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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Rules of debate
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to remind
members about the rules of the house governing entry
and exit of the chamber and movement around the
chamber during debate. Standing order 117 states that
members must defer to the Chair when passing in front
of the table. Standing order 121 states that a member
must not pass between the Chair and a member who is
speaking.
These conventions have long been observed as a
courtesy to the Chair and were established in
recognition of the need to show respect for the office of
Speaker. The House of Representatives requires that
upon entering or leaving the chamber members must
acknowledge the Speaker by a bow and that a member
must not pass between the Speaker and any member
who is speaking. Erskine May also states:
Members must not cross between the Chair and a member
who is speaking …

It also states:
Members who enter or leave the house during a debate …
should make an obeisance to the Chair while passing to or
from their places.

Erskine May also notes that members should bow to the
Chair when they cross the house or otherwise leave
their places.
The practice of this house is that the requirement to
recognise the Chair may not be practicable during
divisions, when many members are entering the
chamber, but that at all other times members should
continue to honour the tradition of recognising the
Chair when coming in and out of the chamber and
when passing in front of the Chair. As we proceed with
the 58th Parliament I ask all members to observe these
courtesies to the Chair.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Sale Specialist School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Gippsland draws to the attention
of the house the need for the funding of the construction
phase of the new Sale Specialist School.
The former coalition government provided $4 million which
funded the land and completed stage 1 of the project, with
$15 million promised during the election to complete the new
school. The children of Gippsland with special needs deserve
state-of-the-art facilities as was also advocated by the current
government while in opposition.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on the Labor government to fund
stage 2 of the Sale Specialist School as a matter of priority.

By Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (5350 signatures).

Abortion legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house the long overdue need to review the
Abortion Law Reform Act 2008 which did away with all
legal protection for babies in the womb even right up to birth.
After 24 weeks a baby may be aborted (killed) if two doctors
‘agree’ it is ‘appropriate’.
This law is a blight on Victoria, a betrayal of the medical
profession and health workers. It contravenes irrefutable
expanding scientific evidence that babies in the womb are real
people; hence the law should protect all unborn children from
conception until natural death, thereby respecting all human
life.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria review the Abortion Law Reform Act
2008.

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (571 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Additional School Costs for Families (two
documents) — Ordered to be published
Responses to 2012–13 Performance Audit
Recommendations — Ordered to be published
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Member of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Primary Returns 2015 and Summary of
Variations Notified between 17 September 2014 and
6 February 2015 — Ordered to be published
Murray-Darling Basin Authority — Report 2013–14.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until tomorrow at
9.30 a.m.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Broadmeadows economic and cultural
development summit
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Unfairness is at
the heart of Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s near-death
experience. Nowhere is this unfairness more severely
felt than in my electorate of Broadmeadows, where
families in the poorest community with the highest rate
of unemployment were hardest hit by the first Abbott
budget, according to the University of Canberra.
A year ago I wrote to the Prime Minister asking his
government to become a partner with this proud,
resilient community that is the flashpoint for issues
defining Australia’s future, including globalisation and
the demise of local manufacturing, population growth
and multiculturalism and the crying need for a
coordinated, collaborative strategy for new industries,
jobs and growth.
Unfortunately Mr Abbott’s government did not
participate in the development of a model that has been
successful in coordinating the three tiers of government,
business and civil society. This is a shame, but in the
spirit of bipartisanship I again invite the Prime Minister
to be the keynote speaker at this year’s economic and
cultural development summit in Broadmeadows, which
aims to design a blueprint for the future. If he cannot
attend, I ask him to send his Treasurer to meet the
heavy lifters, whose muscle, sweat and innovation have
underwritten Victoria’s prosperity for generations.
After all, economic growth is the best way back to
prosperity and surplus. We urgently need this critical
issue to be addressed, because this is a community in
which Muslim families live side by side with Christian
refugees from Iraq and Syria. We need to give them
hope.
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Swan Hill Lawn Tennis Club
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I congratulate
Swan Hill Lawn Tennis Club president John
Brookshaw, tournament organiser Trevor Holt, the
club’s committee and its fantastic team of volunteers
for putting on another great Country Week tennis event
in Swan Hill. On the 101 lawn courts 1500 players will
have an exciting week of tennis. The event is expected
to generate $1.75 million worth of economic activity in
Swan Hill as visitors enjoy what the hospitality industry
has to offer.

Echuca tourism
Mr WALSH — I also congratulate the Moama
Water Sports Club on putting on another fantastic
Southern 80 waterski race in Echuca. It was won by
Hellrazor, driven by Mark Cranny, in the record time of
29 minutes and 43.22 seconds. Bearing in mind that
this is two skiers on the back of a boat travelling around
80 kilometres of twists in the river from Torrumbarry to
Echuca in under half an hour, this is a fantastic result
not only by that particular boat but by all the boats in
the race.
It is estimated that 50 000 people visit Echuca for this
event, again generating huge tourism dollars for that
community. Having all these people in that part of
Victoria reinforced to the people of Echuca the need for
a second river crossing and for the Labor government to
commit to funding that project. I call on the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety to cough up and pay for it.

Wes Fleming
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I take
this opportunity to congratulate Wes Fleming, a leading
horticulturalist with Fleming’s Nurseries in my
electorate of Monbulk and a good friend of Meagan and
I, on being awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia
(OAM) in this year’s Australia Day honours. I have
spoken in this place before about Wes and Fleming’s
Nurseries, in particular Wes’s success at the Chelsea
Flower Show. Along with designer Phillip Johnson,
Wes and his team was awarded the prestigious Best in
Show medal in 2013.
Wes received his OAM for his service to the
horticultural industry and to landscape architecture. He
has a driving passion to raise the profile of the
horticultural industry and promote the greening of our
urban spaces. He is currently transforming kindergarten
playgrounds, replacing plastic equipment with natural
play spaces. There is so much we as a community and
as a government can learn from Wes and his team. His
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award is so well deserved. Yet so typical of Wes, when
I sent him a message of congratulations he sent me this
reply:
Thanks James, stoked! Although, honestly, I’m just the front
man for a bunch of really special people!

