, there will also be statutory
requirements regarding the notice to leave a resident
must give, which will be a minimum of 2 days and a
maximum of 28 days.
For many residents, supported residential services are
their long-term home. These reforms will provide them
with greater certainty that they will not be unfairly
evicted.
Strengthening financial protections

To this end, a range of significant reforms to enhance
protections for residents while reducing unnecessary
administration for proprietors are contained in this bill.
In summary these reforms include:
strengthening occupancy rights;
strengthening financial protections;
building staff capability;
introducing new enforcement mechanisms;
strengthening reporting of serious incidents;
introducing outcome-based standards;
streamlining administration processes.
Strengthening occupancy rights
Key reforms will provide residents with greater
certainty about the security of their accommodation,
greater protection of their money and new appeal rights.
The bill establishes new, statutory protection of resident
occupancy rights by specifying statutory notice periods
for a range of circumstances and establishing a formal
right of review of such decisions by the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
The amount of notice to leave a proprietor must give a
resident will depend on the individual circumstances. It
will range from immediate notice to vacate (where
there are serious risks to other residents), through to
60 days notice (when the supported residential service
needs to be vacated for building works).

Increased protections for residents’ money will ensure
it is safe and secure. The bill establishes statutory limits
on the amounts that can be charged for security
deposits, fees paid in advance, and reservation and
set-up fees, and sets requirements for the repayment of
these amounts. Furthermore, deposits and some other
fees will have to be placed in a trust account.
These changes will help residents understand what
money can be paid on entry to a supported residential
service, and how their money is protected. Residents
will now also have the right to go to VCAT if there are
disputes about these payments.
Building staff capability
Throughout the review process, the importance of
appropriate staffing was identified as a key area of
interest. The bill establishes requirements for:
mandatory police checks to be undertaken for all
new supported residential services staff;
new day-to-day managers, who are not the
proprietor, to be assessed as part of the registration
process or on appointment.
The bill also establishes the power to set a range of
additional supported residential services staffing
requirements in the regulations. These will be the
subject of a subsequent regulatory impact assessment
process, but it is proposed that these include:
a requirement for supported residential services to
employ staff with first aid training;
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a staff member with a minimum qualification of
certificate III in a recognised area to be employed for
a minimum of 7.5 hours on each day of the
weekend;
all personal care coordinators to complete approved
training in specified areas every three years.
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In addition, the bill offers extra protection for residents
by amending the Crimes Act 1958 to make it an
offence for people working at supported residential
services to engage in sexual activities with residents
who have cognitive impairments, unless the resident is
the worker’s spouse or domestic partner.
Introducing outcome-based standards

These reforms will improve residents’ ongoing access
to staff with up-to-date knowledge and skills and a safer
living environment.
Introducing new enforcement mechanisms
Additional enforcement options designed to achieve
better compliance are also contained in this bill,
including:
powers for proprietors and the Department of Health
to enter undertakings where less serious areas of
non-compliance are identified. Undertakings must be
agreed between the proprietor and the department.
They might, for example, include agreement to
arrange additional staff training, update
documentation and policies, and/or to obtain
additional expert advice in relation to identified
problem areas.
powers for compliance notices to be issued where
there are more serious breaches of the law. A failure
to comply with the terms of notice is an offence
under the bill, for which a significant penalty can be
imposed.
In addition, amendments are proposed that will enable a
pattern of poor regulatory compliance to form grounds
for an administrator to be appointed, if such an action is
considered necessary to protect the interests of
residents. Similar considerations can also be taken into
account in considering whether to censure a
non-compliant proprietor or suspend admissions.
These and other associated reforms will provide a
greater range of options to encourage compliance and
impose timely sanctions where necessary.
Strengthening reporting of serious incidents
The bill establishes new obligations on supported
residential services proprietors to report serious
incidents to my department and to keep records of all
incidents in a central location. These changes will
ensure the Department of Health can respond quickly to
protect residents when serious matters (such as
allegations of sexual assault) arise. It will also allow for
statewide improvements to be made where issues are
identified, benefiting all residents and proprietors.

Consultations identified that many residents were not
sure about the nature of services they should expect to
receive from supported residential services proprietors,
and proprietors felt the current requirements were
extremely complex and difficult to navigate. The
review also found that the current focus on highly
detailed, prescriptive standards for accommodation and
care tended to limit flexibility and innovation, and did
not provide any incentive for proprietors to tailor
services to individual resident needs.
In light of this, the bill creates the framework for a
consolidated set of resident-focused outcome-based
standards that will make it easier for residents to
understand what they should expect from these
services. These standards will be set out in the
regulations and focus on four principal areas: resident
lifestyle, food and nutrition, personal and health care,
and the physical environment. The move to
outcome-based standards will help ensure residents
receive services provided in accordance with their own,
individual care needs.
Streamlining administration processes
The Victorian government is committed to removing
unnecessary regulatory red tape. To this end the bill
includes a range of reforms to simplify and streamline
registration processes where this can be done without
compromising resident safeguards. These include
removal of the requirements to periodically renew
registration and pay an annual fee, as well as removal
of part of the approval-in-principle process. It is
estimated that these will result in significant cost
savings for proprietors.
This bill also continues the role of community visitors
in visiting these services, with minor amendments made
to clarify their function and powers.
Regulation of the sector is one of the critical ways the
Victorian government protects the safety and wellbeing
of vulnerable people in SRS across our state. Whilst the
Victorian government does not fund the operational
activities of SRS it has made a significant investment to
improve the viability of eligible services and the quality
of life of over 1900 residents living in them.
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Since its introduction in 2007, the Supporting
Accommodation for Vulnerable Victorians Initiative
(SAVVI) has contributed to improvements in the safety
and amenity of premises, additional staff hours and an
expanded range of activities for residents. Other work
has focused on improving residents’ access to the
health and support services they may require. As the
bill recognises, residents of supported residential
services have the same rights and responsibilities as
other members of the community. SAVVI has helped
both keep some SRS open (thereby providing people
with more choice in accommodation) and increased the
capacity of residents to access services and activities
within their communities.
It is clear that supported residential services provide an
important part of the broader system of supported
accommodation options available to Victorians who are
either unable to live independently or choose not to do
so.
They are these peoples’ homes and, like everyone else
in the Victorian community, residents living in
supported residential services have the right to be safe
and to exercise their independence as far as possible.
The reforms outlined in this bill will help achieve this,
by establishing an up-to-date legislative scheme. They
are an essential part of this government’s commitment
to supporting supported residential services residents
and protecting the vulnerable populations within our
community.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 23 June.

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — It is
a pleasure to join the debate on the Appropriation
(2010/2011) Bill. This is another great budget for
regional Victoria, for my community of Geelong and
for Victoria as a whole.
This budget positions Victoria well for the future. It
secures further jobs, building on the remarkable
achievement of nearly 100 000 over the last 12 months;
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it provides further tax relief for businesses to enable
them to thrive and grow and provide further job
opportunities to Victorians; it provides greater
assistance to families to realise their aspiration of
buying their own home; and, importantly, it sees
significant investment in building a fairer Victoria.
You can see the strong commitment this government
has again made to our unique A Fairer Victoria agenda.
This year over $1 billion is invested in initiatives that
are focused on supporting and assisting vulnerable
Victorians and their families.
Across my portfolio areas we have continued our
strategic investments in expanding services and
reforming the way in which we deliver those services to
improve access and outcomes for vulnerable
Victorians.
In mental health this budget builds on record
investment, with a $174 million boost for mental
health, which builds on the more than $300 million
already invested in the Brumby government’s
nation-leading mental health reform agenda Because
Mental Health Matters. This takes our mental health
budget to over $1 billion.
A key focus in this year’s budget is the allocation of
further investment in child and youth mental health
services. The $3.6 million of new recurrent funding will
see a new youth suicide prevention and community
support program rolled out, with a particular focus on
same-sex attracted and indigenous young people. Two
new rurally based youth early intervention teams will
be established, thanks to $4.9 million in additional
funding, building on the four teams already rolled out in
the last two years.
The budget also contains additional resources for a new
youth-focused community crisis response capacity,
which will see capacity scaled up and ensure that young
people who are experiencing an acute episode continue
to get timely access to the right services.
The budget also builds better mental health treatment
for older Victorians with severe mental illness, with an
investment of $4.9 million.
We know that in addition to boosting early intervention
and prevention services it is vitally important that we
continue to support the acute end of the system. That is
why this year’s budget provides significant additional
capital funding for new mental health beds in Bendigo
and at the Austin Hospital. An amount of $56 million
will deliver 42 new mental health beds as part of the
new Bendigo hospital, and $14.2 million has been
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allocated to deliver a new 22-bed community care unit
at the Austin.

nearly 22 000 episodes of respite that will be provided
this year.

Additional funding has also been delivered to roll out
stage 3 of the government’s enhanced triage initiative,
which will now see 90 per cent of the state getting
better access to the right mental health care and
treatment.

To further implement Victoria’s Autism State Plan, a
first for Australia, the budget includes an investment of
$108.6 million, including funding for early childhood
intervention services, inclusion support programs and
school satellite services; $18 million for autism schools
in Melbourne’s north and eastern regions; and
$7.5 million provided over four years to improve case
management and referral services for families, to build
our capacity and expertise to respond to the needs of
people with autism spectrum disorder.

The government’s ongoing commitment to improve the
quality of life for Victorians with a disability, their
families and other carers is also reflected in this year’s
budget. An additional $70.2 million is provided for
disability services, on top of more than $300 million in
the last two budgets alone. This takes our current
investment in disability services to almost $1.4 billion.
I want to be clear for the purpose of informing the
house and the misinformed member for Doncaster that
this is additional state government funding — not
commonwealth funding. In fact the state government
contributes over 80 per cent of funding to disability
services, with the commonwealth contributing just
under 20 per cent.
This new investment includes $7.9 million over four
years for more individual support packages. When
added to the commonwealth contribution, that will
enable an additional 460 people to have the opportunity
to make choices about how and where they live. This is
in addition to well over 14 000 Victorians already
receiving individually tailored support.
The budget also provides funding to build more
supported accommodation, with an additional 20 new
supported accommodation places. This is on top of the
261 places we are currently in the process of building
across the state.
The government’s recognition of the importance of a
strong and sustainable disability community services
sector is also reflected in this budget, with an
investment of $22 million over the next four years to
community service organisations delivering supported
accommodation. This investment will assist agencies,
with an increase in price over indexation each year over
those four years. This is within the range identified by
PricewaterhouseCoopers in its review of the prices and
costs of out-of-home services, commissioned by the
Department of Human Services.
Further investments in disability services include
$8.3 million for aids and equipment, $10 million for an
additional 15 facility-based respite places for people
with a disability with high and complex needs, and an
additional 330 episodes of respite care funded through
the national disability agreement. This is on top of the

Senior Victorians have played a great role in building
this state into the great place it is today. Many of them
have lived through some tough times, and it is therefore
incumbent upon us to provide them with the resources
and supports they need to live active and independent
lives. That is why this budget provides a $155.5 million
boost to services, which will provide them with the
supports they need to maintain their independence as
long as possible.
Since coming to government we have increased
funding by almost 100 per cent for seniors, and this
year’s budget will see over $1.2 billion being spent to
support our ageing population.
This year’s budget also recognises that some seniors
need more support than can be provided in the home.
That is why this year we have extended the land tax
holiday for companies establishing aged-care facilities.
We have also committed additional funding of
$2.5 million for stage 5 of the aged-care land bank to
help establish more residential aged-care services in the
middle and inner ring suburbs of Melbourne by helping
not-for-profit aged-care providers access surplus
government land. We have also provided $25.8 million
to redevelop acute primary health and residential
aged-care services at the Coleraine hospital, delivering
10 adult acute care beds, 27 residential beds and
primary care and emergency service areas in a new
purpose-built facility to be co-located and closely
linked to a refurbished Mackie Court, with 24 low-care
beds.
For those living in their own home we have provided
additional supports, including $66.7 million over five
years for home and community care services and
$1.2 million over two years to bring forward the
delivery of an additional 1000 personal alarms for
vulnerable Victorians.
The Brumby government also knows it is important to
support seniors in our community, as it knows that
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active and fit seniors are less likely to suffer from
medical and mental health conditions. Therefore in this
year’s budget we have provided additional support of
$500 000 to build more men’s sheds around Victoria,
which has been a very popular program.
There is also $2.8 million over four years to create a
more accessible Victorian Seniors Card website and to
provide better information about the discounts and
special offers that are available to seniors right across
our community.
We know that the needs of vulnerable Victorian
families are becoming more complex and that children
who can no longer live with their own families in their
own homes are the most marginalised and vulnerable
kids in the state, experiencing all kinds of abuse or
neglect before being placed in care. This government
acknowledges these challenges and is taking action to
address them.
In fact over the past 12 months alone the government
has allocated over $330 million to protect children,
support families and engage vulnerable youth. This
includes last year’s $160 million investment, the
$77 million investment in strengthening child
protection services and this year’s budget allocation.
This extra funding builds on our reform agenda that
commenced in 2005 with legislative change to address
and ensure that we are meeting the challenges of the
21st century for vulnerable children and families.
This year’s budget continues that tradition, with over
$24 million over four years for the state’s family
support services and early intervention services. Other
measures to protect children include over $6 million for
more coordinated responses from police, child
protection workers and sexual assault counsellors to
victims of sexual assault or abuse. There are more
resources for the child safety commissioner, with over
$2 million for his office to oversight the child
protection system. Building on our workforce initiatives
from last year, a further $1 million has been invested to
strengthen our recruitment and retention strategies.
The house will recall that last year I also announced a
series of major reforms for our out-of-home care
system, which was backed up by a record investment of
$135 million. This year’s budget continues that
investment in the second tranche of that reform,
including funding for more and better quality
out-of-home care placements, funding for our
therapeutic residential care units, funding to roll out an
Aboriginal kinship care program and funding to secure
better services for those children who require the
support of our secure welfare service.
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To better engage young people there is $22 million to
support young people at risk of slipping behind so that
they will have better futures. This will employ
additional youth workers across the state. These are the
actions of a government which takes its responsibilities
seriously and is prepared to do the hard work needed to
help disadvantaged families and at-risk children.
Of course there will continue to be major challenges in
meeting the complex needs of children in care. That is
the reality of a system that steps in and protects children
who are abused or neglected by their own families.
I do, however, note the comments made yesterday in
this house by the shadow spokesperson. I noted her
comments with interest. It was a lengthy, well-scripted
document that had all the right lines, but not one of
those words spoken yesterday made any comment
about the additional funding for child protection, family
and youth services. There was not one comment about
how we are investing in improving the range of
placements, services and supports available to
vulnerable children and families. In fact the only
comment related to last month’s Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing. This really shows that
she is not interested in the real issues facing vulnerable
children and families in Victoria, that she does not
understand the Children, Youth and Families Act and
that she wants to blame someone because her
colleagues on PAEC asked the wrong questions. This is
disappointing. They are such important areas of
government. A former minister, the member for
South-West Coast, stated back when he was minister
that this area was so important it required a bipartisan
approach.
We take these issues seriously, and we remain focused
and committed to improving the responses to
vulnerable children and families through reform and
additional funding. I am proud to say that this budget
provides significant investment across my portfolio
areas and across government that will improve services,
increase opportunities and improve the quality of life
for vulnerable Victorians, their families and those who
work with them.
This year’s budget also shows our commitment to
regional Victoria and particularly to Geelong. They are
investments that build on the significant investment in
and the rebuilding of Geelong. In fact under this
government Geelong has been transformed, with new
jobs, new industries, population growth, more young
people staying in the region and new services and
infrastructure, ranging from the ring-road and Skilled
Stadium to the rebuilding of schools, the Geelong
Hospital, the McKellar Centre and local community
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and sporting infrastructure. This year’s budget is no
different. Additional funding has been allocated to
increase the capacity of the Geelong Hospital and to
begin planning for a second hospital in the region.
There is also funding of $76.9 million to undertake the
final stage of the Geelong Ring Road. This road has
already been a boon for Geelong and the Surf Coast
residents, and it has become an important connection
for tourists and residents alike.
The budget also continues our investment in important
infrastructure linking Geelong to Melbourne, with
$4.3 billion for the regional rail link project, delivering
stand-alone tracks for trains to and from Geelong. It is a
great boost to local services and provides greater
reliability and capacity.
This budget also provides funding to support our
important emergency services in the region —
lifesaving clubs, the Country Fire Authority and the
State Emergency Service — acknowledging the
contribution of our volunteers, who help keep our
community safe.
Again, this budget positions Victoria and Geelong for
the future. It delivers jobs, it delivers investment, it
delivers new infrastructure and it delivers important
services. It is a win for families and for communities in
every corner of our state. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I am
very pleased to contribute to this year’s budget debate,
in particular on behalf of the good people of the
electorate of Mitcham.
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assisted by the government’s efforts to maintain the supply of
land for new housing.
That, the former Treasury economists at Access Economics
point out, has given Victoria the best record of any state in
keeping up with the underlying demand for housing.
The state has also done better than any other at supplying jobs
for its new residents. Trend employment growth over the past
year was almost 4 per cent, double the national growth rate
and two and a half times that of its struggling rival, New
South Wales.

That is a common endorsement. We have seen
numerous other endorsements from respected
commentators.
I guess all of us in here understand the value of creating
sustainable jobs; that is what family life depends upon.
In the last year Victoria has provided overwhelmingly
the majority of full-time jobs created in Australia. That
is not bad for a state that accounts for only about
one-quarter of the nation’s population. I made that
comparison with other jurisdictions around the world,
where on a daily basis now we see turmoil. Their poor
decision making in the past decade has led to
dislocation and turmoil that is probably going to get
worse before it gets better. At a time of massive
economic dislocation through Europe and the US,
Victoria and Victorians have responded
overwhelmingly with confidence.
I will look at some of the commentaries responding to
our budget. The Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry said:
… the 2010–11 state budget has delivered business a
short-odds trifecta via modest cuts in business taxation and
WorkCover premiums, selected infrastructure boosts and a
strong surplus.

Mr Walsh — It’s your last one, so make the most of
…

it.
Mr ROBINSON — We might have to have a wager
on that, Walshie. We’ll see how we go. This year you
might pay up — that’d be a change!
This is yet another solid, strong, responsible Labor
budget in Victoria. It is interesting that at a time when
economic stability is very much the exception right
around the globe, Victoria continues to be a shining
example not just to the rest of the country but to the
wider world. I will start my contribution by referring to
a comment piece entitled ‘Victoria’s glowing example’
in the Australian Financial Review of 5 May by Alan
Mitchell, a well-respected commentator. It states:
Certainly the government can take its share of the credit. The
strong population growth — at 2.2 per cent in the past year, a
third higher than that of New South Wales — has been

The 3.5 per cent WorkCover premium cut will benefit nearly
all Victorian businesses …

At the other end of the commentary spectrum the
Victorian Council of Social Service said:
With AFV —

A Fairer Victoria —
we’ve also seen state leadership in policy …
…
… this government does work incredibly hard, and most of
the time does get it right …
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The Brotherhood of St Laurence backed up those
comments by saying:
The Brotherhood … is encouraged by the emphasis of today’s
Victorian state budget on ensuring that all Victorians can
share in the more prosperous times it forecasts.

Those are very positive endorsements.
After more than 10 years in government you do not get
to a position of being able to deliver budgets which are
progressive and responsible and provide well for the
needs of the state without making hard decisions. As I
said before, the contrast with other jurisdictions is clear.
In so many other jurisdictions, particularly in Europe,
hard decisions were not made, and the consequences
are now becoming apparent.
As a Victorian government member in the last
decade — and it is a great privilege to be a member of a
government — I have sat through many meetings and
requested many things I would have liked to have seen
rolled out instantly in my electorate, but the discipline
of the government has always been such that we had to
look broadly at what was right for the state. We had to
get the expenditure and revenue sides matched up, and
there were occasions when we were not able to deliver
things as quickly as I would have liked to have seen
them delivered to the Mitcham electorate. That
discipline, multiplied over numerous electorates and
over a number of years, ensures that we as a state can
thrive in difficult economic times, when other
jurisdictions around us are doing very poorly. It again
emphasises the inherent discipline of this government.
In the Mitcham electorate we have seen a number of
tremendous initiatives. The most important of those is
the nearby Box Hill Hospital, where a $408 million
rebuilding is now under way. My family is no different
from many other families in the eastern suburbs that
have relied upon services at the Box Hill Hospital. It is
a great hospital that has served the region tremendously
well over many years. However, as happens with all
pieces of physical infrastructure, Box Hill Hospital has
worn down and needs rebuilding. The government has
announced a spectacular rebuilding project that will
keep the hospital in its current location — a very
convenient and central location for those in the eastern
suburbs — and will allow the footprint of that valued
institution to double. It is not an easy project to
undertake, because the building work has to take place
while the hospital continues to function. But I have
been pleased to be associated with the Minister for
Health and the other members who have championed
this rebuilding project, which will deliver huge benefits
to the Mitcham electorate and to electorates nearby for
many years to come.
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We have also seen continued investment in our schools
in this budget. This carries on a proud Labor tradition
that has continued since we came to office, whereby a
number of schools have completed entire rebuilds and
others have been through building phases.
The condition of schools in the electorate bears
virtually no comparison to what it was 10 years ago.
This year we will see work commencing at Blackburn
High School. It is a greatly admired school; it does
great work, particularly in terms of its music program.
That will start later this year and is greatly welcomed.
Ten years ago that school — some longer serving
members might remember this — had a
self-government model. It was a flawed model that did
tremendous damage within that school from 1998–99.
The school was glad to see that model discarded. We
look forward to that work being undertaken at
Blackburn High School.
Blackburn Primary School, which is nearby, continues
with its planning work. I am hopeful it will be funded
next year. It is very close to having that planning work
completed. That is another excellent state school. It has
a combination of quite historic buildings and other less
contemporary buildings. The school is looking forward
to them being updated. Down the road in Blackburn
North we will see the construction of a new primary
school, the Whitehorse primary school, on the site of
the former Springview Primary School. That is
something local residents are very much anticipating.
We have seen two kindergarten upgrades. Just prior to
the delivery of the budget, funds were announced for a
series of kindergarten upgrades, including a $100 000
grant to the well-known and greatly respected Taralye
centre, which specialises in oral-only learning
techniques for children with hearing impairments. It is a
service that has served its catchment constituency well
for the last 40 years. It is a service that was initially
started by the efforts of parents who were concerned in
the late 1960s and early 1970s that the state was not
providing sufficient services for children born with
hearing impairments. Those parents did not wish their
children to be trained in the more traditional responses
to those conditions. Taralye does a great job, and the
$100 000 grant to assist with a new roof will be greatly
appreciated and put to great use later this year.
We have seen the success in the last year — and work
is now just being finalised — of the Springvale Road
level crossing. It is a tremendous project. People who
have been living in the area for 50 years or more have
been waiting literally most of their lives to see this
project come to fruition. That work was completed in
record time due to the superb planning and construction
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work undertaken by the Springvale Road rail alliance
partners. They have done that in a way which
minimised disruption and delivered a first-class asset to
the people of the Mitcham electorate and particularly
the residents of Nunawading. As someone who grew up
in the shadows of Springvale Road and who was
familiar from a very young age with the congestion that
that crossing caused, I welcome the work that has been
done on that crossing. It greatly complements the
earlier level crossing elimination at nearby
Middleborough Road.
The Mitcham electorate suffered for a long time from
traffic congestion that was generated by the proximity
of the major east–west arterial across a major rail line.
As a consequence, a series of north–south arterials
would very quickly get blocked by a combination of
level crossing traffic and intersection traffic. To now
have two of those major arterial grades separated is a
revolution in terms of transport accessibility in the
Mitcham electorate. I am delighted to have been
associated with that project.
In conclusion, I want to spend a moment addressing
one part of my ministerial responsibilities. It is
something that does not get much coverage — the role I
play in assisting the Premier on veterans’ affairs. One
of the great programs the Labor government initiated
some time ago was the community war memorial
restoration program. This program allows for numerous
war memorials around Victoria to be upgraded. Many
of them have been in place for many years and are
feeling the effects of time and weather. To be able to go
and present local groups, councils and residents with
news that funds will be provided for restoration work is
one of the great privileges of my ministerial life.
Wherever I go across the state — I have been to some
distant and little-known localities for the purpose of
announcing these awards — the response is always one
of gratitude and pride. These small memorials which
means so much to those people and towns are going to
be given an upgrade. It is a case where a small grant
can make a huge difference.
Recently I was in the Macedon electorate with the
member for Macedon — —
Ms Duncan — Romsey!
Mr ROBINSON — We were at Romsey on an
early winter’s day. I think we would say it was a soft
day. Conditions were not ideal, but it was great to have
a cross-section of local residents in the town who were
all thrilled that their memorial was going to be given an
upgrade. Later that day I went to Eganstown, which is
not far from Daylesford. I will read a letter from
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Winsome Menadue, who wrote on behalf of the citizens
and friends of Eganstown:
On behalf of the residents and friends of Eganstown we wish
to express our thanks for your attendance at the little war
memorial on … 11 May 2010 for the presentation of the
government grant $4000 to have the names of the once
citizens who enlisted in the conflicts.
One citizen, the eldest of a family, enlisted and went to the
Boer War. One returned home and had a blacksmith shop in
Daylesford.
Checking the names today I discovered the details are not up
to date as 13 did not return.

She then says my presence and words were:
… a reminder that we of the present citizens remember the
past contribution for the future to learn and appreciate their
freedom —

that they have won. That is a very eloquent statement of
the value of these grants. I know they are very much
appreciated across the state of Victoria. We do more
work in the veterans field at a state level in Victoria
than anyone else in the country. That is another part of
the proud Labor tradition in this state.
This is a great budget. It is one that delivers great
benefits to the people in the electorate of Mitcham. It is
one that also delivers great benefits right across the
state. It is one of our best budgets.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak in support of the Victorian state
budget. This budget builds, as other speakers have said,
on this government’s track record of investing across
this state regardless of where you live — in the city or
in the regions — and particularly in the things that this
government sees as its major priorities, that being
education, health and community safety as well as
infrastructure.
We know that many challenges lie ahead of us, both
natural challenges and challenges that have come about
as a result of increasing population across Victoria,
which has been as a result of a range of things, one
being a boom in births in Victoria — and of course that
is very welcome. It is healthy for our economy to have
an increasing number of births. It is also lovely for
families, but it brings with it some challenges that
governments have to address and plan for. That
planning requires forward thinking, but it also requires
investment. That is what is delivered in the Victorian
budget for 2010–11.
I believe it is appropriately entitled Standing Up for
Families — Securing Jobs, and that is exactly what this
budget has done and allows us to continue to do. We
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know we have been through some very difficult times
in this state, not only in 2009 with the bushfires, but
also with the worldwide financial crisis that we have
seen in world economies and the way in which
Australia, and obviously Victoria, has dealt with that. It
has been dealt with extremely well in this state despite
the predictions from the opposition following last
year’s budget that we would go into, I think it
suggested, recession.
With the careful management we have under the
Brumby Labor government and the Treasurer, we have
seen such a crisis averted in this state — and not just
‘averted’, because this state has continued to grow and
prosper. That really has been about prudent leadership
and careful management of the economy.
We have seen in this budget a strong emphasis on
securing jobs and maintaining high levels of investment
in infrastructure as we have dealt with the global
financial crisis — and we have been very successful in
that endeavour, in partnership with the commonwealth
government, in many projects as well. We have seen
close to 100 000 new jobs being created in Victoria
since March 2009, making Victoria the state in
Australia with the fastest job growth, far beyond any
other state — no other state even comes close. In the
last 12 months Victoria has recorded the fastest
employment growth of any Australian state, accounting
for almost half of all the jobs that have been created
across the country. In Victoria we have also had the
highest full-time job growth of any Australian state. Of
those job growths in the last 12 months, 25 000 jobs
have been created in regional Victoria, which again
demonstrates that this government creates opportunities
right across the state regardless of whether you live in
metropolitan Melbourne or in a small country town.
Alongside that investment in infrastructure we have
continued to invest in education and training. This
budget will continue to secure jobs through investments
in a range of projects across the state. To highlight that,
the investment we have made in the government’s
infrastructure program under a range of areas is
estimated to secure around 30 000 jobs over the
2010–11 period. A graph provided by the Department
of Treasury and Finance shows the general government
infrastructure investment in Victoria; it tells the story
very dramatically. We have seen increases in
infrastructure spending from 1999 right through to this
year’s current budget and estimates going forward to
2013–14 — in fact the biggest infrastructure spend will
occur in this 2010–11 period.
We know that investment in infrastructure not only
creates jobs, which is critical at this time, and has been
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critical as we have moved on — and hopefully moved
forward from the economic crisis we faced — but is
what enables us to grow as a state and to plan for future
generations in a whole range of areas of government
endeavour, such as in health, education, roads and
community safety endeavour; I am very pleased that
this government has continued its focus on increasing
infrastructure.
I remember what happened in the 1999–2000 period or
the 2000–01 period, but certainly early in this
government’s term under then Premier Steve Bracks. In
relation to comparing the infrastructure investment that
we were making in those early years with the
infrastructure investment that had been made in the
previous seven years, I remember being pretty
impressed with what our efforts were at that time.
But if you look at the graph in the budget papers
provided by the Department of Treasury and Finance,
what we see is that from 1999–2000 right across the
last 10 years, infrastructure investment has continued to
grow as our population and needs have grown and we
need to continue to invest.
One of the areas of huge investment has been in the
area of health. I know that we have gone beyond
doubling our investment in health over those 10 or so
years, and that is no mean feat. Investment in health
under any government is huge, so to double that
investment is a massive task and I think speaks
volumes about where this government puts its money,
or puts our money — taxpayers money — in preparing
for the future and making sure that we have the medical
infrastructure that we know we need today and will
need increasingly into the future.
It is not like the health budget has ever started from a
low base, so to increase that investment is massive.
This budget continues that investment, particularly in
public hospitals. We continue to build and upgrade
hospitals across Victoria, including under this budget
major redevelopments at Box Hill and at Bendigo — a
wonderful announcement in the budget about the
Bendigo hospital — in addition to the $1.1 billion
allocated since the 2009–10 budget for the Parkville
Comprehensive Cancer Centre and the Wonthaggi
hospital.
This government is providing the biggest investment
ever in regional hospitals. We saw that some years ago
when we completely rebuilt the Kyneton hospital, and I
am very pleased to see the allocation for the Sunbury
day hospital continue. It is very exciting to see that
building nearing completion. That has been another
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example of this government’s investment in health
infrastructure.
This government continues to provide the biggest
investment in regional hospitals, including $473 million
for the new Bendigo hospital, which is the largest
regional hospital project ever undertaken in Victoria
and will include 308 acute inpatient beds, an emergency
department with 34 places, 8 operating theatres,
75 mental health beds and an integrated women’s and
children’s facility. It will be state-of-the-art and it will
meet the growing needs of Bendigo and the regions
surrounding Bendigo.
This budget also provides $408 million for the Box Hill
Hospital redevelopment and $91 million for the final
funding allocation for the expansion of the Sunshine
Hospital, thereby meeting one of the government’s key
election commitments of 2006, which was to expand
the health services in Melbourne’s west. I am very
pleased to see those staged developments occurring at
Sunshine Hospital. The hospital is one of the closest
major public hospitals to the Macedon electorate and
many constituents in Sunbury and beyond attend there.
We have also seen funding for something that is used
by many people in my electorate. A sum of $10 million
has been allocated to continue the redevelopment of the
Allied Health facilities at Royal Melbourne Hospital’s
city campus. This year’s budget makes the final
allocation under the medical equipment replacement
and statewide infrastructure renewal program. It is quite
a long-winded title for a very important program that
provides $20 million to renew critical health
infrastructure and $35 million to replace medical
equipment across the hospital system for the next
12 months.
There are also the ongoing issues of managing demand
and dealing with waiting lists. This budget provides
money to boost capacity to meet growing demand and
includes $276 million over four years to expand patient
services, including critical and maternity services, to
treat an additional 22 000 patients in this next budget
period. Also, $46 million has been allocated over four
years for new mental health inpatient services, and
$140 million has been allocated to expand a range of
services, including renal dialysis, chemotherapy and
radiotherapy, and blood services, as well as subacute
services, palliative-care and transition-care places. We
hope to provide some of these services, such as renal
dialysis, at the new Sunbury day hospital.
We know the way health care is provided is changing
quite dramatically, and part of the budget continues to
invest in research into health care. We know that in a
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very short period of time the change has meant, for
example, that since between five and eight years ago
the number of operations done as day surgery has
dramatically increased. I think we are now seeing
something like 60 per cent of operations being done as
day surgery. That is a huge change in a relatively short
period of time. The Sunbury day hospital will be a very
welcome addition to health infrastructure in the
Macedon electorate.
All areas of government are covered in this budget,
including the promotion of community safety. One of
the key features of this budget is the provision of the
biggest increase in police numbers in Victoria’s
history — an additional 1966 front-line police over five
years — as a continuation of this government’s
investment in police. By the end of June 2010 we will
have increased the total number of police in Victoria to
11 370 sworn police officers. By November 2010 we
will have achieved the government’s commitment of
providing a police force of 11 420 officers across the
state, which will be an increase in the total number of
police in Victoria of 20 per cent. There are a range of
other measures in this budget to help deliver a safer
state.
I am pleased to point out that today the government
tabled the Auditor-General’s report entitled Personal
Safety and Security on the Metropolitan Train System.
In its conclusion the report states:
VicPol and the department have been successful in reducing
crime on Melbourne’s train system since 2007–08.
In contrast, the approach to improve passengers’ perceptions
of safety has not been effective and requires focused attention.

We continue to do that. I guess what I would say is that
it is not a question of whether or not problems occur in
any government. We know problems will always occur,
whether they be in relation to bushfires or whether they
be social problems. I am very proud, though, to be part
of a government that deals with those problems. I guess
it is not so much that the problems occur but that how
the government addresses those difficulties when and
where they occur is testimony to its performance. There
is much more in this budget that I could continue to
highlight. I am very proud of this budget. It continues
the legacy of the great work of this government. I
commend it to the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to support the
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill 2010. This is an
excellent budget, particularly for the Preston electorate.
I will touch on a number of local initiatives before I
discuss the broader implications and nature of the
budget in my contribution.
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Funding has been provided for the Preston tram depot,
which will enable the purchase of 50 new high-capacity
low-floor trams and the supporting infrastructure,
which includes the redevelopment of the Preston tram
workshop as a tram depot. Funding will also allow for
the purchase of a power supply upgrade.
I am particularly pleased that funding has been
provided for the Northern School for Autism, which is
a specialist school for autistic children located in Tyler
Street, Preston. The school has been significantly
boosted by this budget. In fact the school will be rebuilt
on a new site after receiving $10 million in the budget.
The new site will be a purpose-built campus with
capacity for 150 students; it will be on the site of the
former Burbank Primary School in Reservoir. The
Burbank site was freed up by the merger of two
primary schools, creating the Reservoir Views Primary
School.
This is an excellent initiative, and anyone who knows
the Northern School for Autism would know that the
current site is essentially constructed out of portables. I
pay tribute to the staff and parents for the work they
have done at that site. The school really requires a
purpose-built campus specifically designed for the
needs of autistic children.
The new campus will increase the capacity for the
school. The current school can accommodate
100 students. It was at capacity and had a waiting list of
parents wanting to enrol their children. The new site
will increase capacity but will also include facilities,
such as classroom, arts, library, multipurpose and
administrative buildings. This is really fantastic for the
northern suburbs of Melbourne, and I would like to put
on the record my great personal regard particularly for
the parents of autistic children, because anyone who
knows anything about autism and the effect an autistic
child has on a family knows that many parents dedicate
their lives to the welfare of their child. The Northern
School for Autism redevelopment will provide an
excellent new facility which will assist parents in that
fantastic work.
There has also been a significant boost to funding for
the Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT),
involving a campus redevelopment with a teaching and
learning centre. Over the last 10 years there has been an
investment of $439 million in building and upgrading
technical and further education infrastructure across
Victoria. This budget provides $55 million for TAFE
infrastructure, but particularly for the residents of
Preston this includes a new teaching and learning centre
at NMIT’s Preston campus. This funding will allow for
the construction of a three-level teaching and learning
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centre of around 8200 square metres located on the
existing student car park, with connections to existing
campus buildings.
The centre will accommodate further education,
building design and drafting, children’s services,
business and commerce, health and community service
and corporate units. NMIT is a real hub for
post-secondary education in the northern suburbs,
providing opportunities for many young people to build
future careers and have educational opportunities in our
society. It is often used as a pathway to university by
individuals who did not get entry in the first place, and
it is also used for apprenticeships and other technical
education. It is a fantastic centre which, as I said
previously, gives many opportunities to young people
in the northern suburbs.
Another initiative I would like to touch upon that is
located just out of my electorate but will provide
significant benefits to people living in my electorate is
the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre,
stage 2 of which is funded in this budget. The centre
will be a purpose-built dedicated cancer and treatment
centre located at the Austin Hospital, which, although it
is in the member for Ivanhoe’s electorate, services the
needs of people in my electorate.
This will consolidate and expand the centre’s clinical
care and research activities. It is my understanding that
the value of the centre is $68.9 million. This is a
fantastic initiative which will improve cancer services.
Many residents in my electorate are touched by cancer,
and the improvement in the facilities that the Olivia
Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre will provide
means that world-class services will be available to
residents of the northern suburbs.
In addition Northern Health will have new cardiac
catheterisation services at the Northern Hospital at
Epping to meet the demand pressures, with two
additional cardiac catheterisation laboratories at a cost
of $7.37 million. Cardiac emergency services are
obviously critical to people in the northern suburbs, and
we are ensuring that those services can meet their
needs. The Northern Hospital particularly services the
northern Reservoir area of my electorate. People often
go to the Northern Hospital to receive services, and
improvements in the services will lead to better health
outcomes. I have to say there has been a great tradition
in this government of delivering health services.
On a broader note, moving beyond my electorate, this is
a fantastic budget for all of Victoria particularly
because of the willingness to invest in infrastructure,
and I note that the previous speaker touched upon this
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fact. If you examine infrastructure spending over a
period of time, at the time the government was elected
it was sitting at a little over $2 billion in 1999–2000 for
the non-financial public sector. If you include
commonwealth stimulus spending, which was passed
on, and public-private partnerships, it increased to just
under $12 billion during the last financial year,
although it has declined somewhat, as there has been a
winding back of the stimulus package.

There is a boost to business competitiveness with cuts
to taxation. The government has a proud record of
cutting taxation and providing a very independent
business environment in Victoria whereby the level of
taxation has been significantly lowered over time,
particularly in reference to both WorkCover premiums,
which are not formally a part of taxation but a cost on
business, and payroll tax, which has been cut
dramatically.

Capital spending, including what the commonwealth
passed on, is running at over $9 billion. This is a very
significant investment in public infrastructure, and I
will soon touch upon some of the elements of that
investment in my contribution. This means future
generations will have the services they need to build a
better life than we enjoy today. I am a great believer in
leaving a legacy of improved services and infrastructure
and a better standard of living, and that is something
this government has been committed to.

This is also a budget that is concerned with delivering
security and safety to Victorians, with a commitment to
1966 more police on the front line. This is a significant
boost and builds on earlier commitments by the
government to increase the number of police in our
community.

As has been stated earlier, the budget is in place in the
context of a global financial crisis, but Victoria has a
good story to tell in comparison to most jurisdictions,
with almost 100 000 jobs created in the 12 months
leading up to the Victorian budget. That is
approximately half the jobs created in Australia and is a
significant achievement whereby in Victoria at least
many more young people have been given the
opportunity to enter employment in comparison to what
happens in other jurisdictions.

I turn now to the investment program of $9.5 billion,
which will secure, as I said earlier, an additional
30 000 Victorian jobs in the financial year. That
particularly includes transport infrastructure, with
$4.3 billion for the regional rail link. There are two
ways to deal with population growth and a growing
society. One is to put your head in the sand. There are a
number of other jurisdictions around Australia that
during the last 10 years essentially put their heads in the
sand and hoped not to have to deal with any
infrastructure problems. But the Victorian government
has taken and continues to take an active role to ensure
that the infrastructure is available for the community to
build a better future, particularly in transport.

Victoria is not at risk of sovereign default, and there is
no crisis in its public finances. The estimation is that by
2014 general government net debt as a proportion of
state domestic product will be just over 4 per cent. That
is hardly a radically high figure and leaves our finances
in a very sound state moving into the future.

I would also like to touch on housing, where there have
been changes to the first home owner bonus, with it
being refocused on the construction of new homes. This
is an important change. At the moment approximately
69 per cent of Victorians own their homes, and there
has been a very proud tradition of home ownership, but
there is a further issue of housing affordability. One of
the issues is how you meet not just the demand side, by
increasing the ability of young families to buy homes
but how you increase supply. By targeting the
assistance to new home buyers to newly constructed
homes we meet the public policy objective of
increasing supply by changing the relative pricing and
encouraging the construction industry to supply more
homes and provide downward pressure on new home
prices for those first entering the home market. This is a
very wise policy, because it serves both the demand and
supply sides of the housing equation.

This budget is designed not just to boost jobs; the
initiatives in the budget are designed to create
approximately 30 000 jobs in 2010–11, further
increasing the opportunities for young people and
combating the global financial crisis.

I think the needs and desires of young people who are
building families together and who are building their
future in Victoria are to be able to buy a home and to be
able to buy one affordably. In the northern suburbs
there are a number of developments north of Epping

The improved circumstances of Victoria’s economic
performance compared to our earlier expectations at the
onset of the global financial crisis have meant that the
relative level of debt that will be incurred as a result of
spending will be lower. Members of the opposition
have in the past attempted to pretend that there is
somehow a crisis. Victoria has kept its AAA credit
rating because its budgets have been sensible and
conservative in their borrowings and have met all the
requirements of the international rating agencies for it
to be awarded a AAA credit rating.
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where homes can be bought — I checked this
recently — for under $350 000. These new-home
packages are for nice, well-designed three-bedroom
homes with good access to transport. The Victorian
government has made a targeted and thoughtful policy
to ensure that housing affordability remains within the
grasp of ordinary working Victorians, which is
important.
The increase in supply of housing has the knock-on
effect of improving the rental market. Not all Victorians
will be buying a home. A range of Victorians rent their
homes. I note that the member for Albert Park is in the
chamber; large numbers of people in Albert Park rent.
By increasing housing supply, pressure is taken off the
rental market. This contrasts with the attitude of a
certain former New South Wales Premier, which was
that Sydney is full. Consequently he did not build
infrastructure or address housing affordability. This led
to decreasing affordability. Comparisons have been
done, and the sort of housing affordability that I have
described in Epping is simply not available in Sydney
close to the city and with access to high-quality
transport services.
These policies, particularly the retargeting of the first
home bonus and policies that encourage people to live
in regional Victoria — further boosting economic
activity in that important area of the state, which is a
real focus for the government — have allowed this
government to focus on the housing needs of
Victorians. There has also been a great commitment —
and I will touch upon it presently — to social and
public housing, of which I am very proud to say there
have been a number of examples in my electorate in
recent years, including housing being constructed as we
speak.
There is a combination of assisting the private market,
increasing the housing supply and improving the supply
of social and public housing to ensure that housing is
available at a more reasonable price than in many other
jurisdictions.
This is an excellent budget that will do much to
improve the lives of families in Victoria. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It is always a pleasure
to follow the considered contributions of my friend, the
member for Preston. It is an even greater joy for me to
make a few brief comments on the appropriation bill
before us.
This bill is the basis of the state’s economic activity,
and under the stewardship of the Treasurer, the Premier

Wednesday, 9 June 2010

and the cabinet of this Labor government we have seen
the state’s economy not only get through the global
financial crisis and the worst economic conditions in a
generation but also emerge resilient and stronger —
indeed it is the engine room of the Australian
economy — in delivering jobs and opportunities for all
Victorians, whether they live in the inner or outer
suburbs or in country or regional centres. This is a
budget that delivers a resilient economy, jobs and
infrastructure as the basis for future prosperity. It
provides for the future to make sure that our state’s vital
community services can be enjoyed by our thriving
community, and it ensures that funding will be spent on
the many key services that Victorians rely on.
In many ways it is a budget that is focused on the
future. It is focused on the people, communities and
environment of Victoria, and it places us as a leader of
both a dynamic Australia and this region of the global
economy. It is a budget that also deals with the
challenges and the opportunities provided through the
ideas and strong leadership brought to government by
this side of the Parliament. It makes the most of those
opportunities and deals with those challenges. This is a
state budget that only this side of the house could
deliver. Those on the other side, with their policy-free,
lazy and unelectable leadership are not in a position to
contribute the sort of budget that this side of the house
has.
I would like to concentrate my comments on the
budget’s contribution to this government’s commitment
to the management and sustainability — through a new
approach — of our natural environment. Our
prosperity, our economy, our services, our lifestyle and
the futures of our people are all very much based on the
resources that we bring from our natural environment
into our built environment. This government is
committed to sustaining and growing both those
resources and the community in an active partnership
that is focused on both innovation and appropriate
management of those natural resources.
As we all know, ours is a state faced with many
challenges arising from the relationship between the
natural and built environments. That climate change
and the impact of human-driven activity contribute to
this is well known and accepted on this side of the
house as a major challenge, unlike those opposite —
who — I will not describe with an unparliamentary,
one-word definition — whose federal leaders can be
described as denialists or cavemen on this issue. Those
opposite would send us even further backwards on this
important issue.
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As part of the impact of climate change there are more
intense drought periods, lower average rainfall and
increased average temperatures, and as a result we see
the mounting risks of fire damage from the catastrophic
fire events that flow from those factors. Sadly, we only
have to look to the Black Saturday bushfires of last year
for evidence of that.
Perhaps equally important is the issue of water security
for communities, the environment and industry. These
challenges are all set against the challenge of managing
the state’s biodiversity and our accumulated natural
capital, which is both valuable and important in its own
right but which equally underpins much of the lifestyle
and economic activity of the people of this state.
This natural environment has been and continues to be
in many ways greatly stressed as we have managed the
coexistence of both our natural and built environments
and their relationship to our thriving lifestyles. What
this state budget seeks to do is bring into sharp contrast
the strategies that this side of the house has to deal with
as part of some of these challenges as opposed to the
part-time contributions of those opposite. For it is this
Labor government — and this budget — with its
visions for sustainability, that will ensure our
communities are well placed to contribute to the
national leadership in this area around making sure that
economic activity, jobs and opportunities for the future
are built into our response for dealing with these
environmental challenges the government is making
sure that the issues of innovation are linked inextricably
with our desire to reduce our footprint on our natural
capital by recognising, measuring, pricing and valuing
those natural inputs and resources.
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and which, together with the earlier 2009 Victorian
climate change green paper, provided the policy rigour
of much of the government’s approach to land
management and biodiversity issues. Indeed they
provided the basis on which our approach to climate
change response and mitigation is driven.
In particular, in the run-up to the election and
incorporated in this budget is the fully funded Jobs for
the Future Economy plan, which details across the
whole of the state the whole-of-government approach
to many of the opportunities and issues that would see
some of these challenges turned into positives for our
future economy and our future workforce, and
particularly using our intellectual capital response to the
natural capital’s problems to create opportunities for
this stuff.
Of course this is hard, grinding public policy work; it is
not the stuff of flashy headlines and 30-second media
grabs by those who know they will never have to
implement their policies. It is the basis of rigorous and
determined public policy where you have a plan and a
vision for where you want to take the state and, in
particular, the Jobs for the Future Economy plan sets
that up for the whole of the state.
This is a government that is committed to reducing the
impact of our growth and development on the finite
resources of our natural environment. Through the
innovation and leadership of economic activities we
seek to transition to the new economies of the
21st century and make sure that the activities of human
economic activity are appropriately balanced with the
resources of the natural world in sustaining them.

Those opposite are incapable of achieving this, because
no-one would know what their policy positions are on
any of these critical issues. That would depend on the
day of the week or the position of the political cycle or
the media cycle that drives so much of their
contributions in this and other areas. What you need is a
vision, a plan, and this government has put a great deal
of solid public policy work into making sure that we
approach this important series of issues on a solid
public policy basis, as it has in many areas.

This is really a budget, in these three policy documents
I have referred to, that makes sure the natural world and
our lifestyles and economic activity are essentially
accounted for and factored into our management of
both the economy and the natural world, so we can see
that the failure to take into account the impact of our
economic activity on the broader ecosystems of the
world is not so much market failure, but really a very
classic case of cost shifting as we seek to shift the cost
and the burdens to the natural world.