That is Wes: humble and passionate. Our community in
the hills is proud of Wes Fleming and what he has
achieved for the horticultural industry. There is a lot
more we can do in partnership with people like Wes in
this industry to promote the greening of our urban
spaces, and I think there is a real opportunity to do just
that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Hawthorn electorate student leaders
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — Today I rise to speak
about one of the Hawthorn electorate’s great strengths:
its local schools. With over 20 schools in the electorate,
many are among the finest in the state, and they are led
by some of Victoria’s most distinguished educators.
Hawthorn’s local schools have not only been honoured
by their great teachers; their reputations have also been
enhanced by their students — students who have been
taught about the great virtue of civic responsibility.
That is why I am very excited to be holding leadership
forums this year for student leaders from local schools
in the electorate. These forums will provide a platform
on which students can share leadership experiences and
aspirations as well as celebrate the importance of
personal connections between each of them as school
leaders within our community. This will foster greater
ties between schools and encourage local leadership
networks across the electorate of Hawthorn.
The first of these forums is a primary school leadership
forum on 4 March, which I will be hosting. This week I
am writing to all primary schools in Hawthorn to invite
them to send their student leaders along to this forum
or, if they do not yet have designated leaders, to send
some nominated representatives. I will also take the
opportunity to present all participating school leaders
with a certificate of recognition for the important role
they play in our community. I look forward to these
students continuing the long tradition of youthful
leaders who have left their mark on Hawthorn, Victoria
and beyond.

Keilor East RSL
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to congratulate
the Keilor East RSL on being named Victoria’s RSL
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Licensed Sub-branch of the Year for 2014. I have
spoken in this place several times to congratulate the
Keilor East RSL on its terrific events and achievements,
and it is great to see the club once again being
recognised for the outstanding work it does. I am very
proud to be a member of the RSL. In fact one of my
first jobs as a waiter was at the Keilor East RSL.
At the RSL licensed sub-branches of Victoria 2014 Hall
of Fame awards, held on 22 November last year, Keilor
East RSL took home not only the top honour of best
RSL sub-branch in the state but also three other awards
for outstanding service to its members. A special
congratulations go to Gavin Comport and Leanne
Parker, who received achievement and recognition
awards, and to Anita Johnson, who was inducted into
the Hall of Fame for her 16 years of hard work and
dedication to the Keilor East RSL. I have mentioned
Anita many times in this place. It is a testament to her
tireless volunteer work as the sub-branch’s social
coordinator. It is great to see her achievements
recognised in this way once again.
Congratulations also to the outstanding individuals who
make the sub-branch what it is, notably, president
William Laker and secretary Kevin Millman, among
countless other volunteers who dedicate their time and
loyalty to the club. From its humble beginnings in the
Doutta Galla hall in North Essendon, the Keilor East
RSL branch has grown into a community organisation
that we can all be proud of.

Robert Bast
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I congratulate Robert Bast
of Seville for his amazing chainsaw sculpture of a
dragonfly, which saw him take out the 2015 Australian
Chainsaw Carving Championship. He is an incredible
artist who has won many Australian and international
championships.

Monbulk–Hunter roads, Mount Evelyn
Mrs FYFFE — I request that the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety review the decision by VicRoads not
to install a safety barrier at the intersection of Monbulk
and Hunter roads in Mount Evelyn. This week I will be
tabling a petition of approximately 300 signatures from
concerned residents who want the barriers installed to
prevent another fatal crash, such as the accident that
saw Tanika Pearce lose her life in November 2013.

Yarra Valley tourism
Mrs FYFFE — The Yarra Valley is arguably the
best food and wine region in the world. However, it is
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not just that which attracts so many domestic and
international visitors each year. It is the breathtaking
panoramic views, pure, crisp air, interesting array of
agricultural industries and warm, welcoming people
that make a journey to the valley extra special. While
many people planning a trip find their way with sat nav,
opportunistic promotion also plays a major role. While
there is ample signage southbound on EastLink, there is
no signage northbound, which is a total oversight. I
urge the Minister for Tourism and Major Events to
request that signage be installed northbound at the
earliest opportunity to properly showcase this
magnificent jewel in Victoria’s crown.

Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month
Mrs FYFFE — This month is Ovarian Cancer
Awareness Month, and I urge all members to promote
this in their electorates to raise awareness that so many
lives can be saved if this disease is detected earlier.

Bernie Slattery
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — Long-time Geelong
Advertiser journalist Bernie Slattery was a great
communicator. He mixed with people from all walks
with equal ease in his public and private domains, and
his intuition for storytelling helped establish him as a
journalist respected across more than four decades.
Friends and colleagues admired his intellect, his
common touch, his all-round capabilities, his values
and his friendship. They now lament his sudden death
on Monday at 65. Slatts was husband of Anne and
father of Tim and Erin, whom I miss and think about
today.
He spent more than two decades at the Geelong
Advertiser filling roles from chief of staff to feature
writer, subeditor and reporter. He became part of the
community heartbeat, and his long-running column,
‘Around the Traps’, blended the latest talk with
measures of quirk and whimsy. Former Advertiser
editor Graeme Vincent, my old boss, said:
As a senior journalist Bernie was a key member of the
Geelong Advertiser news team, a former chief of staff who
could ply his hand at basically any sort of assignment, but
more than anything was a beautiful writer and had a sensitive
touch.
He had an endearing quality, the ability to mix at all levels of
society and he had such a great understanding of human
nature.

Slatts was born in Terang and graduated in journalism
from RMIT, which was something we had in common.
After years at the Geelong Advertiser, he joined the
Herald Sun in 2006. He was among the paper’s first to
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move to the new digital platform and became
moderator for Andrew Bolt’s blog — no easy task. Of
Slatts, Bolt said:
He was kind, wry and fair, with a strong sense of justice and
keen wit. He was the enemy of the hypocrite, the
sanctimonious, the pest and the bully. A good man is gone,
what a great loss.

As a young cadet at the Geelong Advertiser in the
1990s, he was a great leader in the workplace and a
friend for life.

Dominic Siciliano
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to honour
the late Dominic Siciliano of Cobram East. Dominic,
better known as Dom, has been an absolute warrior on
many fronts for the Cobram and Ovens Valley
communities. He was a caring husband to Nella and a
father to Tony, Carmella, Angelo and Chris, a fruit
industry stalwart and a supporter of ItalFest, the
Cobram Harness Racing Club and a whole host of other
community organisations. He was tragically taken too
soon, and his legacy will be long-lasting. Vale Dom
Siciliano.

Australia Day
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Stuart
Hargreaves of Bright who received a lifetime
achievement award as part of this year’s Alpine shire
Australia Day awards. Mr Hargreaves has a long and
proud history of involvement and civic service in
Bright. He has been a member of the Bright fire brigade
for more than 60 years and has been involved with the
Bright Apex Club for half a century. Mr Hargreaves
was a foundation member of the Apex club and has
also been a member of the Rotary Club of Bright for
35 years.
The Ovens Valley electorate is home to some
wonderful community-minded people who have made
a significant contribution to the region. I would
particularly like to mention the Costenaro family from
Whorouly. Twelve-year-old Laura was awarded the
Rural City of Wangaratta Young Citizen of the Year
title for her contribution to the community and her mum
Ruth was presented with the Whorouly local achiever
award. What a fantastic effort by this family. Their
community spirit is an inspiration to us all.
Congratulations to Elisha Hazeldine who was named
Local Achiever of the Year for Myrtleford and District.
Her community involvement in sport includes as a
player and coach of basketball, Aussie Hoops
coordinator, secretary of the volleyball committee and
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running an indoor soccer competition. She has been
vice-president and secretary of the Myrtleford
playgroup committee and was one of the organisers of
Carly’s Fundraiser, an event which raised more than
$30 000 for her friend Carly Montgomery, who was
diagnosed with cancer last year. Well done Elisha.
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As we learn more about who our prisoners of war were,
names continue to be added from all wars. I request that
any members visiting Ballarat go and see the war
memorial. If they know of any names that should be
there but are not, I ask that they get in touch with the
trustees.

Fuel prices

Burke Road level crossing

Mr McCURDY — Ongoing high fuel prices in the
Ovens Valley continue to be a concern to all residents. I
continue to hear from residents and experience this
myself.

Mr WATT (Burwood) — During the 2014 election
I remember seeing on High Street, Glen Iris, a nice big
sign with the face of Daniel Andrews on it telling
everybody that Labor was going to remove the Burke
Road level crossing. You can imagine my surprise
when in the newspaper a few weeks ago I read that in
relation to the removal of the Burke Road level
crossing, a project that was fully funded by the former
Napthine coalition government, the Andrews Labor
government was going to Canberra to ask for funding. I
was surprised that something that was fully funded
would need funding from the federal government to
make it happen. This led constituents of mine to ask,
‘What has happened to the money? Where did it go?’.
Were they lied to by the Labor Party when it was in
opposition?

Statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to acknowledge
the presence in the gallery of Reverend Hugh
Kempster, who is the parliamentary chaplain. I thank
him for his work.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Statements resumed.

Australian Ex-Prisoners of War Memorial
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — It was my privilege
and honour to attend a celebration of the
11th anniversary of the Australian Ex-Prisoners of War
Memorial in Ballarat on Sunday. According to the
memorial’s website, its purpose is to acknowledge the
pain and suffering that all prisoners of war endured
during their time in captivity, to commemorate the
thousands of mates left behind and to acknowledge the
sacrifice of families during wartime. The ceremony
each year in honour of our ex-prisoners of war is
always a moving one. The ex-prisoners of war present
provide a powerful reminder that those who served and
those who were captured as prisoners were just like us.
They lived in our communities and had families and
lives. They went through unimaginable horrors on the
battlefield and unimaginable horrors in captivity. They
then returned home and suffered unimaginable
memories.
I pay tribute to the trustees, the researchers and Peter
Blizzard, who created this memorial. I acknowledge the
role of Catherine King, the federal member for Ballarat,
and Alan Griffin, the then federal Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs, in making this a national
memorial — the only one outside Canberra. I pay
particular tribute to all those whose names appear on
the walls of the memorial and to those whose names
should be there. Additional names were added this year.

Monash Freeway
Mr WATT — Works funded by the Napthine
government to upgrade the Monash Freeway’s
intelligent transport systems between High Street in
Glen Iris and Warrigal Road in Chadstone have
commenced. The $19.8 million project, which is
underway, will install new overhead electronic
messaging, speed signs, lane availability signs and an
electronic communication system to help better manage
traffic flow and improve travel reliability. The project is
due for completion later this year, and I thank the
former Treasurer for the work he did on that proposal
and on getting that money up and going.

Somali Community of Victoria
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
acknowledge the great work that Somali Community of
Victoria performs in advocating on behalf of its
members, In particular I would like to recognise the
great work that Farah Warsame does in providing a
voice for the community. Somali Community of
Victoria is committed to improving educational
outcomes for its members. I recently sat down with a
number of the younger members of the community
who are all studying at university. They are incredibly
keen to go on and work in their areas of study. I found
their passion and commitment to education and
self-advancement incredibly engaging and enthralling.
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One of the great difficulties, however, is that many
members of the community have no opportunity to find
work once they conclude their studies.
I am particularly pleased that Michael Godwin from
J. Walter Thompson and Andrew Baxter from Publicis
have both agreed to take on one of the members of the
community for work experience while she is studying
her bachelor of communications degree. It is fantastic
to see industry partnering with this community to
ensure that its members have opportunities for real jobs
once their studies are concluded.
The community is concerned about the ability of female
members of the Somali community to access
women’s-only gym and swimming sessions. This is a
real issue for women, and Farah Warsame has played a
terrific role in placing this on the agenda.
The Somali community is also focused on ensuring that
it ultimately has its own community centre. A
community centre would enable the community to
provide training and counselling to its members, and it
would also provide an area for women’s-only exercise
sessions. I am pleased that Somali Community of
Victoria has a presence in the electorate of Essendon,
and I am looking forward to working with the
community over the course of the parliamentary term.

East–west link
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — Another day, another
traffic jam that Kew residents have to endure because
of this government’s inability and refusal to build the
east–west link. This outrageous decision by the
Andrews government will put us in the same league as
countries such as Kazakhstan, Mongolia and Hugo
Chávez’s Venezuela, where contracts are not
enforced — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — Not me, mate, not me. It is where
the rule of law does not exist. The government is
trashing our international reputation because of pure
politics. It is an outrageous decision, and it will ensure
that residents in my electorate of Kew have to rat run
through backstreets and clog up major arterial roads
when they could very easily have taken the Eastern
Freeway into town and had that interlinkage through
the city and to the airport that Melbourne so greatly
needs.

Michael Andrew Leighton
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — Today I rise to offer
my most sincere condolences to the family of Michael
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Leighton. Sadly Michael passed away in November last
year after a short illness. He was both a dedicated Labor
Party member and a trade unionist, and I am proud to
say that he was my friend.
A son of holocaust survivors, Michael was a strong
advocate for social justice and stood against
discrimination in all its forms. He represented working
people with distinction, both in his role as assistant
secretary of the Hospital Employees’ Federation No. 2
Branch and in his 18 years as the member for Preston.
Michael displayed a stubborn and tenacious
determination in advocating for his constituents and
was a passionate and committed shadow Minister for
Housing and Construction from 1993 to 1996.
Over the years I had the honour of getting to know and
understand Michael and, on a personal level, his family.
I also had the privilege of working with him during my
years as a Darebin councillor, and I can attest to the
admiration and affection his community held for him.
He will be sorely missed by all who knew him, and my
thoughts and prayers are with Michael’s wife, Judi, and
his children, Sarah and Samuel.