I will draw the attention of the house to some of those
that might bring into stark contrast the choices that will
be facing Victorians later this year on this and, indeed,
many other issues. This is an area in which the state
budget will be securing much of the policy position of
the government. Perhaps most importantly in this area
is the white paper Securing Our Natural Future — A
White Paper for Land and Biodiversity at a Time of
Climate Change, which was brought out late last year,

What these public policy documents that are given life
to through this budget really seek to do is ensure a
proper system of regulating and measuring the assets
that contribute from our natural world and underpin the
economic and lifestyle activities which see the
appropriate emphasis placed on what in lots of cases
has been called unaccounted-for external factors in this
economic measuring.
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We can measure and account for these assets, and when
we do that is when we begin to value them. This is a
lesson that the economic and environmental illiterates
opposite would be well advised to learn when they go
about, one would assume, turning their minds to what it
is they are going to seek to convince the people of
Victoria about as to why they should be elected. But
they will have a long way to go in terms of trying to
match the emphasis that this government has brought to
these issues. The position is that this government,
through the budget, makes sure that we recognise the
challenges and the opportunities, and seek to ensure
that we use the market system that drives so much of
our economic activity and has seen us through the
global financial crisis problems, to make sure that that
underpins a new approach to our sustainable approach
to economic activity.
Whether this approach is reflected in energy, in water,
in carbon reduction, in mitigating the impacts of
climate change, we know that this budget brings a
unified approach to managing all of these challenges.
This is set against a range of challenges elsewhere in
the budget that are dealt with.
In regard to how these issues then translate into the
district of Albert Park and how the people of that
community seek to deal with a thriving, indeed
booming, economic activity, a booming population and
a booming community able to meet these challenges,
there are many good examples reflected in this budget.
I might draw the attention of the house to just a few of
the infrastructure investments that this budget delivers
for the Albert Park community.
Major Projects Victoria is leading quite a range of
investments in those. I will particularly draw the
attention of the house to the Princes Pier redevelopment
in Port Melbourne, which has well and truly turned the
corner in terms of finalising this iconic and important
industrial, military and indeed multicultural site that has
underpinned much of the Victorian community’s
contribution in those three areas over almost 100 years.
The restoration and turning of that into a new
community facility is well on track for completion in
2011 at a cost of over $30 million in a very complicated
engineering feat.
There is the Lakeside Oval redevelopment to be the
home of the Victorian Institute of Sport, the South
Melbourne Football Club and a range of other
community and elite activities. That project was
recently commenced by the Minister for Major Projects
and that, too, is on schedule for completion in 2011.
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The next major redevelopment of the arts precinct has
begun with the redevelopment of the Hamer Hall
precinct. The internal and external changes there will
make sure it continues to be our premier elite arts
precinct by turning that facility away from the St Kilda
Road entrance to focus increasingly towards a
pedestrian community-friendly Yarra River.
There are other major projects going on, particularly in
the areas of education investment and housing
investment. In particular I draw the attention of the
house to the exceptional new college in Albert Park
which following a $30 million investment from the
state is on schedule to open in 2011 under the
stewardship of a fantastic leadership team headed by
the new principal, Steve Cook. We are well and truly
advanced in making sure there is a community-focused
high school delivering quality, rigorous and
academically-focused education that would make it a
very viable option for families wanting to send their
children to state education. I commend the budget to
the house.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — It is a great pleasure to join the
budget debate, particularly having just heard the
member for Albert Park who is doing such a great job
and providing such great representation for his
constituents. It is a great pleasure to join with members
to congratulate the Treasurer and the Premier for their
work in presenting what is a great budget — a budget
which builds on the past decade and which takes us into
the future.
We have to remember when we look around the
Western world just how well Australia has come
through the global financial crisis. If we then compare
Victoria to other jurisdictions across Australia, we can
see how well Victoria is doing — Victoria has really
got the best of the best. But of course that is not easy to
do; it takes an enormous amount of work. Victoria is
very fortunate to have a Premier and Treasurer who are
completely devoted to making sure this state is a great
place to live, work, engage, do things and raise a
family.
I would like to make some remarks about police,
emergency services and corrections. I will also take this
opportunity to make some comments about central
Victoria, a place dear to my heart. The budget shows
what the government has been able to achieve. By the
end of this year we will have nearly 2000 more police
than we did a decade ago, which will be the biggest
increase ever in a decade in Victoria. That was
necessary for us to do because prior to coming into
government we had that most terrible of
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combinations — that is, The Nationals having the
police portfolio and working hand in hand with the then
president of the Liberal Party, Ted Baillieu, and
promising 1000 police but cutting numbers by 800.
That terrible combination is back in business at present,
but we have provided for an additional 2000 police. In
the next five years the government’s program is for an
additional 1700 police, together with the freeing up of
266 more so that in the next five years Victoria will
have 1966 additional front-line police.
It will cost the state $561 million over five years to
recruit, train and employ 1700 police, with
$73.9 million over four years for 200 police to be freed
up; then $38.4 million will be spent on releasing 66
police from telephone answering duties. We will end up
with 1966 police.
In addition the budget also announced $98.1 million to
redevelop and centralise the police crime department.
The leases on some buildings will expire in 2012; the
budget commits to locate and fit out new and better
premises. Police and staff now stationed at 412 St Kilda
Road and 452 Flinders Street, along with some at police
headquarters, will all be brought together in what will
effectively be a central crime centre. That is badly
needed by the police, so we must get that arrangement
in place.
In the decade since 2000–01 there has been a reduction
in crime of over 25 per cent. I join with all government
members to congratulate local police on the work they
do on the ground around the state to help keep Victoria
safe. Today the Auditor-General made comments about
crime on the public transport system. While we like to
see crime levels going down, as the Auditor-General
says, that is no consolation for anybody who is
involved in a crime. That is why Labor is committed to
work with police by making provisions for 1966
additional police in the coming five years.
In my portfolio of corrections — and I note that the
member for Ripon is in the house — a tremendous
project is being developed for a new prison at Ararat.
That is obviously important for the corrections system,
just as it is important for jobs in Ararat. The member
for Ripon will acknowledge just how much has
occurred in his area and in country Victoria, including
work on the Ararat police station, which is coming
along fantastically at present. This budget has funds for
more police stations over and above the government’s
election commitments. There are also more funds for
beds in both the men’s and women’s prison systems.
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On Black Saturday 2009 we saw a fire event like we
have never seen before. We saw the tragic
consequences of that in terms of loss of life and
property. Some people will say that this new, changed
environment is because of climate change; others will
say this is a natural change in the climate. Whatever it
is, we have to confront a situation where we can have a
fire event at a new level. That is why we continue to see
substantial change. In this budget we have made
funding commitments so all of those changes occur into
the future.
We are very fortunate in this state to have tremendous
volunteers and staff in the CFA (Country Fire
Authority) and in other emergency services. Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria does such a tremendous job
representing fire brigades around the state. Their
president, Gary Lyttle, and CEO, Andrew Ford, have
made important representations on behalf of their
members. The work that these organisations do is
critical to the community, where so many people are
reliant upon volunteers of the CFA.
I will make some observations. Some honourable
members opposite want to make comments about
police. On 6 April this year the opposition promised
1600 additional police. Those opposite said
$140 million of their commitment — that is 651 police,
or 41 per cent — would come from government
advertising. That is a double count, because the
opposition has previously earmarked that money for
additional protective services officers, so 651 suddenly
disappear. We also know the opposition is opposed to
the way the operational response unit was funded. You
will remember that that was established last year. One
hundred and twenty police go as a result of the
opposition’s objection to that funding. Together that
makes a 771 reduction in police. But that is what you
would expect when you have The Nationals and the
Leader of the Opposition working together, just as
happened when the Leader of the Opposition was the
president of the Liberal Party. What they are about is
reducing the number of police.
There is only one party in this house that you can trust
when it comes to increasing police — that is, Labor.
The opposition members are the ones who recognise
that. The Leader of The Nationals says that Labor has
delivered on what it has said it would. In fact they have
done a bit more, and he has no challenge to that. As he
says, there is one party that delivers — and that party is
Labor.
I will talk about central Victoria. It is a great place. The
member for Ripon, a former federal candidate for
Bendigo and a former mechanic at Newstead, knows
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what a great place it is. Let us look at the key projects
that have transformed central Victoria, such as the
regional fast rail; the Calder duplication; at the last
election, the education plan for new junior secondary
schools; and the new police station. These are all the
things which we have pushed and promoted and which
those opposite have blocked or opposed. That is
disgraceful, whether it be, for example, closure of the
ambulance station in Kangaroo Flat — and here is
Labor with a plan for ambulance stations in Bendigo —
or whether it be about Labor’s super-pipe. Since the last
election we would have had a couple of summers
without any water for Bendigo, Castlemaine or
Harcourt. Properties in the apple industry in Harcourt
would now be in a dust bowl if we did what the Liberal
Party and The Nationals wanted to do — that is, not
allow water to be bought from Goulburn irrigators so
that central Victoria could survive. I have to ask: what
sort of party cannot stand up for its own constituents?
What sort of party would allow well over 140 000 or
150 000 people to be simply left without any water?
As you may be aware, Acting Speaker, at the last
election only one party promised to plan ahead for the
future hospital needs of Bendigo. There was another
party that would not do that — the Liberal Party. There
was an additional party that would not do that — The
Nationals. It was Labor that said, ‘This is what we’ll
do’, and has done it. The best way forward for the
future is what the government has announced in the
budget: a $473 million commitment for a new hospital
in Bendigo based on the Anne Caudle site.
When you look at the changes — whether it be the fast
rail, the Calder upgrade, the education plan, the
super-pipe, the new police station or what is occurring
with ambulances — you realise that these are the big
things that have to happen. And it is Labor, the party
that has a vision for central Victoria, that is doing them.
What a turnaround it is. In the 1990s those opposite
wanted to close hospitals — and we know that is their
plan. They tried to close Dunolly hospital and failed.
Maldon Hospital was next, and they failed. We have
improved both hospitals, and in Castlemaine we now
see the new aged-care facility. We promised, and we
delivered. If you have a look at Castlemaine — which
is a great place, whether it be the library project, the
new CFA station or the new police station that is on the
way — you will see a transformation in confidence that
is reflected across central and country Victoria.
We know that we have come through the global
financial crisis and that Victoria has been the best of the
best, but we have to confront the future and keep the
momentum up. That is why we believe the plan we
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have and the things we are working on in central
Victoria, particularly the $473 million commitment for
the hospital, are so important. The view of The
Nationals and those others opposite is not to commit to
it. We know that from the last election. Last year
Damian Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region
in the other place, said that coalition members will not
put up their hands, and the shadow minister has made it
clear that they will not be putting up their hands. There
is only one party that has put up its hand — and that is
Labor, the party that believes in and will stand up for
central Victoria. When those opposite come around
wanting to knock the fast rail and the fact that we
pushed on and pushed on and made the federal
Liberal-Nationals government cough up its half share
commitment for the Calder upgrade, even though it was
late, and when they will not match on our education
plan, I have to say to them: we do not care, because we
know that by working with central Victorians we will
get on with the future.
I will make just one last comment — that is, that the
Bendigo Senior Secondary College is a great school; it
is the biggest Victorian certificate of education school
in the state. We know there are those in the Liberal
Party who want to close it down and send it out to
somewhere in Golden Square. We say no to that — it
should be in the centre of town. In this budget we have
allocated funds for the next stage of the development. I
have to say it is a great school. I do not say that because
I went there; I say it because it is well located and well
supported by the Bendigo community. To Liberal Party
members I simply say that you can move the school as
much as you want to, but you should go out there and
tell people. Those opposite are very quiet on the issue at
the moment. I want them to go out and tell as many
people as possible about their intentions, because we
stand up for Bendigo Senior Secondary College, we
stand up for Bendigo and we stand up for central
Victoria — and we totally reject those opposite who
want to condemn us.
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — The first
thing I want to do in endorsing this budget is echo the
words of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services by saying that this budget is deliberately
steering us through difficult times and at the same time
building on the strength of Victoria. As the previous
speaker indicated, when you look at how other
jurisdictions in Australia fared during the global
financial crisis (GFC) and when you look at how
Australia fared during the global financial crisis and
compare that with how other countries fared, it all
points to one thing — that the budget strategy of
investing in the productive capacity of the state, in
social services and in the livability of the state that this
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government has put in place over all of its budgets has
stood us in good stead in getting through the
extraordinarily difficult circumstances we have seen
around the world.
It was no accident and no ‘She’ll be right’ kind of
attitude that got us through this difficult period. I am
Minister for Small Business and Minister for
Agriculture, and both those sectors faced considerable
challenges as a consequence of the GFC. The reason
those sectors are travelling well compared to other
jurisdictions and other countries is the careful crafting
of the financial strategy in this state, which has been
executed by the Treasurer and by the Premier and led
by the Premier. That has got this state through the GFC
and the circumstances we found ourselves in.
For not one second do I suggest that we do not need to
continue the careful strategy forward, simply because
the circumstances that we see the world economy in
and the challenges it faces will also provide us with
significant challenges. It is the stewardship of a Labor
government that has got us through the GFC, and it is
the careful stewardship of the Labor government that
will get us through the future challenges. Getting
through challenges also has to be tied to the
opportunities that are provided once we have overcome
those challenges. Those opportunities are manifested in
both of my portfolio areas and in my electorate, and I
want to discuss them all.
It is important that we understand that in agriculture,
like in any portfolio, it cannot simply be an amalgam of
a number of disparate policies and a few good ideas
thrown in. It has to be a strategic, forward-looking
approach to the long-term enhancement of
opportunities and resilience to challenges for that
sector. That is exactly what this government has done
and what the Labor government has done. As the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services indicated,
Labor is a government for central Victoria but Labor is
also a government for Victorian farmers. Let me
explain.
A little while ago we released the Future Farming
strategy, a strategy that committed $205 million to
emboldening our agricultural sectors to better meet the
challenges that are always present in that sector and to
better exploit the opportunities that that sector also
provides. It is based on science, it is based on making
sure our services to farmers are as constructive as they
can possibly be, it is based on biosecurity and it is
based on ensuring that our rural communities have the
best opportunity to be supported by the agricultural
sector and also to support the agricultural sector. It has
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achieved those objectives through a number of different
programs for quite a considerable period of time.
The 2010 state budget builds on that. In agriculture we
have had a $26.8 million investment package to further
support Victorian farmers in their resilience to
biosecurity threats, to threats of natural disasters and to
the stiff competition that our agricultural sectors meet
in the world. We want to build up the strength of our
farmers and build up the strength of our agricultural
sectors. For instance, the budget invests $11.6 million
over four years to establish rapid gene-sequencing
technology at Bundoora and Bendigo. What is that
about? It may at first glance seem like something
relatively esoteric, but I put it to this house that it is
very much the future of agriculture. We want to be able
to discover the genetic traits that lead to higher levels of
production, to discover, isolate and identify the genetic
traits that lead to higher water-use efficiency and
greater drought tolerance and to have the infrastructure
to develop that type of leading science. We have done
that so well in Victoria over many years and will do so
into the future as a consequence of the Labor
government’s investment in biosciences across its many
fields, but in particular I want to talk about agriculture.
The linking up of that research capacity across the state
is a great step forward in our endeavours to bring the
science to the paddock as quickly as we possibly can.
The 2010 state budget has also allocated $8.8 million
over four years to enhance my department’s ability to
plan, mobilise and coordinate resources when farmers
in this state, rural communities and others are
confronted by natural disaster. My department is an
important response department in many circumstances
of natural disaster — for example, in circumstances
such as bushfires, biosecurity threats and outbreaks, and
in circumstances such as flood and drought. In all of
those circumstances and with other significant natural
disaster and biosecurity threats that confront not only
agriculture in this state but the whole Victorian
community, my department plays a significant role. Its
ability to respond quickly, effectively and efficiently is
something the Brumby Labor government sees as a
higher priority. That is why we have invested
$8.8 million to build that capacity through this year’s
state budget.
I also want to talk about weeds and pests. They are a
significant threat not only to agricultural land and not
only to agricultural production but also to our natural
environment, to the amenity of this state and to the
enjoyment that all Victorians and many visitors can
take from our state. If we do not manage the incursion
of weeds and pests effectively, we leave the state
vulnerable in that regard. We have already seen many
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investments and many policies by the Brumby Labor
government in this area — for example, the discussion
and release of the biosecurity strategy, the investment in
the science, the investment in better services to farmers,
the investment in the ability of my department to
develop biosecurity, weed and pest services to the
broader state economy and communities.
In the relatively short time I have left I want to discuss
the other portfolio areas that I am responsible for —
that is, small business. As I have indicated before, the
challenges that the agricultural sector faced as a
consequence of the GFC were certainly also faced by
the small business sector. Again, Victoria’s 500 000
small businesses were extraordinarily resilient and were
extraordinarily capable of getting through the GFC with
minimal impact on the sector.
I do not for one moment pretend that there are not
businesses that have been affected by the GFC
circumstances, particularly trade-exposed small
businesses. I do not diminish that fact at all, but our role
in this state has been to lead a government which has
cut business taxes significantly over all of its budgets,
and which through my department delivers worthwhile,
necessary and well-designed services and information
to the small business sector — and all of this comes
together to support the resilience of the small business
sector.
I do not think it is appropriate for us as a government to
claim the credit in its entirety for our business sector
getting through the GFC in such good shape. That
would be inappropriate, because we need to
acknowledge the incredible resilience of our small
business sector and our business sector in general. It is
terrific that we have such a great partnership between
the business community and the state Labor
government, enabling the delivery of services, the
delivery of advice and the delivery of fundamentally
decent, good, solid, prudent financial management of
the state to the business community. This all
contributed to the strength we find ourselves having.
Take, for example, the $52 million investment that was
made some time ago into the Skills for Growth
program. It is fundamentally about ensuring that the
small business sector has access to opportunities for the
upskilling of its workforce. That involves the planning
of that upskilling via business-by-business holistic
planning, taken to every participating business and the
actual implementation of training plans. It is a terrific
initiative and one for which the government can claim
some responsibility for underpinning the economic
resilience of this state.
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In the couple of minutes I have remaining to me I want
to touch on some of this year’s state budget initiatives
in my electorate of Ripon. For example, there is the
$2 million investment in the Halls Gap Primary School,
and there is the $2 million investment in the
redevelopment of the Smythesdale campus of the
Woady Yaloak Primary School. This government
unashamedly sees education as its top priority so as to
ensure that the opportunities for our young people and
for future generations in this state are maximised.
I reference also the $1 million upgrade of the Sunraysia
Highway. That is not going to be a headline-grabbing
initiative, but those people who use the Sunraysia
Highway, be it for freight transport in support of the
agricultural sector, for tourism or for community
commuting, will appreciate the increased safety and
travelling convenience resulting from this investment.
There is the $3 million funding confirmed for Beaufort
education centre. That, along with the Halls Gap and
Smythesdale schools, is another sign that the
government regards education as a top priority and that
it is putting its money where its mouth is — that is,
investing in teachers and in the infrastructure where
they work.
The budget has funding for new fire stations for
Burnbank and Moyston Country Fire Authority
brigades. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services praised the volunteers who make up the CFA
and our emergency services, and I join him in
congratulating every CFA member for the commitment
they make. Surely it is a worthwhile investment to
make their fire stations more efficient and better
environments to work out of. Congratulations to the
CFA. I am glad I am part of a government that has
supported the CFA and its volunteers and that is
supporting the further development of the Burnbank
and Moyston CFA brigades through this budget.
There is in the budget a $1 million investment in
maintenance works in the fantastic Grampians National
Park, an icon of this state. The Premier discussed the
fantastic visitation numbers in Victoria which became
apparent today. Victoria has attractions such as
Melbourne, but in terms of natural attractions the
Grampians have no peer in this state. I welcome very
much the investment we are making in Grampians
National Park maintenance.
This is a terrific budget. It serves my two portfolio areas
and my electorate extraordinarily well. It is something
that I, as a Labor member of this house, am very proud
of.
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Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I am very
pleased to make a brief contribution in relation to the
2010–11 state budget. It is a very sound budget for all
Victorians, no matter where they live or what they do
for a living. It is a budget that in every sense reinvests
the proceeds of sound economic management in the
basic core services that are so important to families
right across our great state. It is not just a budget about
investment; it is also about providing incentives,
particularly providing incentives to rural and regional
communities, so that our economy can continue to
grow. They are incentives that share those proceeds of
economic growth right across the state.
I want to make a few comments about what is a very
strong budget outcome in terms of health. There is
$4 billion over the next four years to support a very big
capital works program so we can improve the quality of
the buildings across our health and human services
sector and a strong budget outcome in terms of output
or ongoing funding — that is, funding to treat more
patients, funding to reform and innovate, funding to
continue our fight against cancer and funding that is all
about giving to our dedicated clinicians the support they
need to in turn support patients.
I also want to speak about the budget and what it
delivers. There are a couple of good examples of our
government’s strong commitment to the community I
have the honour and privilege to represent in this
Parliament. It is the community I live in. In terms of
health, $4 billion is a very substantial boost that brings
to book a number of projects that have been announced
previously and also brings to book and fully budgets the
very substantial windfall to Victorian patients that is
derived directly from the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) agreement signed in April. It is
a very substantial reform of our health system. It is new
money. It is a new partnership, and I think it is a
stronger partnership with greater commonwealth effort.
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department patients and provision for 32 000 additional
outpatient appointments and support for an additional
10 000 outpatient appointments and
10 000 radiotherapy treatments. Elective surgery, as
members have heard me speak about a number of
times, is very important to Victorians right across the
state. There is also additional funding for some
9000 extra episodes of elective surgery in the coming
12 months. Therefore more patients will be receiving
their surgery faster than would otherwise be the case.
The funding over the next four years from the
commonwealth government that was secured through
COAG amounts to some $935 million. It is a mixture of
capital and ongoing funding. That is about improving
performance in emergency departments, improving
performance in relation to key benchmarks of elective
surgery and opening additional beds and growing
capacity in our system. Notably more than
300 additional subacute beds will be provided. This has
been called the missing link, not so much in our state
but across other parts of Australia. We have a
substantial subacute bed stock across our system, but
these additional beds will allow us to provide better
care to long-stay patients, rehabilitation patients and
others who require a lower level of care acuity but a
longer day — that will be good for them — and it will
also mean that as they move from an acute bed it will
free up that acute capacity for patients who need that
level of care. This is a very important boost, and we are
delighted to have been able to secure it through that
COAG process.

There is always room for further improvement on top
of any agreement, but in terms of this agreement, in the
next four years and under fundamentally new
arrangements for the six years after the forward
estimates, there are substantial increases in
commonwealth effort. That is something this
Parliament and the community knows only too well has
been missing and lacking. It is very important in terms
of directly benefiting patients right across Victoria.

I mentioned this was a strong budget outcome for the
health system both recurrently and also in terms of
capital. There are many standout projects. As members
would know, we have invested the better part of
$7.5 billion in capital works for equipment,
infrastructure and renovating, redeveloping and
providing new buildings across our health system. That
is not just in the centre of Melbourne, Melbourne
suburbs and regional centres, but in small country
towns right across the state we have made sure we have
provided within the framework of sound financial
management strong support in terms of capital works
for our health system. This budget delivers in spades
and continues a strong and consistent record in terms of
giving to local communities the facilities they need at
their local health service. There are many jobs that are
effectively secured through that capital works project
and the broader infrastructure program of the
government.

In relation to what that additional money buys and what
that additional support means for patients, there is
funding to treat 50 000 additional emergency

I have the great privilege to visit many health services
in many small communities across the state, and what is
clear is that often the health service is the largest
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employer in a given town. What is also clear is that that
employment is relatively stable. Some would describe it
as climate change proof, if you like. These are jobs that
are not necessarily dependent on rainfall; these are jobs
that are there in good and bad times.
They are in every sense central to the security and the
future of given country towns in rural and regional
communities, so investment is important for a number
of different reasons, both in terms of service provision
but also the security and the sense of strength and
wellbeing and the robustness of local areas in terms of
the economic activity in those communities — plus if
you are building new buildings, there is obviously a real
stimulus effect there in terms of construction jobs and
others who are in that important supply chain.
I spoke about cancer a moment ago, Acting Speaker.
The Premier and I regard the treatment of cancer as a
real priority; I think all Victorians, because members of
the community know everyone will be touched by
cancer or will know a cancer sufferer at some point in
our lifetime, would agree with us. The house should
remember that 70 Victorians are diagnosed every day
with cancer; and sadly, 10 000 Victorians lose their life
to cancer each and every year. Whether it is through
personal experience, through family, friends,
workmates, team mates, or whatever, we will all be
touched by cancer in one way or another, so it is
appropriate that we have not just a plan that has a title
‘action plan’, but one plan that genuinely is a plan of
action.
That is what Victoria has. That is what we are proud
and pleased to be able to provide support for, and this
budget helps us take the next step. It could be bringing
to book a historic partnership with the commonwealth
government to build the comprehensive cancer centre
on the site of the former dental hospital — and anyone
who has driven through that area recently will see that
work is well under way in demolishing the old hospital
and preparing the site for the construction of the new
comprehensive cancer centre.
This is a fantastic project, a 50-50 partnership with the
commonwealth government. It will be not just a good
cancer centre but a great cancer centre — one of the
world’s top 10 — and it will be about putting under one
roof treatment, training, research — all those important
parts — in the one centre, a fantastic partnership
between Ludwig, the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute,
Melbourne Health, the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre
and the University of Melbourne. It is a fantastic project
which we are delighted, in partnership with the
commonwealth government, to support. It will
transform, as senior oncologists and others in the cancer
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control community say to me on a regular basis, the
way in which we provide cancer care across Victoria.
Among a number of other important projects is the next
stage of the fantastic Olivia Newton-John centre. The
member for Ivanhoe is in the chamber; he knows only
too well how important that project is — not just more
of the same but a new model of truly broadbased care
beyond just the medical, surgical and radiation
oncology needs of a patient, but also including wellness
and all of what is often referred to as important
supportive care needs being met in the broadest
possible context, something that has been the dream of
Olivia Newton-John and is now a reality due to the
strong support of our government in this year’s budget.
I was pleased also, again in partnership with the
commonwealth government, to visit Ballarat with my
good friend and parliamentary colleague the member
for Ballarat West; that visit had some great personal
meaning for Karen Overington. It was a very emotional
day. We visited with federal member Nicola Roxon to
announce funding of more than $50 million in a
partnership between the commonwealth and state
governments to build a new and substantially bigger
cancer centre there.
That centre will be purpose-built, one that builds on the
partnerships between Austin Health and the Ballarat
Health Service, one that will really be about, if you like,
transforming oncology and cancer care in that
community — not just in Ballarat itself but right across
that region. I know that everybody who was there was
very touched. As I said, it was a very emotional day to
be able to secure that funding, which will secure jobs
and very much set up Ballarat Health Service at the
centre of cancer care in partnership with the Austin
right throughout the Grampians region.
It is a fantastic project, and to everybody involved,
particularly local members — both the member for
Ballarat West and the member for Ballarat East — who
have been strong and effective advocates in relation to
that project.
Bendigo hospital will be the biggest health
infrastructure project that rural Victoria has ever
seen — in fact, it will be the third-biggest health
infrastructure project the state has ever seen; I think
members would be familiar with that project. It is all
about transforming Bendigo Health Care group’s site in
Bendigo not just for Bendigo — an important and
growing community, an ageing community at the same
time — but so it becomes a health service that reaches
out to provide care and support to the entire north-west
of the state. This will be a very big project and one that
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we are proud to have been able to support in this
budget.
Barwon Health also received a very substantial boost to
purchase land to do important planning for a second
hospital in Geelong’s southern suburbs as well as being
able to boost its important capacity at the city campus
of Barwon Health. The Geelong Hospital also received
support for an expanded intensive care capacity and
additional beds.
As the member for Derrimut is in the chamber, I
wanted to mention the project involving the
development of Sunshine Hospital. That is fully
delivering on our commitments made in 2006. That
project is all about teaching, training, research,
additional inpatient capacity and bringing public
radiotherapy to Melbourne’s west for the first time.
This is a very important project — as you, Acting
Speaker, know only too well, your being from that
community — that will be fully delivered in this
budget.
There are also hospital projects at Leongatha and
Coleraine, and at Monash children’s in my local
community. if I can turn to that now. Monash
Children’s is a fantastic project — the first and
important stage of the expanded paediatric capacity
there. The better part of 30 000 children receive their
care across Southern Health. Monash Children’s is not
just at Monash Medical Centre but also at Dandenong
and Casey. It is a very big provider of world-class
paediatric care; as a government we are committed, and
as a local community we are all committed, to
supporting the dedicated clinicians there and the great
work they do not just for local kids but also in running
several statewide services — whether in terms of
paediatric cancer or in a whole range of other
specialties, where there is not just a local role played, as
important as that is, but also with some statewide
services provided, often in an unsung way.
I think it is clear to say there will only ever be one
Royal Children’s Hospital, and it has a special place in
the hearts of every single Victorian, but Monash
Children’s does important work as well, and they do it
without often a lot of Victorians knowing that. It was
very pleasing to be able to provide that $11 million to
support the expansion of the facility at Monash Medical
Centre.
There are many others, one being the Northern
Hospital, and including many other different examples,
large and small, of our commitment through capital
works. All of those projects are important. All of them
build on a strong record of investment, a strong record
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of giving to local communities and their dedicated
health professionals, the physical facilities and the
practical tools they need to treat more patients to
provide better care.
There will be more to do, but this is a strong budget,
one that in every respect delivers the results of sound
financial management into the health system and into
other core service delivery. This is what the Victorian
community expects. That is what this government has
delivered clearly and unambiguously in this budget,
indeed in each of its budgets during its term in office.
If I can just speak about two important projects locally:
the Noble Park Special Developmental School is very
close to my electorate office; a great group of very
special people provide not just education but care and
support there for very special kids, and I am really very
proud to have been able to be associated and play a
small role in securing additional funding of
$11.5 million to relocate into purpose-built facilities at
the Noble Park SDS.
To Jacquie Lowther and all of her team at Noble Park, I
was pleased to visit there not long after the budget was
presented. There was a true celebration, a true energy, a
real spark in that community. They are so pleased to
have received that funding, and I look forward to
working with them closely to deliver that project that
will be of such importance to kids in our community
who have special needs, and of course their families.
I also mention the Monash Freeway. The budget
provides some additional funding for noise walls at the
overpass where the Monash Freeway passes over both
Jacksons Road and Police Road, near the Waverley
Gardens shopping centre. That project will be an
important boost as well, one that I know will be
welcomed.
This is a strong budget for my local community at
Mulgrave, a strong budget right across the state and
which, as I said at the outset, really does in every sense
invest the proceeds of sound financial management in
the services that are so important for every Victorian,
no matter where they live.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I am very pleased to
speak tonight to the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill.
This AAA-rated state budget is about the Brumby
Labor government continuing its investment in vital
services, building the right infrastructure for growth and
protecting the lifestyle of Victorian families across the
state.
During the very difficult global financial circumstances
over the past 12 months this government committed to
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creating and securing 35 000 Victorian jobs. We know
that in fact the work of this government in respect of
responsible economic management has created and
secured more than 99 300 Victorian jobs, generating
92 per cent of all the full-time jobs secured in Australia
over the past year. That is a fantastic achievement.
The commitment to manage the economy responsibly
and invest responsibly in infrastructure and other
measures to secure jobs cannot be underestimated when
it comes to protecting Victorian families. In this year’s
state budget, again because we have a strong financial
position as a result of good economic management, we
can invest in services that support Victorian families
and protect their lifestyle. Nothing is more important to
Victorian families than job security, and that is why we
will continue that work by committing to an additional
30 000 Victorian jobs in this budget.
In the past 12 months an area of focus with respect to
jobs has been the automotive industry. As a
government we are very aware of the need to work in
cooperation and partnership with our automotive
industry to ensure that we retain a strong, viable and
efficient car industry. Not only does that partnership
create direct jobs in car manufacturing, but it has other
benefits, such as securing production of the Hybrid
Camry at the Toyota Altona facility, which is a plant
that employs over 3000 people. This partnership is
important to our economy, because that work generates
technologies and skills that can then be transferred
across all sectors of Victorian manufacturing.
I mention Toyota because this government’s
cooperation and partnership with the company in
Altona and other areas directly relates to jobs and
investment in my local community. Last Friday I was
very pleased to attend the opening of the new
Chadstone Toyota dealership on Dandenong Road. It is
a wonderful new building with a very impressive new
service centre. This is a very strong investment in our
local community by Graeme Ward, the dealer principal
at Chadstone Toyota. This strong investment that he
and his team of 65 have made in the facility on
Dandenong Road certainly means that the business will
remain in our community for a long time to come, and
that is very good news for our local area.
I will turn to a section of the budget I am very
interested in. There are always many areas of the
budget I would like to speak about, but one area this
year that particularly interests me is climate change.
This budget commits funding for the $175 million Jobs
for the Future Economy action plan. This is a fantastic
plan, which is about tackling climate change and
generating new jobs, innovations and new
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opportunities. Importantly it is about a partnership
between government and the community to do that. The
action plan outlines Victoria’s next steps — what we
will do to develop industries for the future, secure jobs,
foster new skills and ensure our economic,
environmental and social development for the long
term. The plan will ensure that we in Victoria can take
advantage of new areas of opportunity. As the Premier
has said, climate change presents challenges but it also
presents opportunities. These are new areas of
opportunity that we need to look at as we reduce carbon
emissions and, importantly, as we tackle climate
change.
I will outline some areas of the plan. I think they are
very important. There is an allocation of $60 million to
improve the energy and water efficiency of the state’s
hospitals, schools and government buildings under the
Greener Government Buildings program; this will
secure an additional 250 jobs. The program will also
save more than $7 million per year through reduced
energy and water consumption and will save
130 000 tonnes of greenhouse gases each year.
There is an allocation of $5 million for up to 10 solar
hubs, delivering 8.6 megawatts of community-based
solar power and providing job opportunities for more
than 500 accredited installers.
There is $10 million for new water measures for
households and industry. This will deliver opportunities
for thousands of our registered plumbers. Importantly
this will deliver some 5000 additional rebates for
rainwater tanks and 12 000 additional rebates for
dual-flush toilets and bring the total number of
low-flow shower heads exchanged to 500 000, which is
a great achievement.
There is $10 million for new skill initiatives that will
ensure the green skills needs of today and of the future
are met. This will help more than half a million
vocational education and training students, including
over 100 000 apprentices and trainees, access green
skills.
There is $12 million for seven new research and
industry partnership projects to develop new renewable
energy, water, construction and manufacturing
technologies, which will help make Victoria a more
productive and sustainable state.
There is $57.9 million to help increase recycling and to
tackle litter. Together with the recent increase in the
levy for sending recyclable material to landfill, this will
support up to 700 jobs.
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The issue of climate change is extremely important to
residents in my electorate, and I have informed
residents of this plan. I have received a great deal of
very interested response to the plan, with many
residents seeking more detailed information, and of
course I am very happy to provide that. In particular I
have been very pleased to receive more information
from local residents about products they are developing
and producing that will help reduce our carbon
footprint and, importantly, provide jobs.
Antonella Benvenuto contacted me, and I have been in
contact with her. She has a wonderful company down
in Cheltenham called Stikki. She has provided me with
information about products they are producing here in
Cheltenham using 100 per cent carbon neutral paper
produced in Australia by ENVI. This is a fantastic
initiative. Not only are the notes self-adhesive but they
are made, as I said, on carbon neutral paper, as the
company’s other products are, and they are printed on
100 per cent Australian paper.
I have also received information from Ian Edmeades
about OES CNG SmartGas, which is compressed
natural gas for use as a fuel in vehicles. I admit that I do
not know a lot about this, but I intend to find out more.
It does look like something that is innovative and is
certainly producing jobs. I note that they have opened
Australia’s first natural vehicle fuel centre in Aspendale
Gardens. I think that is close to your electorate,
Speaker.
What this clearly shows me is that many residents and
companies are actively seeking ways we can tackle
climate change while protecting and creating jobs, and I
am very pleased that as a state government we are also
focused on the ways we can develop those industries
for the future, secure jobs and, importantly, foster new
skills. The companies that have already contacted me
show quite clearly that the opportunities are there for
government, community and business to work in
partnership on this important issue.
I now turn to health, an issue that I have spoken about
at every opportunity in any budget debate because it has
always been an area of high priority for residents in the
Oakleigh electorate. This government has invested very
strongly in our health system in every budget since
coming to office. Since 1999 recurrent funding for
health and aged-care services has increased by 130 per
cent. An extra $5.2 billion of capital funding was
invested between 1999 and the 2009–10 budget to
build, upgrade and modernise health and aged-care
facilities across Victoria. We have the rebuilding of the
Austin Hospital and the Royal Women’s Hospital, and
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the new Royal Children’s Hospital is rising out of the
ground as we speak.
I will give a few examples of how we have been able to
progressively improve health service infrastructure
which is used by and of local interest to residents in my
electorate. There is $60 million for a purpose-built
elective surgery centre at the Alfred hospital, which has
helped enormously in terms of elective surgery.
Monash Medical Centre, which is part of Southern
Health, is very important to my community. There is
$10 million to expand and improve the emergency
department and $4.8 million for the new pregnancy and
assessment unit, which is going to be a fantastic
initiative in our local area, to be finished this year.
The Monash Moorabbin campus will have a $3 million
upgrade for same-day elective surgery; there is
$19 million to expand the cancer treatment facilities;
$1.8 million for the dialysis patient unit at Monash
Medical Centre; and $3 million for new operating
theatres at the Moorabbin elective surgery service.
These are a few examples of the great work that has
already been done by this government in the health
area. This budget delivers record investment in health,
and with the COAG (Council of Australian
Governments) agreement on health reform our state
budget investment sees a $4 billion health budget boost.
At a local level for my electorate this record investment
will see the provision of $407.5 million to redevelop
Box Hill Hospital, which is part of Eastern Health. My
electorate touches on that area, and a lot of people look
to Box Hill Hospital for their health services.
Importantly, as the minister touched on before, there
will be $10.9 million to expand acute and intensive care
services at the Monash Children’s hospital, which will
double the number of paediatric intensive care beds
from 5 to 10 and provide 10 additional paediatric
inpatient beds, taking the number from 54 to 64, and
4 extra neonatal intensive care cots, taking the number
from 20 to 24. That is an important boost for Monash
Children’s hospital. The funding will also be used
towards the construction of a family room, and I thank
Ronald McDonald House, which will contribute
$350 000 towards that family room which is so
essential — —
Mr Andrews — A great partnership.
Ms BARKER — It is a great partnership. That
family room is essential for children requiring ongoing
treatment at Monash.
This funding for Monash Children’s hospital is most
important. The figures I have been given indicate that
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last year over 27 000 children, including
1195 premature babies, received care at Monash
Children’s. There is absolutely no doubt that we will
need to continue to work with Southern Health on the
future development of more children’s services for the
south-east. I am certainly committed to that task, and I
know all members in that area who sit on this side of
the house are of the same opinion.
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I will very quickly touch on a project for Oakleigh
which I spoke about on the adjournment debate and
which will be extremely beneficial to my local
community. It is the Cultural Precincts and Community
Infrastructure Fund. I am committed to seeing Oakleigh
declared a cultural precinct. We have known it for
many years.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.

Capital funding is always very important, but what is
also important is recurrent funding to provide clinical
services. The COAG agreement along with record
investment by the state government will mean that over
the next four years 150 000 more emergency
department patients will be treated each year within the
new 4-hour time frame, 34 000 more patients will
receive elective surgery sooner and an additional
332 subacute beds will be made available, enabling the
treatment of 5000 patients annually.
There are more services and more funding. As we have
done since 1999, we will continue to invest in health. It
is very important to my electorate, and I congratulate
the Minister for Health on his efforts to ensure that not
only did we get more money but we got a record boost
in health funding in this state budget.
I will very quickly touch on education. I have heard a
lot of comments in this place about the BER (Building
the Education Revolution) buildings. I was very proud
to be at Amsleigh Park Primary School last Friday
morning with Anna Burke, the federal member for
Chisholm, when the beautiful BER building was
opened, and it is operational. We will need to continue
to work with the school in the future to see that the
junior school area is rebuilt, and I am committed to that.
At Sussex Heights Primary School I think the BER
building is finished, and we are now moving to the
$2.25 million state funding for the remainder of the
school. Oakleigh Primary School has received
$500 000 in modernisation funds from the state
government in the last 12 months to complete an
outdoor performing arts area, and the BER building is
well under way. At Hughesdale Primary School the
BER project is under way. For Glen Huntly Primary
School the budget confirms $300 000 of state funding
to support its BER project and the same for Carnegie
Primary School.
Education is extremely important. We have some issues
with the Carnegie kindergarten, and we have a capacity
issue in the Glen Eira City Council area, but
unfortunately there has been no cooperative approach
from the council.

Ms BARKER — The member for Bulleen knows it
very well. He visits it often; so he should, and so should
all members, because it is a great place to go.
We also have an additional $1 million for community
grants, bringing the total to $5.6 million in the coming
year. This is a huge boost to funding for those very
important multicultural groups in all of our electorates.
They do fantastic work and they deserve the funding.
This is a great state budget once again, and I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak in support of the Appropriation
(2010/2011) Bill and to commend Treasurer John
Lenders, who delivered this wonderful budget in May,
because the budget is important for all Victorians but
particularly for those in the western region. This budget
is about jobs, and that is why it is a good Labor budget,
one that only a Labor government could deliver to
Victoria.
To put it in context, the budget was delivered during a
very difficult time in the world when the worst
economic downturn in many decades was occurring,
and it aimed at securing 35 000 jobs over the coming
year fundamentally by investing in infrastructure and
stimulating economic activity. Acting Speaker, as you
know, over the past 12 months almost 100 000 new
jobs have been created in Victoria by good, sound
economic management and by good policies, good
programs, a good government and good stewardship by
the Premier, the Treasurer and the other ministers. We
have recorded the highest full-time jobs growth of any
state and accounted for almost half of all new jobs
created nationwide. What a record creation of
employment!
As you know, Acting Speaker, if there is one thing that
is important to all Australians and all Victorians, to the
people you represent and those I represent and to my
colleagues on both sides of the house but especially on
our side of the house, it is jobs, because with jobs
comes education, with jobs comes good health, with
jobs come security and housing for families and a
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whole range of other important matters that translate
into quality of life.
Victoria is now undeniably the engine room of
Australia’s jobs growth. No other state comes near
Victoria’s jobs growth of 100 000 jobs, which have
been created here in Australia. These are jobs that did
not exist at this time last year, which create income and
security for Victorian families, new opportunities for
Victorian workers and indeed good opportunities for
local businesses with the confidence and capacity to
employ other people.
These things do not happen by accident. They happen
when good governments put good policies in place,
provide stewardship and are decisive about making the
right decisions and the tough decisions to ensure that
the economy continues to grow. We have done so
responsibly because with every budget we have
delivered surpluses, and as we are particularly aware in
the western suburbs, these surpluses are the services of
the future. They are the health workers, the hospital
workers, the teachers and the public transport workers
who will provide services to our communities. I am
proud of this budget, because it is the kind of budget
that Labor governments deliver, and deliver
responsibly. I commend the Minister for Health
because this budget delivers record funding to health,
which is a fundamental area for all Victorian families. I
know this only too well, because my parents, for
example, have been the recipients of wonderful services
provided by the Sunshine Hospital.
What a great budget it is for the western suburbs! Only
this government, as the member for Melton no doubt
remembers well, has had the capacity to deliver budgets
like this to the western suburbs under the leadership of
premiers Bracks and Brumby over the last decade or
more.
Acting Speaker, I know you will remember that Jim
Cairns, a minister in the Gough Whitlam government,
laid the fundamentally important foundation for the
Sunshine Hospital when he said, ‘We should have a
hospital to provide services for people in the western
suburbs’. Jim Cairns, said we should have one, and it
was the Bracks and the Brumby governments and the
current state Minister for Health who actually delivered
a proper hospital for the western suburbs — a generalist
hospital, which is a teaching hospital for both nurses
and doctors. It is a hospital that works in partnership
with the community and a hospital that includes an
emergency department, which we did not have when
we came into office.
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We remember well that it has been only this
government that has delivered these kind of services
and this hospital to the western suburbs. Let there be no
mistake — the people of the west, at the coming
election, will remember that it is this government that
delivered $90.5 million in the last budget in addition to
the funding of $73.5 million delivered in the 2008–09
budget. As the minister correctly summarised today,
this funding will deliver the completion of the hospital,
which will be a holistic hospital in the sense that it will
be able to provide all the services that are required for
the western suburbs. The $90.5 million boost for the
Sunshine Hospital redevelopment will deliver beds for
patients and additional capacity in the form of a new
special nursery. These are some of the features of this
$90.5 million continuation of the redevelopment of the
Sunshine Hospital.
I recently had the pleasure of attending with you,
Acting Speaker, and indeed with the Minister for
Health, a post-budget inspection of the hospital for the
purpose of examining what that budget allocation will
provide to the west. Let me inform the house that there
was a great deal of excitement, as you know, Acting
Speaker. Western suburbs constituents are genuinely
excited about this government delivering what is
understood to be fundamental for the region.
This important redevelopment will provide
128 inpatient beds, 30 day medical and chemotherapy
chairs, a special nursery with 8 extra cots and clinical
support services. This important redevelopment will
significantly boost the capacity of Sunshine Hospital to
meet the demands in Melbourne’s growing western
suburbs, and it will enable 22 000 additional patients to
be treated at the hospital each year. What a great
achievement by a good government with good policy!
What a great budget, indeed, for the western suburbs.
Since the budget was handed down, people have asked
me, ‘What does the budget mean for the western
suburbs?’, and indeed the media and constituents have
raised that question in relation to kindergartens. It gives
me great pleasure to be able to put on the record tonight
that the funding for additional kindergarten places will
ensure that we keep pace with the baby boom and
provide funding for every child enrolled in
four-year-old kindergarten, regardless of their location.
This is a very important qualification, because this
government delivers to all Victorians wherever they
live, and it has done so from 1999. We have made sure
that all of Victoria grows and benefits from the
dividends of good government and good financial
management, and that no matter where a family lives,
no matter what its postcode is, it will benefit.
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I also note for the record that the East Sunshine
Kindergarten will benefit from a funds allocation of
$44 781 — a very important amount of money for that
kindergarten in East Sunshine. Equally the Sunshine
South Kindergarten will benefit from $57 630; the
North Sunshine Kindergarten will benefit from $30 000
and the list goes on, including further funds that will
benefit St Albans Anglican Kindergarten. These
kindergartens have contacted my office. Many of the
people and the parents who have benefited from this
budget, and from the funds provided to them and to
their children, have made sure that the government
hears loudly and clearly that they acknowledge what
the government does.
There are other benefits arising out of the budget and it
would require much more than 15 minutes to place on
record what the benefits are, particularly for the western
suburbs. People have asked about level crossings to be
upgraded and it pleases me that the government
completed the Taylors Road grade separation in 2008.
Late last year the minister announced that the
government would investigate a grade separation —
rail under road — for Main Road, St Albans. This is
one of the issues, Acting Speaker, that you and I have
shared for a long time. It is very good that
commitments are made in relation to dealing with and
addressing this long-term issue and that we are getting
on with this job.
Another issue that is important to the community is
security or safety. The Brumby government
understands the importance of Victoria Police and the
Victoria Police command being able to decide where
their resources are allocated based on independent
operational needs. It is wonderful that we have
increased the number of police and have increased the
commitment that we made to police officers. Since
1999 the number of first-response officers has increased
in all police regions across Victoria, with Brimbank
now having 26.5 per cent more police than it did in
1999.
We could and should put on the record the amount of
additional expenditure. It would be remiss of me not to
mention other important commitments that we have
made. The Bendigo hospital has been allocated $473
million, I have mentioned Sunshine Hospital. Monash
Children’s has been allocated $11 million. I know
many residents in those regions, and I know how
happy, excited and committed they are to the
redevelopment and expansion of those services.
This is a good budget for working families. This is a
good budget for jobs. It is fundamental that members
on both sides of the house understand that without jobs
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other things do not come. I am really happy with and
committed to the leadership that the government has
provided in relation to securing employment. I suggest
there is nothing more important in the western region or
all around Victoria than securing employment, because
with employment comes family security, the provision
of health services — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr LANGUILLER — The provision of
opportunities, as the Minister for Health correctly
interjects. It gives all of us the opportunity to advance
and do better things in life. Education is also important.
I have been one of those who has benefited from good
Labor policies.
It would be remiss of me if I did not say that my father
has unfortunately had cancer. He has had to deal with
his cancer at the Sunshine Hospital and has said to me
many times that on many occasions he wishes he could
ring up the talkback programs in order to put on the
record what good services health workers provide to
patients; what a great job doctors, scientists, surgeons,
nurses and cleaners do; and what a great service they
provide to workers and working families who on
occasion may require the services of the Sunshine
Hospital.
I will conclude by again mentioning the Sunshine
Hospital, because I think it is one of those
extraordinarily good facilities that we have in the
western suburbs. It is one that works in partnership with
Victoria University, that works in partnership with the
Western Bulldogs and that works in partnership with
the whole community. I am delighted to conclude by
saying that it was Gough Whitlam’s dream to have a
hospital for the Sunshine area and the western suburbs,
and it was this government that delivered it.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — It is a great pleasure for
me to stand tonight and speak about the 2010–11
Brumby Labor government’s budget. It has been very
interesting to listen to the other members make their
contributions and hear of all the wonderful initiatives
that the Labor government is rolling out, not just around
Melbourne and the metropolitan area but throughout
regional and rural Victoria as well, because that is truly
what we try to do — that is, to govern for all
Victorians.
In my contribution I will give a bit of an overview of
the Victorian budget, and then I will talk particularly
about some economic aspects. I will talk about the
health investment that we are currently in the process of
implementing in Victoria. The investment that is being
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rolled out across the state is truly extraordinary. Then I
will talk for a little while about my electorate and the
initiatives that are being put in place for the people of
the Mordialloc electorate.

roads. That is part of the Victorian transport strategy. I
remember the criticism at the time, that there was no
money attached to that strategy. Here it is. We are
starting, and we are getting on with the job.

Firstly, I would like to offer my congratulations to the
Treasurer and to the Premier, who was the previous
Treasurer and who really laid the groundwork for the
economic certainty that we are currently privileged to
enjoy and pass on to the people of Victoria. As previous
speakers have noted, this is during the time of and
shortly after the global financial crisis. Due to the
strength of the budget we are actually able to cut taxes
and give back to business, increase the infrastructure
spend for all Victorians and at the same time keep a
surplus in the Victorian budget. I think that is a AAA
situation where we are cutting taxes, we are doing a
record infrastructure spend and we are still keeping a
surplus. In my previous committee life I was a member
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee where
we worked through the budget papers, and there is no
smoke and mirrors in this. It is straight up; it is what it
is. It is a great, solid budget.

In education we will fund the completion of the
rebuilding or modernising of 553 government schools,
which will exceed the government’s 2006 election
commitment. My memory goes back longer than that.
There are many more schools that have been rebuilt or
refurbished under this government. We have also had a
massive, record spend on education in Victoria.

As an overview, this budget will, as the member for
Derrimut said, deliver jobs. That is what we do: we
deliver jobs to working families so that they can
manage all the other aspects of their lives. In this
budget 30 000 jobs will be secured during 2010–11. In
health, as the Minister for Health previously said, this is
going to be a record $4 billion health budget in
partnership with the commonwealth government, and
that is an enormous investment in our health system. I
spoke with the Minister for Health earlier, and he
indicated that that contrasts with a $1 billion investment
over the seven years of the Kennett government from
1992–99. Between 1992 and 1999 the previous
government invested $1 billion.
Mr Nardella — How much?
Ms MUNT — One billion dollars over that entire
seven-year span. We are investing $4 billion in one
year, for the people of Victoria with the budget in
surplus. That is one budget. I think it is a mighty proud
achievement for this government.
There will be a record $9.5 billion infrastructure
investment in 2010–11, which will include a new
regional rail link that, by the way, will free up the
metropolitan system. There is the Parkville
comprehensive cancer centre and new and upgraded
hospitals, roads and schools, and I will return to that in
a bit more detail later. In transport there is an additional
$5.8 billion to deliver new rail lines, trams and train
stations, and there is the building and upgrading of key

That is because we believe every child should have a
good start in life. To do that we are funding an
additional 3590 kindergarten places so that every
child’s education can begin when they are four years
old. I was also very pleased when this became part of
the early childhood ministry so that those two different
parts of children’s education — the four-year-old
kindergarten and then the start of their school year —
could be coordinated.
We did not sack 800 police. We had promised an
additional 1200 or 1400 police, which has been
delivered in full; now we are guaranteeing another
1966 front-line police for Victoria over the next five
years. They will be delivered and will be on the force.
For bushfire recovery there is $254 million to rebuild
after the February 2009 bushfires and to continue to
support those communities that need our support so
much.
We have created close to 100 000 new jobs in Victoria
over the past 12 months, which is almost half of all jobs
created in Australia. Victoria is the powerhouse of the
Australian economy. I would also like to note that
Victoria has probably got the strongest budget in
Australia. Of all the state and federal government
budgets, it is the Victorian budget that has stayed in
surplus every year while continuing to deliver record
spend on all of the areas on which the government has
to deliver record spend.
We also have a forecast economic growth of 3.25 per
cent in 2010–11, which reflects our economy’s
resilience and also the prudent management of the
Treasurer, John Lenders, and the previous Treasurer
and now Premier, John Brumby.
We have kept our AAA rating. I am not going to skip
over the AAA rating, because it is very important to the
Victorian people. What the AAA rating does is allow us
to access funds at the lowest possible interest rate to
continue that infrastructure spend. Some people say,
‘Why do you not spend more and just blow it out?’.
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Because it would actually increase the costs of funds
for the people of Victoria, and we will not go there. We
have had a commitment to keep in surplus every year,
and we will continue that commitment.

services expansion — and I will return to that shortly;
MonashLink Community Health Service, Glen
Waverley; and the new Bendigo hospital — an
investment of $473 million.