Abla Amad
Ms KAIROUZ — I congratulate Abla Amad on
being awarded a Member of the Order of Australia for
significant services to tourism, hospitality and the
Australian Lebanese community. Abla opened her
restaurant, Abla’s Lebanese Restaurant, in Carlton in
1979, where she cooked authentic homemade Lebanese
food. Today Abla’s restaurant has become a Melbourne
institution — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. I also pass on my
condolences to Michael Leighton’s family.

Fruit fly control
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Queensland fruit fly
has been identified as the greatest insect pest threat to
horticulture in the Mildura region. In recent years there
has been an increased level of threat, which has
required an increased response. The greater Sunraysia
pest-free area has been established with the horticulture
industry and government working together. As a result
of a court action the citrus industry was unable to
contribute to fruit fly control.
The coalition government assisted the industry to
recover its partnership position through supporting an
industry mechanism to allow the collection of a
co-contribution from industry to fight fruit fly. A
structure to represent the partnership between industry
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and government was established to better manage fruit
fly. In autumn last year the coalition government
invested $1 million to assist with fruit fly control, with
a further $800 000 made available to the then
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI) just prior to the government going into
caretaker mode.

Adam, whose enthusiasm was inspiring. He also wins a
special place in my heart for nicknaming me ‘Cool
Gabby’ — that does not happen often. I thank Kevin
Stone, CEO of VALID, and the many wonderful
participants and families I met on the day. I was there to
listen and learn, and they imparted knowledge with
warmth and respect. For that I am truly grateful.

Community engagement in preventing fruit fly is vital,
and our local council supports the efforts to control fruit
fly. DEPI, under its new name of the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, has
responsibilities for fruit fly control, and the horticultural
groups will provide some funding and advice to combat
this pest. However, as summer passes and autumn
begins, the risk will increase with home gardens
becoming more productive. Home gardeners are being
encouraged to correctly dispose of surplus or suspicious
fruit so that fruit fly does not find an easy home. The
new government will need to be involved in the
ongoing fight to protect our high-value horticulture, and
I call on the government to step up to the plate and
support horticulture in Sunraysia.

Life Saving Victoria

Having a Say conference
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Last week I
attended the VALID (Victorian Advocacy League for
Individuals with Disability) Having a Say 2015
conference in Geelong. This conference attracts around
1500 people with disability and their families and both
encourages and assists participants to take charge of
their lives through self-direction and self-management.
VALID’s mission is to protect and defend the human
rights of people with an intellectual disability and to
champion their rights as citizens to self-determination,
choice, respect and community participation.
I was honoured to take part in a session on
self-advocacy networks in which individuals shared
their experience of the networks and the progress they
had achieved through the assistance of VALID and the
encouragement of their peers. One participant, Lisa,
spoke of being able to catch public transport to the city
on her own and the sense of independence this gave
her. Another participant, Emma, talked about her
experience of studying drama and dance and her
ambitions to work in government for people with
disability. I also heard the stories of those who had
transitioned from institutionalised care to supported
residential care, giving them greater independence and
choice about the way they live their lives.
It was an absolute delight to spend time with such a
passionate group of people who are so determined to
live life to the fullest. I must make special mention to

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to draw
the house’s attention to the outstanding work done by
Life Saving Victoria in the prevention of deaths by
drowning. There was an increase in deaths by drowning
in Victorian coastal waters and inland waterways a
number of years ago, and innovative government
programs have been introduced to boost lifesaving club
infrastructure and embark upon the development of
education programs which inform Victorian
community members of the preventable nature of
deaths by drowning and also of the risks in certain
circumstances. Victorians from non-English-speaking
backgrounds who are recent émigrés to Australia are at
greater risk, owing to their lack of awareness and
knowledge of the risks of rips in the ocean and the
dangers of swimming in rivers and inland waters. More
should and can be done on an ongoing basis to address
this concern.

Australia Day
Mr THOMPSON — I wish to congratulate the
Australia Day Citizen of the Year in the city of
Bayside, Liz Dawes, who established the Robert
Connor Dawes Fund in memory of her 18-year-old son
who died of brain cancer. Her fundraising and work
will make a real difference for decades ahead.
I also congratulate Ron Iddles and Bob Richards, who
received Order of Australia awards for their community
work.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Bendigo groundwater
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Shallow
groundwater has historically been an issue in Greater
Bendigo as a consequence of our goldmining history.
This legacy from the gold rush days has become an
increasingly complex problem. Appropriate
management is required to prevent discharge to
waterways and allow underground tours at the Central
Deborah Gold Mine to continue.
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The Andrews Labor government is working closely
with the City of Greater Bendigo and local mining
agencies to manage this important issue. It is also
coordinating the development of immediate,
intermediate and long-term solutions to the issue, with
support from local government and authorities and in
consultation with the Bendigo community.
The Bendigo community is encouraged to have its say
on the proposed long-term options. Residents are
encouraged to attend one of two drop-in sessions at the
Capital Theatre on Tuesday, 17 February, from
3.00 p.m. to 8.00 p.m., and Wednesday, 18 February,
from 8.00 a.m. to 12.00 p.m.
The government has completed an independent
technical report about how to best manage groundwater
from Bendigo’s old mines. Now we need to hear from
the community about their preferred option for
addressing this problem. Once we have received
community feedback on the long-term options it will be
referred to a community reference group and advisory
group. I encourage Bendigo residents to take the
opportunity to attend the community information
sessions and have their say.
Although the Liberal-Nationals government and The
Nationals Minister for Water failed to put forward any
long-term solutions and did not engage with the
Bendigo community on this important issue, we are
determined that a long-term solution in the best
interests of the Bendigo and surrounding communities
will be found.

Bushfire prevention
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I start by
congratulating the Deputy Speaker on his role as
Deputy Speaker. We will miss those dull drones across
the chamber of ‘Wrong!’ every time we speak.
We are coming into some of the hottest days of
summer. We have heard much regarding fires: be
prepared, leave early and ensure that you are always
listening and are aware of what is going on. In the local
papers I have seen advertising from the state
government informing people of their responsibility on
high fire danger days. The most obvious responsibility
is to have a plan, to know when to enact it and to ensure
that your family are all aware of the plan.
Yet just yesterday, in the third month of summer, the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
could not answer the easiest of questions regarding
planned burning. Victorians should be concerned. They