I would like to spend a moment talking about business.
Most members on this side of the house probably do
not talk about business, but I do because I have been
involved in it. The Braeside and Cheltenham East area
in my electorate is one of the biggest business areas in
Victoria. The arc between Dandenong and Cheltenham
East covers the second biggest business area in
Victoria; it actually has more business than Perth and
Adelaide combined. It is a huge business area, and it is
in or close to my electorate.

There is also the Northern Health Catheterisation
Laboratory expansion, the Olivia Newton-John Cancer
and Wellness Centre, the Royal Melbourne Hospital
Allied Health redevelopment and the Sunshine Hospital
expansion — that joins a new women’s hospital, a
children’s hospital currently under construction, and a
new dental hospital. Compare that health spend to the
paltry amount spent by the opposition in its years in
government; I would be ashamed if I were an
opposition member.

I would also like to add that while we have been
implementing this infrastructure spend, the government
has not forgotten about business — it is business as
well as government that generates jobs, and I remind
the house that 31 000 Victorian businesses will benefit
from $193 million worth of payroll tax cuts over the
next four years thanks to a 0.05 percentage point
reduction in the payroll tax rate effective from 1 July.

I return to mention the $11 million Monash hospital
redevelopment. Some years ago a member of my
family was in Monash Medical Centre. It was in 1998,
which was at the end of the Kennett years, and this
member of my family was in there for a month. During
that time the centre was so short staffed that the staff
were beside themselves. There were no cleaners; I think
the cleaning had gone out to contract. If the sheets got
changed, I changed them. I stayed there, I changed the
sheets and I provided the food.

The rate of payroll tax will reduce from 4.95 per cent to
4.9 per cent, so Victoria will now have its lowest rate of
payroll tax for 35 years. Businesses in Victoria with a
payroll between $5.5 million and $17.95 million will
pay the lowest payroll tax in Australia. Victoria is the
best state in Australia for mid-sized businesses to do
business. But that is not all: Victoria’s businesses will
also be $240 million better off over the next four years
thanks to a 3.5 per cent cut to WorkCover premiums.
That is happening because the government supports
small business and the individuals who work so hard to
make a go of them.
I would quickly like to go through the highlights of the
Victorian budget in health and then speak a little about
my electorate.
Mr Andrews — That will take you a while.
Ms MUNT — Yes, it would probably take more
than 50 minutes, I think, and certainly more than
5 minutes. The budget highlights include the Aged Care
Land Bank stage 5; Austin Health Community Care
Unit; Ballarat Regional Integrated Cancer Centre; the
expanding health service capacity of Barwon Health to
service Geelong and its southern growth corridor; the
Coleraine Hospital redevelopment; the expansion of
intensive care and theatre capacity at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital; the Healesville Hospital upgrade;
the Leongatha Hospital redevelopment stage 2; the
$11 million Monash Children’s acute and intensive care

I was so proud to go there with the Minister for Health
recently and announce $11 million for the
redevelopment of paediatric services at Monash
Medical Centre. I was proud to be a Labor member
doing something which will totally transform the
paediatric and the neonatal intensive-care facilities at
that centre. I will read out the list: 10 extra paediatric
beds, 4 additional neonatal intensive care beds and
5 extra paediatric intensive care beds.
But that does not do justice to what we are really
doing — there will be a $600 000 ‘family room’, to
which the government is contributing $250 000, with
the rest being provided by Ronald McDonald House
Charities. The staff at the centre are absolutely thrilled
with this, and we thank them for the hard work they do.
While I was visiting the facility, tiny twin babies had
been born prematurely. These facilities will support
those families at the time of greatest need with sick
little children, and that is where governments should be.
That is the space where we should be, and we are.
In the couple of minutes available to me I would like to
talk about my electorate. This budget will provide
funding for a premium station upgrade for the Parkdale
and Highett railway stations. With the premium
upgrade there is first-to-last staffing; from the first train
to the last train the stations will be manned. That will
mean that every premium station in my electorate will
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be manned from first train to last train. When I was first
elected there may have been one station that was
manned, and now all of them will be manned. That is a
great comfort to all of those in my electorate who use
those train stations, particularly schoolchildren. There
are a lot of schools in my electorate, and many
schoolchildren use those stations to go to and from
school.
There is also $500 000 for the renewal of visitor
facilities and walking tracks at Braeside Park. The
Friends of Braeside Park is a fabulous little group. Its
volunteer members work so hard and for so long. They
will work with Parks Victoria to look at where this
funding can best be spent. I do not think they have ever
seen funding like it before.
I would like to sum up by saying that this is a good
Labor budget. It is a surplus budget while still
providing record spend in all of the areas where
governments need to spend. It is not just about money
and figures. We are supporting people and families. We
are providing a safety net and conditions for them to
live their lives hopefully without government
interference but with all of the services provided for
them so they can make their choices. It is a good
Brumby government budget, and I congratulate
Treasurer Lenders.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am delighted to be joining
other members in singing praises about this budget
brought down by our illustrious Treasurer. Tonight I
am going to pay homage. I know that a member in
another place will take me to task about using the word
‘homage’, but this is a truly incredible budget.
I will start with a subject that is very close to my
heart — that is, multicultural affairs. I note that the
member for Bulleen is sitting at the table in his capacity
as the shadow minister for multicultural affairs and
citizenship. I have a lot to say in that area, not just
because I am the member of Parliament representing
the most multicultural electorate of the 88 seats in this
chamber but because we tend to forget that something
like 26 per cent of the people in this state are of ethnic
backgrounds or related to such. In my electorate 56 per
cent of the people are from non-Anglo backgrounds.
Therefore it is appropriate and only fitting that I spend a
bit of time on this subject.
The other area which is also very close to my heart is
tourism, trade and investment from overseas and here.
My list goes on. But in the short time I have, let me
start with multicultural affairs. I cannot help but notice
that just about every year, every time we have a budget
debate, the member for Bulleen cannot help himself. He
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tries to talk down, criticise, blame or condemn the
multicultural affairs budget of this government. I
remind him while he is sitting at the table that during
the first term of the Kennett government there was
zero — nil, nothing — funding in that area. The
Kennett government scrapped the multicultural
commission, and 80 staff there were just gone and were
without jobs. They were front-line people who were
servicing the ethnic community. Not a cent was
disbursed or given to the ethnic communities. It took
that government until the end of its seven-year term to
reach the $700 000 a year mark.
This government picked it up from there. With the last
budget we reached $4 million plus, and with this budget
we are going to $6 million. This is more than a
1000 per cent increase, if you want to talk about
percentage points. Has any other budget anywhere in
the world increased by more than 1000 per cent? No.
But the Bracks and Brumby Labor governments have
been caring, concerned and very focused on the sharing
and engaging with communities of people from other
cultural backgrounds.
It is not just that. A couple of times the member for
Bulleen has raised the cultural precincts and the
so-called funding. The last budget allocated something
like $3 million to upgrade and beautify the Chinese
precinct in Chinatown, the Greek precinct next door
and also the Italian precinct in Carlton. This budget
takes the amount to $12 million. That is a 400 per cent
increase for just one area — the cultural precincts. No
other government in Australia has done that, but this
Brumby government has done it. It knows that people
from different cultural backgrounds have a lot to share
and to be proud of and that it is only appropriate that
the government take action to highlight, foster, develop
and increase cultural sharing by people of what they
have to offer other communities.
It is not just that. It also means jobs, because by
beautifying those ethnic precincts naturally tourism is
also increased. Let me take my electorate as an
example, particularly the Springvale area in the
south-east corner of my electorate. I am talking about
more than 151 languages being spoken and more than
200 nationalities mixing vibrantly on a day-to-day
basis. We have a mosque, two Buddhist temples —
Mahayana and Hinayana — different sects of
Christianity, and the list goes on and on. If you took a
trip in the area just visiting all those religious places, it
would almost be like a cultural and religious trip that
would enhance your awareness of what a multicultural
society in Victoria is all about. Therefore you are
creating interest, tolerance, understanding and a feeling
of sharing and togetherness. This is very important, and
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the government knows that this is a very important
element in a community like Victoria. That is why
former US President Clinton always regarded Australia,
and particularly Victoria, as a shining example of how
we can live together as a community.
In relation to funding in the ethnic affairs and
multicultural affairs areas, we have diversified the
different grants to the community. One has to admit
that the Victorian Multicultural Commission has done a
fantastic job in terms of meeting the needs or the
aspirations of these communities. It has gone from
being a simple organisation with support funding —
so-called, going back to the Kennett years — to seven,
eight or nine different varieties of funding, which has
helped the elderly ethnic groups. There are a lot of them
now, especially when you are talking about the
post-Second World War communities like the Italian,
Polish and Greek communities. They are now ageing
and they have their different needs. They have their
own clubs, they need to upgrade their cooking facilities
and their kitchens, and funding that especially targets
that area has been so well received. I cannot stop
thinking about how they are smiling. The number is so
many, but the funding meets their needs and helps to
pay off those upgrades; it really makes a difference to
their lives and to their retirement years.
We are also funding festivals, and Victoria holds a
whole range of festivals from around the world. In my
electorate the City of Kingston has come up with these
fantastic ideas through its Greek-born councillor
Cr Arthur Athanasopoulos, who dubbed the annual
summer event the Globe to Globe Festival. This is a
whole range of festivals of dance, music and
you-name-it events which come into the local park and
people have a real ball. It is fantastic.
Just across the road in Monash the so-called Clayton
Festival has brought out a whole different community,
parading and playing music and song in the Clayton
shopping strips. Every year in February it coincides
with the Chinese New Year celebrations. In the
Springvale shopping centre the Chinese New Year
lunar celebration, now in its 18th year, is also being
funded by this government through the Victorian
Multicultural Commission. Each one of these has deep
and profound effects on the lives of the people, because
it means a lot to them. It means the government
recognises their past, their roots, their contribution, their
sharing of this culture, this diversity through the whole
community, making them proud and making this state
proud. It is very significant in terms of that funding.
The list goes on and on.
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I am aware of the short time I have left. Many other
members have quoted figures about Victoria’s AAA
credit rating and about jobs. It is an understatement to
say that this budget is about jobs, jobs and jobs; it is
about unemployment. To talk about employment is also
to talk about unemployment. Victorians can walk proud
and tall when it comes to unemployment figures.
I had the opportunity to be part of a parliamentary
delegation to Europe three months ago. We visited
Germany, France, Belgium and England. It is common
knowledge now, as we have heard, that Spain has
unemployment of more than 20 per cent. At the time
we were in Europe the rate of unemployment in France
was 12 per cent while Italy’s rate was 16 per cent.
People in those countries are so envious of us.
Australia has come through this so-called global
financial crisis with flying colours, and people overseas
know Victoria leads the pack. This has not happened
overnight, this did not just happen because we were
lucky; it is because we have people like the Premier and
the Treasurer. That is why I say I pay homage: both are
very special; they care, they are very focused and this is
a Labor government. We are leading the pack in
Australia. Nobody can compare to us; they do not even
come near, so we should be very proud and recognise
where credit is due.
I could go on and on. I have statistics about our exports,
particularly to China, which is now our top trading
partner. I notice that the Minister for Industry and Trade
is at the table. She, more than anybody else who has
inherited this portfolio, should be very proud of our
great effort in selling Victoria to the rest of the world
and particularly to northern Asia. In my capacity as
special adviser to the Premier on Victoria-Asia business
relations I am very proud of everything we have
achieved in that field. We are second to none. In fact
our 13 overseas posts are forging ahead, selling
Victoria non-stop so that we can bring the bacon home
here. We have got product to show the world; other
states cannot compete.
Members should not forget that we are not a
resource-rich state like Western Australia or
Queensland. We have only our brains, our efforts and
our concentration that we sell to the world, especially to
the Chinese. We have our services. We have a whole
range of products that the Chinese want to learn from
us. We know that China competes very quickly, but we
still have to stay ahead of them so that we can continue
to sell and make money.
Of course we can talk about education export and we
can go on talking about tourism. I have many times
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sung the praises of the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events for doing the right thing for Victoria and beating
the other states. We do not have iconic buildings such
as the Sydney Opera House and the Sydney Harbour
Bridge, and we do not have the iconic beaches of the
Gold Coast or the north-western part of Western
Australia, which are all iconic, yet we are ahead
because we do the right thing. The minister and the
Premier have mentioned during question time how
successful Victoria has been in attracting tourism from
overseas and interstate through the various iconic
events.
We are well known; we were voted the event capital of
the world, let alone the whole range of other titles won.
It has been on the Labor government’s watch under the
Premier and the Treasurer that we have achieved all
this. Therefore I pay homage to them. I think it is only
appropriate we recognise that this government has done
the right thing by Victoria.
I do not have a chance to talk about my electorate, but
let me point to one thing in the short time I have left.
That upgrade to Westall station cost $153 million. I do
not want to mention the whole range of funding for
hospitals and schools — the people at every school in
my electorate have not stopped smiling when they walk
into the schools and into all those other places,
including the hospital. The Minister for Health has been
visiting the local hospital, the Monash Medical Centre
at Clayton, more often than I have, every time to
announce more funding, more money to give us the
best health care system in the world.
I think it is only appropriate that we recognise that this
is the budget that cares. I have not even talked about it
being a budget for a fairer Victoria, but we should all
recognise its importance.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — Tonight I will do something
outrageous — and, as the 3AW program introduction
goes, I will tell the truth — and say that this will be my
last budget speech! That is the truth! Having started that
way and got the attention of all members with this
opening remark, it is with pleasure that I support the
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill and the budget
presented by the Treasurer. This is a budget that I am
pleased to see as it involves the finishing of an almost
lifetime job I had commenced — that is, lobbying for
the building of a hospital in St Albans. It is called the
Sunshine Hospital, and it is in Furlong Road.
The history of it is that it was to be built on Ballarat
Road in Sunshine. However, the site was too small,
reflecting our aims and aspirations of some 30 years
back, and we later convinced the powers that were there
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at the time, through lobbying, to purchase a new site. I
believe the new site is almost going to be too small
given the money that has been allocated for that
hospital!
I well recall having been on the hospital committee
when we were lobbying the then Liberal government to
build it because the funds were available through the
Whitlam government. But then Premier Bolte had the
final say on where the hospital was going to be and
what was going to happen; all he did was dig a big hole
and stop at that. For years we had nothing there but a
big hole in the ground.
Again then, as a young activist I and some colleagues
organised protest meetings in the lead-up to every
budget to try to get some work done. Eventually we
finished up with a concrete shell, and that stayed there
for several years; it was called a hospital. The late Jack
Refshauge was the chairman of our building committee
and hospital committee, the only trouble being that the
committees were for a hospital without any doctors and
without any services.
My question was always: when will I be able to go
there? When will I be able to take my kids there when
they have an accident and break a leg or an arm? As
members know, children have a lot of backyard
accidents. There was nothing there; we always had to
take the kids to the children’s hospital.
I am pleased to say that with the progressive Labor
governments, particularly in later years, we have
achieved a very good facility. In the Cain era Prince
Henry’s Hospital was closed and the government was
going to shift the hospital holus-bolus out to the
Furlong Road site in the western suburbs. However, the
unions, the staff and just about everybody opposed that.
We were only given a quarter of it; the rest went to
Monash, and we lost out once again at that time.
But with the Bracks and Brumby governments we have
been going ahead in leaps and bounds. With the
universities coming in behind the push and the current
minister making big announcements about the
development of cancer treatment, bunkers being built,
increases in the number of beds and refurbishments.
Well over $200 million of state government money has
been spent there in several budgets. In particular there
was a recent announcement about a further $90 million
extension.
I have asked the current chair of the board of Western
Health, Ralph Willis, a former federal Treasurer, how
he intends to spend all that money within the budget
period. He needs one brilliant project after another to go
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ahead, so it is a constant building site; there is constant
development in the area. That is very pleasing and feels
very supportive. It is fitting, given that this is my last
budget speech in this chamber, to see that project being
completed and being complemented with another
iconic project, the Victoria University campus.
We established the university’s forerunner, the Western
Institute, in St Albans with Ian Cathie, the Minister for
Education in the Cain government at the time. That
evolved into Victoria University having a school of
nursing, which complements the fact the hospital is in
the area. When we look at it we can see that the nursing
needs and expansions on the part of this government at
the Furlong Road hospital have doubled and tripled as
time goes on.
We have been putting in medical practices, doctors,
nurses and radiology services and many other services.
We have the maternity wing. We have had
refurbishment and modernisation constantly going on,
keeping up with modern technology. Initially we were
not able to get an MRI (magnetic resonance imaging)
unit; we had to go across the road to a private one at
Footscray. Patients used to be put on stretcher beds.
Even at Footscray patients were wheeled across the
road to have MRIs carried out, because not even
Footscray hospital had an MRI unit, because the
previous federal Liberal government minister would not
approve it.
We have come a long way in our medical care for the
people of the western suburbs. This being my last
budget speech in this house, I can say I will certainly
continue to agitate for services for the western suburbs
after I am retired from Parliament, because it is the
squeaky wheel that gets the oil, and we need to do that.
I turn to health and education facilities. My electorate
has tertiary education facilities now. It has the Victoria
University Secondary College, again a project that has
been in the making for the last 10 years. The local
community lobbied to achieve that, and the local
western suburbs members backed the principle of that
being established; they supported it. This was a
fantastic step forward for the people of the western
suburbs. We have the students, the people and the
intellect in the area, which means we are able to utilise
those facilities, have the services and provide our own
doctors and nurses in the future. We are also able to get
the people we will need in the medical field, including
lecturers in the university. That is what is important in
the Labor government having committed itself to the
western suburbs in terms of those suburbs developing
their own base and people so they can service their own
community.
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I recall one Victoria University chancellor saying, ‘You
haven’t got the IQ scores out in the western suburbs, so
we have to get people from the eastern suburbs.
Therefore we are shifting our campuses and
concentrating in different areas of the west’ — instead
of positively supporting the people of the western
suburbs. We need the government to continue to
positively support the people of the western suburbs.
The western suburbs of Melbourne will always have a
high level of migrant population, including of people
from non-English-speaking backgrounds.
In recent years we have been fortunate that the
members of the Indian community settling in the area
have had a good command of the English language.
This is tremendous. They have a lot to offer. They have
the ability and the aspiration to undertake higher
education and to move in those fields, which is
tremendous. We often see full-fee paying students
being pushed into hairdressing and catering. Their
ability, their IQ and their mental capacity is far greater
than that. They provide services within their own area.
In the future the government needs to allocate money to
study how we use and keep those people in the western
suburbs.
Once they graduate as doctors, chemists or dentists they
shift out to the eastern suburbs and other areas. We now
have estates, we have facilities that are socially
acceptable and we have all the private schools in the
area that are needed. They have these services. The
husband may be a doctor who works in the western
suburbs, but the wife does not want to shift and she
does not want to move their kids because the new area
does not have appropriate schools for them.
Dr White served with me on the Sunshine Hospital
committee years ago. He travelled from Dromana. He
worked there in the aged-care field, but his family did
not shift into the area. This situation has changed in the
western suburbs, particularly in the last 10 years,
because of this government. Bus services have been
provided. Road infrastructure and train services have
been modernised in our area.
We were always the last to get new trains and new
services on the Sydenham line. We electrified the
Sydenham line; we are now going to electrify the line
to Sunbury. That is a tremendous project. It has a great
community benefit.
There was the grade separation of Taylors Road, which
cost $60 million. The grade separation of Kings Road
cost $25 million. It makes it safe to commute across
those areas. There is still more work to be done. I
would particularly like to see a grade separation take
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place around the St Albans level crossing. It is a shame
I cannot say that has been achieved during my term in
this Parliament or during the term I have served my
electorate, but I will be lobbying for that and will
continue to support the grade separation on that great
project. It will require a lot of money. It will need
federal funding. The federal government needs to
commit itself to this like it committed itself to the
Springvale crossing project. That project had 50-50
federal-state funding. The federal government needs to
do the same for the St Albans level crossing. This
concerns two federal electoral seats at the moment.
Only a small amount from each of their budgets is
needed.
It is also important that we improve the Calder
Highway. The Calder Highway Improvement
Committee has campaigned for years for developments
outside my electorate of Keilor. In recent years it has
campaigned to have an overpass at Calder Park Drive
and a cloverleaf interchange on the Calder Highway.
We have got funding in the budget to start works on the
Kings Road overpass cloverleaf interchange on the
Calder Highway to make it safe. There is still the
Sunshine Avenue part of that project left. I am pleased
to see the Calder Highway Improvement Committee is
now raising those issues rather than looking further
afield, as it has in the past. It is an important thing.
We developed the Deer Park bypass. That is fantastic
for my community in the Keilor electorate, which
includes Caroline Springs, Taylors Hill and Hillside.
People go down Gourlay Road, Caroline Springs
Boulevard and then onto the Deer Park bypass and
20 minutes later they are in the city. It is of tremendous
benefit to the community in my area.
The Deer Park bypass enables access to the city for
those in the western suburbs. It is a great leap forward.
People neither understand nor realise that they are so
close to the city. I cannot understand why people want
to buy land in Casey, Whittlesea and those sorts of
places from where it takes them an hour or an hour and
a half to get into the city. From Rockbank, Caroline
Springs and Melton you are about half an hour from the
city on a good day. That is the longest trip you need to
take.
That is fantastic work that has been carried out by this
government in successive budgets.
Mr Nardella — And the local member.
Mr SEITZ — Yes, and the local member for
Melton who lobbied on that one. We all have.
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It is a great pleasure to stand here and speak on behalf
of the people of the Keilor electorate. The Keilor
electorate — if, Acting Speaker, you will let me indulge
the house — is a big area. The western suburbs and the
northern suburbs were in my electorate when I came
into Parliament in 1982. The electorate started from
Geelong Road. Polling booths were all over there. I had
all of Sunshine and part of Altona. My electorate went
right across to Whittlesea, Broadmeadows, Bulla and
the old cities, as they were known then, and across to
the Hume Highway on the other side. I had all of that
region in the outer area.
Seeing the development that has taken place under this
government is fantastic. I have also seen the
development of the SES, which is the State Emergency
Service, which was a volunteer organisation. The
government has now put money into that and put it on a
professional footing. The government is funding and
developing it. The Brimbank SES unit received
$42 000 for a new vehicle; the Melton SES unit that
operates at Taylors Hill and Hillside has received extra
funds for new vehicles and equipment. It is very
important that we have community safety in mind,
particularly because of the freak storms and the weather
we experience these days. We can see the important
part those organisations play in our society. The
community comes to rely on them, as evidenced by the
number of calls they receive all the time from people
who need emergency services because of road
accidents or storm damage or when some kids get into
mischief and get stuck in a storm drain somewhere in
the area. That has happened in Broadmeadows West at
times.
I wish the bill a speedy passage through the house. I say
to the Treasurer in regard to the next budget not to
forget the Keilor electorate where I live and have lived
for the last 50-odd years or more. I will be reminding
people we still have needs in that area. The 3000 people
in the area who have come to see me to say goodbye
have suggested 31 items that have not been completed
but are on their wish list; they wish them to be funded
and carried out. One of them, which is their
no. 1 priority, is a roundabout at the Taylors Road and
Kings Road intersection — that wish is expressed by all
sides. That item is followed by the wish to have a grade
separation at the St Albans level crossing.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — What a ripper
budget. What a budget for the great people of Victoria.
What a budget that is a Labor budget, a budget for all
Victorians — a growth budget, a jobs budget, an
education budget, a health budget, a public transport
budget, a roads budget, a budget for the environment.
The list goes on and on.
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The first thing I want to talk about is the Friends of the
Melton Botanic Garden (FMBG). What a great
organisation it is and what a great team of people is
involved in building a dream and having a vision to
establish a botanic garden in Melton. The group is
expertly and professionally led by John Bentley, with
the help of his wife, Jill Bentley, and includes Alan
Benson and his wife; Alan and Jean Partridge; Margaret
and Dave Peters and their son David; Janet Dyke and
her family; Lyn Nardella; Lynette Reihling; David and
Barbara Pye; Lyn and Simone Holdsworth, who are
also involved in the Friends of Toolern Creek; Cathy
Powers; Graham Proctor; Verna and John Reed;
Glenda Hutchinson; Cassie Broughton; Sophie
Ramsay; Broden Borg; and many other volunteers.

I am going to make the Leader of the Opposition an
offer he cannot refuse. I am prepared to sit down with
him and help him prepare a speech, a draft response for
him to deliver in this house. That is how I would like to
help the Leader of the Opposition to do some work in
the house, because he is invisible. He does not speak on
bills. He has not spoken on the budget. It is beyond him
to speak on bills. Fancy that — a Leader of the
Opposition who rarely contributes to debate in this
house other than to front up at question time when the
cameras are rolling. You want to have the cameras
rolling; you want theatrics — and I am not bad at
theatrics — but he, par excellence, the invisible man,
needs a camera rolling to come into the house to make a
contribution.

Much planning and work has been done to establish the
Melton Botanic Garden with the assistance and
leadership of Neville Smith, CEO of Melton Shire
Council, Brett Luxford and the other council officers
and councillors. Max Coster from Vision for Werribee
wants to help to establish the first stage of the
eucalyptus arboretum, and a working party has been
established to do this. The FMBG needs some support
to plant this first stage, and I will be talking to ministers
and asking them to provide funding for this great
initiative, which should be supported.

He fronts up at question time, but he has not really got
the ticker to come in here at any other time to make a
contribution. He is pretty lazy; he has no policy and he
does not speak on other matters in the house that give
him the opportunity. Virtually every week we have a
matter of public importance to debate. Has he come in
here to give a contribution? No, he is missing in action.

I now want to talk about the opposition response to the
budget. I think the Leader of the Opposition is a
superhero par excellence. No-one comes close to him
as the invisible man. Why? Because in this house he is
invisible. He has not spoken on the budget. He has not
come into this house and spoken on the budget.
All the other members from the other side of the
house — —

Then there is the grievance debate. He can have up to
15 minutes to make a contribution, but no, the invisible
man is not here. He does not want to make a
contribution. It is a bit beyond him. He is missing in
action.
There are also the 90-second members statements,
when the Leader of the Opposition could have
90 seconds to make a contribution to the house, to earn
his pay in this place, but no, he is missing in action.
Then he could have 3 minutes out of the 30 minutes for
the raising of matters in the adjournment debate to
make a contribution to debate in this house, but again
he is missing in action.

Ms Allan interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — Yes, Minister, it is a no. All
the other members from the Liberal Party and The
Nationals and the Independent member for Gippsland
East have spoken, and the Leader of the Opposition has
had since 3 May 2010 to do some work, to do some
research, to develop a speech and deliver it. But no, he
is missing in action. He is the invisible man.
I call on him to come into this house by the end of
tonight; we still have quite a bit of time. We will give
him his 15 minutes of fame and glory to come into the
house by tonight or by the close of business tomorrow
to deliver a speech — any speech. I do not care what is
in the speech — he can talk about the budget; that
would be really nice — but he can make any speech he
likes to this house.

Yet if you compare this situation to that of previous
opposition leaders you see that former opposition leader
Mr Doyle, my good friend, now the Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, was constantly in here making
contributions to debate in the house, and his example
should be used as a yardstick.
What about the member for South-West Coast? He is
still in here making contributions, always speaking,
always active, always up, always making sure that the
government is taken to account regardless of whether
the cameras are on him or not, yet the Leader of the
Opposition is still the invisible man.
I now want to talk about the contribution of the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Scoresby. What an
embarrassment! What a lack of understanding he shows
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of basic economics, of economics that should be
understood by anybody who has done form 5 — yes, I
am showing my age; I mean year 11! Anybody who
has done form 5 economics could come into this place
and give a contribution and understand what the
Victorian budget is about, but no, we have a shadow
Treasurer who has no understanding of that.
This superhero really does wear his underpants on the
outside. That is how good he is, and you can see that in
the privacy of his own home, because he does not
understand the budget. He went on about debt, but he
has no understanding of what good debt is, no
understanding what bad debt is. If you use debt to pay
recurrent funding, recurrent funding is — —
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — The honourable member for
Box Hill understands this. He should have been the
shadow Treasurer; he has the work ethic to be the
shadow Treasurer but has been bumped off. But the
shadow Treasurer should understand that if you create
debt to provide programs with recurrent funding, that is
bad debt. But you have good debt. You have debt that
does things like build infrastructure, major projects,
schools, hospitals, roads, kinders, community centres,
opening rail lines, extending rail lines, implementing
the Victorian transport plan, buses, new trams, new
V/Locity trains, new railways carriages, new platforms
at Southern Cross station that are being built at the
moment, new sports facilities for soccer and rugby,
local recreation fields and sporting facilities,
super-clinics, Country Fire Authority tankers, State
Emergency Service tankers, new police stations, and
refurbishing police stations. If you spend the debt in
creating the things that make our society better, if you
spend the debt in upgrading the schools, our no. 1
priority, in making sure that the teachers and students
have the best places to learn, that is good debt. That is a
lesson that the shadow Treasurer should learn very
quickly.
Opposition members who have spoken in the house
about this budget do not understand what good debt is.
Opposition members do not understand the needs of the
Victorian community, the needs of young people in our
community or the needs of our rural constituency and
rural families out there where the good debt provides
facilities and infrastructure for the future, for things like
the irrigation upgrades up around Shepparton; the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline; the Ballarat super-pipe; the
Bendigo super-pipe; the desalination plant that means
we will not have to rely on rain falling from the sky to
provide our drinking water; the north–south pipeline,
75 gigalitres; the Tarago Reservoir that has been put
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back into the system. This good debt also provides the
roads that we are putting in place; the freight action
plan that we have developed and will be implementing;
and the road upgrades.
All we get from the opposition is criticism of the things
that we are doing, when we are funding projects such as
the M1 upgrade; over $1 billion of funding has been
allocated to deal with the congestion that was created
by the Kennett government when it put together that
stupid traffic configuration at the end of the West Gate
Bridge and on the other side as well; the member for
Geelong will understand that.
We have had criticism from the opposition about one of
the greatest achievements of our government, because it
is about creating jobs for now and into the future —
that is, the dredging and deepening of the Port Phillip
Bay channel. All of these projects have been criticised
by opposition members and the superhero, the shadow
Treasurer, who wears his underwear on the outside,
because they have no understanding of the needs of a
modern society or of a modern community.
The bypass at Geelong would not have been built in our
lifetime under the Liberal-Nationals coalition. It might
have been built if the coalition had been given the
chance to put a toll on it, but this government has built
it. If you have a look at the water supply connection to
Geelong, you see it is good debt that goes to providing
drinking water security for the Geelong community.
This project was not done in the seven long, dark years
of the Kennett government. The school upgrades that
have occurred in country and rural Victoria were not
completed by the coalition when it was in office. The
coalition parties became the real estate agents of
Victoria, looking after the spivs and their mates in the
real estate industry, looking after themselves, lining
their pockets with gold by selling off the assets of the
people of Victoria.
Members of the opposition do not understand good
debt. They do not understand the needs of the people in
Victoria who want the new hospitals at Box Hill and
Bendigo — $400 million worth of expenditure on new
construction and the creation of jobs. The new facilities
at the Royal Children’s Hospital, the Royal Melbourne
Hospital and the Royal Women’s Hospital — these are
the things that the Liberal-Nationals coalition did not
believe in. When it was in office all its members
believed in was closing 12 country hospitals, closing
6 country rail lines, running down the system, running
down the assets and selling off the assets of the people
of Victoria. Members opposite have the gall to promote
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the member for Scoresby, this economic illiterate, as
the shadow Treasurer of Victoria.
I will make a prediction: if, by chance, the coalition
gets into government on 27 November — and I am not
saying that it will, because I intend to fight with every
breath in my body to make sure that does not occur —
the member for Scoresby will not become the Treasurer
of the state of Victoria. I support the bill before the
house.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I must say at the outset
that it is always a pleasure to follow the member for
Melton — a man of great wisdom, knowledge and
experience in the house. However, I must say he is a
very hard act to follow.
I am very pleased and proud to once again be speaking
in support of a budget of the Brumby Labor
government, in this case the Appropriation (2010/2011)
Bill 2010. This is a great budget for Victoria. It is also a
great budget for Victorians and for regional Victoria,
and I must say it is a great budget for the region of
Geelong. It is a great budget for my electorate and the
wider region of Geelong, because it continues to build
on the priorities of the Brumby Labor government in
areas such as health, education, transport, community
safety, job creation — and the list goes on.
As has occurred over the last 10 years, following the
government’s introduction of the budget, the Premier
came to Geelong in his capacity as Premier — in the
past he came in his capacity as Treasurer — to meet
with the community organisations, business
organisations and trade union organisations of Geelong.
At our budget luncheon this year this budget was
widely applauded and accepted by the community and
business community of Geelong. From the outset I take
this opportunity, as other members on this side of the
house have done, to congratulate the Treasurer on once
again proving beyond doubt that he is the best
Treasurer in this nation at present.
As I said before, it is beyond doubt that he has
delivered a great budget for all Victorians, including the
good people of Geelong. I say this in light of the fact
that, as we all know, this budget and last year’s budget
were framed against the background of the so-called
global financial crisis. In contrast to that, over the last
12 months this state has gone from strength to strength.
Last year the Treasurer predicted growth in Victoria of
around 35 000 jobs, but as members are aware, over the
last 12 months this figure has been well and truly left
behind. In Victoria over the last year we have seen
close to 100 000 new jobs — I think it is exactly
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92 000 — created, and importantly Victorians have not
really felt any pain in this financial downturn as have
other countries across the globe. It has to be noted that
these close to 100 000 new jobs represent the vast
majority of the new jobs created in Australia, and
something like 26 000 of these new jobs have been
created in regional Victoria.
It is good to see the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development at the table at the present time, and I say
without flattering the minister that she has done a great
job over the last 12 months. I do not know how many
times the Minister for Regional and Rural Development
has come into my electorate of Geelong and the greater
Geelong region announcing new jobs here and there
through the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund
and the Geelong Investment and Innovation Fund in
partnership with companies such as Ford at Geelong. I
congratulate the minister. We have created a lot of
work in Geelong and stimulated the economy, and that
has been in no small part due to the minister at the
table.
This budget builds on the work that has been done over
the last decade, especially in the areas of health and
education, which are major priorities of the
government. Schools across my electorate have
prospered under the Brumby Labor government. Right
across my electorate over recent years, with allocations
in budget after budget, Geelong schools have been
transformed, and one cannot help but compare this
government’s record in education to those of previous
governments. Under the Kennett government schools
across my electorate were closed down. Great schools
like the Swanston Street Primary School, a school that
was nearly 100 years old, and the North Geelong
Primary School, also in my electorate, were closed
under the previous government.
In stark contrast every school in my electorate, without
exception, has been subject to upgrade. They include
East Geelong, Tate Street, South Geelong, Chilwell,
Newtown, Hamlyn Banks, Herne Hill, Manifold
Heights and Bell Park North primary schools, and the
list goes on. Every primary school in my electorate has
been upgraded. One has only to look at Tate Street
Primary School: under the Kennett government this
school, in a low socioeconomic area, was forced to
compete with other schools. In 1999–2000 it was a
run-down school under threat of closure. It was a very
basic school. I was there on Monday night, and it now
has a new multipurpose room and new classrooms. It is
fair to say that Tate Street Primary School is once again
a very proud primary school that has flourished under
the Brumby Labor government.
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Every secondary college in my electorate has been
upgraded. They include Matthew Flinders Girls
Secondary College, Geelong High School, North
Geelong Secondary College and Western Heights
Secondary College, which is the subject at the present
time of a multimillion-dollar upgrade courtesy of the
Brumby Labor government. Western Heights
Secondary College was on three campuses and is being
built on one brand-new campus in Vines Road. Stage 1
was funded through the 2009–10 Brumby Labor
government budget, and stage 2 has received
$13 million in this budget. I must say congratulations to
former principal Chris Dower, with whom I worked
very closely until his retirement a couple of years ago,
and now Kris Rooney is the principal.
The school community — the principal, teachers,
parents, staff and students — have done a magnificent
job in partnership with the state government, the City of
Greater Geelong, the Vines Road Community Centre
and the Vines Road Senior Citizens Club. They have all
worked hard to ensure that Western Heights Secondary
College will be a state-of-the-art school and community
centre.
Under this government Barwon Health has gone from
strength to strength. Again you cannot help but
compare this to the situation in the 1990s when under
the former Kennett government a large percentage of
the hospital, namely Baxter House, was sold off. I
know I have told this story on a number of occasions,
but the Grace McKellar Centre, which was an
aged-care facility in the north of Geelong, had been run
down by the then government and was all but flogged
off by the Kennett government. Now the McKellar
centre is a world-standard rehabilitation and aged-care
centre and also incorporates wards such as a palliative
care ward. The Andrew Love Cancer centre has had a
$20 million injection from the Brumby Labor
government in past budgets, and the emergency
department has had a $26 million upgrade. There is no
exception in the 2010–11 budget, where we see more
record spending at Barwon Health.
In recognition of the massive population growth that is
to occur in the region south of the Barwon River,
especially around the Armstrong Creek area, this
government is committed to building a brand-new
community hospital — a massive project that will serve
the people of Geelong well, especially those on the
south side of the river. Importantly it will also free up
capacity at Geelong Hospital.
The government in committing to a second hospital for
Geelong has also allocated $33 million to securing land
for the site and further planning. In addition, as part of
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the funding, it has committed to six new intensive care
beds and expanded the acute-care capacity at Geelong
Hospital. In meeting with board members and
executive staff of the hospital over the last two or three
weeks I have found this funding is very warmly
welcomed by Barwon Health.
It is easily forgotten that when we talk about new beds
in a hospital we are not just talking about new beds, we
are also talking about the staff that go along with those
beds. With the new beds that will be going into the
Geelong Hospital we are also talking about extra staff
and, importantly, extra nurses in the wards. Not only is
this government employing new nurses in the wards but
this is in stark contrast to the 1990s, when nurses were
made redundant by the Kennett government and never
replaced. Under the Brumby Labor government’s
2010–11 budget, health is the big winner in Geelong.
I mention very quickly that in relation to infrastructure
we see $77 million of funding for section 4C of the
Geelong Ring Road. This is a great budget. It is a
budget that will benefit all Victorians, including
regional Victorians, and I can assure you, Acting
Speaker, that it will benefit the people of Geelong for
many decades to come. As I said before, it is warmly
welcomed by the people, the businesses and the
community sector in Geelong as well as the trade union
movement. I wish the bill a speedy passage through the
house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Autism: western suburbs schools
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise for the
Minister for Education a matter regarding the provision
of education for 5-to-18-year-old autistic children in the
western metropolitan area of Melbourne. I ask the
minister to visit the electorate and meet representatives
of the parents of these autistic children and explain why
there is no provision for full education for
5-to-18-year-old autistic children in the western area of
Melbourne. It is available in all other areas of
Melbourne. I have been contacted by many concerned
parents of autistic children and they would like an
answer to that question.
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A new educational facility for autistic children, Western
Autistic School, is opening in Laverton. It is a
wonderful facility, which I have seen, and it will
incorporate a training institute for teachers of children
with autism. That will be a great service not only for the
Western Autistic School but also for mainstream and
special schools that cater for children with autism. The
new Western Autistic School will only be for five to
nine-year-old children and has been called an early
intervention centre. However, from my knowledge of
autism, early intervention should really be for children
up to the age of five years, and a number of those
children require special autism schools after that.
The theory is that after four years — that is all the
students would need — they will be ready for
mainstream school. What actually happens is that after
those four years, 80 per cent of those children go to
special schools but only 20 per cent go to mainstream
schools. In many cases special schools are not the right
option for these children. In fact the school council
president of Jackson Special School told me that 25 per
cent of the children in that school are autistic and that it
is just not working. At Sunshine Special Developmental
School 34 per cent of children are in a similar situation.
As I said, 20 per cent of children go to mainstream
schools to start with, and often, many of those children
cannot cope and have to go back to a special school.
The minister has recently announced a P–12 autism
school for Wantirna Heights. Bulleen’s autism school is
also P–12, as is the northern suburbs school, whereas
the southern suburbs school is P–9. In the western
suburbs, however, the only provision is for five to
nine-year-olds. Autistic children comprise a wide range
of children with a wide range of needs. Some are suited
to mainstream school with some support, some need to
go to autistic schools, for others a special school is the
right place, and some students need a combination of
schools for the best result. Parents are saying that they
are being neglected. Everyone else in Melbourne has a
choice. Those in the western suburbs do not.
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As their local MP, I am enormously proud of the work
that the Whittlesea brigade does and, indeed, has done
for many decades, especially since the tragic fires of
Black Saturday. These humble men and women led by
Captain Ken Williamson saved many lives in the most
heroic of circumstances. They have sought no
accolades for their bravery but have continued the
important work of keeping Whittlesea and the
surrounding district safe, as well as working diligently
in support of the significant recovery effort despite their
own personal distress and losses sustained in their own
community and backyards.
The brigade is so well respected by the local
community that it gets a great deal of support for its
fundraising efforts. That has meant that the brigade has
contributed an outstanding $85 000 of its own funds to
accommodate its members’ needs by increasing the
meeting room area, kitchen area and turn out room. The
brigade estimates that it needs around $25 000 for a 14
by 16-metre storage shed to house their own brigade
equipment and memorabilia, and also equipment of the
Diamond Valley group. The station will also
incorporate a divisional command facility. It is with
great pleasure that I support the brigade’s request for
funds for their brand-new station. I know that the
minister has seen firsthand, on many occasions, the
great work of this outstanding brigade. I urge him to
look at all the available options to support this worthy
request.

Sewerage: Lake Bolac
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The issue I raise is
for the Minister for Water and the action I seek is for
the minister and GWMWater to recommit to the 2007
Lake Bolac sewerage proposal which applied to the
whole town, including properties on Frontage and
South Beach roads. The background to this proposal is
evident in a Victorian Water Industry Association press
statement of April 2005 entitled ‘Small towns, big
impact on sewerage solutions’, which states:

Country Fire Authority: Whittlesea station

Launched on 31 January by the Parliamentary Secretary for
Environment, Elaine Carbines …

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The action I seek is for him to
investigate providing additional funding to support the
Whittlesea fire brigade for the building of a storage at
the new Whittlesea fire station, which is currently being
built in Laurel Street. The brigade has expressed its
gratitude to the government for building the new
station. Its construction fulfils a commitment made at
the last election. The station will be operational before
the next fire season.

It went on to say that 15 towns, including Lake Bolac,
would have sewerage, and that:
Infrastructure works are expected to be completed within the
next 18 months.

That was in 2005. The Ararat Advertiser of 27 October
2009 reported that:
… the Lake Bolac community remains committed to the
development and support of businesses, services and social
and recreational activities.
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This was summed up in statements by Karen McIntyre,
president of the Lake Bolac Development Association
published in the association’s annual report, extracts
from which were quoted in the Ararat Advertiser
article, which goes on to note that:
The township has also seen new infrastructure spring up.

This includes the Lake Bolac Bush Nursing Centre and
the Lake Bolac Information and Business Centre. The
article further reports:
In her report, Mrs McIntyre said the Lake Bolac sewerage
scheme remained the top priority of the development group
She said it is critical to the future economic and residential
development of the town …

I also have letters from other people. One is from Tom
Atkinson, the honorary secretary and treasurer of the
Lake Bolac Foreshore Committee, who said:
GWMWater’s most recent proposal in the light of presently
inadequate funding is to reduce the area of the township …

This is an unacceptable proposal as far as the Lake
Bolac community is concerned.
I also have a letter from Colin McKenzie, sent to
GWMWater, which states:
Thank you … for the information night held last Wednesday,
28 April. Many points were cleared up to the satisfaction of
residents … However, I feel that it is a very grave error of
judgement not to service the houses and blocks on Frontage
Road, as this will be the growth area of the future.
I ask you to please reconsider this decision

The most telling letter is from the chief executive
officer of Ararat Rural City Council, which says:
I wish to reiterate council’s previous position that all those
properties on South Beach Road currently outside the
proposed sewered area should be included in the current
scheme. Very early in the development of the proposal
GWMWater staff verbally agreed with Cr Colin McKenzie
and environmental health officer Robert Jehu that these
properties would be included. Subsequently, new
GWMWater staff have failed to uphold this commitment,
despite the matter being raised on several occasions.

Again I call on the minister to take action: work with
GWMWater, work with the community and recommit
to the 2007 Lake Bolac sewerage proposal.

Factory Rehearsal Centre for the Arts: funding
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Community Development. I
ask the minister to support an application from Casey
City Council to the Community Facilities for Growth
Areas program for the extension and refurbishment of
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the Factory Rehearsal Centre for the Arts. The Factory
Rehearsal Centre for the Arts provides a space for local
performing arts groups, dancing groups, budding
filmmakers, community bands and others to rehearse
and practise their craft. It is in a terrific location,
surrounded by the Casey Indoor Leisure Complex, a
community centre, library and road safety education
centre, and it is also not too far from the Chisholm
Institute of TAFE.
The issue at the moment is that the centre cannot
accommodate large or particularly loud bands due to
the inadequate acoustic treatment. As a result the
facility is underutilised and is unable to meet the needs
of some local and culturally important groups, such as
the Casey Pipe Band. A facility that can meet the needs
of groups like this is in regular demand, and the
refurbishment of the existing rehearsal centre would
enable us to address this need. A number of arts groups
in the area have been consulted about the design of the
centre, and their feedback is incorporated in the final
plan. The refurbishment would include soundproofing
the walls, floor and ceiling of the facility; installing
acoustic wall and ceiling coverings; and relevant carpet
and plumbing treatments.
This rehearsal space is the only facility of its kind in the
region and is likely to attract both locals and people
from outside the immediate area if refurbished. In a
rapidly growing area like Cranbourne it is really
important that residents have access to a range of
facilities and services to keep people active, engaged
and connected. The refurbishment of this facility would
increase participation across a range of pursuits and
provide opportunities for community members to try
out new things. It is undoubtedly a valuable project for
the area. That is why I call on the minister to support
this grant application by Casey City Council.

Doyles Road, Shepparton: upgrade
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to
raise an issue with the Minister for Roads and Ports.
The issue I raise is about a very dangerous and busy
road in Shepparton, Doyles Road. In 1992 it was
designated as the Shepparton alternate route to take
away the trucks and heavy vehicles from the city
centre, and it is the responsibility of the state
government. The action I seek is for the minister to
widen and upgrade this dangerous road and increase
safety at all its intersections.
Concerns have been raised with me about the
intersections of Benalla Road, Knights Road, Ford and
Grahamvale roads, Channel Road and Poplar Avenue.
The concern of local residents is that Doyles Road has
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gone from being a local, dead-end road to being an
interstate road with minimal improvements. It takes the
Melbourne to Brisbane freight traffic. Local farmers
whose businesses are on Doyles Road still drive their
tractors and farm machinery between their properties.
There are also many commercial businesses as well as
private properties along that road.
In 2006 the Greater Shepparton 2030 report on
infrastructure said about 6000 vehicles per day travelled
on that alternate route, which is Doyles Road, and
40 per cent of that traffic is commercial traffic. This
week VicRoads has acknowledged that heavy traffic on
the road is increasing. There is a mix of B-doubles,
articulated vehicles, cars, trailers, caravans, motorbikes,
fuel tankers and, most importantly, school buses,
because there are two schools — Grahamvale Primary
School with 350 students and Orrvale Primary School
with 400 students — in close proximity to that road.
Residents and users of the road are angry and frustrated
at the lack of action by the state government. I met with
the Doyles Road Action Group spokespersons, Peter
Beaumont and George Bitcon, who want that road
upgraded. They told me of their experiences, because
they both live on the road. Both men have seen Doyles
Road deteriorate and the interstate, local and other
traffic increase significantly. When the road was made
a bypass of Shepparton the locals were promised that
the road would be widened, but nothing has happened.
There are safety concerns about trucks thundering
down the road and there being no areas to pull off the
road because the road is too narrow and there are deep,
open table drains on either side of the road.
The speed limit was lowered from 100 kilometres per
hour to 80 kilometres per hour, but most trucks ignore
the speed limit. Mr Beaumont had a number of
experiences, which I do not have time to describe, but
they are quite substantial experiences of near misses. I
received letters from 13 residents and regular Doyles
Road users about near misses, tailgating by trucks and
there being no room to get off the road when wanting to
enter their properties. They have to wait in the middle
of the road and hope they are not hit.
I first raised the issue of the danger of Doyles Road in
2003 after a spate of accidents, including a death. The
then Minister for Transport made a commitment to
work with the City of Greater Shepparton and asked
VicRoads to give guidance to the council about
engineering changes or reduced speed limits. VicRoads
has advised that it is completing a major review of the
road network in Greater Shepparton and that the results
will be available soon. Sadly there have been a number
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of deaths already on this road, and Doyles Road must
now be upgraded to avoid any more deaths.

St Paul’s Lutheran Kindergarten:
redevelopment
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — The issue
I raise is for the attention of the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, and the action I
seek is that she support the application by St Paul’s
Lutheran Kindergarten in Grovedale for a renovation
and refurbishment grant of some $200 000.
As members would be aware, the aim of the National
Partnership Agreement on Early Childhood Education,
which was signed in 2008 by the Council of Australian
Governments, was for every child to access the
kindergarten program for 15 hours a week during the
12 months prior to full-time schooling. The
commonwealth has committed considerable funds over
a five-year period for the implementation of what is
called universal access. The Victorian government has
recognised that kindergartens will face some challenges
in implementing those 15 hours, including
infrastructure problems, staffing problems and not
displacing existing programs. The grants are part of our
government’s response.
I am well aware of this kindergarten’s urgent need for
an expansion of its facility. Grovedale, and the
accompanying Marshall on the other side of the Surf
Coast Highway, is an expanding and growing area full
of young families. St Paul’s Lutheran Kindergarten has
long furnished a very worthwhile contribution to the
Grovedale community in the provision of kindergarten
services, and I want to acknowledge a number of
people who have contributed to an application which
the council supports.
I acknowledge Cr Andy Richards, who has contributed
some of his ward contributions to that kindergarten for
kitchen upgrades and fences. I also acknowledge Ron
Bond, former president Tamara Jennings, current
president Cheryl Beris, teachers Linda Leaman and
Margaret Shaw, assistants Debbie Woodman and
Michelle Borg, and Michelle Morant, who have all
worked very diligently for this project to expand the
facilities at St Paul’s Lutheran Kindergarten. A number
of works have already been undertaken on the original
building, and a large structure has also been removed
from that facility. The St Paul’s Lutheran Kindergarten
is eager to access funds from this government to expand
its services to the Grovedale and Marshall
communities.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 9 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

Rail: Ferntree Gully station
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise a
matter with the Minister for Public Transport, and the
action that I seek is for the minister to investigate the
construction of additional shelter on the city-bound
platform at the Ferntree Gully railway station. The
Ferntree Gully station has recently undergone an
upgrade to premium status. This upgrade has included
the creation of an enclosed waiting room area on the
city-bound platform, plus the installation of improved
lighting and upgraded closed-circuit television
technology. In recent years patronage at the station has
significantly increased as Knox residents have sought to
find an alternative method of commuting to Melbourne.
This station acts as a major public transport hub for
many residents in Knox. Not only does it serve the
Ferntree Gully community, but it is also the closest
railway facility for Rowville and Lysterfield residents.
Rowville and Lysterfield residents have been ignored
by the Brumby government as part of its ongoing
refusal to complete the long-awaited Rowville rail
feasibility study that was promised by the Labor Party
in 1999. In 2006 the Liberal Party committed to
funding this study and has recommitted to completing
the study after this election.
The upgrade of Ferntree Gully railway station to
premium status was a great victory for the local
community. For four years I have worked with local
residents to pressure the state Labor government to
upgrade this important facility. As I said, during the
2006 state election the Liberal Party committed to
upgrading the station to premium status — an action
that was not matched by the former Bracks
government. Upon my election I committed to continue
my advocacy for an upgrade of this important
community facility. During the current Parliament I
have raised concerns in relation to this station on
numerous occasions. Finally, the government agreed to
upgrade the facility, and in December 2009 the new
facility became operational. Whilst this upgrade is an
important first step, there is still more action required to
improve the amenity at the station. Improving safety at
the station by locating two protective services officers
there between 6.00 p.m. and the last train would be one
such benefit.
I have recently surveyed a number of commuters at the
station. Another area of improvement which was raised
was that whilst the recent upgrade has provided an
enclosed waiting area, the upgrade has resulted in a
reduction in covered areas. Consequently commuters
have identified the need for the construction of more
covered shelter along the platform for city-bound trains.
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This will greatly improve the travelling experience for
commuters during periods of inclement weather.
This upgrade is something that is greatly needed,
particularly during the winter months. As I said, a
number of residents are now using this facility. The
number of people using the facility has certainly
increased over the years, and it behoves this
government to work with local residents to ensure that
these facilities are upgraded to meet the needs of the
travelling public. I therefore ask the Minister for Public
Transport to not leave Ferntree Gully residents out in
the cold but to take action by providing additional
shelter for commuters on the Ferntree Gully railway
station platform for city-bound trains.

Rail: Fyansford line
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue with the
Minister for Public Transport relating to the official
closure of the now disused rail line that runs between
the old Fyansford cement works and the port of
Geelong. It is commonly known as the Fyansford line.
For the information of members, this line has not been
used since the early 1990s, but in the books of
VicTrack it is officially still an open line. The action I
am seeking is for the minister to declare the Fyansford
rail line in Geelong officially closed. If this is done the
state government, together with other interested
stakeholders such as the City of Greater Geelong and
other community organisations or businesses in
Geelong, could look at options for the use of the rail
reserve into the future. Importantly, the rail line closure
will also enable VicTrack to remove signals on level
crossings that still officially remain. Those crossings
are, for example, at Church Street and Ballarat Road.
Those crossings still have lights, although, as I said, the
line has not been used since the early 1990s.
In 2009 VicTrack, to its credit, prepared a strategic plan
for the future use of the land along the Fyansford rail
line. As I understand it, this has been presented to the
City of Greater Geelong. The strategic plan provides a
number of options for the land, although to this day no
further work or action has been taken on the plan. There
is one small section of the land that I would like to see
removed forthwith, or as quickly as possible, and that is
the section of track that currently divides the Bell Park
Sports Club and the Western Heights secondary
college, which is currently being constructed. Under the
plans for the new school and community centre the
school’s sporting facilities, such as its new oval and
netball courts, will be used by the sports club and vice
versa, in true partnership. However, currently people
have to traverse the old rusted tracks and the ballast to
utilise the sporting facilities, which creates a hazard.

ADJOURNMENT
2288

ASSEMBLY

The removal of the track and some basic landscaping
will enable the sports club and the school to use this
land. I therefore look forward to the minister’s decision.

Crime: Doncaster electorate
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to call
on the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
take action to dispel the concerns of Doncaster residents
who are living in fear in their community. I recently
conducted a survey of residents to hear their views on
crime and whether they felt safe in their
neighbourhood. Over 40 per cent of residents who
responded said they had been the victim of a crime at
some stage in their lives. To my horror I found that
88 per cent of respondents did not feel safer in their
homes than they did 10 years ago. Nearly an equal
number, 87 per cent, did not feel safe using public
transport after dark. Nearly all, 94 per cent, believed
alcohol-fuelled violence was a problem in Melbourne.
It is clear from these figures that there is considerable
concern among residents about crime in our
community. Every Victorian should feel safe in their
homes, on their street and in their community. Yet in
reality many of us do not.
Two older female residents reported stalkers following
them in Doncaster in the early morning and evening.
One told me she lived in constant terror of a man
following her on a motorcycle. She had informed
police, only to be told he was only after her handbag.
Another East Doncaster resident told me that they
would not walk out at night, they did not feel safe in the
daytime and that 10 years ago they did not worry.
A 66-year-old Doncaster resident, who has been living
in the area for 34 years, told me she had always felt safe
in her home. However, with the incidence of house
break-ins increasing and possibly more widespread
reporting of incidents, she feels less comfortable. She
said that she would certainly not walk the streets alone
at night nor would she open her door at night. I think
these comments are a sad indictment of the mood of our
community, and it is one the coalition is determined to
change.
One Doncaster resident said she believed street lighting
was ‘dangerously dark’ at night and thought
solar-powered lights would make streets more safe and
secure. An 83-year-old Doncaster East resident told me
that she believed hoon cars should be crushed after the
first offence as their drivers know they have broken the
law. This was echoed by others in my electorate. This
resident also said she believes that fines and sentencing
are soft. She said that she did not believe there was any
respect for police from adolescents.
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These sentiments make it clear this government is
failing on law and order. A coalition government would
move quickly to ease these concerns of our residents.
We have a plan to have 1600 new police on our streets,
abolish suspended sentences, introduce tough new
anti-hoon laws, make our transport network safer, ban
the sale of knives, outlaw criminal bikie gangs, restore
information to local Neighbourhood Watch groups, ban
violent drunks, shake up liquor licences and end home
detention.
Of course the government has recently taken up a
number of our law and order policies. I believe we
should cut out the middleman and put the coalition into
government so that individuals and families can once
again feel safe in our homes, streets and communities.

Consumer affairs: Parke Lawyers
Mr LIM (Clayton) — The matter I raise tonight is
for the attention of the Attorney-General. It relates to
the actions of Parke Lawyers in relation to claims for
liquidated damages and related legal expenses. The
action I seek is that the Attorney-General initiate an
investigation of the practices of Parke Lawyers. Parke
Lawyers operates on behalf of Care Park Pty Ltd, a
company which has been the subject of previous
complaints in the Parliament regarding its claims for
liquidated damages in private car parks.
When a person parks in a private car park and does not
follow the instructions relating to the use of the car
park, they are issued with a notice seeking ‘liquidated
damages’. If this claim is not paid, the person can
receive a letter from Parke Lawyers, which threatens
legal action unless the original claim of $88 and legal
fees of $77, a total of $165, are paid. However, I
understand the legal basis of the claim is highly
questionable and as far as I am aware the firm pursues
persons who do not pay. The Consumer Action Law
Centre has warned consumers regarding Care Park and
sought to run a test case on the validity of the claims for
damages.
The claim for legal damages by Parke Lawyers seems
to be an old-fashioned shakedown of those who are
unaware of their rights, and the role of Parke Lawyers
in these sharp practices seems, at best, highly
questionable. I urge the Attorney-General to investigate
Parke Lawyers and to ensure that the vulnerable are not
victims of legal firms who prey on the weak and
ignorant. This is clearly nothing less than intimidation,
bullying and victimisation, especially for people in my
electorate who have difficulty speaking English
properly and negotiating the system.
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Responses
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I thank the member for Cranbourne
for his enthusiasm for the project that he raised for my
consideration. I know it is a project he has taken
significant interest in, and he certainly works very hard
on behalf of his community to get great outcomes. He
has just returned from being on the phone to some local
constituents about this project.
As the member for Cranbourne pointed out, the Factory
Rehearsal Centre for the Arts is a special community
facility and is home to a number of local performing
arts groups, dance groups, amateur movie makers and
community bands. It is a space that brings together
people of all ages and interests. It also has the benefit of
being ideally located within a community precinct that
includes the Casey indoor leisure complex, the
Cranbourne library, the Balla Balla community centre
and Chisholm TAFE. Without doubt it is a very
important facility for the Cranbourne community.
As the member for Cranbourne is aware, Casey City
Council has applied through the community facilities
for growth areas program for $450 000 to refurbish the
rehearsal centre. This is an $11.6 million program
directed to areas experiencing significant population
growth. Casey is one of these areas.
Whilst it is exciting to watch areas grow and develop
and families build homes and take root in new
communities, it is a challenge for governments to make
sure that the provision of infrastructure and services
keeps pace with the changing and growing needs of a
community. Making sure that communities have
accessible public places and spaces where they can get
together is crucial to building healthy and inclusive
communities.
Facilities that provide opportunities for people of all
ages and abilities and life stages to come together can
also help develop strong and resilient communities.
That is why facilities like the Factory Rehearsal Centre
for the Arts are so important. They are so much more
than just buildings — they are places where people can
come together to meet, share ideas and problems, make
friends and learn new skills. That is why they are so
valuable.
I understand that a lot of work has gone into putting
together this funding application and that it has really
been an organic process. I am aware that Casey City
Council has consulted various groups and individuals
within the community to make sure the facility meets
the needs of the community and the many groups
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within it. I would like to commend the individuals and
community groups who have contributed to the design
that has been put forward.
Partnership is very much valued by this government,
and when planning for a large and diverse community,
partnership is instrumental in achieving concrete
outcomes. It is the only way to ensure that facilities
such as the one being proposed here meet the needs of
the whole community both now and into the future.
I understand the application is currently being
considered, and I will be looking carefully at the
proposal in the coming weeks. I thank the member
again for bringing this matter to my attention.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — The
member for Lowan raised with me a matter in relation
to a proposed sewerage scheme for the community of
Lake Bolac. I thank him for doing me the courtesy of
raising the matter with me yesterday so that I was able
to obtain some information for him to provide to
residents in Lake Bolac who have an interest in this
scheme.
As members of the house would note, particularly those
who represent country areas, we have established a
country towns water supply and sewerage program.
The purpose of that program is to ensure that
wastewater from septic tanks does not present a public
health or environmental risk by finding its way into
groundwater, rivers, lakes or the ocean. Nevertheless,
we know that if properly managed, septic tanks
generally can manage wastewater efficiently.
Lake Bolac is an unsewered town located about
50 kilometres south of Ararat, and about 176 lots are
proposed to be serviced by the scheme. The Ararat
Rural City Council applied for funding to sewer Lake
Bolac, and through the country towns water supply and
sewerage program, GWMWater, in the
Grampians-Wimmera-Mallee area, was given $519 000
for the Lake Bolac sewerage scheme. My
understanding is that the total project cost is somewhere
in the order of $2.8 million. The balance, after the
$519 000 grant is taken into account, will need to be
funded by GWMWater, and customers will contribute
towards the capital costs of this scheme at an amount
capped at $800 per lot, with customers paying their
own connection fees.
The project, as is proposed, will provide sewerage for
almost all the lots in Lake Bolac. However, about
10 lots located along South Beach Road have been
excluded from the scheme, and it is these lots that I
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think relate to the issue of concern that has been raised
by the member for Lowan.
My understanding is that these residents would like to
be included. The background to this situation is that the
average size of each block in Lake Bolac is about 0.1 to
0.4 of a hectare whilst most of the 10 or so excluded
lots are about 1 hectare. These larger lots are also
located a long way from the other lots, which are in a
concentrated part of Lake Bolac.
The application from the Ararat City Council for the
country towns water supply and sewerage program
funding did not include the larger lots. This is because
council, via a GHD study commissioned by council,
assessed that the larger lots provided sufficient space
for the management of wastewater on site through the
current septic system.
I acknowledge that about four of the excluded lots are
not large in size, but they are set apart from the
remainder of the lots that are proposed to be sewered. If
they were to be included it would mean extending the
pipeline that would be part of this project by about
500 metres, which could cost something in the order
of — and this is a very rough estimate — an additional
$500 000.
The challenge then is with the excluded lots. We can
certainly connect them to the system, but the issue is
who would pay and how to apportion those costs fairly
over the cost of the total project. Obviously some
challenging policy issues arise as a consequence of that.
The construction works on the program have not yet
started. A tender for a constructor is expected to be
advertised later this year. We would say that if it is the
case that those smaller lots would pose an
environmental or health risk if they were not connected
as part of the scheme, there are some issues around the
best way of managing the apportioning of costs in order
to connect them. GWMWater has made provision in
the design of the scheme to connect these smaller lots.
However, it would need to contribute financially.
The Ararat Rural City Council wrote to GWMWater, I
think on 7 May, asking it to meet with these residents,
and GWMWater wrote back to the council to say it
would be happy to meet with residents. A time will
now be arranged so that those discussions can take
place to progress the matter in the most appropriate
way.
The member for Nepean raised a matter with the
Minister for Education.
The member for Yan Yean raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
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The member for Shepparton raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to the upgrade
of Doyles Road, Shepparton.
The member for South Barwon raised a matter for the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development in relation to an application for a grant for
St Paul’s Lutheran Kindergarten.
The member for Ferntree Gully raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to shelters at
Ferntree Gully railway station.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the
declaration of the official closure of the Fyansford rail
line in Geelong.
The member for Doncaster raised a matter with the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in relation
to a survey of residents she conducted in her electorate.
The member for Clayton raised a matter for the
Attorney-General in relation to Parke Lawyers. I will
refer each of those matters to the relevant ministers and
seek a response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.38 p.m.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Thursday, 10 June 2010
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Thursday, 10 June 2010
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 advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 110 to 115,
152, 153 and 213 to 222 will be removed from the
notice paper unless members wishing their notice to
remain advise the Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m.
today.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mrs POWELL having given notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Shepparton that her last notice of motion contained
considerable argument and debate. It will be edited by
the clerks.
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review the notices of motion, and daily many of them
are edited.
Further notice of motion given.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Bairnsdale Regional Health Service: consulting
suites
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Gippsland East draws to the
attention of the house the current dispute between visiting
medical specialists and Bairnsdale Regional Health Service.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on the state government to
mediate and source suitable consulting rooms at minimal cost
to ensure that residents continue to have local access to
visiting medical specialists.

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East)
(4929 signatures).

Rail: Clunes service
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Mr WELLER having given notice of motion:

The petition of the residents of Clunes points out to the house
that the community of Clunes desperately requires a regular
public transport service to support low-income residents and
assist the environment.

The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the member for
Rodney that his notice of motion will be edited by the
Clerks. I am happy to discuss that in my office if the
member for Rodney would like some further
clarification.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria instruct the Minister for Public
Transport to implement a regular public transport service, by
way of having regular stopping of the train, at the Clunes
railway station, in the proposed extension of the train to
Maryborough.

Further notices of motion given.

Further notices of motion given.
Dr SYKES having given notice of motion:
Ms Campbell — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to your previous rulings in relation
to the number of words that may be included in a notice
of motion. I request that you examine some of the
notices of motion given today, particularly those of the
member for Benalla.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order by the member for Pascoe Vale. The last notice
of motion given by the member for Benalla is in order
in that it is asking for the Parliament to set up a
committee to look into certain things, and under that
circumstance a notice of motion can be longer than the
maximum 250 words. The clerks always rigorously

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (364 signatures).

Rail: Clunes service
To the honourable the Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria in Parliament assembled:
The petition of the undersigned citizens of Clunes and the
state of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative
Assembly the need for the town of Clunes to be included in
the reinstated Maryborough to Ballarat passenger rail service.
The petitioners therefore request that the Parliament of
Victoria instruct the Minister for Public Transport to ensure
that the passenger rail service stops at Clunes railway station
and directs the attention of honourable members to the
following:
currently there are no plans for Clunes to be included in
the rail service;
Clunes, one of the three communities situated on the rail
line, is to be bypassed by the new service;
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the decision to bypass Clunes is discriminatory and
unfairly disadvantages its elderly and low-income
residents;
Clunes is already poorly services by public transport
with no service on Wednesdays;
there is an existing station and platform that, with minor
repairs, is available to be used.

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (572 signatures).

Electricity: smart meters

Thursday, 10 June 2010

Water: charges
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of citizens of the state of Victoria draws to the
Legislative Assembly’s attention the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of water supply and, in particular, the
resultant exorbitant prices being inflicted on the residents of
Victoria by water authorities to recoup their losses as a result
of this mismanagement and we condemn the Brumby
government for its previous lack of attention to the issue of
water supply which has led to these price increases.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (249 signatures).
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of the state of Victoria draws to the
Legislative Assembly’s attention the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of smart meters, in particular:
the Auditor-General’s finding that the project cost has
blown out from $800 million to $2.25 billion, all of
which will be paid for in higher bills;
the Auditor-General’s finding that the electricity
industry may benefit from smart meters at the expense
of the consumers who pay for them;
the unfairness of many consumers and small businesses
having to pay for smart meters before they are installed;
and
findings by Melbourne University that many families
will have to pay around $300 per annum in higher
electricity bills as a result of Labor’s smart meters.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly require the Brumby Labor government to
immediately freeze the rollout of smart meters across Victoria
until it can be independently demonstrated that consumers
will not be forced to pay for the Brumby government
mistakes in the smart meter project.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (22 signatures).

Liquor licensing: fees
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the need to urgently reconsider the massive
increases in liquor licence fees in view of the severe financial
pressure these are having on country liquor outlets.
Such huge blanket increases in licence fees are impacting on
employment, community organisations and sponsorships, and
even business survival in a number of cases.
Risk-based fees should actually address the problems which
have arisen in ‘hot spot’ areas, distinguish activities
increasing risk of antisocial behaviour, and thus be imposed
selectively, to address those issues.
The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian
government recognises the damage such across-the-board
increases are causing, particularly in many country
communities and review the legislation as a matter of
urgency.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (38 signatures).

Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Swan Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr WALSH (Swan Hill).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for East Gippsland be considered next day
on motion of Mr INGRAM (East Gippsland).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 22 June
2010.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Water: hose nozzle exchange program
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — On 24 March 2010, the
government announced that Melbourne’s water
restrictions would be changed from level 3a to level 3.
At the same time, the government also announced a
free trigger nozzle exchange program where
14 000 trigger nozzles could be exchanged. The launch
of this program occurred at the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show — another stunt when the
Premier exchanged the Minister for Water’s old nozzle
for a new one.
On 2 June the minister announced that there were
50 000 nozzles for exchange, and indeed the minister
said in his press release:
This is the biggest trigger nozzle exchange we have ever
done. These will go like hotcakes ….

I have no doubt that many people will want to swap
their old hose nozzles for new ones, but Victorians need
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water. This is a very serious issue, and I would hope
that the house takes it seriously. Victorians need water,
not endless publicity stunts involving shower heads,
shower timers and now the latest — trigger nozzles.
Victorians have endured harsh water restrictions and
are paying significantly increased water bills because
the Labor government has failed to act on water supply
when it should have. In conclusion, I understand that
one person has even produced a rap song called Nozzle
Shemozzle.

Shire of Central Goldfields: no-interest loans
scheme
Mr HELPER (Minister for Small Business) —
Nozzle Shemozzle — that’s a good one; I like it! On
Friday, 28 May, I joined Maryborough Community
House volunteers in launching the new Central
Goldfields area no-interest loans scheme (NILS). The
NILS initiative is run by the Good Shepherd Youth and
Family Service and funded by the Brumby Labor
government in conjunction with the National Australia
Bank. NILS offers interest-free loans between $300 and
$1200 to purchase necessary household goods and
services including health and education. These loans
provide support to people who are unable to access the
usual forms of credit from traditional lenders such as
the banks.
This, in turn, provides a boost to local economies
through increased retail trade for household goods and
services. A commendable aspect of the scheme is the
fact that it relies on volunteers dedicating their time to
help others in the community. This follows on from the
highly successful Ararat NILS initiative, which has
recorded no defaults on loan repayments so far.
Encouraging loan recipients to meet their obligations
ensures that an available pool of money remains for
future lending. In 2006 the state Labor government
provided $4.7 million in funding towards the NILS
initiative and will provide a further $595 000 funding
per annum.

Water: northern Victoria projects
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I would like to refer to
yesterday’s very damning report from the
Auditor-General on the Brumby government’s
mismanagement of water projects in northern Victoria
and the fact that its processes lack rigour,
documentation, transparency and detailed planning.
The issue here is that it did not have to be so.
In my electorate is the Pyramid-Boort Water Services
Committee. It has spent a lot of time developing what it
calls its ‘future management strategy’ for the
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reconfiguration and, in some cases, rationalisation of
assets in that district. This government took no notice of
all the work the committee has done with the
community — the extensive community
consultation — and, instead, implemented a new plan.
That group had done all the work that could have been
done with the community but without the pain of the
current project. When the Pyramid-Boort Water
Services Committee dared to ask questions about this, it
was actually sacked as a water services committee. The
committee does not now register at all on the
Goulburn-Murray Water website.
Another water service district in my electorate is
administered by the Torrumbarry Water Services
Committee, which has spent a number of years
developing the Torrumbarry renewal and modernisation
program, which, again, involved a lot of community
work; but again the government has taken no notice of
that in its food bowl modernisation project. The
Auditor-General’s report would not have been so
damning if the government had taken notice of the
community.

Independent Living Skills: cookbook
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — For the past 25 years a
group of very dedicated and caring people have
produced four easy cookbooks which have assisted
thousands of Australians with intellectual disability or
low literacy levels to experience the task of preparing
and cooking their own nutritional meals. This group of
dedicated and caring people are members of the
not-for-profit organisation now known as Independent
Living Skills (ILS), and I thank the members,
particularly the committee of Joy Graves, Sally
Kaptein, Vivien Atkins, Jack Carolan, Fiona Wedding
and Jodie Eden-Jones.
Their purpose is to produce new resources to support
independent living, including promoting healthy
lifestyles for people with disability and low literacy and
to create a training program which helps support
workers and other stakeholders to successfully
implement these important lifestyle changes. They have
now produced and published Lifestyle — Easy Cook
Book 5 about how to prepare food from the freshest
ingredients and a daily lifestyle chart to encourage a
healthy lifestyle. The book is accompanied by a DVD
called Let’s Grow Vegetables.
I congratulate Michael Carter, the project coordinator,
and thank Lindsay Manns, who has a landscaping
business and who gave his time to the production of the
DVD and the teaching of gardening. I also
acknowledge Dominique Ressom, who worked with
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Lindsay, and as she noted on her name card at the
launch of the book, she is now called the Let’s Grow
Vegetables star.
The Myer Foundation has supported ILS for many
years and I thank the foundation for its ongoing
support. The Murrumbeena community branch of the
Bendigo Bank is a proud major sponsor of the
production of this new cookbook and DVD, and I thank
Sue Foley, branch manager, and Dennis Tarrant,
chairman of the board, for their willingness to support
this great group of volunteers.

Clearways: city of Stonnington
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The latest instalment of
the Brumby government’s clearways debacle has taken
place on the streets of Armadale in my electorate. I was
at the corner of High Street and Glenferrie Road in
Armadale last week with Cr Tim Smith, the mayor of
Stonnington, and we were inspecting the new clearway
extensions in operation.
The first thing we noticed was that there is a clearway
sign stating that the clearways take effect from
3.00 p.m., with an arrow pointing west from the
intersection. A few metres down the road there is a
further sign saying the clearways operate from
4.00 p.m., with an arrow pointing east. You would
think that since there are two different starting times
there might be a dividing line somewhere to indicate to
people parking their cars where the 3.00 p.m. clearway
starts and where the 4.00 p.m. clearway starts. But
under this incompetent government with this
incompetent minister there is no such sign. So my
constituents are expected to guess whether there is a
3 o’clock start to a clearway or whether there is a
4 o’clock start to the clearway. If they get that wrong,
the government will have cars towed away and charge
the owners hundreds of dollars to get them back.
If this government is going to try to destroy businesses
and inconvenience residents in my electorate, the least
it can do is get the signs right and give my constituents
a fighting chance to comply with the law.

Anne Cox
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — Today I pay tribute to
the life and memory of Anne Cox, who passed away on
23 May. Her funeral at Our Lady of Lourdes Catholic
church in Prahran was attended by a large number of
her friends from a community in which she spent her
72 years. I thank Fr Brendan Hayes for his very
personal and thoughtful service. As was made clear at
her funeral, three things dominated Anne’s life: her
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family, her faith and the Labor Party. She was devoted
to her children, Margaret, Damon, Darren and Gerard,
her three grandchildren and three great-grandchildren.
Young Brittany spoke beautifully at the funeral and
Anne would be very proud of her.
Anne had a deep and abiding faith and until recently
was a regular reader at Our Lady of Lourdes church.
Her commitment was a very practical one and led her to
a life of community service. Even while suffering from
her illness, until recently she crocheted rugs for a
women’s refuge. That shows her spirit. The expression
of her views about creating a better society was through
her membership and work for the Labor Party, in which
she held many positions and worked for Clyde Holding,
John Thwaites and me, and became our close friend.
One of her proudest moments came when she was
sworn in as a justice of the peace, and she became
renowned as a very hardworking JP, putting in many
hours of voluntary community service in that role.
Anne’s dedication, irreverent sense of humour and
positive outlook endeared her to those who knew her.
She will be sadly missed and fondly remembered.

Students: support services
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
express concern that children who need extra assistance
at school are being forced to wait for an unreasonable
time. Ashley Ryan, the highly respected principal at
Birralee Primary School in my electorate, has contacted
me regarding the new student support services saying:
I am extremely disappointed and angry with the new
system — it is a retrograde step. The new system is unwieldy,
time-consuming and of lower quality than that we previously
had.

As a result of this new regime, parents with a child in
need are kept waiting to see a therapist, sometimes over
a month longer than would have happened previously.
This can affect a child’s performance and attitude at
school. Failures in the new system include a highly
bureaucratic process; long waits to even begin the
process; multiple covering letters, consent forms,
school referral forms and family information forms; and
more waiting and administration before the application
is finally considered for allocation of support staff to
deal with the referral.
Mr Ryan has told me he has had to resort to using the
school’s money to hire speech therapy services that
were once provided by department support staff. The
education department officer has admitted there
remains work to be done. However, all the officer could
suggest was to refer the principal back to the eastern
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metropolitan office, which is where he unsuccessfully
started in the first place. I call on the Minister for
Education to ensure that, rather than principals and
teachers getting bogged down in a bureaucratic
minefield, we have a system that can respond to the
needs of children in an appropriate, timely and flexible
manner.

Sussex neighbourhood house: facilities
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Congratulations
to the Sussex neighbourhood house team for its
dedication and persistent work to achieve a
purpose-built home that meets the range of current and
future users and course needs within a 21st century
learning and teaching environment of ‘Share, learn,
enjoy and grow’.
For over six years Sue Harris, the house coordinator,
has endured an endless array of seemingly futile
meetings, reports and consultants and yet has continued
to hold the vision of better services for our community.
I would like to thank Sue, two successive committees
of management — particularly the current committee of
management, led by chair Ruth Robles — the
accommodation team, led by Elizabeth Cleland, and
Moreland councillors, especially Cr Kathleen
Matthews-Ward, whose inspiring vision for a Pascoe
Vale community hub has given impetus to council staff
and the Sussex family.
Sussex neighbourhood house is a microcosm of the
community because of its welcoming and encouraging
staff and volunteers, who ensure that all members of the
community are included in the learning and activities
which best suit their needs and wishes. It is a
community hub for the young, old and all ages in
between; mums with children; people with disabilities;
new and not-so-new migrants learning or improving
their English; health and wellbeing program
participants; the computer challenged; and children
enjoying the Scallywags children’s centre.
Hopefully the Sussex team members can soon look
forward to a new home as they examine plans and talk
to potential funding sources that will assist them to
better accommodate the current and future range of
people and programs. We need a purpose-built home.

Shepparton: multipurpose taxis
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to bring to
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport the
appalling and uncaring way people with a disability are
being treated in Shepparton. Mr Rick Madgewick of
Greater Shepparton Taxis told me he had submitted an
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application to the Victorian Taxi Directorate in
November last year for a multipurpose vehicle to cater
for the needs of people in wheelchairs or motorised
scooters or people with other mobility problems.
Mr Madgewick had not received an answer to his
application, even though he and his barrister continually
phoned the VTD. On 31 May Mr Madgewick met with
the VTD and was told to put in another application,
even though it had not responded to his first one.
There are only two multipurpose vehicles in
Shepparton, both owned by another taxi network.
Shepparton is one of the fastest growing regional
centres, with a population of 60 000 people. Disabled
people in Shepparton are being denied independence.
Wangaratta Taxis have four multipurpose vehicles for a
population of 12 500, and smaller towns like Euroa,
Nagambie and Benalla have two each.
This week Mr Terry Duffy called into my office to
complain about the lack of multipurpose taxis in
Shepparton. He is 74 years of age and uses a motorised
scooter as he suffers from severe arthritis and breathing
problems. Mr Duffy recently phoned the VTD to voice
concern at the lack of multipurpose taxis, and it was
suggested that he should get a small scooter. Mr Duffy
visits Goulburn Valley Health twice a week to have
treatment and has to wait 2 hours each time after the
treatment to be picked up by a multipurpose taxi. This
is outrageous. In the Shepparton district people with a
disability are being ignored. I call on the minister to
increase the number of multipurpose taxis urgently to
allow people with a disability to be engaged in the
community.

Vietnamese community: Journey of Freedom
exhibition
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — Last
Saturday, 5 June, I was greatly honoured to be the
keynote speaker at an exhibition called Journey of
Freedom put on by the Archive of Vietnamese Boat
People. Firstly, I would like to congratulate the people
involved in putting on the exhibition, Mr Dong Tran,
Mr Hung Chau, Mr Ching Dang, and Mr Quang Phung.
They put on a marvellous exhibition, and there was a
very healthy turnout.
The exhibition deals with the celebration of the
35 years of Vietnamese immigration to this country
following the fall of Saigon on 30 April 1975. It is a
significant milestone in the community, because this
was a fight for the one thing the Vietnamese wanted
above all else — freedom. This exhibition highlights
the struggles, the strain, the difficulties and the bravery
of the Vietnamese people in leaving Vietnam and
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coming to settle in this country. I think there were some
58 878 Vietnamese people who actually ended up
settling in Victoria.

to condemn the actions of those prosecuted. You know
where you stand with this minister. He says he will not
do anything — and you can absolutely believe him!

I want to briefly mention the speech by Mr Bon
Nguyen, who is the president of the Vietnamese
Community in Australia, Victoria chapter. It was a very
moving speech about his need to leave his family
behind, as the oldest son, to come to Australia; I think it
brought many people to tears. I congratulate the
organisation for putting on such a marvellous
exhibition.

St Scholastica’s Primary School, Bennettswood:
illuminated speed signs

Minister for Industrial Relations: performance
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Over the last few
years Victorians have had to watch in amazement as
Labor minister after Labor minister have denied
responsibility for many of the failures and much of the
inaction within their portfolio areas.
The Minister for Planning has blamed his media adviser
for an inappropriate approach to consultation; the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services has
blamed the chief commissioner for the lack of police
available to tackle violence at trouble spots; and the
Minister for Community Services has blamed her
departmental secretary for just about everything.
There has been one minister, however, who has not
sought to blame anyone for the inaction within his
portfolio and who has been consistent in his approach
to the various issues that have arisen in his portfolio
area. That minister is the Minister for Industrial
Relations, Martin Pakula. He openly gave evidence
during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(PAEC) hearings that he believed he was patently not
responsible for intervening in any industrial disputes
that arise on state government work sites and that he
would absolutely not initiate any discussions between
public servants and the government in relation to EBA
(enterprise bargaining agreement) negotiations.
The minister has clearly and consistently stuck to his
guns, refusing to act, speak to his union mates or even
publicly make comment on the many industrial disputes
that have occurred on government work sites, despite
the impact that the subsequent delays have had on
Victorians. Whether it has been industrial issues at the
Royal Children’s Hospital, the West Gate Bridge or the
Epping fruit and vegetable market, the minister has
absolutely refused to get involved.
Even when illegal behaviour by the unions on public
and private sites throughout Victoria have been proven
and prosecuted by the courts, the minister does nothing

Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — Several weeks
ago, much to the surprise of locals, the school speed
zone lights on Burwood Highway outside the
St Scholastica’s parish school disappeared. I thank the
Digby family for alerting me to this. I talked to the
principal, Paul Gleeson; then I contacted VicRoads and
asked that the lights be put back in place. Lo and
behold, they are back this week, and I thank VicRoads,
in particular Ravi Ravichandhira and the contractors,
for doing this. This result helps ensure our kids are safer
crossing the road.

Monash Croquet Club
Mr STENSHOLT — Last week I was delighted to
join the president of the Monash Croquet Club, Jean
Deacon, committee members Bev Grigg and John van
der Touw, and club members to unveil their new
honour board, alongside the Pinewood Community
Bank manager, Merv Ericson. Located at Electra
Reserve in Ashwood, it is a great club; it recently won
the 2009 City of Monash Club of the Year award.

Markham Reserve, Ashburton: lights
Mr STENSHOLT — I was also delighted recently
to announce a Brumby Labor government grant of
$44 000 under the World Game program to upgrade the
lights at Markham Reserve in Ashburton, which is used
by the largest sporting club in Boroondara, the
Ashburton United Soccer Club. That club is ably led by
president Derek Cafferty and committee members
Mark Gerstel, Graeme Lamb, David Teagle, Alan
Jager, Lesley Gemmell and Rob Pettit, among others.
The club has 37 junior teams, and some 200 kids attend
Goalkick. Everyone gets a go, and there is great
community spirit. Recently I joined with the police and
others to hold a community fun day at Markham
Reserve. A game of soccer was held between the police
club and the locals, and everyone enjoyed themselves.
It was a great day and contributed to community spirit
in Ashburton.

Crime: government claims
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — As long as I have
been in this Parliament I have had to put up with the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services making
claims that the Victorian crime rate was declining, that

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 10 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

Victoria was the safest state in Australia, that record
amounts of money were being spent on policing and
that we had more police on the streets than ever before.
Yet at the same time we knew people were becoming
less and less comfortable about walking our streets, not
only in the dark but often even in broad daylight.
It has become increasingly hard to reconcile the utopian
claims of a spin-driven government with the reality of
an ever-increasing level of vicious and seemingly
random and aimless assaults. There has been a daily
parade of stories, each one worse than the last. In one of
the most recent, a young Mornington Peninsula
footballer, who not long ago turned 18, was attacked in
Main Street, Mornington. He and a cousin were waiting
for a taxi when they were bashed by a group of men.
He sustained a dislocated shoulder, a fractured nose and
a fractured bone near his eye. The cousin, fortunately,
suffered only minor injuries.
It has long been clear that government claims and the
reality on our streets are two entirely different things.
So I was not at all surprised to see that assaults recorded
by 000 on the Mornington Peninsula were 59 per cent
higher than the official police statistics. I have
frequently said I have an extremely high opinion of the
way our local police go about their business, but that
there are simply nowhere near enough of them to keep
the community safe.
The release of these previously confidential figures has
now proved that I was right all along, and that our local
police really are incredibly stretched. Until the Brumby
government matches its rhetoric to resources,
Victorians cannot be confident when they leave home
that they can expect to return unharmed.

Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College,
Bentleigh: performing arts
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — Recently I attended
the annual performing arts spectacular at Our Lady of
the Sacred Heart College in Bentleigh. This event is a
great opportunity for the students of the college to
showcase their talents. A highlight of the program was
the OLSH Bandstand, where all the students in each
school house participated in a rendition of a Disney
musical.
Chevalier performed a medley from Mulan, Sweeney
from Aladdin, Hartzer from The Little Mermaid and
Xavier from the Lion King. All of the students put an
enormous amount of work into their costumes and
performance, creating a vibrant and powerful
expression of the themes from these musicals on stage.
In addition there were wonderful performances from
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the percussion ensemble with Latinology, the junior
choir with Can You Feel the Love Tonight, the senior
vocal ensemble with Don’t Stop Believin’ and the jazz
ensemble with Afro Blue. Fine solos were performed by
Chloe Lewis and Erin Renwick.
In the OLSH You’ve Got Talent quest there were
high-quality performances by Kirsten Davey, Natalya
Esteves, Lucy Hibbert, Bianka D’Souza, Jessie Stuart,
Natasha and Rachel Pinto, Deanna Taylor, Martha
O’Hagan, Shannon Durkin, Aleksandra Mazurek,
Cristina Cafasso and Jemma Williams. Jessie Stuart
won the quest with a beautiful neoclassical dance.
However, the overall winners were the students of the
college, who gained so much from working as part of a
group and developing self-confidence and skills
through artistic expression. There is a wonderful array
of musical talent that has long been nurtured in the
school, and it gets better every year.

Rutherglen Winery Walkabout
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I bring to the
attention of the house the famous Rutherglen Winery
Walkabout, which will again be held during this
Queen’s Birthday long weekend. Starting from humble
beginnings as the Rutherglen Wine Festival in 1966
promoted by the Rutherglen Apex Club, which I was a
proud member of, it developed quickly, with huge
crowds in attendance.
Because of its continuing development the event was
changed in 1974 from being held on the March long
weekend to the Queen’s Birthday weekend and
rebadged the Rutherglen Winery Walkabout, with a
broad-ranging committee involved. Since that time the
popularity of the festival has exploded, with thousands
attending each year. With 20 wineries involved,
providing tastings, entertainment and food, the event
has won a large number of state and federal awards,
recognising its great success.
In 1984 the festival expanded to include the Rutherglen
Country Fair, conducted on Sunday in the closed Main
Street of Rutherglen. It now includes over 300 stalls,
together with food and entertainment such as barrel
rolling and grape treading. That is where I fit in. For
over 20 years I have promoted the celebrity grape tread,
whereby I have issued a challenge to a range of
politicians over the years to join me, together with a
partner, to press grapes in the championship. This year
the Minister for Community Development, Lily
D’Ambrosio, and the member for Derrimut, Telmo
Languiller, have accepted the challenge to be at
Rutherglen this Sunday to press out the grape juice. For
a great weekend of wine, food and entertainment you
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must be a part of the Rutherglen Winery Walkabout
and the country fair.

Moonee Valley Youth Services: Step Off dance
competition
Mr LIM (Clayton) — On Saturday, 11 April, I
attended an event called Step Off. Step Off is a youth
hip-hop dance competition run by Moonee Valley
Youth Services in conjunction with the Brimbank City
Council, funded and sponsored by the FReeZA
program of the Office for Youth. Through the local
youth-led FReeZA committee a large number of
volunteers organised and staffed the hugely successful
event. The event hosted over 150 young dancers from
32 dance crews who performed to a sold-out crowd of
over 1400 people. The event was a drug, alcohol and
smoke-free event and was instrumental in providing
youth with a forum to express their creativity, positivity
and love for dance.
The event was a highly entertaining night, and I was
amazed to experience the passion and dedication
amongst everybody in the hall, including all the
dancers, the parents, the organisers, the sponsors and
even the special guest judge, Jason Coleman from So
You Think You Can Dance.
I would like to congratulate FReeZA, Moonee Valley
Youth Services and Brimbank City Council for running
a fantastic show and fulfilling their aim of supporting
and empowering our youth by providing a platform for
them to lead the planning and staging of music, artistic
and cultural events. This is a living example of our
youth being capable of having a great time without drug
and alcohol-induced violence, thanks to funding from
the Brumby Labor government.

Hastings: jetty redevelopment
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The Brumby
government has allowed the Hastings jetty to
deteriorate to the point of being dangerous.
Refurbishment is no longer enough; it now must be
partially rebuilt. I have raised the plight of the iconic
Hastings jetty in this place before, concerned about the
government’s intentions for this historic structure. I was
assured that any work would be faithful to the jetty’s
precious history and surroundings. Not only is the jetty
loved by the people of Hastings and surrounding
communities, but the visitors and tourists who come
from other parts of the state, from across Australia and
from around the world are also taken by the beauty of
this tribute to the historic fishing village of Hastings.
The vast majority of historic photos of Hastings include
this majestic icon.
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I was extremely disappointed but not surprised to see
that plans Parks Victoria recently submitted to council
include the complete demolition of the right-hand arm
of the jetty and its replacement with a concrete floating
pontoon. Whilst a floating pontoon holds attraction for
the fishing and boating community, it must be installed
as an addition to the jetty and not as a replacement. The
government claims to have consulted with the
community over its plans; however, I am yet to speak to
anyone throughout the area who understands that the
plan is to change the entire nature of this local treasure.
The community is of course well acquainted with what
the Brumby government means by the word
‘consultation’. The people of Crib Point and Baxter, to
mention just two places, know it means the government
coming and telling you what it is about to do to you.
When I approached Parks Victoria on behalf of my
community, asking that the jetty be restored to its
previous state, I was told that there was not enough
money.
The government has been happy to spend many
millions on rebuilds of jetties in other communities but
intends to again short-change the Western Port
community by trying to replace the iconic Hastings
jetty with a slab of floating concrete. This is not the
design the community wants. I urge the state
government to undertake proper consultation and listen
to the local community. Once this great icon has been
destroyed it will be gone forever.

Liberal Party: political advertising
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise to
condemn the Liberal Party for its misleading campaigns
which say one thing to local communities but nothing
to the broader Victorian community. We are five
months away from an election campaign, and I am
reminded that Liberal MPs are saying one thing in their
local area, leaving particular impressions, but we never
read about them in the mainstream media, particularly
if the proposals would cost a lot of money.
I was surprised when I was informed that there was a
sign on an electorate office window that had been there
for a period of time that said, ‘Brumby snubs Rowville
rail’. I thought, ‘I haven’t read about this in the Age —
that this is a big Liberal Party or coalition commitment
to fund this rail line. You would think with the transport
plan, we would all read about it’. So I went out to this
particular electorate office, and it happened to be the
office of the shadow Treasurer, the member for
Scoresby. And, yes, there is this whopping sign on his
front window: ‘Brumby snubs Rowville rail’, leaving
an impression for the people of Scoresby and the
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eastern suburbs that somehow the shadow Treasurer
and the Liberal Party are committed to that project. But
no-one else knows about it.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — This is one of the
things that really worry me. We saw this happen in the
last election campaign: Liberal Party candidates were
saying one thing, but it was not reflected in Liberal
Party policy. The member for Hastings had some big
billboards down along Western Port Highway about
duplicating the Western Port Highway to Hastings, but
by the end of the election campaign it had never been
part of the policy.
What we want is not to be misled by the Liberal Party.
With five months to go we want proper policy
commitments, not the misleading of the public.

Clearways: Kew electorate
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Liberal-Nationals
coalition opposes the Brumby Labor government’s
arbitrary extension of clearway times, and we are
committed to returning clearway times when we are in
government to what they were. The new clearway times
have no demonstrable benefit, are proving disastrous
for small business and strip shopping and impact
adversely on local residents.
One Kew resident found out just how costly it can be to
use local shops. She had parked in one of the new
extended clearways that begin at 3 p.m. She had been
shopping nearby and was delayed through no fault of
her own, returning to her car shortly after 3 p.m. Her
car was already being loaded onto a
VicRoads-authorised tow truck, bound for
Collingwood. She had been on her way to pick up her
son for an urgent medical appointment. Her son is
undergoing continuing treatment for cancer. This was
all explained to the assiduous tow truck driver, who
merely replied that none of this mattered. She was at
least given a ride to the Collingwood depot, where she
paid $322 for the release of her car. Her sick son waited
for over an hour to be picked up and taken hastily to a
luckily rescheduled doctor’s appointment.
Occasionally — just occasionally — our government
needs to provide discretion to these people and to
simply be a bit more charitable. This is an indictment of
the Brumby Labor government. As I said, there are no
demonstrable benefits to the extended clearway times,
and they are proving disastrous to local small
businesses and impacting on local residents,
particularly in the case of this resident with a sick son.
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Tony Bergen
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I would like to
congratulate Mr Tony Bergen on recently being elected
the new state president of Amnesty International, an
important position and one I know he is proud to take
up. We all know of the terrific work Amnesty does to
highlight and expose human rights violations and
torture, but it can only do this through the hard work
and dedication of thousands of activists who meet, plan
and act in local communities everywhere. Tony Bergen
is one of those activists.
Tony joined Amnesty International as a member of the
Eltham local group and is committed to promoting
Amnesty at the grassroots level. He was convener of
the Eltham — now north-east metro — local group
from 2003 to 2007 and maintains an active involvement
with this group. The Eltham branch of Amnesty is a
terrific, well-organised, active group of dedicated and
compassionate local residents and in my opinion one of
Victoria’s leading Amnesty groups.
Tony’s efforts go further than Eltham. He has been a
member of the Victorian branch committee since 2005,
has been convener of the local groups team and served
as secretary in 2008 and vice-president in 2009. Tony’s
main human rights interests are the campaigns against
torture, the ‘war on terror’ and the wider human rights
and security context. A physicist by trade, Tony
routinely travels overseas for his work and promotes
human rights.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The time for members statements has expired.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT (ELECTORAL
PARTICIPATION) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) 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 Electoral Amendment (Electoral
Participation) Bill 2010.
In my opinion, the Electoral Amendment (Electoral
Participation) Bill 2010 (the bill), 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.
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Overview of bill
The objectives of the bill are to make amendments to the
Electoral Act 2002 (the act) to increase electoral participation
and to improve the operation of the act.
In summary, the bill will implement a range of electoral
reforms, including:
enrolment procedures on election day for those electors
not on the electoral roll;
streamlined enrolment procedures whereby the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) will have the
power to enrol people on its own initiative based on
information obtained from sources under section 26(4)
of the act;
expanding the availability of electronic voting to a wider
group of electors;
abolition of the ‘three-month rule’, which uses the
elector’s principal place of residence, three months prior
to election day, as a measure of the elector’s entitlement
to vote; and
requiring the VEC to publish how-to-vote cards on its
website.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 18: taking part in public life
Section 18 establishes a right for an individual to, without
discrimination, participate in the conduct of public affairs, to
vote and be elected at state and municipal elections, and to
have access to the Victorian public service and public office.
The right to participate in public affairs is a broad concept,
which embraces the exercise of governmental power by all
arms of government at all levels. The right to be elected
ensures that eligible voters have a free choice of candidates in
an election, and as with the right to vote, the right to occupy
public office is not conferred on all Victorians; it is limited to
eligible persons where the criteria and processes for
appointment, promotion, suspension and dismissal are
objective, reasonable and non-discriminatory.
A key objective of the bill is to increase electoral
participation. The purpose of the new streamlined enrolment
procedures in clause 3 of the bill is to assist eligible
individuals to meet their obligation to enrol and vote under
the act. Under the act, the age requirement for voting is
18 years of age with an entitlement to provisional registration
at 17 years of age. Currently, in order to enrol to vote for
Victorian state elections an individual must complete the
necessary enrolment form and forward it to the VEC. Under
the new procedures in clause 3, the VEC may on its own
initiative enrol a person who would be entitled to enrol on the
register of electors under section 22(5) of the act who has
attained 18 years of age but has not made a claim for
provisional enrolment under section 23(2) of the act, based on
information the VEC already obtains from sources under
section 26(4) of the act. The measures contained in clause 3
promote the right to participate in public affairs and the right
to vote under section 18 of the charter by assisting individuals
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to participate in the electoral system through the alternative
mechanism of enrolment and securing the right to vote for all
eligible Victorians.
Clause 8 requires the VEC to publish a copy of a registered
how-to-vote card on the VEC website, which will allow
how-to-vote cards to be more widely accessible so that the
right to participate in public affairs and engage in public
debate is afforded to all people in Victoria.
Clause 11 abolishes the ‘three-month rule’ as provided for in
the act, which uses the elector’s principal residence, three
months prior to the election day, as a measure of the elector’s
entitlement to vote. It is based on the principle that only
people who live within an electorate should be able to vote for
candidates in that electorate. The modernised practices and
programs of the VEC in relation to the maintenance of the
electoral roll since the three-month rule was introduced have
improved the accuracy and integrity of the roll and mitigated
the need for the rule. Further, clause 14 enables a person who
is not on the roll on election day to enrol and cast a vote in
their electoral district. Therefore, clauses 11 and 14 facilitate
electoral participation and enhance the right to participate in
public affairs and the right to vote in section 18 of the charter.
Clause 16 of the bill concerns the eligibility to access
electronic voting. Section 110D of the act currently restricts
access to electronic voting to those electors who otherwise
cannot vote without assistance because of a visual
impairment. Clause 16 expands the availability of electronic
voting to include those who cannot vote without assistance
because of a motor impairment, or insufficient literacy skills
(whether in the English language or in their primary spoken
language). Clause 16 aims to remove a potential impediment
to the effective exercise of the right to vote by widening the
accessibility of electronic voting to include those electors with
a motor impairment or literacy barriers.
These measures are important enhancements to the electoral
system and enrolment processes to ensure that all in the
community can participate in public affairs and that all
eligible Victorians can effectively exercise their right to vote.
Therefore, the amendments to the act in clauses 3, 8, 11, 14
and 16 of the bill give greater effect to section 18 of the
charter.
Section 8: recognition and equality before the law
Section 8 of the charter establishes a series of equality rights.
The right to recognition as a person before the law means that
the law must recognise that all people have legal rights. The
right of every person to equality before the law and to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination means that
the government ought not to discriminate against any person,
and the content of all legislation ought not be discriminatory.
Discrimination means discrimination within the meaning of
the Equal Opportunity Act 1995 on the basis of an attribute
set out in section 6 of that act.
Clause 16 widens the availability of electronic voting to
include those electors who otherwise cannot vote without
assistance because of a visual impairment, a motor
impairment, or insufficient literacy skills. The clause does not
constitute discrimination because it assists disadvantaged
electors to cast a ballot when it may not otherwise be possible
due to certain barriers. Under section 8(4) of the charter,
measures taken for the purpose of assisting or advancing
persons or groups of persons who are disadvantaged because
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of prior discrimination do not themselves constitute
discrimination.
Age limitation
The bill gives effect to the eligibility requirements for a
person to enrol as an elector under section 22 of the act.
Section 22 directs attention to section 48 of the Constitution
Act 1975 (Vic) which provides, amongst other matters, that
qualification of an elector is dependent on a person attaining
18 years of age. This restriction limits the right to equality on
the ground of age. Although the bill itself does not regulate
matters relating to the eligibility of electors to enrol under the
act, for the sake of completeness, I note that the limitation is
reasonable, pursuant to section 7(2) of the charter, on the
basis of the following analysis.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The prohibition on discrimination is one of the cornerstones
of human rights instruments and this is reflected in the
preamble to the charter. However, as with all rights protected
by the charter, the section 8 right to equality before the law,
may be subject to reasonable limitation, pursuant to section 7
of the charter.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the differential treatment of those under
18 years of age, reflected in the bill, is to ensure the integrity
of the electoral system and prevent the positive obligation
under the act to enrol and vote from being imposed on
minors. The limitation is important to ensure the maturity of
those participating in the electoral process. Internationally,
there is general acceptance of the reasonableness of
restrictions on voting based upon age.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The right is limited to the extent that persons under 18 years
of age are prevented, in keeping with the existing eligibility
requirements under the act, from being placed on the electoral
roll and provided the right to vote.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of exempting persons under 18 years of age from the
obligation to enrol and vote, who because of their age, are less
likely to have the capacity to fully participate in the electoral
system.
(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no practicable less restrictive means available to
achieve the desired purpose.
For these reasons I consider the limitation on section 8 of the
charter to be ‘reasonable’ in this circumstance.
Section 13: right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter recognises a person’s right not to
have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. Privacy encompasses
concepts of personal autonomy and human dignity. It
encapsulates the notion that individuals should have an area
of autonomous development, interaction and liberty — a
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‘private sphere’ free from government intervention and from
excessive unsolicited intervention by other individuals.
Privacy comprises bodily, territorial, communications and
information privacy.
An interference with privacy will not limit the right if the
interference is neither arbitrary nor unlawful. The interference
will not be arbitrary if the restriction on privacy accords with
the objectives of the charter and is reasonable in the
circumstances. The interference will not be unlawful if the
law authorising it is circumscribed, precise, and determined
on a case-by-case basis.
The information-sharing provisions in clause 3 of the bill may
engage the right to privacy. Clause 3 permits the VEC to
enrol eligible electors on its own initiative based on
information it receives from various sources. The information
would include name, address and age data, which constitutes
personal information. However, clause 3 concerns the use of
personal information rather than its collection and disclosure
to the VEC, which is already provided for under section 26(4)
of the act. Agencies collecting the information will consider
any necessary changes to their processes for collecting and
sharing data. Importantly, clause 3 provides that the VEC
must advise a person in writing that the VEC proposes to
enrol them under the new streamlined enrolment procedures.
The person has at least 14 days after the date of the notice to
correct any details in the notice or to object to the proposed
enrolment in accordance with the objection procedures in the
act. Once the period lapses and if the VEC decides to register
the person on the register of electors, the VEC must notify the
person in writing that the person has been registered as such.
The additional use of personal information by the VEC
engages the right to privacy. However, any such use is
specifically authorised by the bill and is for the important
public purpose of facilitating the right to participate in public
affairs and the right to vote contained in section 18 of the
charter. The measure will assist eligible Victorians to fulfil
their obligation under the act to enrol to vote.
Clause 14 provides that for the purposes of enrolment on
election day an elector must complete the prescribed
enrolment and declaration form and provide a form of
prescribed identification or the name of a prescribed service
provider to enable identification of the person. The collection
of the enrolment information under clause 14 is necessary for
the efficient administration of the electoral roll. The additional
information regarding proof of identity in relation to
enrolments on election day is required to safeguard the
integrity of the electoral system and to guard against possible
fraud. Currently under the act, those electors who are not on
the electoral roll on election day but who present at a voting
centre are denied a vote. Therefore, clause 14 will also
promote the right to participate in public affairs and the right
to vote under section 18 of the charter, to enable those who
are not on the roll on election day to enrol and cast a
declaration vote.
Further, the VEC is a public authority for the purposes of the
charter. The VEC is required to act in a way that is
compatible with a human right and, in making a decision,
must not fail to give proper consideration to a relevant human
right.
Clauses 3 and 14 of the bill therefore do not amount to an
unlawful or arbitrary interference with the right to privacy.
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Section 15: freedom of expression
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Second reading

Section 15 establishes a number of rights relating to freedom
of expression. It protects the right to hold an opinion without
interference and the right to seek, receive and impart both
information and ‘ideas of all kinds’ anywhere and in any
form. The general right is limited by section 15(3) which
contains a specific limitation on the right to freedom of
expression. This invites consideration of particular matters
that are identified as ones which, when satisfied, specifically
justify a restriction on the right.