Wednesday, 11 February 2015

need to ask the government questions, and the
government needs to answer.
How can the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water — the minister responsible for
public land, the minister responsible for implementing
recommendation 56 of the Black Saturday royal
commission — not be able to state the target for
prescribed burning in Victoria?
At the recent election the Andrews government never
spoke of a target or plan to better protect Victoria from
bushfire. The Andrews government at no stage spoke of
an environment policy full stop. This vacuum of
information and knowledge is a recipe for disaster. The
previous government is proud to have reached rolling
and increasing targets each and every year and to have
worked with the department to better target prescribed
burning for safer outcomes for Victoria.
The Andrews government cannot be trusted to ensure
preparation and protection of life and property. There is
expert advice and a wealth of knowledge of regional
history and experience that we should call on. A
desktop study is not science, and the minister must state
publicly what the target is.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Chinese tourist visas
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I call on the Abbott government to urgently
reform the visa application process for visitors from
China. As Minister for Tourism and Major Events, I
know the importance of Chinese visitors to the
Victorian economy. Over a number of years the
Chinese market has shown extraordinary growth. In the
past few years the number of Chinese visitors to
Victoria has grown at a staggering 22.6 per cent per
annum. For the year ended September 2014
expenditure by Chinese tourists in Victoria approached
$1.3 billion, and the Victorian market is larger than the
next three markets combined, which are the United
Kingdom at $374 million, New Zealand at $346 million
and Malaysia at $323 million.
A report recommends a number of reforms to the
Australian system, including among others prioritising
online lodgement, simplifying documentary
requirements, extending multiple-year visas and rolling
out forms in other languages. The federal government
has attempted to simplify documentation requirements
for Chinese visitors and has a trial for online lodgement
by approved agents. But more needs to be done.
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Australia needs to rapidly improve the time, cost and
administrative processes for Chinese visitors seeking
visas to visit Australia. The current modest reforms do
not go far enough. They need to expand eligibility for
online lodgement, speed up the rollout of electronic
visas and extend multiple-entry, three-year visas for
Chinese business visitors. Without these reforms and
urgent intervention by the Abbott government, we will
fall behind other countries and fail to capitalise on the
growth of the Chinese market, which will grow over the
next two years exponentially.

Move-on laws
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Last night I
asked the Victorian Labor government how it will
protect Jewish businesses and the community if it
repeals new police powers to move on violent
protesters who use hate-fuelled campaigns like the
boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) movement to
shut down shops and harass patrons. The answer was
nothing. Every Victorian has the right to protest and
express their views. However, when individuals resort
to unlawful tactics that threaten the livelihood of
law-abiding businesses, employees and their families,
they must be held to account.
In 2011 a BDS protest outside a Max Brenner store
turned into a violent uprising that resulted in police
being injured and 19 people being arrested. However,
due to move-on laws not existing at the time, all those
who were arrested escaped conviction at the
Magistrates Court hearing in 2012. The Victorian
coalition government asked the Australian Competition
and Consumer Commission to investigate the
anti-Israel campaigners who threatened Melbourne
Jewish businesses. Then Premier Ted Baillieu stated:
The targeting of businesses because of their religious or
cultural association offends the whole community and
undermines our multicultural society.