Elections are about the future, and everybody who is
eligible to vote should have the opportunity to have
their say in the future through the ballot box — that is
the key aim of this bill.

The application of section 15(3) involves satisfying a number
of conditions. First, the relevant restriction proposed on the
right to freedom of expression must be lawful. Second, the
relevant restriction must be imposed for a particular purpose,
either to respect the rights and reputation of other persons, or
in order to protect national security, public order, public
health, or public morality. Third, the relevant restriction must
be ‘reasonably necessary’ for one of these purposes.

The bill will amend the Electoral Act 2002 (the act) to
implement a range of reforms so that the Victorian
electoral system is as accessible and efficient as
possible, to maintain the integrity of the electoral roll
and to promote a high level of participation by all those
in the community who are eligible to vote.

Since 1992, the High Court has recognised a freedom of
communication on political matters, implied from the system
of responsible and representative government established by
the Australian Constitution (see Nationwide News Pty Ltd v.
Wills [1992] 177 CLR 1; Australian Capital Television v. The
Commonwealth [1992] 177 CLR 106). Political
communication includes non-verbal means of expression and
is understood to mean discussion relating to matters relevant
to voting choices. The High Court has also held that it is not
an absolute freedom. Even where a communication can be
considered political, its restriction is still permissible if the
law which does so is ‘reasonably appropriate and adapted to
serve a legitimate end in a manner which is compatible with
the maintenance of the constitutionally prescribed system of
responsible government’ (Coleman v. Power [2004]
220 CLR 1 at 66). Therefore, the constitutional guarantee of
freedom of political communication is, prima facie, more
restricted than the generalised guarantee of freedom of
speech.

Electoral participation is a key element of a healthy
democracy. The Victorian government is committed to
ensuring that all eligible Victorians are able to
effectively participate in the electoral system. This
objective can become frustrated if enrolment processes
serve as a barrier to the exercise of an individual’s right
to vote.

Clause 9 of the bill excludes certain electoral matter, being a
letter or card, from the authorisation requirements under
section 83(1) of the act. Section 83(1) requires that certain
printed electoral matter must include at the end the name and
address of the person who authorised the material and the
name and place of business of the printer. Freedom of public
discussion of political matters is essential to allow people to
make their political judgements so as to exercise their right to
vote effectively. Clause 9 will promote the expression of
political opinion and the right under section 15(2) of the
charter by permitting the publication of certain material which
bears the name and address of the author, in keeping with the
principle that those responsible for electoral material are
known and accountable in the interests of a transparent and
fair election process.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In July 2009, the Electoral Matters Committee (EMC)
tabled its report on its inquiry into voter participation
and informal voting. Victoria can claim one of the
highest voter turnout rates for periodic general elections
worldwide, and consistently good enrolment rates in
comparison with other states and territories. However,
the EMC in its report highlighted some concerning
trends in relation to participation in Victorian elections.
Both the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) and
the Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) have
acknowledged that traditional enrolment strategies are
generally very efficient in taking people off the roll but
not necessarily in keeping them on. In this sense,
traditional strategies, which rely on people taking the
time to enrol and to update their enrolment details, have
not kept pace with modern times and rapid advances in
technology.
People are living increasingly busy and complex lives
and, even with the best of intentions, can struggle to fill
in yet another form. In a submission to the
Commonwealth Joint Standing Committee on Electoral
Matters in 2007, the AEC noted a trend of increasing
resistance to direct mail and to doorknocks, and a
growing expectation, especially among young people,
that government agencies should take the initiative to
provide targeted services to individuals.
The bill provides for streamlined enrolment procedures
to enable the VEC to enrol eligible electors on its own
initiative based on information it already receives from
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reliable sources in accordance with section 26(4) of the
act. Importantly, the bill will ensure that individuals
must be notified by the VEC to be given the
opportunity to correct any errors in their proposed
enrolment details or to raise any objections before they
are enrolled. The VEC must also write to electors to
inform them once they are placed on the roll in
accordance with the new procedures.
Implementation of streamlined enrolment will be a
complex and long-term project that will be subject to a
staged approach. Throughout Australia, evidence shows
that the electoral participation rates of young people
aged 18 to 25 years remain significantly lower than for
the rest of the population. In particular, AEC data
indicates that while Victoria has one of the highest
youth enrolment rates in Australia (84.78 per cent or
3.3 per cent higher than the national average in
2007–08), the number of young Victorians enrolled is
still 8 per cent below that of the general eligible
population. Given this context, the first phase of
streamlined enrolment will capture students aged
18 years and over who are registered with the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority. The bill will
simplify the enrolment process for this group of electors
and make it easier for them to enrol to vote. The second
phase of implementation of the reform will consider
widening the group of electors who could benefit from
streamlined enrolment. This phased approach has been
recommended by the VEC.
At the 2006 Victorian state election, as many as
66 000 eligible Victorians attempted to vote but had
their ballots rejected because they were not on the
electoral roll. Recent NSW reforms permit election day
enrolment. In New Zealand, electors can enrol up to the
day before polling day. Canada and nine states in the
United States have some form of election day
registration. Accordingly, the bill permits enrolment on
election day to enable voting by eligible people who
present at a voting centre but who are not on the roll. It
is anticipated that this will allow a high percentage of
declaration votes to be able to be accepted towards the
count.
A declaration vote is a vote which requires a written
declaration by the voter that is then checked by the
VEC to ensure that the relevant requirements have been
met.
There will still be a close of the rolls. Enrolment on
election day will offer another chance for those electors
who slip through the cracks of ordinary enrolment
processes and enable those eligible electors to exercise
their right to vote.
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Election day enrolments will be subject to specific
safeguards and proof of identity requirements to protect
the security and integrity of the roll. The bill will allow
persons eligible to enrol in an electoral district to enrol
and cast a declaration vote in an election for that district
on polling day provided the person can produce
satisfactory identification, such as a drivers licence.
Applicants without a drivers licence will be able to
nominate one reliable source from a prescribed list to
enable identification of the person, including VicRoads,
a municipal council or an electricity provider. The VEC
will follow up the source of identification provided by
the applicant after election day, and include the votes of
those whose identities could be confirmed.
This process is similar to what happens currently in
assessing declaration votes. The VEC confirms that
given similar numbers regarding current unenrolled
votes, such a process will not hold up election results,
but will mean that more votes will be able to be
admitted. This is a common-sense approach — when
someone votes they expect that vote to be counted and
we should be doing what we can to make that happen.
Individuals seeking to enrol on election day will also be
required to make a declaration that all the information
provided is true and correct and that they understand
that giving false or misleading information is a serious
offence. The combined declaration and proof of identity
requirements act as precautions against possible fraud.
In fact the requirements to enrol on the day will involve
a more stringent testing and verification of a person’s
enrolment than is currently required under state law and
will protect the integrity of the enrolment process.
While some may assert that streamlined enrolment and
enabling people to enrol on election day in certain
circumstances despite the appropriate verification
requirements has the potential to undermine the
democratic process, it will actually do the opposite. A
vibrant democracy should not put barriers in the way of
people exercising their duty to vote.
In line with the EMC recommendation in its report on
its inquiry into the provisions of the act relating to
misleading or deceptive political advertising, tabled on
11 March 2010, the bill will require the VEC to publish
a copy of a registered how-to-vote card on its website.
This will enable better access to how-to-vote cards for
all Victorians and promote greater accountability and
transparency in relation to their registration.
The bill contains a number of amendments to the act,
which will improve the overall operation of the act and
promote the key objective of the bill to improve
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electoral participation. This includes widening the
availability of electronic voting to those electors who
otherwise cannot vote without assistance because of a
visual impairment, a motor impairment or insufficient
literacy skills, whether in English or in their spoken
language. The expansion will allow for additional trials
of electronic voting and seeks to remove any potential
impediments to the effective exercise of the right to
vote for particular eligible groups in the community.
At the request of the Victorian Electoral Commission
the bill abolishes the ‘three-month rule’. This is in
keeping with the key objective of the bill which is to
promote electoral participation.
The three-month rule means that those who have failed
to update their electoral address within three months of
moving are either taken off the roll or are not able to
cast a valid vote.
Under the current laws when an elector presents at a
polling booth they are asked a series of questions
including ‘What is your full name?’ and ‘Where do you
live?’.
If an elector responds with an address that is not their
address on the electoral roll, the election official asks if
the address on the electoral roll has been the elector’s
principal place of residence within the period of three
months immediately before election day.
If the elector says yes (which means they have moved
address within the last three months) they pass the
three-month rule and are permitted to cast a vote
according to their address on the roll.
If the elector says no (which means they have moved
address over three months ago) they fail the
three-month rule and are denied a vote. This can have
the undesirable effect of denying a Victorian who has
been living abroad, or a country student temporarily
living in the city for study purposes, the ability to cast a
vote.
No other Australian jurisdiction has this restriction. In
the report to Parliament on the 2006 Victorian state
election, the Victorian Electoral Commissioner said ‘it
is estimated that around 10 000 people were denied a
vote through the application of the three-month rule at
the 2006 state election’.
Under these reforms, those electors who present to vote
for a Victorian state election who are not on the roll will
be able to enrol on the day and those electors whose
stated address is different from their address on the roll
will receive a ballot and may vote for the address that is
on the roll. They will also be given a new form and
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asked to update their details so that the roll will reflect
their accurate address.
Since the three-month rule was introduced, the VEC
has developed modernised processes and practices in
relation to the maintenance of the electoral roll. The
VEC has also undertaken a range of progressive
programs to improve the accuracy of the roll. For
example, during 2009–10, the VEC conducted a trial of
a combined mail-out and enforcement program. The
program involved the VEC conducting a mail-out,
which reminded people that enrolment is compulsory,
and that those who fail to give a valid reason for failure
to enrol or update enrolment eventually face
prosecution. In this trial, some 98 per cent of those
contacted either enrolled, updated their enrolment
details or gave a valid reason for not doing so. This,
combined with other VEC measures and programs, has
improved the effective maintenance of the roll and
reduced the need for the three-month rule. Further, the
potential extension of streamlined enrolment to be
progressed in the near future will add to the measures
aimed at preserving the integrity of the roll.
The Victorian electoral commissioner has also
suggested a number of machinery and technical
amendments to the act, which are contained in the bill.
These include:
clarifying the provisions in the act which relate to the
acceptance of postal vote declarations. This will
reflect the current practice of the VEC whereby
postal vote envelopes postmarked on the Sunday
after election day are assessed according to the
witness date on the declaration, in the same way as
envelopes without a postmark are currently assessed;
providing that Legislative Council candidates who
choose to form a group on the ballot paper must
register a group voting ticket with the VEC in
accordance with the act. This will enable the VEC
sufficient time to print the relevant ballot papers and
guard against the possibility of inadvertent informal
votes being cast in favour of groups who fail to
lodge a group voting ticket;
bringing the act into line with commonwealth laws
to exempt certain electoral matter, being letters and
cards that bear the name and street address of the
sender from the normal authorisation requirements.
Such letters satisfy the purpose of the authorisation
provisions in the act, which is to ensure that those
responsible for campaign material are known and
accountable in the interests of a transparent and fair
election process.
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The bill comes at a time of great interest in electoral
reform across Australia and it is important to consider
the bill in the context of current developments and
forthcoming electoral activity. Federal, state and
territory governments are currently working together to
examine opportunities to harmonise electoral law.
Victoria will continue to work closely with the
commonwealth and other states and territories to
examine options to harmonise electoral law and
improve the operation of our electoral system, to
provide the best framework for democracy.
In the meantime, the measures in the bill aim to make
the Victorian electoral system as accessible as possible
to enable all eligible Victorians to participate in the
system by enrolling and voting. We have a unique
electoral landscape in Australia, in particular, in relation
to our system of compulsory voting, which is a special
part of our national democratic and political culture. In
recent times, the decline in electoral participation rates
has highlighted the need to adopt innovative approaches
to enrolment mechanisms for the benefit of all
potentially eligible voters in the community. The bill
strikes an appropriate balance between the need to
safeguard the integrity of the roll, while introducing
modern and streamlined enrolment procedures so that
the franchise is accessible to every Victorian entitled to
exercise it.
I commend the bill to the house.
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national account figures, Treasurer John Lenders
confused the state final demand figures with economic
growth figures.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr WELLS — I know that the member for
Burwood has read today’s article and is squirming in
his seat through sheer embarrassment, because I know
that he would — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member for Burwood shall stop interjecting. The
member for Scoresby, on the bill.
Mr WELLS — I know that the member for
Burwood would not make the fundamental mistake that
was made by the Treasurer last week. As I said, it is
absolutely crucial that the approximately $101 million
that has been committed to the Parliament is based on
proper assumptions and calculations, so it is important
that I read the Treasurer’s press release of last week. In
his press release of Wednesday, 2 June 2010, he stated:
… the Australian Bureau of Statistics today … reported
Victoria had the best economic growth of any Australian
state. Treasurer John Lenders said Victoria had recorded
economic growth (state final demand) —

in other words, he was saying state economic growth
and final demand are the same thing —
of 6.4 per cent over the past year …

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Malvern).

But then he went on to make the comment in the same
press release:

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 24 June.
We have the best economic growth rate in the country and
Victoria is the economic engine room of the nation.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill and say
from the outset that the opposition will not be opposing
this bill. But what is crucial in the preparation of any
appropriation bill is that the figures are based on fact,
and the Parliament appropriation bill provides for
$101.431 million. It is crucial that Parliament can be
reassured that the $101.431 million is based on proper
assumptions and calculations. But the problem is: how
do we trust the Treasurer? How could the Treasurer of
this state so badly bungle basic economic definitions,
basic economics 101? Last week with the release of the

Mr Lenders said the positive economic growth throughout the
financial year — —

Ms Richardson — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would like to draw attention to the bill before
the house and perhaps encourage the member for
Scoresby to refer to it.
Mr WELLS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, on two occasions already I have spoken about
the need for the $101 million that has been allocated to
Parliament needing to be based on proper assumptions
and calculations, so the point I am making about the
economic growth of this state is relevant to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order at this stage; however,
I remind the member for Scoresby that it is the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, and I shall
be listening intently.
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Mr WELLS — Thank you, Acting Speaker. It is
crucial that the Treasurer makes sure that the money is
available for Parliament. The appropriation figures are
correct, but how can we trust the Treasurer to get it
right when he does not understand the difference
between state final demand and economic growth?
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr WELLS — It is embarrassing. I know the
member for Burwood is squirming because he is
embarrassed.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member for Scoresby shall not take up
interjections. The member for Burwood shall stop
interjecting; he will have his turn in a moment. The
member for Scoresby, on the bill.
Mr WELLS — I am getting used to the member for
Burwood interjecting on me all the time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
On the Parliament’s appropriation bill.
Mr WELLS — I refer to Terry McCrann’s article in
today’s Herald Sun.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr WELLS — I am just talking about economic
growth. The article states:
So was our state Treasurer, the man with his finger on the
fiscal button so to speak, having a ‘Kerin moment’? As in
John Kerin, the fill-in treasurer in the dying days of the
Hawke government who couldn’t enumerate what GOS —

gross operating surplus —
meant.
At least he just didn’t know, as opposed to our current
Treasury boffins who know what the letters stand for, just not
what they mean.
Kerin, incidentally, was one of the nicest people …
Or was Lenders having a ‘Keating moment’?

An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLS — ‘Keating moment’ — that is what it
says. The article continues:
That ‘final demand’ measures spending by Victorians. While
‘state product’ measures what we produce.
They are not the same thing.
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The graph that has been provided in the article shows
very clearly the significant difference between state
final demand and gross state product.
Ms Richardson — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would like you to draw the member for
Scoresby back to the bill before the house. It is about
the Parliament’s expenses. While the Liberal Party
might be prepared to watch the member for Scoresby
flaying about and making error after error, I do not
think I can take it anymore.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Scoresby is the lead speaker
on this bill, and if the member for Northcote had been
in this place a little bit longer — in fact she has been
here as long as I have — she would understand that the
lead speaker of the bill gets considerable latitude. The
member for Scoresby has already flagged how his
remarks are directly relevant to the assumptions
underlying this bill. If the government cannot count
properly, how can we trust what is in this bill?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member will return to the point of order.
Mr O’Brien — The shadow Treasurer is clearly
making a point about the assumptions that have been
made by the government in producing this bill. He is
questioning whether we can trust the Treasurer when he
says that what is in this bill is based on proper
assumptions. The shadow Treasurer is entitled to
examine the basis of the sums which have gone into
producing this bill. That is what he is doing. As the lead
speaker he should be given that latitude.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member seems to be straying from the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill. I do not
uphold the point of order at this time, but the member is
straying from the bill by quoting former prime
ministers. It will assist the house greatly if the member
returns to the bill.
Mr WELLS — I was concluding my remarks on
the Terry McCrann article in today’s Herald Sun. It is
incredibly embarrassing for the Treasurer to get a basic,
fundamental economic definition so wrong.
As I said from the outset, the coalition will not be
opposing this bill. The purpose of the Appropriation
(Parliament 2010/2011) Bill is to provide the necessary
funds from consolidated revenue to operate Parliament
for the next financial year. The budget provides for
$101.431 million — that is an overall increase of
5.6 per cent compared to 2009–10 figures — from the
Consolidated Fund for the ongoing operations of
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Parliament for the next financial year. That includes
employee entitlements, building maintenance, asset
purchases and parliamentary committees.
Funding of $13.6 million is also provided for the
Auditor-General’s office. Although this is a 0.4 per cent
reduction compared to 2009–10, this net decrease is
offset by an increase in forecast revenue from financial
audit service fees. In other words there will be an
increase in the amount the Auditor-General is able to
charge his customers, and that will offset the reduction
of 0.4 per cent that Parliament will pay into the account
of the Auditor-General’s office.
The overall increase in appropriations to Parliament of
5.6 per cent is in comparison to a budget papers
forecast of a 2.25 per cent increase in the consumer
price index. We will have a population increase of
1.9 per cent and a 6.3 per cent forecast increase in total
government sector expenditure in 2010–11 compared to
the 2009–10 budget.
With regard to the operation of Parliament, firstly, I
would like to once again sincerely thank on behalf of
the coalition the entire parliamentary staff for their
excellent services and support provided to us as MPs
and to the Parliament generally. From catering, to the
parliamentary library, the electorate properties group,
Hansard, human resources, IT services, through to the
accounts staff and attendants, we as MPs are fortunate
that we have such a professional team behind us.
As deputy chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee I would also like to acknowledge the hard
work and dedication of not only the staff of the PAEC
for their excellent work, particularly during the recent
budget estimates hearing, but all the parliamentary
committees staff for their efforts in keeping Parliament
relevant to the community.
I note other funding is made available to Parliament by
way of special appropriations, which are not part of the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill. For
example, MPs salaries and allowances, including
electorate office funding, are budgeted to be
$20.9 million in 2010–11; this is a 6 per cent increase
since 2009–10, which is above the government’s stated
public service wage cap increase of 2.5 per cent. Here I
am referring to budget paper 4, page 251, at table 6.4.
However, this is more probably an indicator of forecast
higher than usual payments to retiring MPs or MPs who
lose their seat at the end of the year.
The bill also provides for the carry forward of actual
unapplied appropriations from 2009–10, which are
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estimated to be $6.1 million. That figure is listed in
budget paper 4 at page 202.
Including receipts credited to appropriations of
$20 million and total special appropriations of
$40.1 million, the total parliamentary authority for
2010–11 is $167.7 million. That is an increase of
4.2 per cent on 2009–10. Here I refer to budget paper 4
at page 202.
The funding of the Auditor-General’s remuneration,
which is also by way of special appropriation governed
by the Constitution Act and is not part of the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, was
budgeted to be $461 000 in 2010–11; that is an increase
of 2.2 per cent.
The coalition believes that the appropriate ongoing
funding of Parliament is fundamental to ensuring that
Parliament remains a worthy and effective institution.
Parliament must also be properly resourced and
managed to allow democracy to work for all Victorians.
Whilst the Parliament is to be respected for upholding
the democratic principles on which our society is based,
we in opposition claim that the same respect cannot be
applied to the elected state government. Despite a
decade of record revenues of over $340 billion and
spiralling state debt forecast to reach $31.7 billion by
2014 the Brumby Labor government has not fixed the
basic services and infrastructure issues we have in
Victoria. When it comes to managing Victoria’s
economy and delivering on promises to improve basic
government services and infrastructure the government
simply cannot be trusted.
The Opposition will continue to hold the Brumby
government to account. We will not be opposing this
bill.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I am delighted to rise
to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011)
Bill, which provides the funding for the departments of
the Parliament of Victoria: the Legislative Council, the
Legislative Assembly, the Department of Parliamentary
Services and the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office.
While this is a small bill in terms of the number of
pages in comparison to many other bills that come
before the Parliament, it is important in terms of what it
provides funding for — that is, to allow the effective
and efficient management of the Parliament of Victoria
and provide for members of Parliament to undertake
their work.
The work of a state MP has two components: the work
in our electorates and the work we undertake when the
Parliament sits, and other duties we may take on such
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as membership of all-party parliamentary committees,
or in my case, as Deputy Speaker, of which I am very
proud.
Parliament’s appropriation bill provides the necessary
funds for us to operate our electorate offices for the
benefit of our constituents and constituent
organisations. Importantly it provides funding for our
electorate office staff. I do not think any of us would be
able to operate as well as we do without our excellent
staff. I thank Megan, Caroline and Paul, who work very
hard in my office to service constituents and support me
in my work.
I thank Samantha Matthews, who heads up the security
and electorate properties unit, and Joanna Clarke, who
is the one I speak to all the time in terms of issues
surrounding my electorate office. Joanna is extremely
helpful.
While the work undertaken with our communities in
our electorates is very important, the full work of the
Parliament should also be recognised, and this bill
provides me with the opportunity to record some of that
work and to thank the very hardworking staff who
ensure we can undertake our work in this place. I thank
the Clerk of the Parliaments, Ray Purdey; the Deputy
Clerk, Liz Choat; and the Assistant Clerk, Committees,
Bridget Noonan. While the clerks assist all MPs with
advice and ensure the smooth passage of legislation I
particularly thank them in terms of my work as Deputy
Speaker, and I know, Speaker, you would want me to
record your thanks to the clerks for their excellent
work, advice and assistance.
I thank our Serjeant-at-Arms, Anne Sargent, who
ensures the smooth running of procedures in this place.
The attendants not only assist us when we are here on
parliamentary sitting days in particular but also
undertake very important work conducting the tours of
the Parliament for both the broader community and
schools in particular on sitting and non-sitting days.
They have a great deal of knowledge of the history of
the building and the procedures and work that is
undertaken here. I have been here when the attendants
have had role plays for schools in the chamber on
non-sitting days. They have developed the education
programs in a very beneficial way.
I also note that the attendants now do regional visits,
which is a great initiative of the Parliament. They have
done five in the last 12 months to Benalla, Echuca,
Sale, Warragul and Colac, and that is a great
opportunity particularly for schools in rural and
regional areas to undertake role plays and gain some
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understanding of the procedures and work of the
Parliament.
I thank the Hansard staff, who not only record our
speeches and help us from time to time but who,
importantly, maintain the historical records of both the
Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly.
The dining room staff under the leadership of Luke
Jordan are very patient and hardworking, particularly
when the Parliament is sitting. I noticed the other day
that one of the dining room staff was not here. I asked
and have been told that Jackie Mullins retired recently,
and I know all members would want me to wish Jackie
a great deal of enjoyment in her retirement. I miss her
and know that others do.
We have wonderful gardens and engineering staff
headed by Paul Gallagher and Brian Bourke, who
maintain the best possible working conditions in a very
old building which is now being restored.
I thank our security staff, Bill at the back gate and Greg
at the back door. We would be nowhere without Greg
at the back door. I understand Bill is going to retire. I
think he has said that a couple of times, but he is going
to retire on 25 June, having spent 25 years and
10 months at the Parliament. We all wish Bill a great
deal of enjoyment in his retirement; 25 years and
10 months in this place is a pretty good effort.
I thank the library staff for the research papers they
prepare and their willingness always to assist MPs with
their many requests for press clippings and information.
They are a very professional group of people, and those
research papers are just fantastic.
The Parliament website is an invaluable resource not
only for MPs but for the broader public. As MPs we
thank the IT unit, headed by John Lovell. I have always
found them extremely helpful.
A few of the key challenges facing the Parliament in
the coming period as listed in budget paper 3 include
delivering the video broadcasting of parliamentary
sessions in the Legislative Council and Legislative
Assembly. The broadcasting of parliamentary
proceedings has been a significant ongoing project
undertaken by the Parliament. It allows the Victorian
public to have greater access to the proceedings of their
Parliament. It is the public’s Parliament, and it is good
they are now able to watch it on the Web.
We do not yet have the video broadcasting of the
Council up and running, but I understand that will
happen later this year. Getting this implemented has
been an extensive undertaking, but it is a great thing to
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have it. I am interested, as are many other members, in
the feedback from the broader community. People are
accessing the site and watching the parliamentary
proceedings. They are very interested in the workings
of the Parliament, and the aim was to assist that, and
that is a very good thing.

the topic was that ‘The Australian citizenship test
should be abolished’. They are fairly difficult topics to
debate and consider, but they are handled very
competently by the students. I commend them and all
who organise those events on tackling the difficult but
very important issues that face our society.

A further key challenge as noted in budget paper 3 is
expanding the community engagement program, and I
want to spend a little time on this very important aspect
of the work of the Parliament. We have a very proactive
education and community engagement unit. I
congratulate and thank Rod Espie and Suzie Luddon
for the work they have already done to date, which has
seen a quite extensive expansion of the materials
available to schools and the broader community on the
work of the Parliament.

The proceedings of these conventions are readily
available on the Parliament’s website. I recommend
them not only to MPs but also to the broader
community. It is worthwhile reading them and looking
at the range of schools that participate and at the way in
which students conduct themselves on the day in
debating what are difficult but important issues facing
our society.

Five very high-quality DVDs have been produced, and
I have had very positive feedback from schools in
particular about the two Inside Parliament versions for
schools that were produced in the first instance; the
Inside Parliament adult education version; Making the
Law; and the most recent From Westminster to Spring
Street — Governing Victoria, which is a very good
DVD not only for students but for all members of the
public.
As well as producing this material, the education and
community engagement unit coordinates the YMCA
Youth Parliament and the Victorian Schools State
Constitutional Convention program, the latter in
partnership with the Department of Education,
Employment and Workplace Relations. I have been
very pleased to participate in both of those programs,
particularly as Deputy Speaker.
The schools convention program is held each year at
the Parliament, primarily in the Legislative Assembly.
The program is aimed mainly at year 11 students,
although some schools encourage students in year 10 to
attend. Students are addressed by guest speakers and
members of Parliament on constitutional matters. They
raise matters for the students to consider. The students
then go into groups and have discussions about that,
then return to the chamber to put forward the views of
the groups; but then they also have an opportunity to
express their views and participate in the all-important
vote on the issue.
Debate topics have been of a very high quality and
since 1999 have included things such as ‘Victorian
upper house reform’; ‘Do democratic rights begin at
18?’; ‘Should Victoria have a charter of human
rights?’; ‘Future Victorian power generation plans
should include a nuclear energy option’; and last year

This Parliament serves a range of functions. I think
people see us here, particularly at question time, and
believe that that is basically the work which is done
here, but a great deal of other work goes on in the
Parliament both when members of Parliament are here
and also when Parliament is not sitting. The Parliament
has an open day every year, and you, Speaker, noted
that some 4000 people attended the open day this year.
The Parliament has come a long way in opening itself
up to the broader community within the restrictions
imposed by the age of the building and the way it is set
up. I know work has been done, or is being done, on a
master plan for the building. It is right to say that some
things could be improved, but there are limitations
given the age of the building and the way it is
constructed. This Parliament now takes a much more
open and inclusive approach to the people of Victoria,
and the staff do a fantastic job in making sure that that
is the case. All the things that happen here and the work
we do are very important in enabling the community to
participate in our democracy and thereby ensuring it
remains inclusive and vibrant.
As I said previously, this is a small bill compared with
many that come into the place in terms of the number of
pages in it, but it is important in that it ensures that our
democracy, our Parliament and the ongoing work of the
Auditor-General will continue and be funded
appropriately. I am very pleased to have been able to
speak on this bill, and I commend it to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
debate on the Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011)
Bill 2010. I indicate that I will certainly not be opposing
it. I will follow the theme that the Deputy Speaker has
led with by acknowledging the excellent work of a
wide range of people which is funded by this bill. The
people and organisations funded by the bill include the
Auditor-General and his office, the parliamentary
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committees, electorate office staff and parliamentary
staff.
I first turn to look at the Auditor-General’s office. As a
member of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, along with my fellow committee members
I have the opportunity to have a close working
relationship with the Auditor-General’s office. I have
found the Auditor-General, his key management team
and his staff to be very professional and productive. For
example, just yesterday four Auditor-General’s reports
were tabled, two of which are very significant in
holding the government to account. One relates to the
failure of government agencies to adequately manage
and protect the Victorian public from hazardous waste
and the other, which is very dear to my heart and
received much publicity yesterday, relates to the
irrigation efficiency programs. The findings of the latter
report confirm the concerns that have been expressed
for over three years by people from Plug the Pipe and
many others.
The work of the Auditor-General’s office is not easy.
The office has to accumulate and sift through a mass of
information and at times it has to use coercive powers.
This is unusual, but it occurred during the
investigations into the food bowl modernisation project,
when it had to use those powers to get the Department
of Sustainability and Environment to deliver the
information that was fundamental to holding the
government of the day to account. I am sure we will
touch on this more in other debates during the life of
this Parliament. With these difficult challenges, the
Auditor-General needs to be able to recruit and retain
quality staff, so the sizeable budget that goes to the his
office in a general sense is in my opinion well spent.
There are quite a few parliamentary committees, all of
which do outstanding work. The Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee has a lot more staff than other
committees and produces quite a few more reports than
many others. I think our staff numbers about 10, and we
produce 10 or 12 reports each year. We saw the tabling
of part 2 of one of those reports just yesterday — this
was the post-budget reporting — and already that report
exceeds 1100 pages. It was put together through the
excellent work of the committee staff. It is unfortunate,
given the complexity of the role of the staff servicing
the committee, that there is still a general lack of
recognition of the skills required, particularly of the
executive officer. I should say that at the moment that
position is filled very ably by Valerie Cheong. It is
disappointing that the fantastic work she does and the
expectations of her are not adequately in the salary
package that is made available to that position and in
this instance to Valerie herself.
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Looking further at the issue of some of the frustrations
of parliamentary committee work, on occasions we
have difficulties with the funding of important
inquiries. My colleague Damian Drum, The Nationals
member for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, is chair of the Rural and Regional Committee.
That committee is conducting an inquiry into regional
social disadvantage and inequity in regional Victoria.
Regrettably that extremely important inquiry is not
being adequately funded because the
Melbourne-centric — city-centric — Brumby
government does not want it to be revealed that it has
neglected regional Victoria in the decade that the
current Premier has been either Treasurer or Premier.
That is an extremely disappointing situation. When this
report is tabled it will highlight the diverging levels of
social disadvantage between regional and city people
which, in turn, highlights the importance of the
committee process.
The other issue that was briefly addressed by the
member for Scoresby is the lack of respect, on the part
of the government, for committees, particularly in my
case the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
We touched on that yesterday during members
statements on parliamentary committee reports where I
contended, and I stand by my contention, that the
Premier and government ministers have shown
contempt for the PAEC process.
If we look at the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee (ENRC) we see another example of
contempt being demonstrated by the government. It is
now two years since that committee made a
recommendation, which has been repeatedly endorsed
by many experts since then, to increase fuel reduction
burns within the state of Victoria. The government has
failed, and continues to fail, to implement this basic
recommendation to provide greater protection for
Victorians. This is another example of contempt by this
government for the very important work done, in that
case, by the ENRC.
Returning to PAEC, we have also seen contempt in the
government’s refusal to detail the expenditure for
regional Victoria as distinct from provincial cities in
Victoria. That was a recommendation put to the
government by PAEC three years ago. The
government, at the time, said it would consider the
proposition. It has dillydallied around and, finally, it
rejected that proposal. To me, that shows contempt for
the committee process, PAEC and, worst of all, it
shows contempt for country Victorians, and that will be
remembered.
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Another role of the Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill
2010 is to provide the funding of electorate office staff.
These are the staff members who are at the coalface.
Theirs is a challenging task because they interact with a
wide range of people who are often under a lot of stress,
a number of whom have overt mental health problems,
and many others who are having difficulty making
decisions and sorting through issues involving state
government. This stress can result from natural events
such as the drought, which has been an extremely
stressful experience for the people in country Victoria,
but it can also result from government action and
inaction in dealing with those natural disasters or from
other policies that have failed to adequately recognise
the importance and the needs of country Victorians.
Through the work of the electorate office the members
of my staff have a very close association with key
people, such as the well-known outreach worker Ivan
Lister, a large man worth every ounce of his weight in
gold. Together we work closely with the police because
we often share clients, and we work closely with many
other support agencies.
My staff deserve special commendation for, in the first
instance, having to put up with me and for having had
to grapple with an unresponsive, city-centric Brumby
government. Kerrie Facey, who has particular skill with
the customers we deal with, also has great
problem-solving skills. Rowena Sladdin has now been
working with me for 18 months; she has great skills in
design and communication in general and those skills
underpin the work that we do in our electorate offices
which is so much about communication.
Communication and problem-solving skills enable my
staff to contribute and to fulfil the expectations of them
as electorate officers. Rowena and Kerrie are ably
supported by a part-timer, Peta Clark, to whom I
affectionately refer as my ‘funding ferret’. Peta has an
inherent ability to sniff out where there might be some
money or a grant available to help the many volunteer
community organisations in my electorate. Peta does an
outstanding job. Shirley Swadesir works a couple of
hours per week, and she provides a stabilising and
soothing influence in an environment which can get
hectic at times.
The Deputy Speaker commented on the fantastic work
done by the parliamentary staff, and I would like to
endorse those comments. Take for example the library
staff. I know they do an outstanding job. Their
evaluations of draft legislation are particularly useful,
and my only regret is that I do not take advantage of
their skills often enough.
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The Hansard staff are truly amazing. They can turn
waffle into what seems to make reasonable sense when
you read it 24 hours later, and they will do a great job
with this speech! Not only do I acknowledge the
Hansard staff now, as they sit there blushing at the
moment, but each year I give them jams and preserves
that I purchase from the Moyhu Primary School
Country Fair and the Edi Upper Primary School Easter
Fair.
The dining room staff are also an amazing group, under
Luke’s leadership. There is only one Shirl! If you talk
to these staff members, you cannot but be impressed by
their different backgrounds and their contribution to the
culture of this place. There is also Cheryl, and Gillian,
who reduces the average age a bit! With some
disappointment I noted that Jackie has retired. She is an
amazing lady; we trekked the Kokoda Trail with her,
and it is fair to say that Jackie was battling uphill even
when we were going down dale! She demonstrated that
she is one tough little lady. I say to Jackie: good luck on
your retirement. Enjoy it.
The IT staff provide a wonderful backup, and I can
assure you that in dealing with me — I am rather
technologically challenged — they show great patience
and perseverance. If the IT staff are listening, I will be
ringing you up in a moment because I have a problem
with my laptop again.
The clerks do a great job, particularly helping me work
through my notices of motion. Today I particularly
thank Bridget Noonan who, when I presented her with
a somewhat lengthy notice of motion, gave me the
guidance that enabled it not to be ruled out and to be
recorded in full. Of course we have Kate and Ray at the
table at the moment. Again, they are very capable
people and very supportive.
The attendants also do an excellent job, particularly
Chris, who does the backup in my office and does
things such as helping to install printer cartridges when
my printer breaks down.
I would like to look at another aspect of the
parliamentary allowance, and that is the
communications allowance and the importance of
communicating our messages to the people we
represent. In the case of the electorate of Benalla we
have a very geographically diverse group of people
who live in six major towns and a large number of other
smaller communities, and the issues that are of concern
to them are diverse. My staff members need very good
skills to address those issues and they need to be
supported by an adequate communication allowance.
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Some of the issues that we continue to deal with are the
ongoing issue of youth allowance and the federal
government continuing to make it tough for young
country people to attain a tertiary education, thereby
contributing to the ever-widening social disadvantage
gap between young country people and their city
counterparts. We do a lot of work informing people
about the implications of the outrageous hike in liquor
licensing fees courtesy of the Brumby government. The
smart meters are another example of where socially
disadvantaged country people are being hit in the back
pocket as a result of the inept implementation of a
program.
In the last 30 seconds I am just going to mention one
other program that has consumed a massive amount of
my time and the time of my staff and the resourcing of
my office, and that is the fight for the retention of a fair
share of the water that falls as rain in northern Victoria
and contributes to the Murray-Darling Basin. We have
been put under enormous pressure by this government
for many years. I complete my contribution by calling
upon the Premier to plug the pipe.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am delighted to
strongly support this bill. It is not just a matter of saying
we will not oppose it; we on this side of the house are
actually supporting it. I know the member for Scoresby
talked about some of the measures underpinning the
funding of the Parliament as well, but I also wonder
about his understanding of economics. We know it has
been challenged in the past. He has talked about — —
Mr Wells — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
when I made my contribution the Acting Speaker was
very strict about what we were speaking about. It had to
relate to the Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill.
I would ask you, Acting Speaker, to apply the same
standards to the member for Burwood.
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talked about ‘state final demand’. He does not know
anything about economics.
Mr Wells — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
when the previous Acting Speaker was in the chair and
I referred to ‘state final demand’ the Acting Speaker
brought me back to the bill. I would ask that you apply
the same standards to the member for Burwood.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I did ask the member for Burwood to refer to the
bill, which is the Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011)
Bill. I ask him to stick to that, if he would, please.
Mr STENSHOLT — I am delighted to stick to the
bill in terms of the parliamentary appropriation and the
understanding which goes behind it in terms of making
Victoria a very successful state. Victoria is growing and
it is in the black. It is not in recession. Who promised a
recession? The Leader of the Opposition — who was
always talking it down. The budget is in the black, so
we can fund the parliamentary appropriation this year,
once we pass this bill and it is passed in the upper
house.
This is all about economic responsibility and making
sure the funds are available for this Parliament, and
what a wonderful Parliament we have in Victoria. On
this side of the house we support the Parliament. Unlike
those on the other side of the house who say they will
think about it or they will not oppose the money for the
Parliament, we on this side of the house strongly
support it because we believe in transparency, honesty
and accountability.

Mr STENSHOLT — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, in fact the Acting Speaker allowed the
member for Scoresby to proceed several times. I did not
take a point of order against him. He did proceed. I am
just responding to the measures he discussed in a rather
wide-ranging debate, as we have heard from the
member for Benalla.

There is a lack of respect shown by those on the other
side of the house, by the Liberal Party and by The
Nationals. We know their form when it comes to the
Auditor-General; we know the Kennetts and the
McNamaras of this world nobbled the Auditor-General.
Now they get up and say, ‘Isn’t the Auditor-General
wonderful? We support the Auditor-General’. They
nobbled the Auditor-General. The Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party, the member for Brighton, should be
sitting there in shame because she was one of the
people sitting around the cabinet table when they
nobbled the Auditor-General at that time.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I ask the
member for Burwood to stick to the bill, which is the
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill.

We on this side of the house are strongly supporting the
funding for the Auditor-General. We are supporting the
money for the Parliament. We are not just
mealy-mouthed saying, ‘We will not oppose it’.

Mr STENSHOLT — I wish to do the same and
follow the example of the member for Scoresby. I refer
to his press releases in 2007 and 2008 in which he

It is very important for the institution of Parliament that
it be strongly supported by all sides of the Parliament.
Like others, I consider the work of those who serve the
Parliament as very significant. I will not go through the
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list because the member for Benalla has provided us
with an extensive account of all the wonderful people
working in support of Parliament — the clerks,
Hansard staff, officers, committee secretariats,
attendants, kitchen and dining room staff, guards and
gardeners, as well as all those working in our
electorates.

funding. A 50 per cent increase was provided by the
former Premier, Steve Bracks, who was once a member
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, to
make sure that PAEC worked well. With his openness
and accountability he made sure that ministers attended
and they continue to attend today. We do not even
know whether the opposition will attend or not.

I thank those who work in my electorate office, just as
other people do: Jarrod, Pat, Christine and Johnno. I
thank them for all their work on behalf of local
people — helping local people, helping our community,
ensuring that the work that we do is all about jobs,
community and family. That is what we do through our
electorate offices: jobs, community and family. That is
what we do and what we deliver through our electorate
offices and through our work here in the Parliament.

I am also very pleased with the funding for the
Auditor-General. Last year the Auditor-General asked
for an extra $1.3 million. The Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee supported that request, wrote to
the Premier, and the Premier put it in last year’s budget.
That figure is in this year’s budget as well. If you look
at the forward estimates you will find that that extra
money actually goes through to the out years as well. It
is not actually in the appropriation bill, but you will find
it in the budget papers.

The bill provides funds for the Council, the Assembly,
the committees, the Department of Parliamentary
Services and the office of the Auditor-General. As chair
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee I have
had an opportunity to hear from the presiding officers,
the clerks and the senior officers about the proposed
appropriation for the Parliament. You will find these in
the Report on the 2010–11 Budget Estimates —
Part One in chapter 14 and also the transcript (v)
pages 1–14. There is a list of issues which were raised
and members can read about them there.
This is all about members of the former Bracks
government and now the Brumby government
delivering accountability. They actually turn up for the
hearings of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, as do the presiding officers. They turn up
and they answer questions.
Ms Richardson — Who didn’t?
Mr STENSHOLT — Who didn’t? I think it was the
Kennetts and the McNamaras of this world who did not
turn up to answer the questions. The member for
Scoresby went on about that. Will we get assurances
that any future conservative ministers, be they Liberal
or Nationals, will turn up for the budget estimates
processes? Will they be accountable? They were not in
the past. Will they give assurances that they will not
nobble the Auditor-General and the office of the
Auditor-General and seek to cut the funding for the
Auditor-General?
I was very pleased at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee to receive assurances from the
Speaker that the extra funding provided by the then
Bracks government and followed by the Brumby
government will be included in the committee’s line of

Once again this shows that it is the Brumby
government, the Labor government, that delivers
accountability and transparency. It is the Labor
government that supports the Auditor-General. The
Labor government does not nobble the Auditor-General
like the Liberals and The Nationals — the
conservatives — do. We are very pleased that there is
respect for the role of the Auditor-General. The
Brumby Labor government has respect for
transparency, openness, honesty and accountability.
Only Labor can do this; only Labor can support this
particular bill. The opposition can merely say, ‘We will
not oppose it.’ I think it is a shame; it is disrespect from
the opposition in terms of this bill. I commend this bill
to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I will perhaps first take
up the final comment of the very emotional little speech
from the member for Burwood. I can assure the
honourable member that budget documentation with
key performance indicators (KPIs) for the Parliament
existed under the previous government as well.
I wish to speak very briefly on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2010/2011) Bill 2010. In the first instance I
would like to draw to the house’s attention the table on
page 261 of budget paper 3 where funding for the
2010–11 budget is outlined. There is funding of
$166.1 million for running the Parliament. The
Parliament, as can be seen in that table, is comprised of
the Legislative Council, the Legislative Assembly,
Parliamentary Services, Parliamentary Investigatory
Committees and the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office. I too wish to make a comment on a couple of
those areas.
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When most people think of the Parliament, they simply
think of these two chambers. But I want to make
reference to a couple of KPIs that have been introduced
into the Legislative Assembly, where we have seen
there have been a number of performance measures that
have changed. Traditionally I think members of the
public would focus on the KPIs relating to bills and
amendments processed accurately through all relevant
stages, in compliance with constitutional requirements
and standing orders, and the satisfaction of members in
our work and so on. But I want to pick up on a couple
of new KPIs that have been introduced into the
Legislative Assembly for the next financial year.

within agreed time frames’. I note the footnote which
basically says that the unpredictability of Parliament
and the tardiness of documentation being provided
might lead to a reduction of that figure. But it is not my
experience of Hansard. I think Hansard is outstanding
in its job. I think most members would praise Hansard
for its work.

The first one, which was touched on by the member for
Oakleigh, is regional visits to schools to conduct
parliamentary information talks and parliamentary role
plays. I think much of the work that the Parliament does
with schools is very important. There is a new measure
called ‘Teacher satisfaction with tours of Parliament for
school groups’. As I see it, unless young people have a
real understanding of the way democracy works, of the
way this Parliament works, then I do not think they will
grow up into adults with a sufficient understanding of
the way Parliament works. We are very lucky in this
country to have democratic institutions in the states and
the commonwealth, and it is most important that young
people understand from an early age that this is just not
a norm that occurs across the world, that in fact
democracy is a very fragile and cherished thing, and I
commend the parliamentary staff for the work that they
do with school groups.

This bill also funds the parliamentary committees at a
total output cost of $6.9 million. Many members have
made reference to a number of the parliamentary
committees. The Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee is one that is probably scrutinised by more
members of Parliament than any other. This committee
provides very valuable work in exposing the
government on its inadequacies across a range of
portfolio areas.

I want to touch very briefly on Parliamentary Services
again, where there is a $77.8 million total output cost
budgeted, because as I said earlier most people would
see the Parliament as the chambers and not necessarily
as the work that occurs behind the Parliament. I note
with interest that this section aims to provide MPs with
a functional electorate office in every area, and I am
sure members of Parliament will have varying views
about that. But it is here that the parliamentary library
and Hansard are picked up in terms of KPIs.
I want to make comment on the fact that in terms of the
parliamentary library, the key performance indicator
target for 2010–11 is an 85 per cent satisfaction rate —
that is, ‘Clients satisfied with quality of information
provided by library reference desk staff’. In my
experience in this Parliament, members’ satisfaction is
much higher than that, and I think staff have sold
themselves short with that target.
In terms of Hansard, the percentage target satisfaction
level as laid out in the budget is 90 per cent for
‘Indexes, records and speeches and transcripts provided

This section of the budget also funds our electorate
offices. I will not go through the work that my office
does, other than thanking my staff. All electorate
offices perform very valuable community work and it is
important that they are adequately funded to do so.

I was particularly interested in the very valuable report
of the Environment and Natural Resources Committee
some time ago that was a result of its inquiry into
Melbourne’s water supply. The inquiry looked at
recycling, storm water and a range of policy options.
The Minister for Water did not respond to this report in
the required time frame under the Parliamentary
Committees Act. In terms of the government’s late
response that was eventually tabled before this
Parliament, I urge the minister to look more closely at
some of the recommendations of the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee with regard to
Melbourne’s future water supply.
This bill before the house also funds the
Auditor-General’s office, and many members have
spent considerable time talking about this. There is also
$14.1 million for parliamentary reports and services
and $20.3 million for audit reports on financial
statements. The Auditor-General, as members have
already commented, performs very important work.
An example of the important work the Auditor-General
performs is a report tabled before Parliament yesterday
entitled Irrigation Efficiency Programs. In it the
Auditor-General made a range of observations — of
course it is this funding that enables the
Auditor-General to make these observations —
including: that there was no business case for the food
bowl and the north–south pipeline, a project which is
causing considerable concern in northern Victoria; that
many of the savings the government and the Premier
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have talked about on the public record were in fact
false; and that there was insufficient rigour and analysis
of the costs and benefits of these projects before they
were frantically embarked on by the government.
If one looks at the funding of the $14.1 million for
parliamentary reports and services, one can see directly
the results of that funding before the house at the
moment.
In the case of the food bowl modernisation project and
the Sugarloaf pipeline the Auditor-General found, as
reported on page 16 of the report:
The development of the business cases for the FMP and the
Sugarloaf pipeline commenced only after the government had
committed to the projects and approved the funding. This
process is contrary to the explicit and mandatory business
case guidance for projects such as these.

Again I make the point, as so many speakers before me
have done, that the work of the Auditor-General is very
important for the scrutiny of this government. The
Auditor-General made the observation that in this case
departmental officers had to be sworn to give
testimony. I imagine the government needs to think
deeply about that. Because if the Auditor-General
cannot be confident that officers in departments will not
give full and frank answers to the Auditor-General, we
are indeed seeing a government with a complete lack of
transparency where ministers, it would seem by
implication, are forcing departmental officers to
perhaps not disclose the whole truth.
Conclusions of reports of this type will be facilitated by
the $14.1 million of funding for parliamentary reports
and services in the bill before the house and the
supporting documentation in budget paper 3.
The report came to the following conclusions, and I
quote from page vii:
Victorian government decisions to invest around $2 billion in
irrigation efficiency and related projects between 2004 and
2007 were poorly informed.

The report goes on to say:
This was particularly evident for the food bowl modernisation
project, where the decision to commit $1 billion was based on
advice of water savings and cost assumptions that had not
been verified —

and it goes on —
technology that had not yet proven itself and the feasibility of
the project, which was unknown. As a consequence, assumed
water losses have been significantly revised down, making
the achievement of intended water savings less certain.

2315

So we have information that exposes this government
before the Parliament in a report provided by the
Auditor-General that was tabled yesterday. We have
material before the house that exposes this government
for a lack of rigour and for having an appalling
approach to a water ‘solution’. Given the funding
indicated in budget paper 3, we would expect many
more reports to be delivered by the Auditor-General.
I noted that the Labor members who have spoken on
the parliamentary appropriation bill before the house
have made much noise about the Auditor-General. We
on this side of the house deeply appreciate the work that
has been undertaken by the Auditor-General, including
not just the example I gave of the report on irrigation
tabled yesterday but another report tabled yesterday on
hazardous waste which damns the Environment
Protection Authority, which is under the authority of
this government. It is interesting to see that the minister
in that case simply blamed the EPA. I would have
thought, and the minister at the table, the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development may agree,
that there is ministerial responsibility and
accountability — I hope — still in this state. For the
minister to simply turn around and blame a government
instrumentality is inappropriate. It is inappropriate
because we should have ministerial responsibility.
These types of documents that the Auditor-General has
brought to the house are very important in exposing this
government. Yesterday everything the coalition has
been saying for years about the food bowl
modernisation project and the north–south pipeline was
confirmed by the Auditor-General in the report that was
tabled before the house. The coalition has queried the
basis of this project and has opposed the north–south
pipeline itself, and the Auditor-General’s valuable
report simply confirms everything the coalition has
been saying for years. It confirms the fact that the
savings, which the Premier himself says will come
from this project, were not based on rigorous estimates
and analysis. It was simply a knee-jerk reaction to a
water problem that the government wanted to deal with.
The government of course should have dealt with this
problem in 2002, when former Premier Steve Bracks
said that water was the no. 1 issue, but he did not even
make any announcements on water until 2007. But I
digress.
The fact is that we are debating the Appropriation
(Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, which is before the house.
One component of that bill is, as I said earlier, funding
to enable the Victorian Auditor-General’s office to
continue the valuable work it does to hold this
government to account.
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Given that earlier I indicated I would not use my full
time, I will now add to the comments of the Deputy
Speaker earlier by thanking all the parliamentary staff
and our electorate officers, who help this place work.
As has already been indicated, the opposition is of
course not opposing the appropriation to the
Parliament.

this building and the grounds in excellent condition for
members of the public who come through on tours and
school groups who visit this fantastic precinct; and also
the people who work in catering. Necessarily the role of
members involves meetings and functions, and the
catering staff are an important part of that and do a
fantastic job.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament
2010/2011) Bill, which provides for the ongoing
operations of Parliament and new output initiatives and
new asset investment. I will not stray into a debate on
the political issues that people have tried to take this
debate into today. I merely want to, in a short time,
indicate that as a member of the government I fully
support this bill and the funding allocated to the
operation of the Parliament.

I also want to mention the people who work in
Hansard, the library and information technology. Other
members have mentioned the fantastic work of Hansard
in reporting the comments that are made in this house,
sometimes at very late hours. The fantastic research and
general service that is provided in our library is always
polite and efficient and courteous and, as I say,
sometimes at very late hours. This is a good bill that
provides a solid financial basis for the Parliament to
continue its operation, and I commend it to the house.

Schedule 1 of the bill sets out the funding provided to
the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly,
which have both received modest increases on last
year’s funding amounts; to parliamentary investigatory
committees, which, as many speakers have said, do a
great job in serving the Parliament and therefore
serving the people of Victoria; and to the Department of
Parliamentary Services, which consumes the lion’s
share of the funding provided in this bill and which will
receive just over $73 million — an increase of around
6.6 per cent; as well as the important funding provided
to the Auditor-General, which is maintained.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DELAHUNTY
(Lowan).

In terms of the funding provided to Parliamentary
Services it is important to remember that within that
funding is absorbed the cost of increases in wages and
salaries across parliamentary staff, electorate officers
and so on. It also includes the important sandstone
repair and replacement project, which members would
be aware of, taking place around this great heritage
building. Regardless of what many Victorians might
think of their representatives from time to time, I am
sure they are all proud and supportive of the restoration
and ongoing maintenance of this beautiful building.
Quickly I would like to acknowledge and thank the
clerks and attendants in this building for their efforts;
Peter Lochert, the new secretary of parliamentary
services and the various staff right through
parliamentary services; the people in the organisation
development and finance area, who handle things from
enterprise bargaining negotiations through to training
for staff members and providing a service and advice to
electorate officers and members on budgeting,
electorate office financial processes and
telecommunications; those in the precinct and property
management group, who do excellent work in keeping

Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 June; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — The
Premier recently apologised to Victorians. He
apologised for his government’s poor performance over
the previous couple of months, but it was an apology
driven by a media strategy not a genuine appreciation
of his government’s failure. Victorians do not think the
problem is one of two or three months making. The
problem is the last 11 years. Victorians have been more
than patient with this government, but at some point
enough is simply enough. If this government cannot get
it right over 11 years, there is no hope it will get it right
now.
This government has delivered a cynical election
budget. After 11 years in power this budget only serves
to highlight the failings of this government. It has been
11 years of neglect. The government has had plenty of
opportunities and plenty of money, but basic services
continue to deteriorate. Under this government essential
services simply get worse, not better.
It is fitting that yesterday the Auditor-General again
reminded Victorians how this government has let them
down. The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) tabled a number of reports. One exposed the
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complete mismanagement of the Environment
Protection Authority (EPA). That report into hazardous
waste management noted:
… there is little assurance that hazardous waste is stored and
disposed of appropriately.

Further:
The EPA’s management of hazardous waste information is
inadequate.

And that there is:
… a lack of data integrity and document controls, and poor
record keeping.

It further noted that monitoring, inspection, compliance
and enforcement functions have declined. It concluded:
Neither VAGO nor the EPA can provide assurance about the
effectiveness of its enforcement activities.

The residents of Casey and Frankston and in particular
Brookland Greens would agree. Under this
government, the government’s environment watchdog
has been reduced to a gummy poodle — no teeth, no
bite and no friends.
In another report on irrigation efficiency programs the
Auditor-General slammed the development and
management of the government’s key water projects, in
particular the food bowl modernisation project, the
north–south pipeline and other irrigation projects. He
clearly put the lie to the government’s claims about
savings and the development of business plans. He
noted:
None of the projects considered alternative investment
options, including evaluation, ranking and detailing the
actions required to progress to the business case.

In regard to the north–south pipeline he reported:
… an assessment of the investment need … did not occur and
the project proceeded straight to a business case.

The report then noted that the business case was
rejected by the cabinet. The Auditor-General said that
the food bowl modernisation project was:
… based on advice of water savings and cost assumptions
that had not been verified, technology that had not yet proven
itself and the feasibility of the project, which was unknown.
As a consequence, assumed water losses have been
significantly revised down …

In other words, the government never did its
homework. It ignored warnings, it struck out in panic
and was driven more by crisis than credibility.
Yesterday the Minister for Water confirmed just that,
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hoping the crisis it ignored for years would justify its
mismanagement. It does not.
The Auditor-General also noted that in October 2006,
just before the last election, the government explicitly
rejected some of these projects, only to revive the
pipeline in February 2007 after the election in a panic
and after it had deceived the electorate. The
Auditor-General concluded:
Whether these projects represent the best solution to achieve
the government’s policy objectives of saving water and
securing Victoria’s water remains unclear.

In a further report on safety on trains the
Auditor-General noted that crime figures on public
transport were inconsistent with public perceptions of a
real problem with crime and violence. But it is not
because the public is wrong; public perceptions are
entirely consistent with the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority and Ombudsman’s
reports, which have pointed to a massive
underreporting of crimes, particularly crimes against
the person, as a result of dependence on the use of the
LEAP (law enforcement assistance program) database
system.
Recent freedom of information figures confirm that in
the Geelong and Melbourne regions alone there were
some 45 000 assaults last year recorded by ESTA,
excluding multiple calls, which required attendance, but
only some 25 000 were reported by police. Even with
the LEAP figures the Auditor-General in his report
noted that crimes against the person on the train system
had increased by 34 per cent from 880 to 1190 in
2008–09. That increase is not perception; it is real. It is
not a statistical blip, as recently claimed by the Chief
Commissioner of Police. It is entirely consistent with
recent shocking events and media reports, including the
incident last Friday night in which yet another good
Samaritan was savagely bashed, this time at the
McKinnon railway station.
The Auditor-General notes the need for ‘the greater
visibility of police, security and other railway staff’ and
the need to ‘better equip authorised officers’. What the
government should do is once again follow the lead of
the coalition and introduce armed, uniformed protective
services officers on every metropolitan and major
regional railway station after dark.
When Victorians woke up the morning after the budget
was introduced, they knew one thing: nothing had
changed. Basic services will still be getting worse not
better, myki will still cost a fortune and will not work,
trains will still be late, unreliable, unsafe and unclean
under this government. Victoria will still have the
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lowest number of hospital beds per person of any state.
Those endless government ads, spending taxpayers
money to prop up the government will still be there.
The extraordinary thing about this budget is the
centrepiece. The centrepiece was actually the
coalition’s plan — or should I say part of the coalition’s
plan — for additional police! After weeks of bagging
the coalition’s commitments to introduce
1700 additional front-line police, the government then
again moved to steal a coalition policy. After years of
denying there was a problem with a rising tide of crime
and antisocial behaviour, the government was forced
again to follow the coalition’s lead.
Since 1999 Labor has seen budget revenues more than
double, from around $20 billion in 1999 to nearly
$46 billion in this budget. In 11 years the government
will have collected over $340 billion. At the same time
state debt is expected to increase more than eightfold in
only six years to a forecast nearly $32 billion in 2014.
Victorians will be paying $3 billion in interest every
year by 2014.
Taxes are set to increase significantly, with stamp duty
up by more than $550 million in the forward estimates
period and land tax up more than $580 million in that
period. Melbourne will have the highest rate of stamp
duty of any capital city. On a median-priced home in
Melbourne, Victorian non-first home buyers will pay
more than $23 000. Victoria continues to be heavily
reliant on property taxes, mainly land tax and stamp
duty. Over a decade this dependence 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.
A total of 26 new or extended taxes, charges and tolls
have been introduced under this government. The huge
revenue surge has provided opportunities, but they have
not been used to improve basic services such as
transport, health, infrastructure and policing, and still
the much advertised $38 billion transport plan remains
largely unfunded and dependent on federal funding that
is not being provided. This budget will change nothing;
and since it has been delivered, nothing has changed.
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 — that is around about the
jobs growth rate.
Victoria has, as I said, the lowest number of hospital
beds per person of any state. Tens of thousands of
people — even before they are put on the elective
surgery lists — are waiting for outpatient appointments.
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Victoria has the highest readmission rate of any state.
The government has never met the ambulance target
response times for code 1 emergencies; it has failed
continually to reach the ambulance target response
times, even though the number of emergencies
continues to increase.
Emergency departments are overflowing, and a massive
number of Victorians are walking out rather than
waiting hours for care. The government has failed to
meet its own targets of admitting patients within
8 hours or treating and discharging. This budget
short-changes the people of Bendigo and Box Hill by
failing to fund the new hospitals as originally promised
by the Premier. There is almost no money for Bendigo
hospital until 2012. Only $200 million is being
provided up to 2014, and the amount provided is
around half of what was expected and promised, with
the hospital unlikely to be finished until 2016–17,
almost 10 years after it was first promised by Labor.
The rebuilding of Box Hill Hospital is now the
rebuilding of a block, according to the budget papers,
not a whole new hospital.
Recently the Premier flew off to Canberra for a
showdown with the Prime Minister. It was to be the
Premier’s great moment. The Australian reported:
Thank goodness for John Brumby, the Labor Premier of
Victoria. He alone seems to be standing up to a Prime
Minister determined to impose on the nation a health plan that
is as hollow as hollow men could make it.

The article states further:
… he has stood up to the commonwealth —

and that he was —
not someone to treat as Kevin Rudd would an underling.

The Premier went to Canberra boasting that he was
going to secure over the next four years $4.8 billion in
extra funding for Victoria’s health system. He said state
GST revenue should not be transferred to the
commonwealth. So who won the gunfight at the
Backflip Corral? Kevin Rudd! The Premier came
limping back as Mr 20 Per Cent. He returned with a
total of only $890 million over four years, just a
fraction of what he promised.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! All members of the house should show a bit of
control, particularly those sitting on the back bench.
Mr BAILLIEU — The deal secured only 20 per
cent of the funding demanded, it relinquished GST
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control, there was minimal capital commitment, it
secured only one-third of the current bed shortage
identified by the AMA (Australian Medical
Association), it failed to even consider beds to cover
population growth, it increased the bureaucracy, it did
little to address mental health shortfalls and it did not
provide for auditing of comparable health data. After
weeks of posturing on health, our Premier folded.
Acting Speaker, members should think about this: the
Victorian Premier was outgunned by Kevin Rudd! If
ever there was a Prime Minister on the nose, it is Kevin
Rudd. Kevin Rudd has only had one win in the last six
months — and it was the Victorian Premier he did over.
The coalition took the lead on this issue and proposed
to reserve all the revenues from the recently completed
gaming machine auction — albeit the auction was a
disaster — to boost badly needed investment in the
whole of Victoria’s public health system. The coalition
will establish the nearly $1 billion health infrastructure
fund to improve the future health facilities of our state.
There can be no better use of these funds than
rebuilding our struggling hospitals and health system.
Last week the Proust report was delivered. It was a
massive backdown by this Premier after years of
denying the problem and explicitly and repeatedly
saying that an anticorruption commission was not
needed in this state, that it was too expensive and a
lawyers picnic and that Labor would not introduce such
a commission — and then ridiculing the Opposition’s
commitment to an anticorruption commission.
Suddenly — under pressure, at the 11th hour — there
has been another about-face. After 11 years, and just a
few months before the election, the Premier has
promised to introduce an anticorruption commission —
but a model no-one thinks will work, a model that is
complex and confusing, a model that is more about
politics than policy.
The Premier’s heart is not in it. He received the Proust
report on the Monday and would not talk about it; a
subcommittee was established on the Tuesday; he
announced the commission on the Wednesday; and he
could not explain it on the Thursday. It will not come
about for 18 months, and it is not even budgeted for.
All this was simply yet another example of
follow-the-opposition, me-too politics from the
government.
I mention some issues in my electorate. Public transport
issues remain critical in the electorate of Hawthorn.
Crime and violence, even on the streets — for example,
on Glenferrie Road — are regularly reported. Planning
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issues remain without attention from the minister in
Camberwell Junction, on Burwood and Glenferrie
roads, in Abbotsford and around the Yarra.
This government is ignoring local communities. It is
increasing cost shifting to councils; it is stripping
powers from councils; it is approving outer centre
developments. The crazy clearway changes will cost
business and achieve nothing.
This budget disappeared without a trace within a few
days. The Victorian public knows this government is
out of touch. People know this government has run out
of ideas; they know this government is weary, and what
is more — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — The backbench knows it too. It
is ironic that after years of promises the government
finally arranged for the internet broadcasting of the
Parliament. It has arrived just in time for Victorians to
see for themselves the widespread look of disinterest
and disbelief on the faces of government backbenchers
as they listen to the Premier in question time day after
day trying to defend the indefensible, blaming others,
denying problems and making empty promises. The
Victorian public is fed up. There is a simple message to
the Premier and for the government: it is too late to
apologise; the public has stopped listening. This
government cannot be trusted.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, I could
see from this side of the chamber, and probably the
cameras would have shown this too, that the Leader of
the Opposition appeared to be reading and quoting from
a document. I ask him to table it. He was reading his
whole contribution.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The Leader of the Opposition was referring to
his notes.
Ms Asher — On a different point of order, Acting
Speaker, during the Leader of the Opposition’s speech,
the member for Yan Yean was putting on make-up.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I want to hear this point of order.
Ms Asher — I am wondering whether that was in
anticipation of making that point of order when she
would be on camera or whether we require your
guidance, Acting Speaker, to decide whether that
behaviour in the Parliament is unparliamentary.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! There is no point of order.

‘domestic violence’, does not convey the serious nature
of this crime, which is a grave abuse of human rights.

Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — It is with great
delight that I rise to speak to support this important
appropriation bill. It is a wonderful opportunity to
speak in support of this bill after the Leader of the
Opposition took the opportunity to speak for
15 minutes about negativity; he talked the state of
Victoria down, and he stands for nothing. He had a
15-minute opportunity to outline a vision for Victoria
and to provide some ideas and positive focus for the
state of Victoria from an alternative government’s
perspective. He failed to do so. We on the government
side of the house were eagerly awaiting this vision. It
never arrived. He chose instead to continue to talk the
state down. I am sure we are all disappointed but not
surprised about that.

Family violence continues to be the leading cause of
death and disability in Victorian women aged 15 to 44,
as was first reported by VicHealth in its
groundbreaking 2004 report. Family violence is
responsible for more of the disease burden on women
of this age than any other well-known risk factors such
as high blood pressure and obesity. Violence that comes
within the scope of this term ‘family violence’ is the
type of violence that women are most vulnerable to,
leading to wide-ranging, devastating and sometimes
fatal effects on women’s mental and physical health. It
is thought to affect one in five women and takes a
devastating toll on these women, as well as their
families and friends. It has implications for their
employment and ability to function fully in society. It
also has a huge economic cost to the state and the
nation.

In contrast to that, I highlight this important
appropriation bill firstly by commenting on the success
of this budget and the success this government has had
in weathering the storm of the global financial crisis.
We have done this better than any government just
about anywhere in the world, and we have cemented
our strong AAA rating position thanks to the sound and
strong financial management and good governance of
this government, particularly the Premier and the
Treasurer. Importantly, this strong position has been
secured while the essential services needed by all
Victorians, such as health and education, have
continued to be delivered to all Victorian families.
One of the most welcome initiatives in this budget for
the residents of the Gembrook electorate is the huge
and unprecedented investment of $561.3 million over
five years to recruit, train and employ 1700 additional
police and redeploy 266 other police into front-line
roles. Not only is this budget initiative the biggest
one-off boost to police numbers in the state’s history
but it will make our streets and our communities safer
places to live and work — they are places where we
can raise our families with the security that comes from
knowing there is a professional, dedicated workforce of
police officers safeguarding us.
However, we all know that although police numbers
and police visibility are important aspects of
community safety, especially as a way to curb
antisocial behaviour on our streets, there is more
insidious violent crime that is occurring away from
public view, away from crowds and often in the privacy
of people’s homes. That violence is what we term
‘family violence’. However, even the term ‘family
violence’, which is now used more often than the term

The recent national survey on community attitudes to
violence against women, as documented in the 2010
Changing Cultures Changing Attitudes report, revealed
that although there have been a number of significant
and important shifts in the community’s attitudes about
violence against women, with more people considering
it a crime and a serious issue, there are still many in the
community who hold beliefs at odds with this evidence.
One in three people believe rape results from men’s
inability to control their need for sex, and one in four
think women falsify claims about domestic violence,
even though this type of crime is actually vastly
underreported. It is clear that more needs to be done in
the community, and it is necessary to continue to fund
preventive programs that address attitudes to violence.
I am incredibly proud of the Bracks and Brumby
governments’ commitment to addressing and reducing
the crime of domestic violence, and I am pleased that
the Minister for Women’s Affairs, who has made so
much ground in this area is at the table right now. I am
also very pleased that in this budget the state
government has taken the lead on this issue with its
commitment to the respect agenda, to promote respect
and tackle antisocial and problem attitudes and
behaviours. The 2010 state budget features a package to
address sexual and domestic violence against women,
improve their financial skills and increase the number
of women serving on boards and committees. This
includes $14.1 million for the A Right to Respect
campaign to tackle sexual and domestic violence and
will be delivered in partnership with community
organisations such as schools and sporting clubs. There
is also $2.6 million in the state budget for increased
staff training across social service sectors such as
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mental health and medical services to assist those
workers to identify and respond to family violence.
This funding is a real indication that this government
views family violence crime as a major issue facing our
society and which needs a thorough and comprehensive
suite of measures to properly address it.
This budget also continues Labor’s commitment to
education. School refurbishments and upgrades are
continuing with $271.3 million to exceed by 53 schools
the pledge to fund the rebuild, renovation or extension
of 500 government schools by 2011. Unprecedented
levels of funding have been received in the schools
within the electorate of Gembrook over the past eight
years, including, but not limited to, Gembrook Primary
School — just about a complete rebuild; Beaconsfield
Primary School and Beaconsfield Upper Primary
School, with almost complete rebuilds; Cockatoo
Primary School, Upper Yarra Secondary College,
Emerald Secondary College, Pakenham Secondary
College; and new schools in Berwick Primary School,
Pakenham Lakeside Primary School and also Heritage
Primary School.
This budget certainly continues that commitment to
schools in my electorate with $500 000 allocated for
Emerald Secondary College’s performing arts centre.
This school has already received $2.5 million from the
federal government, and they required an additional
$500 000 to allow the project to proceed. Now Emerald
and the townships in the Dandenong Ranges will have a
state-of-the-art performance venue to not only benefit
the school but the entire community. This is a
tremendous outcome and certainly on my most recent
visit to the school the whole school community was
incredibly thrilled with that announcement.
This budget also delivers $300 000 to two important
rural schools in my electorate — Don Valley Primary
School and Yellingbo Primary School. These schools
are crucial to their small but very thriving communities,
and this funding will allow substantial and important
upgrades to be undertaken. In 2006 the state
government committed to purchasing land around
Officer for a new primary school to meet the needs of
our growing communities. In this 2010–11 budget
funds are allocated for land purchase in the Officer
region for a new educational facility. Understanding the
needs of local families, I know how important it is to
provide new primary and secondary school facilities,
which is why I have been working closely with the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development.
The department has been working with VicUrban,
Cardinia shire and the Growth Areas Authority in
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analysing the current and future populations and
expected demographics and, based on this analysis,
identifying the most appropriate location as to where
and when development occurs. I am committed to
delivering the most appropriate education facilities,
both primary and secondary, for the community and the
region and to ensuring that the development of this vital
infrastructure is done responsibly and the location is
based on thorough expert analysis and on local demand.
I would also like to commend the Treasurer for the
allocation in this budget of $8 million for stage 1 of the
Eastern Autistic School to be located in Ferntree Gully.
This new school will expand to be a P–12 school and is
a tremendous step forward in providing specialist
education for children with autism in my electorate.
Over the years many families from Melbourne’s
south-east and the Dandenong Ranges have approached
me requesting assistance for their autistic children with
regard to meeting their educational needs. This new
school will be able to assist many of those families and,
with the added money for inclusion support programs
for autistic students in mainstream schools, this budget
is making enormous inroads into this much-needed
specialist education.
As members in this house will be aware, one of my
passions is for our environment, and I was pleased to
see the budget include $175 million for green jobs. I
also welcome the funding allocated for the parks assets
and replacement program and for walking trails. Our
parks are obviously a very precious resource, delivering
so many recreational benefits for all Victorian families.
The announcement that all of Victoria’s national and
metropolitan parks will enjoy free entry from 1 July
will encourage even more families to enjoy our
magnificent assets.
Regarding the electorate I was pleased to see $1 million
in funding for the Yarra Ranges National Park for
viewing platforms, boardwalks and staircases, plus
$300 000 in the budget for Cardinia Reservoir Park for
new walking trails and visitor facilities. To those who
have not visited this reservoir park, I recommend they
do so as it is frequented by families from the east and
south-east, and in summer time is a popular spot to take
overseas visitors who are able to see many kangaroos
feeding at dusk. Investments in parks such as these are
a part of maintaining our quality of life in Victoria and
ensuring it remains a great place to live, work and raise
a family. With the white paper Securing Our Natural
Assets identifying 13 priority flagship areas of
environmental importance, including the Central
Highlands, now under discussion with the climate
change bill set to come before the Parliament later this
year, it is a critical time for the environment. I am
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pleased that this budget is delivering on some of these
keys to ensure a sustainable future.

particularly violent crime, that needs to be addressed as
quickly as possible.

This budget also dedicated additional resources to
emergency services. We know about the fire-prone
electorate that Gembrook is, so I am very pleased about
the $41.8 million for the Country Fire Authority to help
communities prepare for the bushfire season and also
very pleased that $220 000 was allocated to the Upper
Yarra State Emergency Service for a medium rescue
truck, which will ensure the security of the Upper
Yarra.

There is a range of both long-term and short-term
solutions to this problem that may be adopted by a
government. The most important thing the government
needs to do is accept that it has a problem with violent
crime. The question posed by Paul Austin in today’s
Age sums up the position this government has got itself
into in relation to law and order. The question is that if
this state is the safest state and we do not have a
problem with violent crime in this state, why has the
government just announced a policy exactly similar to
the opposition’s, of exactly the same quantum of
1700 extra police, to be rolled out over the next five
years?

There are many other budget initiatives for the
electorate of Gembrook, and I will go through them
very quickly. The $25.6 million that the Premier
announced for the duplication of Clyde Road will ease
congestion, together with a $30 million contribution
from the federal government; there is also the
signalisation and a pedestrian crossing at the
intersection of the Princes Highway. Last week I was
pleased that the Minister for Community Development
announced $1 million for Holm Park Road sporting
complex, which is an incredibly important new
recreational reserve for the Cardinia region. I am very
pleased about that. The health initiatives in this budget
are commendable also, particularly the additional
investments in cancer with the $10.9 million investment
for Monash Children, Australia’s third largest
children’s hospital, which is going to be a terrific asset
for all people in the south-east.
In conclusion, as we approach the new financial year, I
believe that Victorians can look positively towards a
future with a thriving economy, jobs growth and the
essential services we need. I congratulate the Treasurer
on this budget, which is fiscally responsible but which
also continues the proud Labor tradition of delivering
services and infrastructure to all residents. I know that
all Victorians can feel secure with this budget,
particularly the residents of the electorate of Gembrook,
despite the negativity that we have heard from the
opposite side of this chamber. This is a good budget for
all Victorians.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — A very interesting
question was posed in today’s Age in relation to this
government’s commitment to law and order. As I have
said on a number of occasions, and many others have
made this comment, one cannot find a more sacred
obligation of any government than the protection of the
security of its citizens, either at a national level or
indeed, in this case, in our own state. As the opposition
and many other commentators have been saying, in this
state we have a serious problem in relation to crime,

The most important thing about this is: why is it that we
now have a government that has finally realised we
have to do something about having more police on our
beat, protecting us? Has the government finally realised
that it has a problem with violent crime, or has it
introduced this policy for political expediency? My
view is that the government is doing this for political
expediency because it has actually known it has had a
problem and has been peddling this lie about violent
crime in this state to the detriment of the state and the
detriment of the protection of our citizens. The citizens
of this state have been unable to get their government to
undertake its most sacred task of protecting them.
This utter failure to acknowledge that we have a
problem is the first issue, but why is it that now,
11 years after the election of the Bracks Labor
government in 1999, the government is trying to do
something about this problem? I am very cynical about
this change. It only came about because some two
months earlier the coalition had made exactly the same
commitment — 1600 extra Victoria Police and
100 extra transit police to the whole system. Of course
we in opposition went further by committing to
940 protective services officers. This change really begs
the question: is the government fair dinkum or not? The
problem is that the government is not fair dinkum; it
still does not admit that it has a problem. It still peddles
this idea that we are the safest state in the
Commonwealth of Australia. The reality is that is
wrong. The government relies upon reports of the
Australian Bureau of Statistics to demonstrate that.
We know also that the ABS is at pains to point out in
report after report that you cannot compare
state-by-state statistics because of the different
methodology of collecting those statistics. Yet the
government continues to peddle this line that Victoria is
the safest state, based upon ABS statistics.
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We also know the ABS is now undertaking a review of
the collection of statistical data in relation to crime,
particularly violent crime, in both Victoria and
Queensland because these two states lag behind the
other states in this country in the way they collect their
data. The data that is preferred by the ABS is based
upon the computer-aided dispatch (CAD) system. This
government knows that. Indeed Victoria Police
acknowledged that many years ago and it has agreed
that we want to move towards the CAD system of
collection of data rather than the note taking of
individual police officers. The reason is that this
method of data collection provides a more accurate
picture of what is going on. The ABS wants that to
occur, Victoria Police wants that to occur and the
Ombudsman has indicated there is a problem with the
collection of raw data in this state. The Ombudsman
indicated this in a report to this Parliament last year
after the opposition made a complaint to the
Ombudsman a year before. That report of the
Ombudsman demonstrated that violent crime,
particularly something like assault, is chronically
underreported in this state.
The most important thing is that a government has to
admit it has a problem before it is prepared to solve the
problem. If you do not admit you have a problem, then
you cannot solve the problem. A copycat policy is not
going to address that particular issue. The reality this
government has known is that the ABS says the
statistics the government has quoted are false, the
Ombudsman says they are false and even Victoria
Police say they are false because Victoria Police is
moving towards a CAD system and it promised to do
so when it introduced the new LINK system, which of
course, as always with promises from this government,
is now over time and over budget.
It is that failure to admit that it has a problem that has
clearly demonstrated the lie of this government’s
commitment to provide extra police in this state. We
know we have a problem with a number of police in
this state. Deputy Commissioner of Police Sir Ken
Jones from England appreciates the problem we have
here in Victoria. He comes from the United Kingdom
and he would be well and truly aware that the city of
greater London, for example, a diamond shape around
the River Thames some 25 miles by 25 miles, has a
population of 8 million people. We of course have an
area here in Victoria two-thirds the size of the United
Kingdom, and there are 5.3 million people in this state.
The city of greater London has 35 000 sworn police
officers. We have only 11 000 sworn police officers.
There is a clear disparity between the numbers there.
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I would imagine Sir Ken Jones has had the experience
of going from police station to police station all around
the state and will have seen that it does not matter
whether you look at Wodonga, Orbost, Warrnambool,
Portland or Mildura — and I have been to those places;
I went not only to the Melbourne CBD but also to the
outer suburbs of Melbourne, regional centres and
country areas — we have a problem with a lack of
police resources. We discovered by way of FOI in
November 2007 and in November 2008 that we have a
chronic problem.
By speaking to police officers around the state I have
found out that these stations are sometimes 10 per cent
and sometimes 20 per cent below establishment
strength. I have even seen a large number that are
30 per cent below establishment strength, and on two or
three occasions I have seen stations that are 40 per cent
below establishment strength. This is not caused by
short-term absences when someone is ill or otherwise
not available but because of long-term absences, where
police remain on the police roster as part of the
establishment strength of a particular police station.
Those long-term absences are due to things such as
long service leave, maternity leave and WorkCover
claims. These police are still recorded as front-line
police officers at their police stations notwithstanding
they are not available for duty.
No-one is criticising individual police officers for
taking their leave entitlements. They are entitled to take
that leave, but there is no provision for backfilling,
which leaves our stations desperately below
establishment strength. They struggle in many cases to
put on a divvy van at some of our 24-hour police
stations. I see the member for Hastings in the chamber.
He is well and truly aware of the problems that have
been created by a lack of front-line police officers in his
electorate following the downgrading of the Hastings
police station to a 16-hour station because of the
impossibility of allowing that station to remain open for
24 hours due to a lack of police numbers.
It is that sort of failure by this government to address
this issue which demonstrates a lack of commitment to
overcoming a serious problem with violent crime that
seems to be getting worse and worse. Even the
government’s statistical data demonstrates that violent
crime is growing rapidly. There has been an increase of
over 40 per cent since Labor was elected to
government. On the government’s figures assaults
alone, notwithstanding that they are chronically
underreported, have increased by some 70 per cent
since this mob was elected to government.
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I can also say I am not really enamoured of the model
that has been demonstrated in relation to anticorruption.
We have a serious problem in this state that needs to be
addressed. We have a Minister for the Respect Agenda
whom the previous speaker trumpeted about. Let us
take the example of the Windsor Hotel. The minister
for respect is also the Minister for Planning; he is the
decision-maker who can call in that proposal. Whatever
else you might say about that redevelopment of the
Windsor Hotel — good, bad or indifferent — the thing
that strikes you right between the eyes about that
redevelopment is its height above the current building,
yet this minister, apparently having made his decision
and called a press conference, could not even explain to
the journalists how tall the building would be. Was it
29, 26, 27 or 28 storeys? I would have thought a
minister for planning, if he really wanted to command
respect, would know what he was making a decision
about — the one thing that would make the difference
in that particular matter.
Given the shortness of time I must move on to a
number of constituency matters. Firstly, I raise a
significant problem that is developing in my electorate
in relation to schools, particularly primary schools such
as Kew East, Deepdene and Kew primary schools, all
of which have enrolments well and truly above the
long-term projections and all of which are landlocked.
This government is not providing any solutions.
Solutions have come up for consideration. For example,
at Kew Primary School there was a proposal to
purchase the Overington site just next door. The
government dismissed that, saying it was too
expensive. It was relying on a figure of some $3 million
whereas the property was ultimately sold for only
$1.2 million, showing that the government is
completely out of kilter with reality. That was a total
failure.
We have a problem with our schools, and we need
these matters to be addressed. The government needs to
work with schools, but it is failing utterly to provide
that sort of support and solutions. They are great
schools and great teachers. As I said, the long-term
enrolments are well and truly above what the
department said they would be, because despite the
rhetoric, Kew is a growing suburb. These matters need
to be resolved to enable schools to be maintained and
built and proper facilities to be provided.
I also mention another thing. I see the member for
Northcote behind me. I do not know what she is doing
behind me, but she would be well and truly aware of
the issue of the Chandler Highway and its single-lane
bridge. I raised this matter on the adjournment a couple
of weeks ago with the Minister for Local Government,
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who is in the chamber. A feasibility study should be
undertaken with the prospect of purchasing land in the
Amcor redevelopment for the benefit of the people of
Victoria to widen that bridge or put in a second bridge.
Without the purchase of that land it will not be able to
be done. There may be land on the Kew side, perhaps
on the Royal Talbot Rehabilitation Centre site or
elsewhere — I do not know — or it may be redirected,
but unless land is bought on the northern side of the
Yarra River it will be completely impossible.
Freeway noise barriers remain an issue in my
electorate, and the commitment by this government of
some $20 million this year to address the issue of
freeway noise barriers will be a drop in the ocean. I say
categorically that the fundamental inequity of the way
this government goes about its business in saying there
is a difference between noise levels on an existing
freeway and on a new freeway is just ridiculous, stupid,
unfair and inequitable. The most important thing about
this inequity is demonstrated in the case of freeways
such as the Eastern Freeway, which in the past was
extended to Springvale Road and now connects with
EastLink. Each morning all that traffic comes down the
freeway to Hoddle Street, where it becomes a car park
that extends all the way back to Doncaster Road.
Apparently because it was an existing freeway we have
to accept 67 decibels of ambient noise on the oldest
section, but on the other side of Doncaster Road the
level is 62 decibels. I might add that it is an exponential
curve, which means we have to tolerate a 50 per cent
increase in the ambient noise level. It is that inequity
that needs to be addressed by the government, which
has totally failed to do it. Clearways remain a huge
issue.
I will very briefly mention the issue of Kew Cottages. I
have said this before in this place, but with stage 1
house and land packages in Kew selling for
$1.4 million, this government, being the developer,
owner and planning authority, must be the only entity
in this universe that could sell a land package at a loss.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I rise to
lend my voice in support of the Appropriation
(2010/2011) Bill 2010. In the limited time available to
me I want to cover the three portfolios of housing, local
government and Aboriginal affairs and then touch
briefly upon some excellent announcements in the
budget for my electorate. Can I say what a cracker
budget it is, particularly in the areas of my portfolio
responsibilities.
I will start with the housing portfolio. As the Premier
observed at the launch of A Fairer Victoria in May, the
record year-on-year investment in housing has frankly
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been a hallmark of this government. I remind the house
that for every single year of the 11 years we have been
in power in this state we have had a
commonwealth-state housing agreement and we have
committed funds above and beyond our requirements.

we will put 7500 private rental units into the private
rental market subsidised at 20 per cent below the
market value for the areas in which those houses are
placed. Frankly, this is the biggest stimulus that has
been provided to the private rental market in decades.

Members should also recall the record investment by
the Brumby government two budgets ago of
$500 million — the largest amount ever committed to
public and social housing by a state government — to
achieve better outcomes for low-income and vulnerable
people in our community. Those funds are running out
at the moment, and I will touch upon that in my
contribution today. That investment is supplemented by
the extraordinary commitment that has been made by
the federal government to public and social housing
outcomes — in excess of $1.16 billion will be going to
public and social housing outcomes. This is truly a
great time to be the Minister for Housing in Victoria.

As members will be aware — and I have spoken about
this in the house previously — we currently have one of
the lowest vacancy rates in the private rental market
than has been the case for many years. Indeed, the
earlier interjection by the member for South-West
Coast relates to a very sad case that was reported in
today’s newspaper of a woman who was unable to
secure housing in the private rental market. I can
indicate that we have made contact with that woman.
Her case is being actively addressed, and she will
certainly not be living in her vehicle this evening. She
does not seek to access public housing but there has
been an overwhelming response to her particular plight,
and she will not be sleeping in such a vulnerable
situation with her two young children this evening. We
ought to expect that her situation will dramatically
improve.

Dr Napthine — Page 3 of today’s Herald Sun is
about people living in their cars!
Mr WYNNE — This government’s record in
relation to provision of public and social housing is
second to none. As a counterpoint if time permits, I
may touch in my speech upon the commitment of the
previous government. These funds are being split
equally between our housing association sector and the
direct provision of public housing. We believe that that
is an appropriate split of funds, and over the next two
years we would expect to deliver in the order of 6000
units of public and social housing through our direct
budget for housing and through the record $500 million
investment of the Brumby government.
Let me also indicate our relationship with the federal
government and its record investment is making a
significant difference to the lives of some of the most
vulnerable people in our community. On top of that,
wonderful work has been done by the member for
Albert Park, as members will find in the Foley report; it
examines rooming houses. A commitment of
$77 million, which was announced last year, is being
rolled out through this program.
In particular our goal is to ensure that women and
children who are living in inappropriate rooming house
accommodation are provided with an exit strategy and
alternative accommodation; we will be using some of
the Nation Building funds to support an exit strategy for
those vulnerable women and their children.
The National Rental Affordability Scheme is an
excellent partnership, yet again, between the federal
and state governments. Over the next couple of years,

Those 7500 private rental units and the 6000 public and
social housing units that will be built make
13 500 units. This is good for the economy and has a
great social outcome as well. If you think about the best
way to keep the economy stimulated, you realise it is in
the area of housing because you get the direct on-site
jobs benefit, and the supply chain continues. It is a
wonderful social outcome to be able to build housing
for the most vulnerable in our community.
We will ensure that, over the next period of time, these
houses will be rolled out right across metropolitan
Melbourne as well as across regional Victoria to reflect
the distribution of our public and social housing stock.
A third of our stock is in regional Victoria and
two-thirds is in the Melbourne metropolitan area. We
want to ensure that all of Victoria benefits from these
significant budget commitments by this government.
In the area of local government I am pleased to say that
the budget has provided a further $3 million for the
Living Libraries program. This is an incredibly
successful program under which we partner local
government and philanthropic organisations to ensure
that our libraries are contemporary. Libraries of the past
were different places to what they are now.
Today they are community hubs — meeting places
where councils provide a whole range of services
including service desks where you can pay your rates,
bills and so forth. Often child-care and maternal and
child health facilities are attached to libraries, and there
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are meeting rooms and community access points. These
are contemporary libraries of the future where we have
wonderful partnerships with local government. Under
the Living Libraries program the government has
funded 124 projects, which support I think is testament
to the deep commitment this government has to that
program.
The Modernising Neighbourhood Houses program also
got an additional $886 000 to extend that program.
There would not be a member in this house who does
not have a neighbourhood house in their electorate.
Approximately 360 neighbourhood houses are funded.
It is a fantastic program and has a wonderful network
which provides excellent services at the local level for
many people who are often vulnerable and isolated.
We continue our program and partnership with the
Municipal Association of Victoria in relation to our
Councils Reforming Business program. A further
$1.5 million has been allocated over two years to work
with the MAV, and particularly to assist rural and
regional areas to improve their financial and resource
management capability. We know that some of our
smaller rural councils experience difficulty in terms of
being able to raise revenue off a limited rate base, and
the member for Shepparton touched upon the question
in her contribution. A number of councils, of the order
of 16 to 18, find themselves in the situation where in
some cases up to 50 per cent of their income is derived
from state and federal government grants, their capacity
to be able to support further rate increases for their
municipality is obviously very limited.
As I have said in the house before, some of that goes to
the whole question of financial assistance grants from
the commonwealth to local government. They have
successively gone down from 1.1 per cent of federal
government outlays to about 0.6 per cent. That is a
significant decrease, and it has a significant impact on
local government in Victoria. But it is not just a
Victorian problem; it is a national problem. At every
opportunity where there are ministerial forums with the
commonwealth I continue to advocate for a better
arrangement with the commonwealth. We hoped that
the Henry review might have addressed this question,
because fundamentally these are taxation questions, but
to date that has not happened. We will not give up on
seeking to find a better outcome for local government,
particularly in regional Victoria. As I said, it is not a
Victorian problem per se; it is a national problem which
requires a national solution.
In relation to neighbourhood safer places, I was aware
that the member for Shepparton had also raised the
question of neighbourhood safer places. We have a
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wonderful partnership with local government, again
through the MAV. The Premier announced at a recent
ministerial forum on local government a further
$500 000 to support the establishment of
neighbourhood safer places in fire-affected
communities and to lay out the opportunities to develop
further neighbourhood safer places according to the
criteria set by the experts at the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the Country Fire
Authority. We believe we have provided a crucial
investment to local government, and that brings the
total amount available through the MAV partnership to
$1 million.
Finally, in relation to Aboriginal affairs, the launch of
the Moonda Wurrin Gree — Pathways to a Better
Economic Future report represented a fantastic
commitment by this government, and I want to briefly
touch upon a couple of the related issues. Work was
undertaken by entrepreneurs in both the Aboriginal
community and in the non-indigenous community. It
was a wonderful partnership between entrepreneurs,
who really have sought to ask, ‘What is the future going
forward for economic development for Aboriginal
people?’. As part of our response to this work, we have
put together a fantastic proposition, which includes
$11.3 million for a bridge to work plan that includes
10 Aboriginal employment brokers, $4.1 million to
increase the number of commercially viable Aboriginal
businesses, $7 million to identify economic
opportunities for native title agreements, $2.7 million to
grow the pool of Aboriginal mentors and role models,
and $2.2 million to build partnerships with key leaders
from the community, philanthropic and private sectors
to drive improved access to economic opportunities.
The member for Shepparton was critical of me in
relation to Stolen Generations Victoria and indicated
that she was not particularly aware of what was
happening in the change of auspicing of Stolen
Generations Victoria. I indicate two things: one, she
was briefed prior to the announcement by the executive
director of Aboriginal Affairs Victoria; and two, we
have seamlessly transitioned Stolen Generations
Victoria to a new organisation.
In relation to the representative Aboriginal parties and
cultural heritage more generally, the record shows that
the opposition did not support the cultural heritage
legislation, but I can indicate that from May 2007 to
June 2010 we have had 1302 notifications, 794 plans
evaluated and 762 plans approved. There are currently
32 plans being revised. This system is working well to
the benefit of the Aboriginal community and to the
benefit of the development community. The Urban
Development Institute of Australia, as one of the
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organisations crucially involved in this area, is a keen,
willing and strong supporter of the Aboriginal Heritage
Act as it stands.
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services, community safety or public housing,
community safety is a real issue in terms of violence in
the community and has deteriorated under this
government.

Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I simply say go and talk to Tony
De Domenico from the Urban Development Institute of
Australia, who will tell you that he supports the cultural
heritage plan and he speaks on behalf of the
development community.
Locally there have been great outcomes in terms of the
Gipps Street steps, which will be a huge improvement
for bicyclists along the Yarra trail; the premium station
upgrade of the East Richmond station is a wonderful
commitment by the government; our great primary
schools — Collingwood College and Spensley Street
Primary School — have $1 million between them; and
$3 million for stage 1 of the development to return
Circus Oz to its home in Collingwood, where it was
originally conceived, is a fantastic outcome for Circus
Oz.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — This budget
comes after 11 years of Labor government. The total
budget has increased from $19 billion to $45 billion in
those 11 years under Labor, which is characteristic of
the high taxing, high spending and mismanagement of
spending that occurs under Labor. Indeed one of the
most disturbing figures in this budget is that the total
debt in Victoria is again on the increase, from $5 billion
in 2000 to $31.7 billion — nearly $32 billion — in
2014. The budget predicts that interest payments in
2014 will be over $3 billion per year — just paid out in
straight interest. Imagine how many police officers,
teachers, nurses and doctors $3 billion would pay for to
improve services to people in Victoria, but it will be
going to pay interest, like in the dark old days of the
Cain-Kirner era.
On top of that Victorians have been asked to pay
26 new taxes, charges and levies and there have been
record levels of collections of stamp duty, land tax and
payroll tax during these 11 years of Labor. We are
seeing it wasted on things like myki and smart meters.
Of course who could forget the $2 billion man, the
Minister for Gaming, who has mismanaged the sale of
electronic gaming machine licences in this state, costing
Victorian taxpayers $2 billion, which would have been
really welcome in terms of improving services.
Despite this massive increase in taxes and expenditure,
what we are seeing unfortunately is a decline in
services, whether it be health services, accident and
emergency services. surgical services, public transport

The Minister for Housing just spoke about public
housing. On the front page of the Warrnambool
Standard this week is a story about people who are
homeless, who are desperately seeking Office of
Housing support and who simply cannot get it. This
budget is a city-centric budget.
I will quote from my local papers. The Portland
Observer and Guardian of 7 May, in an article with the
headline ‘Budget neglects Portland projects’, says:
The Portland region has been neglected in the state budget,
with no funding listed for longstanding priority infrastructure
projects.
The green triangle freight action plan, Portland Bay coastal
infrastructure plan and funding for a fully funded accident and
emergency department at Portland District Health all missed
out on critical dollars in the budget.

The Warrnambool Standard of 5 May, under the
headline ‘Region misses out in budget — Budget
coffers not too kind on south-west’, says it is:
… the region’s leanest state budget for at least two decades.
…
… there was nothing for further upgrades at Warrnambool
and Portland base hospitals or sought-after radiotherapy
equipment at Warrnambool.
The much-maligned Princes Highway west of Geelong, a
green triangle rail freight plan and a Portland harbour upgrade
also missed out.

I want to refer in particular to the lack of commitment
to radiotherapy services for south-western Victoria.
This is a very important issue, and it is an issue that I
am absolutely passionate about.
One of the issues that I fought for shoulder to shoulder
with my local community over many years was to get a
south-west emergency helicopter for our region. An
emergency helicopter is now based in Warrnambool. It
is servicing the region, and it is saving lives. I am
equally committed, as is my community, to getting an
integrated cancer care service system for south-western
Victoria based in Warrnambool, and an integral part of
that, from the state government’s perspective, is
funding radiotherapy services.
I want to refer to a particular case study which
highlights this issue and which I believe is typical of
hundreds of other cases in south-western Victoria and
the south-east of South Australia involving people who
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face the same situation. The Standard ran an article on
Monday, 18 April, called ‘Tears for mum — Treatment
forces close family apart’. I quote:
Rebecca Hintum is fighting one of the toughest battles of her
life and making it even harder is being separated from her
loving husband and three young children.
The Warrnambool woman is battling breast cancer and is in
her second week of radiotherapy at a Geelong hospital.
…
‘When I kiss (daughter) Maggie goodnight, she kisses me
back five times — that’s the number of kisses she misses
from me every week I’m in Geelong’, Mrs Hintum said,
wiping tears.

The article states that Mrs Hintum’s problem:
… had been compounded by having to live in Geelong while
she underwent five weeks of treatment.

It further states:
Radiotherapy treatments only last 10 to 15 minutes —

a day.
On 2 June there was another article about the same
woman and her family. It is headed ‘Mum’s dying
wish’, and it says:
After five weeks of intensive cancer treatment in Geelong, the
Warrnambool mum was relieved to return home and resume
the simple things in life, such as the school pick-up. She also
wanted to forget the pain of being separated from her family,
husband Jeff, Maggie, seven, Sebe, five, and Tori, two.
Yesterday, Mrs Hintum was bedridden and facing death. In
the past few days, her condition has deteriorated badly. She
can only get out of bed to shower, and strong painkillers
cause her to sleep for much of the day.
She knows she hasn’t got long, but she wants the politicians
and health authorities to know this: the south-west needs
better cancer care.
She spoke to the Standard about her dying wish: to have an
integrated cancer centre established in Warrnambool so
south-west cancer patients don’t have to endure what she
did — being detached from her family for more than a month
while she underwent radiotherapy treatment.
‘In the last week I found out that I have only three weeks to
live if my treatment is unsuccessful’, the 40-year-old said.

The article states further:
‘Having to leave your family when you’re probably feeling
the worst you’ve felt in your life, moving to Geelong for five
weeks to receive treatment that lasts less than 15 minutes and
then finding out you’re never going to get those five weeks
back, it’s just unfair.
‘I don’t want people to read this article and just cry. I want
this story to put a bomb underneath them — to make them do
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something and get the change we need to make it happen’,
Mrs Hintum said.

I can assure Mrs Hintum that I am going to fight and
fight until we get radiotherapy in south-western
Victoria.
On 5 May, speaking about the budget, the Minister for
Health said, and I quote from Hansard:
… we are bringing public radiotherapy to the western suburbs
for the first time ever.

The minister was talking about an announcement to
take radiotherapy to Sunshine. I congratulate the people
of Sunshine for getting radiotherapy. It is a good
decision. But it is interesting to note that the people in
Sunshine can already access radiotherapy at the
Western Private Hospital, which is only 10 kilometres
away, because of an agreement the Department of
Human Services has with the hospital’s private
radiotherapy service. They can go to the Alfred
hospital, which is 18 kilometres away. They can also go
to the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre, which is
15 kilometres away.
So I support radiotherapy for Sunshine, but it begs the
question: why is radiotherapy not in south-western
Victoria, in Warrnambool, where people are forced to
travel for 21⁄2, 31⁄2 or 4 hours for daily treatments that
last 10 or 15 minutes, forcing most people to move
away from their families, away from their homes and
away from their supports when they most need it during
cancer treatment? I will not rest until we have
radiotherapy services based in Warrnambool that
service south-western Victoria and the south-east of
South Australia.
Indeed on 7 May I had an article prepared for the local
paper on this very issue about why Sunshine was
getting a full radiotherapy service, which I support, but
the government was failing to support Warrnambool.
The government coincidentally announced at that time,
just when my article was about to be published, that we
would get a feasibility study for Warrnambool. That
was on 8 May. Yet here we are now, a month later, and
we still do not know the terms of reference, the time
lines, exactly who is going to conduct it or whether
local cancer experts and the local community will have
any input into that feasibility study. It is little wonder
that the south-west is somewhat cynical, particularly
when we read an article in the Warrnambool Standard
of 28 February 2009 which states that Mr Andrews, the
Minister for Health, said:
… the number of cancer patients in the region needing
radiotherapy was too small to justify the specialised
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$3.5 million machine and support the team of experts who
would have to be based in Warrnambool.