In March 2014 the Victorian government listened to the
police and the Jewish community and initiated the
move-on laws. I call on the Andrews government to
reconsider its position on the proposed changes and to
consult with the Jewish community to hear their
concerns firsthand and to assure them of what the
government will do to protect Jewish communities
should there be a spike in BDS activity.
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Election commitments
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I grieve for
Victoria and what has become a government that has
for its first two months in office led through a summer
full of spin. Indeed this government is making itself
known very clear to all Victorians. It said plenty before
the election, but after the election it is going to do the
direct opposite. Governments like the Andrews
government will quickly stand condemned by those
who, in every state, will be worse off because of
governments promising many things but delivering
very little.
As people in this chamber would know, Melbourne is a
city growing at over 80 000 people per year. We are
one of the fastest growing cities in not just Australia but
the Western world. This is a city that deserves new
infrastructure. This is a city that does not deserve a
government that will deceive 4.5 million Melburnians.
It is a city that deserves real infrastructure — it deserves
new roads, new railways, new ports and plans for new
airports. It does not deserve the lies and spin and the
summer of dishonesty that it has just got from the
Australian Labor Party.
I say very clearly: we saw through the November
election campaign a party that said, ‘There is no need to
pay any compensation on east–west projects’. So said
the then Leader of the Opposition, now the Premier. He
said, ‘Nothing. Niente. Nichego. Nothing. There is no
need to pay’. That was the Premier’s line; that is what
he said to Victorians. He said there was not going to be
a need to pay anything. He walked in and said, ‘The
contracts are not worth the paper they were written on’.
They could be a McDonald’s wrapper, or they could
have come from the bottle shop he said he worked in
for 12 months. They could have been anything. He said
they were not worth a thing.
What we find is that he is now armed with lawyers to
protect him on a contract that he says does not exist. It
is very clear: was he lying, was he incompetent or was
he both? He cannot be neither. The government and this
Premier misled Victorians coming into the election, and
they continue to mislead Victorians about what is one
of the most needed infrastructure projects in our city’s
history. Yet all we get is more spin, more lies and more
fluff from a government that is struggling to explain to
Victorians why it would pay $1.2 billion in
compensation — enough money to build a children’s
hospital, to build dozens of schools, to provide dozens
of new rail sets, to provide great extensions or
duplications on our country rail network, to upgrade
rural roads and rural bridges, and to provide tax relief
on one-offs if it is needed. Instead he wants to provide
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that money for a lawyers picnic when he could pay
$2 billion and build the road.
Today we have seen more scandal around Labor’s
shambolic and chaotic approach to the east–west link
debacle. The east–west link consortium is taking the
Labor government to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. ‘Don’t look here; there’s
nothing to see’, said the Treasurer. ‘There’s no issue;
it’s all legal manoeuvring’. Sergeant Schultz — that is,
the Treasurer — might want to say that if he does not
arm himself up with lawyer after lawyer trying to
defend a shoddy government approach on a project he
knows should be built and a project he is terrified that
his Socialist Left leader will bring in legislation akin to
that of Venezuela to try to kill in the Parliament.
Victorians will soon know their president as Dan
Chávez, because the Premier is going to bring in
legislation to try to abolish the biggest road project in
Australia and to destroy our international reputation.
We have got to give it to the Labor Party — the sons
and daughters of Bracks and Brumby, who in turn were
the sons and daughters of Cain and Kirner. It is in their
genes to be economic vandals. The ones who trashed
our domestic economic reputation now want to trash
our international economic reputation. It is quite
astounding, but this is not the first time we have seen
this from a Labor government.
Government members want to trash the Point Nepean
development contracts. They want to trash the metro
rail tunnel project all over again — a project that the
Labor Party promised faithfully to the Victorian people
would be a rolled-gold Labor promise.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr GUY — Isn’t that right? The metro rail tunnel
was one of the Deputy Premier’s rolled-gold Labor
promises. Labor was going to build it and then it was
going to double the size of the city loop, and it was
going to be under construction within the first four
years. Now we see — you will not believe it! —
Sergeant Schultz, the Treasurer, comes out and says,
‘Oh no! I’m not sure there’s the money here for this
one’. It is kind of like there not being the money there
for 50 level crossings in four years. It is kind of like
there not being the money out there for the Bay West
proposal Labor said it would build. All the stunts and
spin before the 2014 election is proving itself — to use
that old Keatingesque phrase — to be another Labor lie.
That is what it all was — just another Labor lie.
Let us go through some of the promised 50 level
crossings, including Bell Street, Preston. I used to live
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right near Bell Street, Preston — a lot closer to the
electorate of Broadmeadows than the member for
Broadmeadows; members will not believe it. Bell
Street, Preston, is in my former upper house region. In
fact I lived in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan
Region, but not many Labor people did.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr GUY — Yes, thank you very much, well done
Deputy Premier. I note you have put on the record your
thoughts about the member for Broadmeadows as well.
Bell Street, Preston, is about 600 metres away from
Cramer Street. Anyone with a knowledge of rail
engineering would know that if you are going to abolish
a level crossing 600 metres away from a second level
crossing, you are going to have to dip the tracks and
you would abolish both. However, there is no costing
put in for the Cramer Street crossing and no costing put
in for the Oakover Road crossing, which is on the other
side of Bell Street, 600 metres away. Labor’s costings
on one have already blown out before the press release
has been issued. But it is not just that. Grange Road,
Alphington, is another one where 600 metres away
from it there is the busy Station Street, Fairfield,
crossing. The member for Northcote would know very
well that it is another case of there being a second level
crossing 600 metres away which has not been factored
but which Labor will have to remove. It has blown its
budget yet again. It is a budget from which it cannot
pay for the metro rail project, it cannot pay for the Bay
West port and it cannot pay for half the infrastructure
promises it has made.
At the Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna, crossing, which is
right near my former electorate office, the level
crossing will be abolished but the line will not be
duplicated. That is completely crazy. Anyone living in
the seats of Ivanhoe or Eltham would know that the
biggest bottleneck on that railway line is not the level
crossing but it is the single-track section, which is
followed by two double-track sections. That is what
you get when you have had a summer of spin from the
Andrews government. It is a government that is not
focused on any detail and a government that is not
focused on the truth. It is a government that is focused
on spin over substance, spin over reality.
We on this side of the chamber all know that when we
inherited government, the regional rail project, which
had been begun by the previous Labor government, was
a rail project without signals and without trains. Even
my son’s Thomas the Tank Engine set has signals. It
has more signals than Labor budgeted for for the
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regional rail link, but we know this is a tried and true
method of an Australian Labor Party government.
Mr Merlino — Why on earth did you lose? How
about you talk about that.
Mr GUY — In a government led by the cast of
Shrek, I would keep quiet, because you are starting to
sound like Lord Farquaad. You need to keep it down
just a bit.
The Labor government in this state wants to build no
infrastructure for a city growing at a rate of
85 000 people per annum. It wants no infrastructure
built in the world’s most livable city, one of the fastest
growing cities in the Western world. What we do have
is the Nationals-Liberal coalition, wanting to make sure
that we manage our population growth, build good
infrastructure — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr GUY — I know Shrek is a rowdy movie, and I
know my kids get worked up when they watch it too,
but I never thought I would see it in the Legislative
Assembly, looking at me.
We on this side of the house believe in making sure that
infrastructure is put in place for a fast-growing city. We
believe that it is timely, and importantly, we believe
that the city can accommodate growth in areas where
people know growth will come. That is why we on this
side of the house believe in a Fishermans Bend urban
renewal project to take pressure off existing suburbs.
The previous government thought that urban renewal,
particularly in defined areas, would make sure we took
pressure off existing suburbs and directed it to areas
that are accommodating for growth in the future.
Mr Richardson — What schools?
Mr GUY — We actually have one in Ferrars Street.
I thank the member for Mordialloc. I appreciate the
Dorothy Dixer intervention. The member should
interject a little more; he could ask me about urban
renewal again. That is a good call, urban renewal. We
have in place in Fishermans Bend urban renewal that
will take the pressure off his electorate. The member for
Mordialloc is quite right — he will not need to bully
people down to the free poll voting anymore because
we have put in place appropriate urban renewal in
Fishermans Bend, and that will take a lot of pressure off
electorates such as Mordialloc, for instance, and others
throughout the outer suburbs.
The fact that this government wants to rip up not only
initiatives such as the Point Nepean or the east–west
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link projects but also other good infrastructure plans
that will allow Melbourne to continue to be the world’s
most livable city means it stands condemned. It stands
condemned on livability because the east–west link is
about jobs and the way we live. Let me say that again:
the east–west link is about jobs and the way we live. It
is about 3700 jobs and the way we live. It is about
taking pressure off those existing roads. It is about
urban renewal on the other side of the city. It is about
metro rail, which the Treasurer has now abandoned,
which would have increased capacity by 30 per cent.
You need to have a vision for your state that lasts
beyond an election cycle. I grieve that Victorians
certainly do not have that. What they have is a
government built on spin, one that is breaking promises
as it sees fit. Are we going to have the
Cranbourne-Pakenham upgrade? ‘Yes, one day’, says
the Premier. ‘No, one day’, says the Treasurer. ‘Maybe
another day’, says the Minister for Public Transport.
Are we going to have an airport rail link? ‘Maybe’, says
the Premier. ‘No’, says the Treasurer. ‘Who knows?’,
says the general public.
I say very clearly: this side of the house believes in jobs
growth — 3700 jobs on one project alone. We believe
in jobs at Fishermans Bend and jobs on the metro rail
project. We believe in proper, competitive jobs, not
jobs locked up by one or two of the government’s union
buddies. We believe in providing jobs for all Victorians
which allow our state to grow sustainably and sensibly
for the future. We believe in jobs for all Victoria, not
just a part of it.
In conclusion I say that we have witnessed a summer of
spin from the Andrews government, a government that
has been deceptive in its first two months. This is a
government led by a man who through his arrogant and
pigheaded nature is denying Victorians the
infrastructure they deserve. This side of the house
believes in good jobs for Victorians. We believe in
better infrastructure for the world’s most livable city.
We believe in infrastructure that grows the whole state,
not just part of it. When we on this side of the house say
projects are ready to go, we know and believe that those
projects are ready to go. It is not spin, it is not made up,
it is not invented and it is not a cartoon like Shrek — it
is real jobs ready to go. Unfortunately, what this state
has instead is a government that lies and spins and will
do anything to ensure that it keeps alive the Keating
legacy of another Labor lie.

Education
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — It is a
pleasure to follow on from the rant of the Leader of the
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Opposition. I grieve for the state of education in
Victoria and the neglect of our schools. Not once did
the Leader of the Opposition refer to his government’s
legacy in the area of education. That is because the
former government deliberately turned its back on the
future of our state.
Victoria’s future depends on education. It depends on
the generation of students who started prep earlier this
month; these are the kids who will respond to our future
energy challenges. It depends on the year 7s who just
started high school; these are the kids who will design
our state’s future transport solutions and engineer
Melbourne to keep our livability status as the envy of
the world. It depends on the kids completing their
Victorian certificate of education and Victorian
certificate of applied learning (VCAL) this year; these
are the kids who will maintain the vitality of regional
Victoria and who will soon be our leaders and
innovators. It depends on the teachers, principals,
parents and family members who give their all to make
sure these kids have every possible chance of success.
This commitment and desire to see every student
succeed and ensure that they receive every ounce of
support we can possibly put behind them is precious. It
is the responsibility of government to protect that
commitment and to ensure that our schools and
communities know that when they get behind their kids
to see that they receive the best education possible they
can be sure the government has their backs and will not
abandon them. However, abandon is exactly what the
previous government did to education in Victoria. It
turned its back and walked away.
Under the previous government, investment in the
fiscal infrastructure of our school system was cut in
half. When you cut the capital budget in half, it has a
devastating impact on our schools and their
communities. It is not just that it sends a signal to
students and their families that the state is quite happy
for kids to learn in run-down facilities with holes in the
floor, leaking roofs and the terrifying threat of asbestos,
as if that was not bad enough. Halving the capital
investment sends a signal to preps and year 7s that the
state does not care about their futures. It says that the
state has no hope and no vision for the world that these
kids will inherit.
The previous government failed to provide access to the
kinds of classrooms and schools in which Victorian
students need to learn in order to prepare for a future of
work and life. It failed to keep up with the growth of
our state and the needs of generations of young
Victorian families who have moved into our new and
growing suburbs and regions, working to create new
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homes, new lives and new communities. When these
families looked to the former government to meet its
end of the bargain and provide new schools for their
kids to learn in, they were left severely wanting.
I would like to draw your attention to the issue of
school portables. Under the Liberal-Nationals
government there was a 500 per cent increase in
portables being ripped out of school communities and
moved to those growth corridors. I completely
understand the angst in school communities when
portables are removed. Some of these portables have
been there for many years and are a major part of
school infrastructure. They are part of the fabric of
those schools. The fact is that the massive increase in
pressure on portables is easily explained: the previous
government underfunded schools. It left our
government school system run down and bursting at the
seams. These buildings are desperately required for
students in our growth areas, where schools are
experiencing record enrolments and are overflowing.
Despite the best efforts of hardworking principals and
teachers, the students are the ones bearing the brunt of
the Liberal government’s neglect.
I have heard horror stories from all over the state.
Stories like year 12 students being taught in their school
canteen because there is no suitable infrastructure. This
is a real story. Year 12 students had to study in their
school’s canteen while they waited for a portable to be
shifted — and that portable had to come from a school
community that was desperate to keep that
infrastructure at their school. It is because the former
government did not build new schools. It did not invest
in infrastructure in areas where enrolment is going
through the roof. It is going to get worse before it gets
better. Due to a lack of foresight and investment by
those opposite, no new schools will be opening in the
entirety of the state in 2016. Not one new school will be
opened in 2016. Kids are being taught in canteens, yet
there are no new schools due next year. We are taking
huge steps to address this gross neglect of our schools.
We are committed to rebuilding our school
infrastructure. We will be working with schools and
communities across the state, not abandoning them.
When you add it all up, not including capital funding,
the former government ripped out $1 billion from the
state’s education system, leaving our schools drastically
under-resourced and our students suffering. We
remember the cuts well. We remember when the
former government ripped $48 million in funding from
VCAL coordination, when it scrapped over
300 teaching and learning coaches, and when it ditched
45 literacy experts and 15 specialists to help Koori
students. We have seen the impact of these cuts. We
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remember when the former government slashed
regional office support, abandoning our rural and
remote schools and leaving no-one to even answer the
phones in some of the department’s regional offices.
We also remember the broken promises. These cuts hit
Victoria’s most vulnerable families and students. The
final cut came late in the piece, but it was one of the
cruellest and deepest: the slashing of the education
maintenance allowance that helped families with the
necessary costs of schooling. Under the Liberal
government’s watch, the gap between what our
students receive compared to students in other states
grew. The release of the Productivity Commission’s
damning report on government services last week
showed that under the Liberal government’s watch the
gap between funding for Victorian students and funding
for students in other Australian states blew out to
unprecedented levels. The report also confirmed that
the extensive funding cuts to education by the previous
government took their toll on student outcomes.
The previous government had four years to do
something positive for students in Victoria. It had four
years to leave a legacy by improving literacy and
numeracy rates, improving attendance and increasing
engagement. It had a chance to build the state’s future
and raise the life chances of our most vulnerable and
disadvantaged kids. It had a chance to improve
Victoria’s standing on the international scale. Members
opposite spoke about how they wanted to see Victorian
students among the global top tier. There was a lot of
talk from the former education minister, but what did
the former government do with its four-year
opportunity and its chance to leave a legacy? It wasted
it.
Last week’s report clearly shows that the former
government wasted that opportunity. It shows that over
the term of the Liberal government outcomes for
Victorian students did not shift at all; they stalled.
Outcomes for many of our most vulnerable kids and
young people went backwards under the former
government’s watch. Maths outcomes for Victorian
students went backwards, based on the same
international measures the former government wanted
to use to match us with the best in the world. On the
Programme for International Student Assessment scale
for 15-year-olds the average maths score for Victorian
students in 2012 was 11 points lower than it was in
2009. On a national level the national assessment
program — literacy and numeracy results have either
not moved or gone backwards. The percentage of
students in years 5 and 9 at or above the national
minimum standard for reading was exactly the same in
2014 as it was in 2010. For students in years 3 and 7 in