I reject that. There are over 700 new patients diagnosed
with cancer each year in south-western Victoria and
south-east South Australia, and a large percentage of
those need radiotherapy treatment. The Warrnambool
population is growing at 1.8 per cent. Given the
distance and dislocation involved, I think the only fair
and reasonable interpretation is that there should be an
integrated cancer centre and access to radiotherapy in
the Warrnambool area to service south-western Victoria
and the south-east of South Australia.
Sitting suspended 12.58 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
the Minister for Education is absent from question time
today. Any questions for the minister will be answered
by the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Police: confidential information
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier again to Mr Overland’s
affidavit of November 2007, which states at
paragraph 46 that the Chief Commissioner of Police
would provide:
… advice to the Premier and his cabinet —

about Victoria Police secret investigations involving
Mr Mullett and Mr Ashby and including Operation
Briars. I ask: can the Premier confirm whether the
Minister for Roads and Ports, who is alleged to have
tipped off Mr Ashby about these secret investigations
during a private meeting on 2 April 2007, had access to
this information as a result of briefings by the chief
commissioner to the cabinet and the Premier?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Kew for his question. He asked me a very similar
question yesterday. The Minister for Roads and Ports,
in relation to these matters, has already addressed them
publicly and has made very clear his position in relation
to these matters.
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Kardinia Park: upgrade
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the Premier
update the house on how the government is creating
world-class sporting facilities in Geelong?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Geelong for his question; he and other Geelong MPs
were with me this morning at Skilled Stadium for what
was a great announcement for that stadium, a great
announcement for Geelong, and a great announcement
for football and for sport generally.
As I have pointed out on many occasions, including in
this Parliament, Geelong is now one of Australia’s
major provincial centres. It is larger than Hobart; it has
more people than the whole of the Northern Territory.
Our government has been investing in the economy, the
services and the infrastructure that are needed for a
modern and growing provincial city. Whether it has
been the relocation of the Transport Accident
Commission and 500 new jobs, whether it has been the
ring-road, whether it has been the second hospital,
whether it has been the expansion of Deakin University,
whether it has been the support we provided for the
Ford Motor Company or whether it has been the
previous funding that we provided to Skilled Stadium
of $6 million and $14 million — all of these things
have been building a dynamic, vibrant, progressive and
growing Geelong community.
Today I was delighted to be, as I have said, together
with the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs and Geelong MPs, and with the Geelong
Football Club and the club’s captain, Cameron Ling —
a great footballer; he let me take a mark over him today,
for which I am very grateful — to announce that our
government will provide a further $25 million to enable
the stage 3 expansion of Skilled Stadium to proceed.
What a great announcement this was. How well was it
received in the community? I can tell you that it was
fantastically well received in the community.
The Geelong Football Club has wanted a stage 3
expansion to take the seating up to 35 000 people,
which is entirely consistent with the view we have put
about Skilled Stadium being used should Australia be
successful with its World Cup soccer bids for 2018 and
2022. The MCG and Skilled Stadium will be the
stadiums used, but along the way we will need to
upgrade Skilled Stadium.
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The Geelong Football Club put this proposal for
$75 million, with $25 million from us. I am pleased to
say that that commitment will not just enable the
expansion to a capacity of 35 000 but will provide new
training, playing, spectator and change room facilities
for the Geelong Cricket Club. It will also provide
improved facilities for the Kardinia Park netball
complex. There will be a new 1000-seat function room
for both private and business functions, there will be a
purpose-built community wellness and education
centre, there will be a Geelong sports museum to
celebrate the region’s sporting successes and there will
be a new events live site in Kardinia Park to host major
events.
Geelong Football Club was quick to respond today,
very positively of course. Brian Cook, a great — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I will tell you what he said:
This announcement is a tremendous fillip for the community
and the club and will help ensure that Skilled Stadium
remains the long-term home of the club.

Here is the important part too for the Leader of The
Nationals:
A third redevelopment will result in a $250 million economic
benefit over the next 10 years to the local economy and will
increase the opportunity for more people to attend games in
comfort —

to see it grow.
We have always been, as I have said, strong supporters
of this stadium and the crucial role that it can play in the
economic benefit to the whole Geelong area. The
Geelong Football Club has been a partner with it under
our Make It Happen in Provincial Victoria campaign.
There are many great examples there of the way in
which it has encouraged strong provincial growth, and
today is a further step in that direction.
Finally, this is the right decision for the Geelong
economy and for livability — these two things go hand
in hand — but it is also a great decision in terms of
tourism. Members can think of the growth we now
have at Avalon following the announcement we made
the other day about Tiger Airways with its third home
at Avalon and the additional planes. There is the Great
Ocean Road and the additional tourism we have seen in
Victoria over the last year, with Victoria having the
strongest tourism growth of any state in Australia.
When you put all that together, you see it builds on the
Transport Accident Commission, the Geelong Ring
Road, Deakin University, the second site for a new
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Geelong hospital and that this is an unambiguously
good news announcement for Geelong. We are
delighted. I thank our members for Geelong who have
been such great supporters of this and the Deputy
Premier for his great support of this project. This is the
right decision for Aussie Rules, it is the right decision
for soccer, it is the right decision for livability and it is
the right decision for the economy of Geelong.

Police: confidential information
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to evidence from the Office
of Police Integrity hearings of 9 November 2007 during
which Mr Ashby admitted that the member for Albert
Park, Martin Foley, who was then chief of staff to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, discussed
with him during a telephone conversation on 9 August
2007 the details of Mr Overland travelling to France to
undertake a course at Fontainebleau. I ask: is it not a
fact that leaked details about Mr Overland’s study trip
to Fontainebleau came from the office of the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services? Will the Premier
now explain why the now member for Albert Park was
leaking details to Mr Ashby about Mr Overland’s trip?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The member for Kew
makes up things as he goes along. All of these matters,
as I have indicated publicly, were investigated by His
Honour Justice Murray Wilcox through 2007. All of the
affidavits, all of the documents, all of the information
was considered by him as part of that investigation. He
is a highly respected and esteemed former Federal
Court judge. He said in relation to all of those
individuals who the member for Kew has named that
there was no case to answer.

Sport: major events promotion
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I
refer to the Brumby Labor government’s commitment
to make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the minister outline to the house
the steps the Brumby Labor government is taking to
promote major sporting events in Victoria, and is he
aware of any challenges?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for Mordialloc
for her question. She is a great supporter of major
events. Last year her electorate hosted the Australian
Masters.
Victorians know that our calendar of major events sets
us apart from the rest of the world. Yesterday the
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Premier and the Minister for Tourism and Major Events
outlined Victoria’s latest tourism statistics. We are
rivalling Queensland. A large part of this is due to our
strategy of major sporting events. This does not come
about by accident: it takes commitment and it takes
hard work. We are competing not only against the
pretenders up north but against cities across the globe.
We need the best stars to draw the best crowds and
create the best events.
When the government supports a major sporting event,
part of that support covers sponsorship and branding of
Victoria. Another part is based on the talent that will
attend and showcase their expertise to the crowds. For
example, our support for the Masters competition was
based on the talent that will be provided at that event. It
was based on the international stars who will compete
in that event.
Not everyone believes our investment in major events
like the Australian Masters is worthwhile. If I can quote
from one such commentator about the Masters, he said:
… they turn a profit, and the state government and taxpayers
don’t need to chip in.
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Australian Football League annual report. The AFL
finals series is a highly successful major event, turning
a profit. The Australian Rugby Union — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
Attorney-General not to use the props.
Mr MERLINO — I refer to the Australian Rugby
Union annual report. The Bledisloe Cup is a highly
successful major sporting event, and that event turns a
profit. I refer to the Victoria Racing Club annual report.
The Spring Racing Carnival is a highly successful
major sporting event for this state; it turns a profit.
The Liberal Party’s message for these events is,
‘You’re too successful — go fend for yourself!’
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to government business.
Mr MERLINO — If that proposal were adopted by
government, those events would indeed go fend for
themselves — interstate and overseas. There is another
event — —

He also said:
Honourable members interjecting.
… it’s a great tournament, it’s going to be a success, it’s been
a success in the past with Greg Norman.

Greg Norman won his titles at the Australian Masters in
the 1980s. A respected commentator, Gerard Healy,
said this in response on 3AW:
This tournament was dead and buried until the government
put their hand in their pocket and breathed some life back into
it by getting Tiger there … Ted Baillieu, the Leader of the
Opposition, has got this one wrong.

I was asked about challenges. For a start there is this
absurd notion that successful sporting events which turn
a profit should not be supported by the government.
This would destroy our calendar of major sporting
events in Victoria.
Many of our major events are successful and profitable;
that is precisely why they are so highly prized and
sought after. I refer to a number of annual reports. I
refer to Cricket Australia’s annual report. The Boxing
Day test turns a profit; it is a successful event.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister knows not
to use props.
Mr MERLINO — I refer to Tennis Australia’s
annual report: the Australian Open, our most successful
major sporting event, with record crowds of well over
600 000, is an event that turns a profit. I refer to the

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Forest
Hill is not helping! The minister, to conclude his
answer without debate.
Mr MERLINO — In conclusion, there is another
event that would fit into this category, an event run by a
very profitable company: the Red Bull air race. Under
this absurd policy you would not even be able to bid for
the events you have previously promised to secure. I
can assure the house we will not sacrifice the Spring
Racing Carnival, to be replaced by sailing in Sorrento;
we will not sacrifice our Boxing Day test, to be
replaced by polo in Portsea; and we will not sacrifice
support for the Masters golf tournament, to be replaced
by croquet in Kew.
We support sport from the grassroots to the grandstand.
Only the Brumby Labor government will deliver major
events for Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Forest
Hill is warned.

Police: confidential information
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
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evidence from the OPI (Office of Police Integrity)
hearings of 9 November 2007 during which Mr Ashby
admitted that after speaking to the then chief of staff to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
now member for Albert Park, on the afternoon of
9 August 2007, he then called Mr Mullett to tell him
about Mr Overland’s trip to the Fontainebleau business
school in Paris, and I ask: is it not a fact that the
Premier will not establish an independent judicial
inquiry into this affair because it involves actions of
members of this government who have been involved
in activities that led to a chain of events which may
have compromised and undermined anticorruption and
murder investigations by Victoria Police?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — This is a choice
between Justice Murray Wilcox and Ted Baillieu. All
of this information — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — That is the fact of the matter.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Kew
and South-West Coast will stop interjecting in that
manner or they will cease to stay in question time.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said now a number of
times in answer to the earlier question today and
questions earlier this week, all of this information was
before Justice Murray Wilcox — all the affidavits and
all the information. He examined that, heard all of that,
made his judgement and in relation to other persons
stated they had no case to answer.

Community Support Fund: grants
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is to
the Minister for Community Development. I refer to the
Brumby Labor government’s commitment to making
Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family,
and I ask: can the minister update the house on how the
government is using the Community Support Fund to
build strong communities, and is she aware of any
alternative ways in which the CSF could be used?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I thank the member for Footscray for
her question, and I acknowledge the terrific work she
does to support her local community. The Community
Support Fund is a source of funding for programs
which build stronger and more resilient communities
right across Victoria. The community support grants
program, for example, helps communities to become
stronger, better resourced and more inclusive places in
which to live and work. Essentially it is local
communities that drive the projects that are funded.
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Between June 2004 and May 2010 some 583 projects
to a value of $99 million were approved right across
Victoria. These projects create new facilities and
community spaces, revitalise valued heritage assets and
provide opportunities for people to get involved in their
local communities. A great example is the new
community hub in Frankston called Karingal PLACE.
PLACE stands for people, learning, activities,
community and education. I had great pleasure in
opening that facility earlier this year on behalf of the
Premier. Karingal PLACE is a fantastic new centre that
provides a raft of important services and opportunities
for involvement, which include occasional care,
playgroups and other children’s services; specialist
children and family support services; specific activities
for young people and seniors; multipurpose spaces that
can be used by community groups and individuals for
meetings and social gatherings; and facilities to help
people gain computer and other IT skills.
Another great example is the Inverloch Community
Hub. This project involved the redevelopment of an
existing stadium and community hall into one complex,
resulting in an all-purpose centre that brings together
sporting, learning, medical services and community
function and meeting rooms under the one roof. It also
includes a visitor information centre, a library and a
space for the Inverloch community house and maternal
child health services. In just 10 months since the
upgrade of the visitor information centre, 23 000 people
have accessed it. Over 700 people use the library every
single week. This tells us that community facilities like
this are more than just buildings; they locate many
programs under one roof that bring people of all ages
and all abilities together right across Victoria and they
provide spaces for community groups to meet and carry
out their activities. That is what strong communities are
all about, and our government supports strong
communities.
We have used the Community Support Fund to provide
funding to community projects across the state that help
build strong communities and get people involved. I
have been asked about alternatives for how the
Community Support Fund could be used. You could
give $1.5 million to a consortium to sink a yacht off the
coast of San Diego, which is something that happened
under the previous government and which might appeal
to some people who like sailing in Sorrento; or indeed
you could have no policy on the Community Support
Fund at all, which is currently the case for this
opposition. This government is ensuring that local
communities right across Victoria continue to enjoy the
benefits made available through the Community
Support Fund so that Victoria remains the best place to
live, work and raise a family.
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Water: northern Victoria projects
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the fact that the
option of developing a north–south pipeline was
explicitly excluded from the government’s final
sustainable water strategy released in October 2006, yet
the project was submitted to cabinet in February
2007 — barely four months later — as an investment
option, and I ask: why is it that no evidence to explain
the changed position could be produced to the
Auditor-General and that the government subsequently
committed $1.75 billion of taxpayers money to the
project without even a business case or feasibility study
being undertaken?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. I think it is fair to
conclude from his question that he is of a like mind to
the member for Swan Hill, the Deputy Leader of The
Nationals, who has described the food bowl as an
ill-conceived project and program. It is on the front
page of today’s Age. I am happy for the public to
understand that The Nationals — let us be clear about
this — including its leader and its deputy leader, totally
oppose this project.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to the question, without debate.
Mr BRUMBY — Yesterday in relation to this
matter a number of farmers who actually make a living
in this area — —
Mr Hulls — Real farmers.
Mr BRUMBY — Real farmers made some
comments about this project. One of those farmers was
Dudley Bryant — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — We don’t like Dudley?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benalla!
Mr BRUMBY — You don’t like anybody who
disagrees with you, do you?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I call the Premier and
ask him not to debate the question.
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Mr BRUMBY — Here is what Dudley Bryant said:
I think a big thing that’s been criticised is the doubt on the
savings, and I can assure you … that the savings really are
there, and in fact they’re significantly more than what we are
allowing for.

He later said:
When you’re investing a billion dollars in a community that
was really in a lot of trouble, I’m more than happy to support
that government.

He later said:
You have got a small group of ‘Plug-the-Pipers’ that actually
would do anything in their power to stop the project …

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. I am not sure as to
whether this is supposed to be the evidence that was not
produced to the Auditor-General, but be that as it may, I
have asked a question of very narrow scope and I
would have you have the Premier answer that question.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of The Nationals asked a question which he
now tries to characterise as being narrow, but it was
very broad. It was about the food bowl project, and the
Premier is entitled to contain within his answer
elements about the food bowl project, which is what he
was doing. The Leader of The Nationals makes these
points of order just to interrupt the flow of the Premier
and they should not be allowed.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe that the Leader
of The Nationals’ question started with commentary
around the option of the north–south pipeline, which is
what I think the Premier is being relevant to, so I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr BRUMBY — The Leader of The Nationals
asked in essence why we supported this project.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, you did, and that is exactly
what I am answering. We supported this project, as I
said yesterday, and here is another quote today, for the
benefit of the Leader of The Nationals, from Andrew
Broad of the Victorian Farmers Federation, who rejects
the claims that this investment is ‘a waste of money’.
He is reported as having said that ‘farmers have long
called for irrigation infrastructure upgrades across the
state’. He is quoted as saying:
Water is critical to the farm communities of northern Victoria.
Victoria’s water management approach is arguably the most
conservative and effective in Australia, but our irrigation
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infrastructure has suffered from decades of
underinvestment …
…
Water buyback is not the alternative to investment. The VFF
has always maintained that governments should invest in
irrigation infrastructure to obtain efficiency and share savings
…

I will tell the house what he was saying; I will translate
it for The Nationals. He was saying that the food bowl
is a great project.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, without
debate.
Mr BRUMBY — In 2007 we were faced with a
situation in this state where not only did we have
decades and decades of underinvestment in irrigation
programs, we had also gone through the best part of a
decade of below average rainfall with large parts of the
state critically short of water, and our government at the
time made the decision to invest in the biggest
infrastructure upgrade in the history of our state.
History will show, as I said yesterday, that despite years
of procrastination and delays under former conservative
governments on the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, our
government funded it, and this has given water security
to our state — water security that is securing the future
of those towns and country communities — and having
concluded that project successfully we are now
embarked on the biggest water savings irrigation
project in Australia’s history.
As Dudley Bryant and the VFF say, this is exactly the
right thing to do, and we are happy to be judged on this,
we are happy to say on this part: the people of Swan
Hill and the electorate of Swan Hill will never forgive
or forget the local member who turned his back on his
irrigators and this $1 billion investment.

Renewable energy: consultation
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources. I
refer to the Brumby Labor government’s commitment
to make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the minister update the house on
how the Brumby government is working to ensure that
the views of communities, local councils and industry
are all sought and considered when developing detailed
and practical policies to bring more renewable energy
and jobs to regional Victoria?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — As you would know, Speaker, I have
said many times in this house that the Brumby
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government is proud to support renewable energy and
the renewable energy industry in Victoria. We do that
because we know that wind farms mean extra and
regular income for farmers, that wind farms make clean
renewable electricity, that wind farms mean jobs and
investment for regional Victoria, and that wind farms
provide higher rates for local councils, which means
more money for local communities. Political leaders
cannot get policies right to support the renewable
energy industry if they do not talk to the renewable
energy industry.
This government and I are prepared to talk to the
renewable industry. That is why I regularly meet with
the leaders from the industry. That is why the Premier,
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development and I
hosted a round table recently with industry
representatives. The renewable energy industry wants
to be involved in policy development because it knows
better than anyone else — it certainly knows better than
politicians — the impact that policies are going to have
on their businesses in their attempts to change the
energy mix here in Victoria.
It would be irresponsible to release a policy that claims
to help the renewable energy industry without talking to
the industry, and in particular, when invited by the
Committee for Portland to address their dinner and
explain your policy on renewable energy, to refuse to
attend would be extremely gutless. So if political
leaders will not even try to explain their policies, this is
really an admission —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, without
debate.
Mr BATCHELOR — that the policy is useless,
that it is antijobs, anti-investment, anti the environment
and anti-regional Victoria.
But it is not just the industry that we should be talking
to when we are developing renewable energy policy.
Local councils are important here. Local councils are
interested in what happens in their areas and are
interested in the development roles. We need to hear
their views to be able to develop a credible and
effective policy. Local councils, such as Glenelg and
the surrounding councils in the south-west,
acknowledge that local renewable energy is important
because it brings jobs and it brings investment.
However, it would be irresponsible to release a
renewable energy policy that shifts all the
responsibilities back to local councils, particularly when
you know that is what the local councils do not want to

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 10 June 2010

ASSEMBLY

happen. It would be even more irresponsible if you did
not listen to residents and communities. I have listened
to those communities — I have listened to people who
support renewable energy, and I have listened to those
who are opposed to renewable energy.
We are not afraid to put our policy to the test out in the
electorate. I have spoken to people in places like Colac,
Oaklands, Ballarat and other places, and to local
residents who have an interest both in supporting and in
raising issues about renewable energy. It would be
irresponsible to develop and release a policy that you
claim is going to benefit Victoria if you are not
prepared to meet with industry, local communities and
local councils — and if you are going to get your views
from some odd group that is totally opposed to
renewable energy and totally opposed to — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The Leader of The Nationals
has interjected and asked what we are talking about.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
ignore interjections, and I ask the Leader of The
Nationals not to interject. I suggest to the member for
Bass that if he has no interest in question time, he is
free to leave. I ask the minister to conclude his answer.
Mr BATCHELOR — In conclusion, we are talking
about the policy process that was used to develop the
Liberal Party policy on renewable energy, when it
rejected industry, councils and communities.

Water: northern Victoria projects
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the Auditor-General’s report
regarding Victoria’s water projects, and I ask: why did
the government ignore repeated advice from Treasury
officials between March and May 2007 to conduct a
comprehensive feasibility study into the food bowl
modernisation project and the north–south pipeline, and
then commit $1.75 billion of public funds without that
critical task having been undertaken?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Craig
Bildstein of the Parliament for his question! At the end
of the day in politics, when you have governments
investing huge amounts in new infrastructure,
opportunities and innovation in your electorate, my
experience is that you are best to get behind it. As I
indicated with Dudley Bryant’s quotes yesterday, he
said:
… for every one … irrigator that would speak against it I
could find you 100 that are really happy with it.
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The member for Swan Hill is one — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question. It was a very
narrow question about receiving Treasury advice on the
project and then ignoring it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, and I ask the Premier to complete his answer
without further debate.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, in contrast to the
member for Swan Hill, there are many members of this
house who are on the public record wanting to see this
project fast-tracked. On 7 October 2008 the member for
South-West Coast said it should be fast-tracked, that we
should do it quicker, do it faster!
The member for Rodney is actually on the record on
20 December 2006 — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly defying your ruling. He is debating
the question. I ask you to have him answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I reminded the
Leader of The Nationals yesterday, it is not in the
Chair’s authority to direct the Premier or any minister
to answer a question. That is actually not in the
standing orders, as the Leader of The Nationals well
knows. However, the Premier does need to respond to
the question as asked without debate. I ask him to do
so.
Mr BRUMBY — In late 2006 and into 2007 we
were continuing to go through a very dry period in the
state; in fact the in-flows into the system were the
lowest ever. On 20 December 2006, in his contribution
to the debate on the address-in-reply to the Governor’s
speech, the member for Rodney said:
We strongly believe that urban users should only be permitted
to secure water from rural systems if they first invest in water
infrastructure that will generate equivalent water savings.

If you were to say that in two words — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to the question and not otherwise allow him to
relate his answer to government business.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the Premier to conclude his answer without
further debate.
Mr BRUMBY — If you wanted to shorten the
member for Rodney’s sentence to two words, they
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would be ‘food bowl’. That is what the project is all
about. I repeat for the benefit of the member for Swan
Hill: we had a crisis in Victoria because of the lowest
ever in-flows, not just in the metropolitan storages but
into so many storages right across the state.
Responsible government required decisive action, and
we took it. We took the right action for the long-term
future of the state.
As for the comments in relation to preliminary work
and business case that the member refers to, I repeat the
point that I made yesterday.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, I did. When the business
case came to government there was no issue about the
savings — there has never been an issue about the
savings. As I pointed out yesterday the Victorian
Farmers Federation has been putting argument to us
about savings in excess of 225 gigalitres. The only issue
with the business case was whether the business case
would have achieved 225 at that cost. The original
business case was not on the basis of savings, because it
was $1.048 billion, which used a 7 per cent escalation
factor. I sent it back to get it on cost and budget, and it
came in on cost and budget.
This has never been an issue about savings, and the
member for Rodney would know from his personal
experience that savings are being achieved. Hundreds
of farms throughout this area have already been
upgraded — hundreds of kilometres of channel. There
are 6300 kilometres of open channel. The fact is you
could run it to north Queensland and back. All of that
water is lost to evaporation, seepage and leakage — all
of that. We are improving the efficiency of this system
and investing $1 billion into the future of farmers in our
state because we want to grow the whole state — and
unlike those opposite we do not call country Victorians
the toenails.

Health: government initiatives
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I refer to the
Brumby Labor government’s commitment to make
Victoria the best place to live, the best place to work —
with 113 000 new jobs in the last 12 months — and the
best place to raise a family, and I ask: can the Minister
for Health outline how the Brumby government is
investing in better health services for communities right
across Victoria, make any commentary on these
investments?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Burwood for his question and his
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longstanding commitment to health service provision in
his community. We as a government are very pleased
and proud to partner with health services right across
the length and breadth of our state to provide additional
recurrent funding and to provide very strong support for
capital works in terms of new buildings, upgrades to
buildings and the very best of modern medical
technology right across the spectrum of the system. We
are very pleased to partner with health services right
across Victoria — in every part of Victoria — to boost
services and to provide those dedicated clinicians with
the tools they need to look after patients and to meet the
challenges that undoubtedly face our health system.
With that strong track record of investment — and I
was asked about comments on our government’s
investment — you can imagine my surprise when I saw
a comment in a recent publication that said there has
not been an investment in hospitals under this
government. That was a comment that was made
recently. I saw this comment, and I thought to myself,
‘What a very strange comment’, because what that
comment says is that 10 516 extra nurses — and that is
how many are in the system today compared to our first
day in office — apparently all work for free, a bit like
the 1200 extra hospital doctors in our system today
compared to our first day in office. They all work for
free as well. Apparently the additional paramedics in
our system work for free as well.
Apparently the $7.5 billion capital works program this
government has put in place is a bit like a mushroom: it
just comes out of the ground. It just happens by
accident; it is not real. It is a $7.5 billion program —
more money invested in health infrastructure than at
any time in the history of this state — and yet according
to one commentator there has not been an investment in
hospitals under this government. That comment is
absolutely wrong. I do not often provide advice, but I
would just say to this commentator that perhaps if he
spent less time collecting and studying street directories
and more time studying budget papers, he might know
that this government has invested in ongoing funding as
no government has ever done, and in capital works,
including equipment and infrastructure, as no
government has ever done.
This government has a record of investment right
across the state, and this commentator shows through
this ill-informed commentary — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Caulfield knows better than to interject in that manner.
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Mr ANDREWS — This commentator shows
through this commentary a galloping ignorance of our
health system, which rules him unfit to lead this state.
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come in here and make a speech in favour of this
budget.
An honourable member — Who?

APPROPRIATION (2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I wish to
correct the Minister for Energy and Resources on his
remarks in question time. The Leader of the Opposition
has never been invited to the Committee for
Portland — —
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for South-West Coast is speaking
on something that is not before the Chair. It is not a
point of order, and I would ask you — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member for South-West Coast on the point of
order?
Dr NAPTHINE — No, on the budget. Stop the
clock; I am losing my time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
Stop the clock. There is no point of order, but I ask the
member for South-West Coast to be relevant to the bill
that is being debated.
Dr NAPTHINE — It is on the budget. The minister
accused the Leader of the Opposition of not accepting
an invitation that was never extended to the Leader of
the Opposition. Scott Paterson, the head of the
Committee for Portland, approached me saying,
‘Would the Leader of the Opposition be available on
24 June?’. I said, ‘No, it’s a parliamentary sitting day.
Look for another day’. No invitation was ever extended
to the Leader of the Opposition. The minister for
energy deliberately misled the house, and it is an
absolute disgrace.
I am pleased to be the final speaker from the opposition
to speak on the budget. Most people in the government
have spoken on the budget, but there is one person who
has not spoken on the budget; one person who refused
to stand up and defend the budget; one person who,
despite the member for Melton offering to help him out
by writing his speech, has refused to stand up and speak
on the budget. He has between now and 4 o’clock to

Dr NAPTHINE — Who?
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — It is the Premier of Victoria. He
has not been in here to defend his budget. It is an
absolute and utter disgrace. The Premier is the person
who in 2003, as Treasurer, attacked other members for
failing to take the opportunity to speak on the budget.
He specifically attacked members of Parliament for
being inadequate in that they failed to speak on the
budget; yet as Premier this year, an election year, he
refuses to come in and back the budget — to speak on
the budget. I challenge the Premier to come in here and
speak on the budget — and the member for Melton will
help write his speech! It is just another case of inaction
and pure laziness by the Brumby Labor government.
The same inaction and laziness is putting 30 jobs at risk
in Warrnambool today. In December 2009 a planning
panel recommended to the Warrnambool City Council
that it adopt planning scheme amendment C63 to allow
a wider range of retail outlets in the newer shopping
centres on the outskirts of the city. In February the
council adopted the panel report and in March it sent it
to the minister for approval, but the minister has sat on
it. A retail business has employed and trained
30 people, bought stock, produced catalogues and
painted its premises, but it cannot start trading because
the minister is still sitting on the approval of the
planning scheme amendment. This will cause those
30 people to be stood down, and there will be a loss of
economic benefit to the area. The operator of the
business, Cheap As Chips, has said it is much easier to
get such permits — to get businesses running and
providing jobs — in South Australia than in Victoria
under this government.
I also refer to the green triangle freight action plan. This
plan was announced by the government in April 2009.
It was to make $340 million worth of improvements to
road and rail to service the port of Portland. However,
this budget does not provide one extra dollar for that
plan. The government said it has committed $5 million
for the project, but under the questioning of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee the minister
admitted that that $5 million was announced in
February this year, well before the budget, so there is
no new money for this $340 million plan.
In 2001, 2002, 2003 and 2004, and all the way through
the term of this government — the Brumby government
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and the Bracks government — it has said it wants to
increase the proportion of freight transported by rail to
ports from 10 per cent to 30 per cent. Last year it was
12.3 per cent; it has gone down from 20 per cent in
2000. In this year’s budget, as set out on page 380 of
budget paper 3, we see that promise has been dropped.
Similarly, nothing has been delivered for the
Woolsthorpe Primary School, which was promised
funding under the rural replacement program. Finally,
the budget commits no money for a new police
residence in Heywood. No wonder we have problems
with hooning and vandalism in that area.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PHARMACY REGULATION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health).
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am happy to
speak in support of the Pharmacy Regulation Bill,
which seeks to create an ongoing framework for the
regulation of the ownership and operation of pharmacy
businesses, pharmacy departments and pharmacy
depots. We already have national regulation in regard to
professions. In 2008 parties to the Council of Australian
Governments signed an intergovernmental agreement
to establish a national registration and accreditation
scheme for health professionals — the national scheme.
This house had discussions about the national scheme,
which is due to come in on 1 July.
The government signalled its intention to introduce this
particular bill during the debate on the Statute Law
Amendment (National Health Practitioner Regulation)
Act 2010 in February this year. I am a strong supporter
of national regulation of the health professions. I have
seen, working in both the federal government as well as
here in the state, that harmonisation in a range of
areas — including professional areas, particularly with
the health professions — is important rather than
having a range of registration schemes, which causes
people difficulty when they move between states.
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The intergovernmental agreement did not cover the
licensing of pharmacy premises and restriction of
pharmacy ownership. Members will recall that we had
some debate on the ownership rules for pharmacies
several years ago.
The bill sets up the Victorian Pharmacy Authority, a
statutory body to oversight and administer the scheme
for the regulation of pharmacy businesses. I am pleased
to say that there has been broad consultation in regard
to this. A consultation paper was produced, and quite a
number of people and organisations have commented
on it. There is broad agreement, with only occasional
dissenting views questioning the appropriateness of a
particular scheme. A range of key players representing
almost all pharmacists agree this is appropriate
legislation.
There were, for example, submissions from the
Pharmacy Guild of Australia; the Australian Friendly
Societies Pharmacies Association; the pharmacists
division of the Association of Professional Engineers,
Scientists and Managers Australia; Medicare Australia,
and the Victorian branch of the Pharmaceutical Society
of Australia. All these stakeholders were supportive of
the establishment of a new statutory authority to
regulate pharmacy premises and ownership restrictions.
Those are the areas in which the authority will have a
role; it will not have a role in the registration of
individuals or in relation to the notification about the
conduct of health professionals including, in this case,
pharmacists. It will carry out its role in the ordinary
manner of such a board. It will have regular committees
and have in place other government arrangements, and
just like the current board, it will issue standards for
pharmacy owners.
One relevant issue which I am sure other members have
already addressed is the provisions governing
ownership and operation. This was the focus of
discussion a number of years ago, and I am happy to
assure the house and the pharmacy profession that the
bill maintains the status quo in relation to provisions
that are currently contained in the Health Professions
Registration Act 2005. We had a discussion about that
some five years ago. Only registered pharmacists, either
individually or in partnership, and friendly society-type
companies are permitted to own pharmacies. That is
consistent with arrangements that operate elsewhere
across Australia. There have been many studies over
the years. The numerous reviews of pharmacy
legislation include the 2000 report of a national review
entitled National Competition Policy Review of
Pharmacy, otherwise known as the Wilkinson report,
which recommended there be legislative restrictions on
who may own and operate community pharmacies, that
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the then current restrictions be retained and that the
existing exceptions continue to be confined to
registered pharmacists.
A Council of Australian Governments senior officials
working group investigated whether there was a net
public benefit or whether there was likely to be a
diminution of service levels in relation to existing
ownership provisions. There was consensus among
senior officials and the pharmacy community that the
ownership of pharmacies by pharmacists is integral to
the future of the community pharmacy industry in
Australia.
We all know about our local pharmacy, and many of us
walk down the road to visit it. In my case it can be the
Jim Wong Pharmacy or Friends Pharmacy in
Ashburton or the Bennettswood Pharmacy or one of
many other pharmacies in my local area. They are local,
and they are providing a service. People in Ashburton
know Jimmy Wong, who has been there for a number
of years. People also know Peter at Friends Pharmacy
in Ashburton. These people are part of the community,
and they are very much engaged in the local
community. I know that they support local schools and
organisations. They also help people with their advice.
You can drop into a pharmacy to talk to somebody and
you will get good, sensible and practical advice from
people who are part of the community. Those people
will have been known for a number of years, and you
can have confidence in them. That is what the
ownership of pharmacies by pharmacists is about.
Community pharmacy industry bodies have offices in
Victoria and throughout Australia, and at this stage the
Victorian government does not intend to change that
arrangement at all. Indeed if there was any momentum
for change, I suspect that it would be considered
nationally in the context of a review of all regulation of
the pharmacy sector. However, for the time being,
because this was examined five years ago, the status
quo is reinforced in this bill.
I am always keen to examine the costs of regulatory
change, and I am very pleased that there will be
minimal change in costs. There will be annual fees
rather than one-off payments, but the change will be
implemented on a cost-recovery basis. I am reassured
by that, and I am sure that pharmacists will be assured
that these are sensible arrangements designed to
achieve a good result. Of course there will be
transitional arrangements. Under this legislation
premises that are currently registered will be taken to be
licensed until 30 September, at which time the licence
may be renewed, and similar provisions apply for
approved premises. This is a sensible bill in the context
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of the national regulation of pharmacists’ premises. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
commenting on the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010,
firstly, I would like to acknowledge the contribution
made to the other place by pharmacist member the
Honourable Geoffrey Connard, who served this
Parliament between 1982 and 1996. The Liberal Party
has had a range of pharmacists who have served in the
Victorian Parliament, including Graeme Weideman,
William Templeton and a person who served as the
Speaker in this place, John Delzoppo. They all brought
to this place insights from their prior life experience,
their oversight of health issues in Victoria and their
service at local community level.
I was interested earlier to read the bill definitions and
note that ‘pharmacy services’ include not only supply,
compounding or dispensing of medicines but also
advice and counselling on the effective and safe use of
medicines. Across the Sandringham electorate — in
Sandringham, Highett, which is well known to the
Acting Speaker, Black Rock, Seaview, Beaumaris and
Mentone — advice has been wisely dispensed by local
pharmacists for decades.
An important issue that the chamber has confronted in
previous times, and that has also been part of a national
review, is how we might respond to national
competition policy processes which may have seen a
significant deregulation in the provision of
pharmaceutical services and the role of larger places on
a par perhaps with Boots in the United Kingdom, where
there was not the same provision of advice and there
were perhaps incentives given for the dispensing of
certain pharmaceuticals which may not necessarily
have been in the best interests of the health system
overall, nor in the best interests of the patients, where
outcomes were measured by volume rather than the
quality of advice conveyed.
In addition, not only did Geoff Connard contribute to
health issues during his time in Parliament, he made a
most valuable contribution after his parliamentary
career in his role with the International Diabetes
Institute and the excellent work of Professor Paul
Zimmet, in the epidemiological research that he
undertook in Australia and overseas in improving the
health of the nation. Geoff Connard also contributed to
the work of the Macfarlane Burnet Centre for Medical
Research and work involved in immunological research
and other areas of medical research and undertaking.
The bill before the house has the support of the
opposition. It comes in the context where local
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pharmacists see the position for pharmacies across
Australia today as being one which supports the mum
and dad pharmacists. It has given them some level of
security. Pharmacists are also small business people,
and in addition to their investment in the goodwill of a
business and their leasehold or freehold arrangements
with the premises from which they operate, they also
have a number of regulatory commitments. It was only
back in the 1980s where in the event of a person
acquiring a business such as a pharmacy they would
have been subjected to an onerous tax by the then Cain
and Kirner administrations on the goodwill component
of the purchase price of the business. So after a
pharmacist might have paid for the goodwill of the
business, the legal costs, the accounting fees, the stock
and the electricity bond, they would also have been
liable to an ad valorem stamp duty to prop up the then
crumbling Victorian economy. That would have been
an unjust impost, perhaps not dissimilar to the Eureka
cries across the nation at the moment in relation to the
resource rent tax, where there has been a tax on
entrepreneurship and investment in other spheres.
The bill before the house embarks upon a number of
purposes, which include to provide for the regulation of
pharmacy businesses, pharmacy departments and
pharmacy depots, and to establish the Victorian
Pharmacy Authority. It then has as a key issue the
ownership of pharmacy businesses, where in terms of
ownership it provides in clause 5:
(1) A person must not own or have a proprietary interest in
a pharmacy business unless the person is —
(a) a registered pharmacist; or
(b) a company registered under the Corporations
Act —
(i)

whose directors are all registered pharmacists;
and

(ii) in which all the shares and the beneficial and
legal interest in those shares are held by
registered pharmacists …

That is a very important point, because it goes to the
quality of care where pharmacists have an investment
in their business. They provide a lot of pro bono advice
as a first point of community health care and advice. I
know the pharmacists in the immediate Sandringham
district, being Paul Senior and also Simon Rankin, are
very highly regarded for the time that they contribute in
servicing the people who come in for initial advice and
also the supply of prescriptions. Their work is mirrored
across my electorate in other pharmacies, such as the
Beaumaris Pharmacy, with Malcolm Coscriff, who has
been a long-serving pharmacist, together with his wife.
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They have provided excellent advice in the local
district — unpaid advice and unpaid time — as a guide
for members of both the ageing community and also the
young community on the issues they might confront.
They are a transition point between patients and the
local medical practitioners, and they also provide local
people with the opportunity to save their time resources
if a matter is able to be addressed promptly and swiftly.
Then there is Paul Krassaris in the Seaview Shopping
Centre, who again is a younger pharmacist and a person
for whom legislation of this nature provides some level
of security for the family-owned businesses where he
has made a significant investment. So there are some
good stories to be told in relation to pharmacies.
So wide ranging is the view of pharmacists on
community matters that I would like to draw the
attention of the house to the views of Patrick Devine,
who is a pharmacist in another part of Melbourne. He is
a leading swimmer and a long-serving lifesaver in
Victoria who has won many masters championships.
He approached me a number of years ago in relation to
the sports precinct over near the Rod Laver Arena,
AAMI Park and what used to be the Lexus Centre — or
Olympic Park, which is perhaps a better way to
describe it. He had the wise vision of enclosing Swan
Street in that area and converting the area into an
aggregate sports precinct without the thoroughfare of
traffic.
Regrettably there are some major pipelines and
sewerage trunk lines that traverse that area, but I think
Patrick Devine, through his vision, may have
articulated something that could well happen down the
track. We have not only an existing world-class
precinct but one which in the future could become a
world-class precinct through its development as an
open space and recreational area, as there is now a
higher premium on public open space. Through the
undergrounding of the tram, which already deviates
around the tennis centre, and the redirection of some of
the traffic in that area, there is the possibility of it being
an outstanding area. I just illustrate that as one
particular point.
Another issue that pharmacists confront at the moment
is their obligation in their justice of the peace (JP) role
to witness many documents in the local community. It
has been raised with me that this is a demand on their
services that they are not always as readily in a position
to meet as they are in fulfilling their script obligations,
and I think there could be more work done in guiding
pharmacists to have a list of other JPs who might be
able to fulfil those roles without necessarily disrupting
their immediate business demands. The education
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department requires some documents to be certified,
and in these days when it is easy to duplicate
documents there has been a higher obligation for
certification. But it is important that these demands do
not place onerous obligations upon pharmacists in
Victoria.
From my point of view, having consulted with a
number of local pharmacists from the perspective of the
opposition, I support the bill, the regulatory regime and
the continuing outstanding work of pharmacists in this
state, noting the valuable contribution made to the
parliamentary Liberal Party by a number of pharmacists
who have served this place and the other place in the
last 25 years.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me
pleasure to rise in support of the Pharmacy Regulation
Bill 2010. May I say before I make remarks on the bill
that it is a genuine pleasure to follow the member for
Sandringham, because you have to grant him two
things: irrespective of the policy differences that we
have, the member for Sandringham knows his
electorate well, as I know, and he has an exemplary
memory. Many of us wish we could mirror that.
I say from the outset that this is good legislation. The
Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 provides for the
regulation of pharmacy businesses and pharmacy
departments and establishes the Victorian Pharmacy
Authority (VPA). By way of background, as you would
be aware, Acting Speaker, in your other capacity as
Parliamentary Secretary for Health, the national
registration and accreditation scheme for the health
professions was established in the context of the
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) for that purpose,
and in 2005 the commonwealth government asked the
Productivity Commission to undertake research to
examine the issues impacting on the health workforce,
including the supply of and demand for health
workforce professionals, and to propose solutions to
ensure the continued delivery of quality health care
over the next 10 years. This report and framework
provide the context for the legislation, the agreement
and the harmonisation across the nation of the good
services, as many members of this house have outlined
very well, that are provided by the industry.
The Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 will create an
ongoing framework for the regulation of ownership and
the operation of pharmacy businesses, departments and
depots. The bill will establish a new Victorian
Pharmacy Authority to deliver the regulatory function,
which will ensure continued public protection. As
indicated on 26 March 2008, the Council of Australian
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Governments meeting signed an agreement to establish
the national registration and accreditation scheme.
I have had the pleasure on a number of occasions over
the last 12 months of attending functions organised by
pharmacists, so I know they welcome this arrangement;
they think it is good — at least, that is my anecdotal
observation from my discussions with pharmacists in
the western suburbs, particularly in the electorate of
Derrimut.
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.
It is important to also put on the record that in the
course of the consultation, submissions were made by
stakeholders within the pharmacy sector, including the
Pharmacy Guild of Victoria; the Australian Friendly
Societies Pharmacies Association; the Pharmacists
Division of the Association of Professional Engineers,
Scientists and Managers, Australia; Medicare Australia;
the Pharmaceutical Society of Australia; and others. I
must place on the record that everybody was very
supportive of the establishment of the new statutory
authority, which will continue to regulate pharmacy
premises and ownership restrictions. The VPA will
consist of a five-member board to be comprised of three
registered pharmacists, a lawyer and a community
member. Of the five members of the VPA, it is
intended that the chair will be a registered pharmacist.
I think this is good legislation that will assist in the
improvement of the provision of services to the
community. As outlined earlier, pharmacists provide
very good, wide-ranging services to the community,
including preliminary advice, justice of the peace work
and a range of other services, and communities
welcome that. Pharmacists are on the ground, and on
many occasions they are the first point of contact for
residents and constituents. They advise residents if they
should go to see a doctor or go to a hospital. They are
on the front line, out there in the real world, providing
important services on a day-to-day basis to the
community. With those few remarks, I commend the
Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010 to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to make a brief
contribution to the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010,
particularly acknowledging that the member for

PHARMACY REGULATION BILL
2342

ASSEMBLY

Benambra has some issues that he would like to get
before the Parliament. I will concentrate on the general
context in which the provision of pharmacy services in
my electorate operates now and how it will further
benefit from this bill.
The Benalla electorate is generally well serviced by
pharmacists. Historically in Benalla we have had
people such as Chris Bridgeland, Phillip Messenger and
Bob Ashton, who provided a fantastic service for
decades. We currently have people like Jenny Milner
and Marsha Watson, Gareth Patterson and Lisa Marta
and also the pharmacists in Priceline.
As has already been indicated, pharmacies are not only
about dispensing therapeutic goods, drugs and other
products, but a pharmacist like Jenny Milner, for
example, has been a great community citizen and has
done a lot to help people deal with drug addictions. She
has also been a pioneer of the methadone program in
Benalla. So pharmacists, as a general comment, are an
integral part of our rural communities.
Interestingly, the older pharmacists I mentioned before,
who have now retired, have seen many changes in their
lifetime and during their professional working lives. As
the member for Sandringham mentioned before, as
small business operators, pharmacists face challenges
that are forever evolving. One of their ongoing
challenges is dealing with layer upon layer of red tape,
and there is also the commercial challenge they face
from the supermarkets.
In times gone by pharmacists’ competitors were people
such as snake oil salesmen and the Rawleigh men who
used to go around door to door and dispense various
products. In times gone by, pharmacies were also
involved in the dispensing of veterinary products. For
the information of members, there was a particularly
well regarded veterinary product called Sykes’s
Drench, which, if taken, had a wonderful effect on
cleansing the gut. If members think about that, they
might think nothing has changed on what Sykes does to
people! In relation to other current issues — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
Dr SYKES — Without help from the member for
Williamstown, in relation to other current issues there is
the ongoing issue of recruitment and retention of
pharmacists in rural Victoria — and it is certainly an
issue in a larger town such as Benalla, which is an
absolutely fantastic place to live — as some of our
smaller communities really struggle to recruit and retain
people.
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For example, at Violet Town, which is a small
community in north-eastern Victoria, we are very
fortunate to have Jenny Milner and Marsha Watson
from the Benalla pharmacies providing a part-time
service, which links in extremely well with the local
community efforts to have a Violet Town community
health service. Violet Town now has a pharmacy, a GP,
aged-care services, allied health services and an
outreach worker. There has been a fantastic result in the
delivery of an almost complete community health
service as a result of the efforts of the community, the
contribution of pharmacists such as Jenny Milner and
Marsha Watson, and the outstanding contribution from
Felipe Rodriguez, the CEO of Violet Town community
health.
The other small town that continues to be under
pressure with pharmacists and medical services in
general is Eildon. From a pharmacy perspective it is
supported by the Alexandra pharmacy, which provides
an outpost at Eildon a few days a week and provides a
rapid turnaround time for prescriptions. I was at Eildon
just last week. Another important aspect of the delivery
of medical services to Eildon — that is, the GP
services — had temporarily ceased there, but as I
mentioned in my member’s statement yesterday, now
Remi and Kenny Kehinde are there to provide GP
services. So Eildon, albeit a small community, is
benefiting from the provision of pharmacy and GP
services.
In closing, I could not let pass the opportunity to also
reflect on the other important aspect of the wellbeing of
the people of Eildon and of all people in northern
Victoria — that is, the continued access to a reliable
supply of safe, potable water for human consumption,
for the irrigation of food and for fibre production. I
again call upon the Premier to plug the pipe!
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Pharmacy Regulation Bill
2010, which creates the ongoing framework for the
regulation of ownership and the operation of pharmacy
businesses, pharmacy departments and pharmacy
depots.
As previous speakers have alluded to, we all know the
important place a pharmacy holds in a community.
Often for people who have a minor medical problem
the pharmacy will be the first port of call. They will go
into the pharmacist and say, ‘My child has this
problem; can you look at it?’, and the pharmacist will
say, ‘You’ve got to go to a doctor for that’, and refer
them on. If it is something minor, the pharmacist might
prescribe something then and there. The bill will have a
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regulatory function and will ensure continued public
protection.
It comes about through an intergovernmental
agreement (IGA) to establish a national registration and
accreditation scheme for health professionals. The new
scheme will begin on 1 July for 10 health professions,
including pharmacists.
The IGA does not go into the licensing of pharmacy
premises and pharmacy ownership restrictions. The
intergovernmental agreement 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.
The public consultation with the pharmacy stakeholders
was quite extensive. I am sure many members were
lobbied by their pharmacists. I have to say that
sometimes when people lobby you, you are not
convinced, but the pharmacists are very convincing,
and anybody who has a good, reliable pharmacist in
their area knows the important role that the pharmacist
and the pharmacy play.
The regulation will take place from 1 July 2010; the
public consultation with the pharmacy stakeholders
took place in July 2009. There are a number of
important key stakeholders, and the 10 written
submissions included those from the Pharmacy Guild
of Australia, Victoria branch; the Australian Friendly
Societies Pharmacies Association; the pharmacists
division of the Association of Professional Engineers,
Scientists and Managers, Australia; Medicare Australia;
and the Pharmaceutical Society of Australia, Victorian
branch. All the stakeholders were supportive of the
establishment of the new statutory authority. They are
in violent agreement that this is a good idea.
The Victorian Pharmacy Authority (VPA) board will
consist of five members, which will comprise three
registered pharmacists, a lawyer and a community
member. Of the five members of the board it is
intended that the chair be a registered pharmacist. The
role of the VPA in relation to pharmacy ownership and
premises regulation will be similar to that of the current
Pharmacy Board of Victoria.
I want to talk a little about this issue, because every
now and again we see a push from the supermarkets
into the area of pharmacists. While I am sure
supermarkets would like that, a pharmacist does not just
hand drugs over a counter. I see it as being really
important that, even though there is no specific
provision prohibiting pharmacists from being located in
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supermarkets, the VPA has the power to refuse an
application to approve a premises as a pharmacy
business if the premises is freely accessible to persons
from premises where a business or activity other than
that of providing a pharmacy service is carried out. I
think we would all dread the situation of having a
supermarket where in one section you have the bakery
and the fish, and then you have the liquor outlet, and
then you have the pharmacy. I cannot imagine anything
worse.
I will not speak for long because I know a number of
members want to make a contribution. A number of
members have talked already about the very important
work that their local pharmacists do. I echo that. My
local pharmacist, Joe Cichello in Craigieburn, has
certainly put a lot of effort into the local community.
Joe and his team at Craigieburn Amcal Pharmacy
sponsor a lot of the football clubs. They always have
their hands in their pockets for prizes for the local
schools, are always willing and available to sign
documents or provide services as JPs, and always have
a friendly smile.
As well as that — and from looking around the
chamber I know that no-one else here would be reliant
on these services — sometimes the pharmacists might
give a bit of advice about which brand of make-up to
buy or perhaps even about some hair care products.
They offer myriad services — all of which are of great
benefit to the community. My pharmacist — and I see
the member for South-West Coast is in the chamber —
has even dispensed drugs for my dog when I have had a
prescription. Myriad services are provided by the local
pharmacist. More power to the arm of the local
pharmacist! This is a terrific bill, and I commend it to
the house.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to debate on the Pharmacy Regulation Bill
2010. As the member for South-West Coast indicated
in his contribution on the bill, the coalition supports the
legislation.
The member for South-West Coast detailed the
contents of the bill and the views of practising
pharmacists. For the sake of expediency I will not
retread the same ground.
As the minister stated in his second-reading speech,
attendees at a Council of Australian Governments
meeting signed an intergovernmental agreement to
establish a national registration and accreditation
scheme for 10 health professions. From having
reviewed the COAG agreement which has led to the
introduction of this bill, I can say it is clear the intention
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of the agreement is to provide flexibility for the health
workforce throughout the nation and to ensure a
consistent standard of care and professionalism from
health professionals.
In his contribution the member for South-West Coast
said the coalition thinks this is legislation that warrants
support, but he urged there be a national approach to
the licensing and registration of premises so that we do
not have in this case the state-by-state anomalies that
have bedevilled us since federation.
There is one further point I would add to the call by the
member for South-West Coast for the reduction of
cross-border anomalies: pharmaceutical prescriptions.
As the minister said in his second-reading speech, this
bill is to set up a national registration scheme for
pharmacists. The electorate of Benambra and the
community throughout north-eastern Victoria face quite
a unique challenge in the sense that after many years of
campaigning Albury and Wodonga finally saw their
health services merge. For almost 12 months an
integrated single health service has been set up, and it
has been running by and large as a Victorian health
service. It is led quite ably by the chief executive
officer, Dr Stuart Spring, who has a wonderful staff of
health professionals who are doing an absolutely top
job. So far the integrated health service is proving quite
a great success in the local community. In order to
assist members with a better understanding of the
health service, we have two campuses, one in Victoria
and one in New South Wales, under a single
administration. The whole community is divided by the
Murray River. From time to time residents of my
electorate cross the river and have to rely on the
services provided at the campus in New South Wales.
This week my office was contacted by constituents
about an inability to fill prescriptions written at the
Albury Base Hospital — the New South Wales campus
of the health service — at their local pharmacy in
Wodonga, which is in Victoria. I am indebted to the
Australian Pharmacy Council and the registrar of the
Pharmacy Board of Victoria for their advice on this
matter. It seems as we pursue harmony in relation to
pharmacists’ registration and accreditation similar
attempts should be made to harmonise the various
provisions of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act as part of this reform. It is great to see
the minister in the chamber because hopefully he can
respond to some of the questions I have. Anecdotally it
has been described to me that, despite current reforms
and under current law, interstate prescription filling is a
grey area. It is paramount that rigorous safeguards
remain in place to ensure the prescription narcotics and
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other such drugs are not abused. However, certainty for
health professions in border areas in regard to
prescription dispensing is absolutely vital. I raise the
issue of state-by-state discrepancies in health services
as something that is very important to my local
community.
I would be indebted to the minister if he could come
back to the Assembly with some advice on the matter
of interstate prescriptions, as I believe it will further the
national accreditation scheme and clear up a number of
those headaches in my local community of Wodonga
and in Albury. I certainly rely on my local pharmacist.
In fact I have relied on my local pharmacist to get me
through this week. We certainly have some great
pharmacy practices in this state.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
add my comments to the debate on the Pharmacy
Regulation Bill. As we have heard from other
members, this bill recognises that because of the
intergovernmental agreement signed recently by the
Council of Australian Governments whereby a range of
health professionals, including pharmacists, will now
be covered as part of a national scheme, the existing
Pharmacy Board of Victoria’s role is no longer going to
be needed. However, the intergovernmental agreement
did not specify issues other than accreditation of
pharmacists that need to be followed up under the
national scheme, so issues associated with pharmacy
ownership and management of pharmacy premises are
still something that the state will need to oversee. It is
for that reason the government has sought to establish a
new authority called the Victorian Pharmacy Authority
(VPA), which will replace the outgoing pharmacy
board, to look just at the issues associated with the
ownership and management of pharmacies to ensure
ongoing protection of the public and that the interests of
the public are looked after in terms of the way
pharmacies are managed.
Other than that, there is not really major change in the
way pharmacy ownership should operate. This
government reviewed that some years ago and
introduced further legislation last year which set out
rules in regard to pharmacy ownership. Before moving
across to the Victorian Pharmacy Authority we have
consulted broadly and had feedback from a number of
authorities, whether that be the Pharmacy Guild of
Australia, the Australian Friendly Societies Pharmacies
Association or the pharmacists division of the
Association of Professional Engineers, Scientists and
Managers, Australia. A range of other bodies have
responded, and all have been supportive of the changes
and have not seen any problem with it. Essentially the
VPA will take over the functions the pharmacy board
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has performed in regard to pharmacy premises, and
therefore it is simply a sound variation. I think this will
work very well without much in the way of change
occurring other than simply ensuring that we continue a
sound regime of overseeing the ownership and
management of pharmacies.
Across my electorate we have a number of pharmacies
operating. Some are members of the pharmacy guild,
but within Ballarat we also have the remarkable
situation where we have a very large friendly society
pharmacy, UFS Dispensaries, which operates numerous
branches across Ballarat and even in some of the towns
beyond Ballarat. It has been very successful. There
have been some issues associated with differences of
view between the pharmacy guild and the friendly
societies as to whether they threaten each other, but
they form part of a healthy pharmacy system operating
in our region.
The pharmacies I have had reason to deal with do a
very good job in providing information to people who
go there, in supporting them with a range of needs and
in being very service oriented. That is a very good
thing. They certainly serve the people of Ballarat and
my broader region right across the Ballarat East
electorate well. I think this bill will see them continue
to operate well in the interests of consumers who are
residents of my electorate. I am very supportive of the
changes.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to speak in
support of the Pharmacy Regulation Bill 2010.
Effective from 1 July 2010 this bill will establish the
new entity in the Victorian Pharmacy Authority (VPA).
The national body, the Pharmacy Board of Australia,
will be established simultaneously. These two entities
will together take over the functions of the Pharmacy
Board of Victoria, which served Victoria for 133 years.
Currently registration in another Australian state or
territory entitles a pharmacist to lodge an application
for equivalent registration under the mutual registration
arrangements of the commonwealth, states and
territories of Australia. The applicants have to follow a
procedure outlined on the application for registration
form which includes providing a suitable form of
identification and evidence of current equivalent
registration in Australia. This is for pharmacists who
have registered in a different state of Australia.
Overseas qualified pharmacists from countries other
than New Zealand should have their credentials
assessed by the national Australian Pharmacy Council
after completing all APC requirements. That is too
much bureaucratic red tape, duplicating registration
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through an unwanted, tedious process that results from
having different registration regimes in different states.
It therefore makes real sense to streamline the process
and have a national body regulating the registration
regime. In 2005 the commonwealth government asked
the Productivity Commission to undertake a research
study to examine the issues impacting on the health
workforce and to recommend a solution to ensure the
continued delivery of quality health care over the next
10 years.
The report, delivered in January 2006, recommended
there should be a single national registration board for
health professionals. On 26 March 2008 the Council of
Australian Governments signed the intergovernmental
agreement to establish a national registration and
accreditation scheme for health professionals. Other
roles such as licensing of pharmacy premises and
pharmacy ownership restrictions will continue to be the
responsibility of the states and territories. In Victoria
these roles will be administered by the newly
established Victorian Pharmacy Authority. Some other
states will follow Victoria or pursue some other
arrangement.
The new regime was established after identification of
the best arrangements for pharmacy regulation in
Victoria following an extensive public consultation
exercise involving pharmacy stakeholders in July 2009.
A total of 10 written submissions were received from a
range of stakeholders within the pharmacy sector,
including the Victorian branch of the Pharmacy Guild
of Australia, the national peak body representing
5000 community pharmacies across Australia and
dispensing around 250 million prescriptions annually.
All stakeholders were supportive of the establishment
of the VPA.
Turning to my electorate I note that Cranbourne West
recorded one of the highest growth rates in my
electorate within the past 10 years, yet the Sandhurst
Pharmacy, located in the Cranbourne West shopping
centre, does not have the authority to dispense
prescription medications under the pharmaceutical
benefits scheme. The pharmacists are more or less
reduced to signing statutory declarations. My
constituents either have to travel a couple of kilometres
to the nearest pharmacy or leave prescriptions at the
Sandhurst Pharmacy and wait at least a couple of days
until the medication is dispensed through an approved
pharmacy. This is really a hassle for retired or frail
constituents, especially those who rely on public
transport.
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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. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I am very
pleased to provide some brief concluding remarks in
relation to this important bill, a bill which puts in place
necessary common-sense arrangements in light of the
transition to the national registration and accreditation
scheme on 1 July this year. That in itself represents a
very important set of reforms that are about more
consistent service delivery, standards, quality, safety
and the portability of skills, with health professionals,
pharmacists and others now being able to take their
skills and work in a national health industry rather than
being restricted by state and territory boundaries.
This is an important bill, because whilst we are
supportive of a national pharmacy board, we as a
government — and I think more broadly as a Victorian
community — are very keen to see the unique
arrangements around pharmacy ownership that we have
in place in Victoria remain. We are not supportive of
changing those particular arrangements. To have gone
to a national scheme for ownership and other regulatory
matters could have placed at risk the unique
arrangements we have in place in Victoria,
arrangements which in my judgement and I think in the
judgement of fair-minded Victorians, strike the
appropriate balance.
It is on that basis that this important bill, with its
practical and sensible arrangements proposed in light of
the transition to the new scheme, has been put before
the Parliament. I am very pleased to see that there is
broad and bipartisan support for the bill.
I thank the members for South-West Coast, Mordialloc,
Mildura, Essendon, Lowan, Burwood, Sandringham,
Derrimut, Benalla, Yuroke, Benambra, Ballarat East
and Cranbourne for their contributions and support for
the bill. The member for South-West Coast, on behalf
of pharmacists in his local community — community
pharmacists in the south-west of the state — raised a
number of issues, and I will briefly indicate to him that
they are important issues and that I propose to
correspond with the honourable member while the bill
is between houses so that he can be comforted in the
answers I will provide him.
I am confident this bill has broad support in the
community and is supported by major stakeholders in
this industry. I understand and I am confident they are
supportive of these arrangements. But I am still more
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than happy to respond to some of the detailed questions
the member has asked.
The member for Benambra raised a question about
interstate issues and border anomalies. I think the
member for Mildura may have asked a question about
the same matter. We know of his interest in these
cross-border issues. I am more than happy to provide
information to him as well. On that basis I am more
than happy to respond to the member for Mildura and
also the member for South-West Coast regarding these
important issues.
I again make the point I made earlier in the context of
some questions raised by the member for South-West
Coast. Whilst we always look for national consistency,
national consistency in this industry needs to be seen in
the context of the unique and special arrangements we
have in place in Victoria. These arrangements were
endorsed on two separate occasions by this Parliament
in recent times. This was an accommodation that was
both sympathetic to — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — They are arrangements that are
both sympathetic to national competition policy and our
obligations under that framework, and which safeguard
the important place a community pharmacy has in
health service provision in large and small communities
right across Victoria. The government, the Parliament
and the community all support the work of community
pharmacists and pharmacists working in other parts of
our health system, including in hospitals and other
settings.
I think the national scheme in one respect will lead to
better arrangements for pharmacists’ professional
practice. These arrangements before the house will also
put in place a proper regulatory framework at a state
level where we think we have the balance right to
benefit consumers, to benefit world-class practice and
to benefit this profession to go from strength to strength
as we look forward.
I thank all those members for their contributions. I
thank all members for the broadbased support these
arrangements have secured at this point. I will
correspond with those who have raised questions and
issues. On that basis I commend the bill to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired.
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Motion agreed to.
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Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing).

Read second time.
Third reading

ADJOURNMENT

Motion agreed to.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:

Read third time.

That the house do now adjourn.

Brighton Secondary College: funding
SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! 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 of the members of the house present,
I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.

Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is with
the Minister for Education, and the action I am asking
of her is to fund Brighton Secondary College for its
much-needed upgrade. I have raised this issue of
funding for Brighton Secondary College on multiple
occasions since 2001.
Brighton Secondary College is an excellent school that
has dedicated teachers and an outstanding principal, but
the school should be funded by this government, which,
in 2006, promised that every government school would
be rebuilt or renovated by 2016. The government has
now had 11 years in office — 11 years in good
economic times.
An amount of $271 million was allocated to school
upgrades for 93 schools, but not one cent was allocated
for Brighton Secondary College. I note that the member
for Bentleigh is in the chamber at the moment, and he
should be familiar with this issue, because many of his
constituents attend this school.

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

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2010/2011) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

In the first instance, the school needs a new science
facility. The existing science facility building dates
from the 1950s and, at the risk of dating myself, the
science facilities at Brighton Secondary College are
exactly the same as those at a government school I
attended in the late 1960s and the early 1970s.
This school needs a significant upgrade, and the science
facility is just the beginning of what it needs. The
school itself has contributed $2.9 million from its own
resources to school improvements; I note, and I am
delighted, that surrounding schools have received very
significant resources from this government. I call on the
minister to stop her aversion to the word ‘Brighton’,
which seems to offend the Labor Party, and to fund this
school.
I know that people like to hear about newspaper
clippings, and I draw the minister’s attention to the
Bayside Leader of this week, where an article is headed
‘Talk to us Minister’; it says:
Bayside Leader has been requesting an interview with
education minister Bronwyn Pike for 7 weeks — —
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The requested interview with the minister is to allow
the school to have the minister explain why it has not
received funding, but the minister has refused to answer
questions.
I also refer the minister to the front page of the Bayside
Leader of 11 April. Under a not very flattering
photograph of the Premier an article says:
Dear Mr Brumby, you gave $271 million to Victorian schools
in the state budget … but not one cent will go to Brighton
Secondary College …
Please explain.

So the Bayside Leader is on a campaign to get funding,
I am on a campaign to get funding — and the minister
should deliver!

Cliff Sambell Pavilion, Parkdale: facilities
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter I wish to
raise tonight is for the attention and action of the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I ask
the minister to consider funding a toilet renovation for
the Cliff Sambell Pavilion, home of the Parkdale
Football Club and the Parkdale Cricket Club.
I was contacted by the clubs in regard to the very poor
condition of their pavilion toilets. I subsequently visited
the clubs with the minister for sport to inspect the toilet
facilities. They were certainly very poor. Despite the
efforts of the clubs’ volunteers, including member
plumbers, it is now impossible to keep these toilets in
any sort of acceptable order.
The toilets are located inside the pavilion building next
to the bar, close to the sitting areas and in proximity to
where people try to sit, talk, drink and eat, and the
stench is overpowering. The children of the club also
have to use these toilets as do any visitors or people
who attend functions.
The clubs were told by Kingston council officers that
they were not on the council’s 10-year plan for
upgrade. As the toilets are in such poor repair already,
in 10 years they will be unbelievable and unusable.
Subsequent to the minister’s visit, correspondence was
received by the president of the Parkdale Vultures
Amateur Football Club. In this letter, dated 25 May this
year, some more positive news is contained. The letter,
addressed to Mr George Clarke, says:
Re: Cliff Sambell Pavilion — proposed toilet renovations
Thank you for your recent correspondence dated 19 May
2010, in which you outline the club’s desire to undertake
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renovation of the male social room toilets at Cliff Sambell
Pavilion-Gerry Green Reserve.
I note that in your recent discussions with the state
government, they were supportive of your proposal and have
indicated that potential funding for the project may be
available should the project receive council support. I would
like to confirm that council supports the proposal in principle
and would be supportive of a funding contribution should
state government funding also be made available.

That is very good news for the clubs.
I thank the committees of the Parkdale football and
cricket clubs for their support in this matter, and I also
thank Cr Ron Brownlees for his great assistance. When
I spoke with Ron, he immediately supported this
proposal. He went to Kingston council and the
Kingston council offices to give his support for this
proposal, so I am very hopeful that once support is
given by Kingston council, after the support of the local
councillor, Cr Ron Brownlees, the minister would
consider the funding for this toilet upgrade.
It really does need to be done. It is integral to the
functioning of this pavilion for both the Parkdale
Football Club and the Parkdale Cricket Club.

Disability services: Matthew King
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services. I
request that the minister immediately investigate the
circumstances surrounding Nagambie resident Matthew
King’s totally inadequate wheelchair, which has put his
wellbeing and the wellbeing of his loving mother, Dale,
at risk, and having investigated the matter to
immediately have the problem resolved.
Last week I attended a meeting of carers at Nagambie,
this meeting having been organised by a local resident,
Amanda Bortok. On arrival I noticed a slip of a lady
attempting to manually retract a wheelchair platform
back into her vehicle. I assisted her and found that
retraction quite difficult. The lady, Dale King, then
pushed her wheelchair-bound son Matthew up a rough
gravel track and up a steep incline into the meeting
area.
I again assisted Mrs King and, with some difficulty,
pushed the wheelchair up the slope and through the
doorway. At that stage Mrs King stopped me as
Matthew’s leg was about to be wedged between the
wheelchair and the door frame. I repositioned his leg,
proceeded to push the wheelchair, only to have
Matthew throw his head sideways and nearly knock
himself out against the doorway. Once safely through
the doorway, Mrs King explained to me the nature of
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Matthew’s disability and these involuntary movements,
and she also explained that she had been engaged in a
three-year battle to get adequate support, including an
appropriate wheelchair to safely contain him as he is
moved from A to B.
It was extremely distressing to hear Mrs King’s story.
Matthew weighs 44 kilograms and is prone to
involuntary muscle spasm contractions, which can
cause great difficulty. Mrs King weighs only
43 kilograms and is in a situation of needing to look
after this young boy. She weighs less than him, and he
is prone to involuntary muscle spasms. As we know,
occupational health and safety requirements would be
such that she should be lifting only about 20 kilograms.
In addition Mrs King, who had an aggressive breast
cancer diagnosed three years ago, deferred radical
emergency surgery for her condition because she could
not get adequate respite care for Matthew. It is a serious
situation with Mrs King and her son.
I ask the minister to start addressing the issue by
investigating the situation around the inadequate
wheelchair and having that immediately fixed, and then
to move on and look at other aspects of the care
package for young Matthew King. I should say that the
local community is about to start a community support
group based on the Benalla Trust Foundation. That will
also be very helpful for Matthew and others.

Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — The issue that I
bring to the attention of the house relates to the progress
of a very significant housing project in my electorate. I
call on the Minister for Housing to ensure that progress
is made on the Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project in
a way that gives the best possible result in terms of
affordable housing. I ask the minister to ensure that the
Port Phillip Housing Association delivers high-quality
homes and apartments and that it works with the
community to ensure safe and secure housing for new
residents. Last September the Premier announced this
$140 million project which will deliver over 400 new
affordable homes through the Port Phillip Housing
Association, some 270 of which will be in my
electorate with the remainder spread throughout a
number of sites in Melbourne.
There is a real and immediate need for good-quality,
affordable housing in our community. Ashwood and
Chadstone are priority areas for housing because they
have great communities and are well located with
respect to health and community services, transport,
employment and education. It is expected that this
project will significantly enhance our local area. I
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argued that there was a need to pull down some long
and outdated accommodation in the area and build new
housing and that vacant blocks also needed to be turned
into new housing. Tenders were sought from housing
associations with the specific requirement to provide a
mix of public and private housing. The housing
associations were encouraged to achieve a high yield
using good planning and design principles at a
competitive cost to government. The Port Phillip
Housing Association won that particular tender.
The housing association developed plans that provide
for a mix of public and private housing, including open
spaces and community facilities. These sites are a mix
of low and medium-density housing. Medium-density
living is becoming more and more common throughout
Melbourne. It allows for more affordable and quality
apartments. Importantly there will be no difference
between the private and public apartments in this
particular development. The development plan was
subject to a lot of consultation. It has been approved by
the Minister for Planning. The design is in line with the
previously approved development plan overlay.
Monash City Council unanimously supported the
appropriateness of the plan.
The other day, with the Minister for Housing, I visited
the Power Avenue site, which will provide top-quality
housing for older residents. The Port Phillip Housing
Association will manage the complex and is keen to
ensure that people living there have access to
appropriate facilities on the ground floor as well as
linking with local service providers to enable effective
‘ageing in place’.
Unfortunately not everyone is supportive of this. In the
upper house David Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region, claimed that he supported ‘social
and public housing in the right context’, but not in
Ashwood! His statements do not reflect the work that
has happened on the ground to ensure that the
community is informed and engaged in the process.
I was accused by David Davis of not standing up for the
community. I can assure him that I have stood up for
my community by delivering over 400 units of new
housing in areas of need — that is a roof over the head
of around 1000 people. What has David Davis done for
those in need of affordable housing? Nothing. Where is
the policy commitment? Not there! Before the last
election the opposition promised $5 million for social
housing. This is a bloke whose own side says he is an
inveterate branch stacker and someone who has not
done a day’s policy work in his life. His speciality is
running fear and loathing campaigns. He is a pretender
and a divider.
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I ask the Minister for Housing to ensure that the people
of Ashwood and Chadstone receive housing that they
need and want, that it is of the highest possible quality
and that the Port Phillip Housing Association takes
account in its final designs the issues raised by the
community liaison committee, including the lifts, better
frontage designs and the provision of air conditioners
for pensioners.

Rail: crime statistics audit
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. There is an anomaly in crime statistics put
together by Public Transport Safety Victoria (PTSV)
and what appears in the Auditor-General’s report
Personal Safety and Security on the Metropolitan Train
System that was tabled yesterday. In an article in
today’s Age it was reported that Metro Trains
Melbourne calculated that annually there are
approximately 12 000 incidents of antisocial behaviour
and vandalism on the train network. That differs from
Victoria Police figures of 7055 incidents for 2008–09.
Something is terribly wrong. Either Metro trains is
overreporting or Victoria Police is underreporting.
The action I seek from the minister is to support the
Victorian coalition’s request to Public Transport Safety
Victoria to conduct a cross-reference audit with
Victoria Police to establish where the discrepancy lies. I
ask that the minister liaises with the Minister for Public
Transport so that this audit occurs. I will be writing to
Public Transport Safety Victoria asking it to conduct
this cross-reference audit.
It may be a case of a station staff member having a
person present at a booking office window claiming
they have been punched or kicked; the alleged victim
then gets sick of waiting around for our undermanned
police force to arrive and leaves the scene. It may be a
case of thugs kicking in doors and terrorising people
and then, once again, leaving the scene before the
matter is officially reported. For instance, the PTSV’s
rail occurrences database shows that on 30 December
2009 at 6.51 p.m. at South Yarra, unruly passengers
delayed the 6.35 p.m. Flinders Street to Frankston train
for 14 minutes. At 9.58 p.m. on the same day at
Mentone, rocks were thrown, smashing windows on a
Frankston-bound train. The journey between Mentone
and Frankston was cancelled and the train was shunted
off to the stabling sidings at Mordialloc.
I want to establish whether these and other similar
incidents are recorded in the LEAP (law enforcement
assistance program) database as well as in the PTSV
database. The concern that the opposition has is that the

Thursday, 10 June 2010

matter of the underreporting of crime, as it was raised
earlier this week with a number of calls to 000 not
being reflected in the LEAP database records. Now we
have this anomaly on top of that.
Our railway stations are not safe places, especially late
at night. The Premier confirmed that this week when he
failed to endorse the government’s personal safety
strategies around railway stations. Addressing
perceptions of safety and turning your back on reality
will not stop incidents such as the disgusting attack that
occurred at McKinnon railway station on Friday,
4 June, and the other reports of assault that followed the
weekend’s events.
When you look at Public Transport Safety Victoria’s
incident report it is a horror; there are sexual assaults,
assaults, assaults with knives, unruly behaviour, rock
throwing and people riding home on the couplings on
the backs of trains. Right across the network there is a
complete and total lack of regard for the people who
use the public transport network. Gangs and thugs are
running the train stations.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Cranbourne I refer the member for
Burwood to standing order 118 regarding imputations
and personal reflections. I believe he has made an
imputation and personal reflection on a member of the
upper house. I ask him to withdraw those comments.
Mr Stensholt — I was admittedly referring to an
article in the Herald Sun of 24 January 2008,
where — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
simply withdraw any imputations that he has made
against the member of the upper house.
Mr Stensholt — I am happy to withdraw an
imputation that may have occurred.

Cranbourne West: pharmacy services
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I raise a matter with
the Minister for Health. Currently under the Pharmacy
Board of Victoria, and after 1 July this year under the
Victorian Pharmacy Authority, the licensing of
pharmacy premises and pharmacy ownership
restrictions will continue to be the responsibility of the
Victorian government. I hold frequent mobile office
sessions around the Cranbourne electorate, including in
Cranbourne West. The Cranbourne West area is home
to the Sandhurst Pharmacy, which is located in the
Cranbourne West shopping complex.
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After much discussion with many residents and further
investigation I note that this pharmacy simply does not
have the authority to dispense medication for
prescriptions under the pharmaceutical benefits scheme.
I wonder whether the pharmacy ownership restrictions
have anything to do with this situation. I call on the
minister to take this matter up with the national Health
Insurance Commission, which subsequently could grant
authority to the Sandhurst Pharmacy to dispense
prescription medication and investigate to see if it is an
ownership issue or anything else that may result in this
kind of restriction. Attending to this request may make
it possible to rectify this matter, which would clearly
benefit many of my constituents.
During the past 10 years the Cranbourne West area has
recorded growth among the highest of any area in the
electorate of Cranbourne. The recent opening of a new
shopping centre in Cranbourne West was warmly
welcomed to support the enormous growth in
population experienced there. People of all ages from
low to middle income groups are attracted to the area as
a result of the moderately priced properties. Young
families, single parents, retirees and people from other
low to middle income groups have moved and keep
moving to the area.
The Brumby Labor government recently approved the
Cranbourne West precinct structure plan, which will
support further residential and business growth as well
as a good mix of employment opportunities. Currently
many seniors with health care cards patronise the
Cranbourne West shopping centre, given its location.
Cranbourne West Primary School is located across the
road from the shopping centre, and many parents who
drop their kids off and pick them up from school shop
there and unfortunately have to travel to another place
to buy their prescription medication. Parents and other
constituents in the Cranbourne West area have to travel
a couple of kilometres to the nearest pharmacy or leave
their prescriptions at the Sandhurst Pharmacy and wait
for at least a couple of days to pick up their
medication — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Kingston Centre: patient care
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Health. The action I seek is an urgent
investigation into the Kingston Centre following very
serious accusations of mismanagement and neglect by
staff at that facility. I refer to the case of an 80-year-old
stroke victim who is currently in care at the Kingston
Centre, which was brought to my attention by his
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daughter, who is a constituent of mine. After initially
suffering a stroke, this 80-year-old, who is 6 feet
2 inches tall and otherwise physically fit, spent two
days on a small trolley in the emergency department of
the Dandenong Hospital waiting for a bed. Because he
was unable to urinate, a catheter was inserted, nicking
his bladder and causing clotting and bleeding.
The patient was making good progress at Dandenong
Hospital and staff discussed with the family the
Kingston Centre being a good option for rehabilitation.
Unfortunately the experience has not lived up to
expectations. At Kingston the family was charged with
the responsibility of providing the patient with speech
therapy. The speech therapist also informed them that
because he was not a private patient there was only a
certain allocation of funding and that that had been
reached. There have also been poor management
processes put in place with regard to the patient’s
physiotherapy, with treatment being a maximum of
only once a day but intermittent, badly timed and
without adequate records being kept. The management
at Kingston has continually insisted that the patient be
moved to the transition area. My constituent believes
this pressure has been applied because funding for
where the patient currently is comes from the state,
whereas funding in the transition area comes from the
commonwealth and the patient’s pension. Management
has taken opportunities to get the patient alone and
pressure him to have his family move him to transition.
My constituent’s father has been in Kingston since
early April. During that period there have been weeks
in which no physiotherapy has been provided, and of
course my constituent’s father struggled to make
progress during that time. The management of the
centre has used this lack of progress as a reason that the
family should give up treating him and send him to a
nursing home. Where physiotherapy has been
performed over consecutive days the therapists have
made very positive comments about how much
progress has been made. My constituent feels that her
family has been bullied throughout this whole process.
Additional complaints made have included staff giving
the patient Phenergan when his medical records
indicate that should not happen; a division 2 nurse
leaving the patient’s toothbrush on a dirty toilet seat
while showering him; the patient being left cold for a
long period of time in the shower without being dried
off; the patient not being showered at all because of a
lack of staff; the patient not getting physiotherapy due
to a lack of staff to prepare the patient; the patient’s
physiotherapy glove, which is required to reduce
swelling, not being put back on; provision of
inadequate meals, requiring the patient’s wife to
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supplement them; and the patient being unable to use a
hearing aid because his ear needed syringing, with no
staff to do so. These accusations are chilling and serve
as a warning to everyone in the community.
Perhaps one of the most disturbing incidents during this
man’s treatment came when he was discharged to
Monash Medical Centre for the treatment of a bladder
infection which arose from the initial insertion of the
catheter and its not being changed for 80 days. The
family had been telling staff at Kingston that the patient
was in obvious pain and suffering from a very obvious
infection with swelling and associated odour, but
nothing was done.
During a meeting called to discuss the patient’s future,
the head of physiotherapy summed up the way the
family felt they were being treated when he told them
that when they receive an 80-year-old stroke patient
they consider the patient is ‘ready for the scrap heap’.
This issue has been raised with the management of the
Kingston Centre and has to date been met with denial
and little else. I will be following this patient’s progress
very closely and will vigorously pursue any perceived
mistreatment or lack of care in every way open to me. I
call on the minister to urgently investigate this situation
and report to me on his findings.

Federation Trail: Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Roads and Ports. The action
I seek from the minister is that he visit my electorate of
Williamstown to inspect firsthand the progress of the
extension of the Federation Trail off-road shared bike
path which is being constructed between Millers Road
in Brooklyn and Williamstown Road in Yarraville and
is a wonderfully exciting project for cyclists, walkers
and joggers alike. The project was originally
recommended in the report on the east–west link needs
assessment, which was prepared by Sir Rod Eddington
and his team for the state government back in 2008.
I might add that I supported this project in the joint
submission the member for Footscray and I made to the
assessment. I followed up that support by raising the
matter of the extension of the Federation Trail on the
adjournment on 3 February 2009. I was thrilled when
the Minister for Roads and Ports, together with the
Premier, announced the $115 million Victorian cycling
strategy in March last year. The report noted the
massive growth in cycling and committed at least
$18 million per year for seven years to fund cycling
infrastructure and programs. Importantly the
$115 million allocated by this government is the largest
commitment to cycling in the state’s history.
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The extension of the Federation Trail between
Brooklyn and Yarraville is the largest single project
under the Victorian cycling strategy and will be built at
a cost of $9.2 million. As I said in my adjournment
contribution back in February last year:
Cyclists in my electorate have already benefited from the state
government’s commitment to build another missing off-road
link from between the Hobsons Bay coastal trail and
Footscray Road path. This is already a popular bike route,
which I know the minister has used quite a bit himself. When
completed the $3.7 million upgrade of the Hyde Street to
Footscray Road corridor will allow for bikes and pedestrians
to travel off-road all the way from Williamstown to the
Docklands, a great commuting option for cyclists.

I am pleased to inform the house that the Federation
Trail extension is already starting to take shape. The
project is being managed by VicRoads, and I take this
opportunity to acknowledge the north-west regional
team, led by Nial Finegan, for the work it is doing to
deliver this important project. I understand that the
project has delivered some challenges for the designers,
but these seemed to have been worked through and
construction is now proceeding very well. Given this
progress, it might be timely to inspect the works to date
and, importantly, thank and acknowledge the workers
who are delivering this project.
Therefore I seek action from the Minister for Roads and
Ports, who has been a great champion not just of this
project but also of other cycling projects around
Melbourne, to visit the electorate of Williamstown and
inspect firsthand the work on this extremely exciting
extension to the Federation Trail.

Planning: Box Hill development
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise for the Minister
for Planning the issue of the proposed 38-storey tower
in Station Street, Box Hill. I ask the minister to arrange
that the working party he announced in his media
release of 1 June be a working party convened by and
which will report to the City of Whitehorse on behalf of
the local community and not one run by his department.
On 8 January this year the minister called in the
proposal for this tower, even though it was listed for
appeal before the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal and the case was expected to be heard within a
month. The minister’s media release carried the
headline ‘$100 million Box Hill proposal fast-tracked’.
The release cited the potential to create hundreds of
jobs and said the proposal was ‘consistent with the
Whitehorse planning scheme’. However, far from
fast-tracking the proposal, the minister took five months
to make up his mind and then announced that the
proposal had been rejected because it did not support
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the policy objectives of Melbourne @ 5 Million and
was ‘not in keeping with the Whitehorse planning
scheme’. The minister went on to say:
A working party including council representatives, architects,
urban designers, government representatives and the
developer will be established to address the outstanding
matters related to design, public transport access and
community concerns.

At one level the minister’s announcement of 1 June is a
vindication of the concerns raised by many in the
community about the need to address issues including
traffic congestion, parking, overshadowing,
overlooking, pedestrian movements, public transport
integration, wind effects and the precedent for future
building heights.
However, the 8 January announcement clearly signalled
that the government was calling in the proposal in order
to approve it rather than to reject it, so the 1 June
announcement seems to owe as much to the subsequent
Windsor Hotel scandal and the exposure of the
government’s abuse of call-in powers as it does to good
planning. It must not be forgotten that the Box Hill
tower was one of the issues listed for future spin
doctoring on the infamous Peta Duke media plan.
In light of the government’s record of manipulation and
abuse of planning processes, the community is entitled
to be very concerned that the minister’s establishment
of a working party is simply an attempt to buy time
until after the election, and that if the Brumby
government is re-elected, this proposal will simply be
resurrected and imposed on the community despite all
the unresolved issues I have mentioned.
If the minister truly wants to make sure that no proposal
is approved for this site unless those issues can be
sorted out first, he should not set up yet another
behind-closed-doors process, with a working party run
by his department that keeps the community in the dark
and will not let the issues and the evidence be publicly
debated and scrutinised. Instead he should arrange for
the working party to be convened by and report to
Whitehorse council so that the issues and evidence can
be addressed openly and with community input, and so
that any subsequent planning applications are handled
by the council in accordance with usual planning
processes. The minister should also ensure that the
government fully cooperates with such a
council-convened working party and in particular
makes available officers from the departments of
planning and transport so that a proper integration of
any development involving the Centro Box Hill
shopping complex, the bus terminus and the Box Hill
train station can be worked out.
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Plenty Road, Reservoir: tram stop
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — The matter I raise tonight
on the adjournment is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport. It relates to the difficulties that
some public transport users experience in accessing
stop 57 on tram route 86 in my electorate. The action I
seek is for the minister to initiate an investigation into
the most effective way to improve access to the stop for
residents of local retirement villages. Tram stop 57,
which is located close to the corner of Gremel Road
and Plenty Road, Reservoir, is the closest stop for
several important groups of users. These include the
residents of the Latrobe Retirement Village and the
Summerhill Residential Park.
The stop was upgraded a few years ago under the
accessible tram stop program to improve disability
access. However, residents of the Latrobe Retirement
Village and the Summerhill Residential Park are still
experiencing difficulty in using the stop due to the
steepness of Plenty Road at that point making it
difficult to walk uphill to the Gremel Road intersection.
A range of suggestions have been put forward as
possible solutions to the problem, and I request that the
minister ask his department to investigate what would
be the best option to improve access for the elderly
residents of the Latrobe Retirement Village and the
Summerhill Residential Park.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I am
responding, initially, to the matter raised by the member
for Burwood, who I thank for bringing this matter to
my attention. Indeed the member for Burwood’s great
advocacy has been shown in relation to the Ashwood
Chadstone Gateway project. The member is correct in
pointing out that this project is of great significance. In
fact it is the biggest social housing project undertaken
in Victoria by a housing association.
As many members of the house would know, the Port
Phillip Housing Association has an excellent track
record of providing high-quality, affordable housing for
low-income and vulnerable Victorians. There is no
doubt that this project fits that bill. Last month there
was a great day for the people of Ashwood and
Chadstone when, in the company of the member for
Burwood, I drove the excavator — now, that is a bit of
fun — to turn the first sod on the $140 million project. I
look forward to being able to go back in the future to
welcome new tenants to this wonderful development.
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The government contributed $70 million to this project
from the record $500 million that the state has invested
in public and social housing. Over 500 new social
housing homes will be delivered through this project as
a result of this investment. Port Phillip will also build
additional affordable rental homes through the national
rental affordability scheme and receive a subsidy that
can be reinvested in social housing. This is a creative
and innovative way to take advantage of state and
federal government funding opportunities that will
benefit low-income Victorians.
I am concerned to hear that not all members of the
community are supportive of the project, as the
member’s quotation from Hansard indicates. I am also
concerned that the house may have been provided with
misleading information about the level of consultation
that has been undertaken, and I want to correct any
misinformation or concerns that people may have. The
Port Phillip Housing Association, the Office of Housing
and the local council have done an extensive amount of
consultation over the past four months. In fact I can say
with confidence that consultation undertaken on this
project — this is a road map for consultation — has
included, since last November, distribution of over
4000 brochures, doorknocking of around 250 homes,
direct correspondence with 322 households and two
open and broadly marketed community information
sessions. These sessions provided an opportunity for
residents to make comment and ask questions about the
project. I think any fair-minded person would say that
this is very extensive, open and transparent
consultation, which the member for Burwood in his
capacity as chair of the community liaison committee
(CLC) for the project has insisted upon.
The community liaison committee also includes
representatives from the Monash City Council; Power
Neighbourhood House; the Ashburton, Ashwood,
Chadstone Public Tenants Group; the St Mary
Magdalene Church; Amaroo Neighbourhood House;
Holmesglen TAFE; and Mount Waverley police
station — all of the key players, I would submit, who
you would expect to have on a CLC. Indeed I think it
represents the broad thrust of views of people in that
community. The development plan for the
Ashwood-Chadstone project was approved by the
Minister for Planning in May 2010.
The design is in line with the previously approved
development plan overlay. The Monash City
Council — and I will stress this point — unanimously
supported the appropriateness of the height and density
of the Power Avenue buildings with the neighbourhood
character. This four-month consultation process
established that there was strong community support for
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the inclusion of affordable rental housing in the
Ashwood-Chadstone area. Details of the consultation
were posted on the Port Phillip Housing Association
website along with other documents on the project,
including a very valuable social impact assessment
document and further information as well.
You would have to say that this has been an excellent
consultative process and one that has been fully
transparent and inclusive. Many issues were raised and
considered within the consultation, including parking,
traffic management, density, height, location, mix of
buildings, local services, access, design and
environmental issues. Substantial changes were made
in response to issues raised by the community liaison
committee and the broader community. Port Phillip
council agreed to enhanced design outcomes, air
conditioning for the older persons units, softening of
the front design, a second lift in the Elliot Street
building and additional landscaping.
I would say that this is clear and concrete evidence that
the community has been broadly consulted, thoroughly
and inclusively consulted, and it has been listened to.
The community has impacted upon the design and
features of the project in a very productive way, and in
my view has made this development a better
development than the one we started with.
Finally, the Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project is, in
my view, a hallmark project. It is a $140 million project
that will build 500 houses for those in need.
I want to thank the member for Burwood for the
extraordinary leadership he has shown in relation to
what I think is a project that will change the face of the
Ashwood-Chadstone area, and say that that community
owes a debt of gratitude to the member for Burwood,
who has been a tireless campaigner for this project.
This is a huge investment. It is the biggest housing
association investment that we have undertaken to date,
and I cannot think of a better area and a more decent
group of people who will be housed in this project
going forward.
The member for Brighton raised a matter for the
Minister for Education seeking support for the upgrade
of the Brighton Secondary College, and I will make
sure that matter is brought to the minister’s attention.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in
relation to support for a toilet renovation project at the
Parkdale cricket and football club complex, and I will
make sure that matter is brought to the attention of the
minister.
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The member for Benalla raised a matter for the Minister
for Community Services seeking the support of the
minister for a Nagambie resident, Mr Matthew King,
who requires further support — I would suggest for a
new wheelchair — to manage some issues that he has
to confront and further support by way of a care
package for him.
The member for Polwarth raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services seeking a
cross-referencing and auditing of assault data between
Public Transport Safety Victoria and Victoria Police.
The member for Cranbourne raised a matter for the
Minister for Health seeking the minister’s support for
the Sandhurst Pharmacy, located in the Cranbourne
West shopping complex, which I understand is unable
to provide prescription medicines from within that
facility. I will make sure that matter is brought to the
attention of the Minister for Health.
The member for Hastings raised a matter for the
Minister for Health also, seeking the minister’s
intervention in relation to a patient of the Kingston
Centre and a number of matters that were raised in the
member’s adjournment matter pertaining to the
treatment of a particular patient there. I will make sure
that matter is brought to the attention of the minister.
The member for Williamstown raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports seeking a visit by the
minister to the Federation Trail off-road bike and
walking track, and I am sure the minister will take up
that offer at the earliest possible opportunity.
The member for Box Hill raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning seeking that the minister support
a working party being convened by the Whitehorse
council and reporting back through the Whitehorse
council in relation to a planning application for a
38-storey development in the Box Hill shopping
precinct. I will make sure the Minister for Planning is
made aware of that matter.
Finally, the member for Preston raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport seeking his support for
better public access for residents at stop 57 on tram
route 86 within his electorate. I will make sure that
matter is brought to the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 4.46 p.m. until Tuesday, 22 June.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 8 June 2010
Industry and trade: hold harmless clause
2767(v).

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Industry and Trade with reference to the inclusion of ‘hold
harmless clauses’, which provide full indemnity for the Government or its departments for all loss and
damage, regardless of whether the Government or department has contributed to the loss or damage, in
temporary employment service procurement contracts:
(1)
(2)

Do any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses; if so, which departments or agencies.
If any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses, what is the policy that supports this inclusion.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, and its associated agencies, including
agencies within my particular portfolios of Industry and Trade, and Rural and Regional Development, do not
require or recommend the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in temporary employment service
procurement contracts.
For temporary employees engaged by the Department using employment panel agencies, the whole of Government
contract terms and conditions apply.
There is no requirement or recommendation for the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in the
temporary employment service procurement contracts of the Department or its agencies.
Where companies or individuals are engaged by the State, under standard professional services contracts (i.e. not as
employees), an indemnification to the State is a standard requirement in those circumstances, as is usual
commercial practice.

Major projects: hold harmless clause
2767(x).

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Major Projects with reference to the inclusion of ‘hold
harmless clauses’, which provide full indemnity for the Government or its departments for all loss and
damage, regardless of whether the Government or department has contributed to the loss or damage, in
temporary employment service procurement contracts:
(1)
(2)

Do any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses; if so, which departments or agencies.
If any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses, what is the policy that supports this inclusion.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, and its associated agencies, do not require or
recommend the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in temporary employment service procurement
contracts.
For temporary employees engaged by the Department using employment panel agencies, the whole of Government
contract terms and conditions apply.
There is no requirement or recommendation for the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in the
temporary employment service procurement contracts of the Department or its agencies.
Where companies or individuals are engaged by the State, under standard professional services contracts (i.e. not as
employees), an indemnification to the State is a standard requirement in those circumstances, as is usual
commercial practice.

Regional and rural development: hold harmless clause
2767(ac). Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Regional and Rural Development with reference to the
inclusion of ‘hold harmless clauses’, which provide full indemnity for the Government or its
departments for all loss and damage, regardless of whether the Government or department has
contributed to the loss or damage, in temporary employment service procurement contracts:
(1)
(2)

Do any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses; if so, which departments or agencies.
If any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses, what is the policy that supports this inclusion.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, and its associated agencies, including
agencies within my particular portfolios of Industry and Trade, and Rural and Regional Development, do not
require or recommend the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in temporary employment service
procurement contracts.
For temporary employees engaged by the Department using employment panel agencies, the whole of Government
contract terms and conditions apply.
There is no requirement or recommendation for the inclusion of “hold harmless” or indemnity clauses in the
temporary employment service procurement contracts of the Department or its agencies.
Where companies or individuals are engaged by the State, under standard professional services contracts (i.e. not as
employees), an indemnification to the State is a standard requirement in those circumstances, as is usual
commercial practice.

Tourism and major events: hold harmless clause
2767(al). Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events with reference to the inclusion of
‘hold harmless clauses’, which provide full indemnity for the Government or its departments for all loss
and damage, regardless of whether the Government or department has contributed to the loss or
damage, in temporary employment service procurement contracts:
(1)
(2)

Do any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses; if so, which departments or agencies.
If any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses, what is the policy that supports this inclusion.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No.

Veterans’ affairs: hold harmless clause
2767(am). Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs with reference to the inclusion of ‘hold
harmless clauses’, which provide full indemnity for the Government or its departments for all loss and
damage, regardless of whether the Government or department has contributed to the loss or damage, in
temporary employment service procurement contracts:
(1)
(2)

Do any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses; if so, which departments or agencies.
If any departments or agencies under the jurisdiction of the Minister require or recommend the
inclusion of such clauses, what is the policy that supports this inclusion.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon Justin Madden, for LA 2767u.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Assembly, 25 May 2010, page 2046]

Roads and ports: Mornington-Tyabb Road, Mornington
2782.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports — are there any plans to duplicate the
Mornington to Tyabb Road from Main Street to Dunns Road and/or from Main Street to Racecourse
Road; if so, when will it commence; if not, when will the Government investigate a duplication.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Proposals for improvement projects must be considered and prioritised on a region wide and state wide basis. Any
improvement works to the Mornington to Tyabb Road will be considered in this context.
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Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2248
Supported Residential Services (Private Proprietors) Bill, 2092,
2241, 2245

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown)
Adjournment

vii

Members statements
Blue Hills Rise, Cranbourne East: facilities, 2174
Cranbourne: town centre access, 2174

Federation Trail: Williamstown electorate, 2352
Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay: funding, 2165
Members statements

PIKE, Ms (Melbourne) (Minister for Education and Minister for
Skills and Workforce Participation)

WestLink: Greens opposition, 2099
Questions without notice
Statements on reports

Schools: regional and rural Victoria, 2085

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2010–11 (part 1), 2199
POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton)
NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)
Members statements
Liquor licensing: fees, 2174
Petitions

Adjournment
Doyles Road, Shepparton: upgrade, 2285
Members statements
Shepparton: multipurpose taxis, 2295

Electricity: smart meters, 2169
RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote)
O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern)
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2143
Members statements
Clearways: city of Stonnington, 2294

Bills
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill, 2119
Members statements
Aboriginals: Wurundjeri land treaty, 2100
Points of order, 2305, 2306

Points of order, 2306

PALLAS, Mr (Tarneit) (Minister for Roads and Ports and Minister
for Major Projects)

ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham) (Minister for Gaming, Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister Assisting the Premier on Veterans’
Affairs)
Bills

Bills

Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2251

Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2136
Members statements

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of The Nationals)

State Emergency Service: Wyndham unit, 2171
Matter of public importance
Liberal-Nationals coalition: regional growth fund, 2178
PANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong)
Petitions
Members statements
Liberal Party: political advertising, 2298

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
Adjournment
Cranbourne West: pharmacy services, 2350
Factory Rehearsal Centre for the Arts: funding, 2285
Bills
Pharmacy Regulation Bill, 2345

Planning: shire of Wellington, 2093
Points of order, 2087, 2214, 2215, 2216, 2217, 2333, 2335
Questions without notice
Hoon driving: government policy, 2088
Police: numbers, 2086
Water: northern Victoria projects, 2216, 2333
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ASSEMBLY

SCOTT, Mr (Preston)

Distinguished visitors, 2209

Adjournment

Notices of motion, 2291

Plenty Road, Reservoir: tram stop, 2353
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2255
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill, 2121
Members statements

Rulings, 2086, 2087, 2088, 2148, 2215, 2216, 2217, 2291, 2333,
2335
Suspension of members
Member for Bass, 2087
Member for Nepean, 2086

Crime: exploitation, 2177
STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2277
Members statements
Indian community: citizenship, 2104

Adjournment
Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project, 2349
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, 2312
Pharmacy Regulation Bill, 2338
Members statements

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2231

Markham Reserve, Ashburton: lights, 2296
Monash Croquet Club, 2296
St Scholastica’s Primary School, Bennettswood: illuminated speed
signs, 2296
Points of order, 2312

SMITH, Mr K. (Bass)
Matter of public importance
Liberal-Nationals coalition: regional growth fund, 2194
Members statements
Ambulance services: Wonthaggi, 2099
Petitions
Graham Street, Wonthaggi: traffic management, 2169
Rulings, 2312, 2319, 2320

SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte)

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget estimates 2010–11 (part 2), 2170
Questions without notice
Health: government initiatives, 2336
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2010–11 (parts 1 and 2), 2203

SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Adjournment
Disability services: Matthew King, 2348

Adjournment
Building Our Industries for the Future program: departmental
evaluation, 2164
Members statements
Minister for Industrial Relations: performance, 2296

Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, 2309
Pharmacy Regulation Bill, 2341
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill, 2123
Members statements
Benalla electorate: health services, 2171

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Jenny Lindell)
Petitions
Absence of ministers, 2209, 2329
Business of the house
Notices of motion: removal, 2092, 2169, 2291

Electricity: smart meters, 2093
Myrrhee: mobile phone tower, 2092
Points of order, 2124

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2010–11 (parts 1 and 2), 2204

Bayswater Secondary College: funding, 2103
Vera Sandstrom, 2104

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjournment
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2148
Pharmacy Regulation Bill, 2339

Rail: Ferntree Gully station, 2287
Bills
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill, 2120

Members statements
Black Rock Primary School: funding, 2103
Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham: red-light camera, 2103
Rail: Sandringham line, 2103

Members statements
Hospitals: waiting lists, 2176
United Firefighters Union: printed material, 2176

Points of order, 2148
WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)

Members statements
Water: northern Victoria projects, 2293

Adjournment
WestLink: community consultation, 2162
Questions without notice
Community Support Fund: grants, 2332

Petitions
Electricity: smart meters, 2292
Liquor licensing: fees, 2292
Water: charges, 2292
Points of order, 2335

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
Questions without notice
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2235
Pharmacy Regulation Bill, 2343

Water
food bowl modernisation project, 2214
northern Victoria projects, 2335

Members statements
Police: confidential information, 2176

WELLER, Mr (Rodney)
Matter of public importance

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Adjournment
Rail: Fyansford line, 2287

Liberal-Nationals coalition: regional growth fund, 2190
Members statements
Rail: Echuca car park, 2100

Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2282
Questions without notice
Government: employment and housing initiatives, 2084
Kardinia Park: upgrade, 2329

WELLS, Mr (Scoresby)
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2010/2011) Bill, 2305
Members statements
Economy: government claims, 2099

VICTORIA, Mrs (Bayswater)
Points of order, 2305, 2312
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2157
Members statements
Arts: government performance, 2104

Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2010–11 (part 2), 2200

ix
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ASSEMBLY

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster)
Adjournment
Crime: Doncaster electorate, 2288
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2127
Supported Residential Services (Private Proprietors) Bill, 2092
Members statements
Students: support services, 2294
Questions without notice
Hazardous waste: management, 2212

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond) (Minister for Housing, Minister for
Local Government and Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
Adjournment
Brighton Secondary College: funding, 2354
Cliff Sambell Pavilion, Parkdale: facilities, 2354
Cranbourne West: pharmacy services, 2355
Disability services: Matthew King, 2355
Federation Trail: Williamstown electorate, 2355
Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project, 2353
Kingston Centre: patient care, 2355
Planning: Box Hill development, 2355
Plenty Road, Reservoir: tram stop, 2355
Rail: crime statistics audit, 2355
Bills
Appropriation (2010/2011) Bill, 2324