149

Victoria the percentage went backwards, with fewer
students hitting the national minimum standard in 2014
than in 2010.
In science Victoria’s performance showed absolutely
no sign of improvement, with some signs that outcomes
for particular student cohorts had dropped even further.
In 2012 nearly 49 per cent of Victorian year 6 students
were performing below the national proficient standard
in science. This compares with around 35 per cent in
the ACT.
Victoria’s rank order based on the mean score in
science dropped from second in 2006 and 2009 to
fourth in 2012.
Let me be clear and say that outcomes did not stall in
Victoria over the last four years due to a lack of effort
from our principals, teachers and schools or a lack of
ability in our students. No, they stalled because the
former government simply did not consider education a
priority area for public policy. In fact the former
government considered it an area ripe for savage cuts. It
dismantled regional support — it withdrew the
funding — and it trashed the TAFE system. Then it sat
back and watched, thinking that somehow the system
would just miraculously become one of the best in the
world all by itself. The former government called it
autonomy. We call it a legacy of abandonment.
The last thing the Andrews Labor government will do
is turn its back on Victorian students, families and
schools. Our schooling system — its diversity, its
innovation, and its academic and creative excellence —
should be Victoria’s greatest strength. It should be a
source of pride for our entire state. That is what being
the education state is all about — being rightfully proud
of the difference education can make to the lives of all
Victorians. The Andrews Labor government will
restore that pride.
We are going to rebuild our schools and redress the
wrongs that the previous government inflicted on our
families. We will build and upgrade schools across the
state, and we will help struggling parents with the costs
of uniforms, breakfasts, camps, sports and excursions.
From day one, we have been working hard to repair the
damage inflicted by the coalition’s cuts to education.
That is why the Andrews Labor government has an
initial $530 million plan to rebuild government schools
across the state. We will build new schools in some of
the fastest growing areas so we can give kids across the
state a quality education and parents the certainty, hope
and confidence they deserve.
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We are building schools like Bannockburn P–12 in
Golden Plains shire. There is currently only a single
government primary school in Bannockburn. It is
already full and cannot possibly cater for the huge
growth in the local area. Under the previous
government the community was left crying out for a
dedicated P–12 school to meet the needs of this
fast-growing community. The previous government
committed only to a new primary school. It forgot to
think about what would happen when those primary
school kids needed a high school to go to.
Golden Plains shire has the fastest growing municipal
population in regional Victoria. It is a travesty that there
is no secondary school in that municipality. Students
from across the shire currently have to travel long
distances to either Ballarat or Geelong to attend a high
school. We wasted no time in announcing that
Bannockburn will receive a new P–12 school in our
term.
Under the Andrews Labor government, students in
Bannockburn will have a brand-new state-of-the-art
facility close to home. In addition, just last week I was
with the Premier and the member for Yan Yean to
announce that our public-private partnership package
will include the design and costings of a P–12 school in
Mernda. Despite huge population growth in our
northern suburbs, with more and more young families
moving to the area, students in Mernda are required to
travel to Mill Park, Whittlesea, Greensborough or
Diamond Creek to attend a secondary school. The
number of students of secondary school age is expected
to rise from an estimated 2200 today to over 7200 in
2021. Despite it being one of the fastest growing areas
in the whole country, the previous government would
not commit to a secondary school there. The Andrews
Labor government knows that the community deserves
schools and services that can keep up with growth.
We heard a lot in the rant from the Leader of the
Opposition about growth and planning for growth, but
he did not talk about new schools in our growing
suburbs and growing regions. The fact is because of the
negligence of the Liberal government and the
by-standing behaviour of The Nationals — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — If the Leader of The Nationals is
the next speaker in this debate, I suggest he get up and
explain why the former government, of which he was a
senior minister, underfunded capital infrastructure and
why there is not one new school being opened in 2016.
He should explain why his government ignored the
needs of regional Victoria in the case of Bannockburn
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and why his government ignored the needs of our
growing communities. Only Labor will prioritise
education, only Labor will build the schools — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Regional and rural infrastructure funding
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — It is a pleasure to
join this debate. I am absolutely thrilled that the
Minister for Education in his contribution committed to
what we committed to in government — to put
$10 million into the Kyabram school and $25 million
into the merger of the Echuca West and Echuca South
primary schools with the Echuca Specialist School.
That is $25 million that we committed to spend if we
had been re-elected. The Minister for Education has
said that he is going to fund those projects, and the
communities that I represent will be absolutely thrilled
that he has committed to those projects. He has made
that commitment in this house, in front of his peers, and
I look forward to him honouring that commitment. Or
is he going to tear up that commitment and lie to the
people of Victoria again?
The people of country Victoria despair at having a
Labor government elected in this state. No matter what
members on that side of the house say, the voters in
country Victoria did not get it wrong because they did
not elect the Labor government. They got it right
because they did not vote for Labor members of
Parliament. They know a Labor government — —
Mr Merlino — Is that right?
Mr WALSH — In country Victoria they did not.
Mr Merlino — Can you define ‘country Victoria’
for me?
Mr WALSH — I will in a minute.
The people in country Victoria know that when a Labor
government gets elected, there will be less money for
country Victoria. There will be money taken away from
country Victoria. The money will dry up for projects in
country Victoria, and that includes hospital funding.
Look at the record funding the former government put
into country hospitals — the hospital in Numurkah, the
hospital in Charlton and the hospital in Bendigo. The
former government promised $75 million for the
hospital in Shepparton. Look at the record funding that
went into local government and the record funding that
went into roads.
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Country Victorians in quite a few areas have been
suffering through a lack of rain recently, and they now
know there will be a lack of funding for them as well
because a Labor government has been elected in this
state. Projects that were funded by the former
government are at risk of having that funding taken
away. A perfect example of that is the standardisation
of the Mildura railway line: $220 million was provided
for that project by the former government in its May
budget, and there has been no commitment from the
government that it will proceed with that project. If
anything, Labor members are saying to country
Victorians, ‘We need that money in Melbourne to fund
level crossings because we actually underfunded those
projects’. There is a real risk that the former
government’s commitment to that railway
standardisation will be torn up like all the other
contracts the government has torn up. That project is
absolutely critical to the agriculture sector of western
and north-western Victoria, with the export industries
that actually drive the economy of this state.

There will no longer be money for the upgrade of local
halls, and there will no longer be money for the upgrade
of our parks and playgrounds. Every country member
in this house would be able to point to something in
their electorate or a number of things in their electorate
where upgrades have been completed as a result of the
former government having provided the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund. That is money that
local councils in country areas were given to spend at
their discretion. They did not have to battle through the
bureaucracy of a Labor government to get that done
during that time.

When previously in government, Labor maintained the
illusion for 11 years that it might do something about
Mildura rail. It led the people of Mildura on. At the
time, it sold the Independent member for Mildura,
Russell Savage, down the gurgler. Labor in government
did not honour what Steve Bracks said he would do or
what John Brumby said he would do. The former
coalition government put money in the budget to build
that railway line, and the new government is going to
tear up the contract on that project. The Labor Party
does not realise that when the regions are doing well,
the rest of Victoria does well too. It is going to strip that
funding out of Mildura.

In East Gippsland the former government provided
funding for the Macalister irrigation district. Money
went into the upgrade there to increase milk production.
One of the big export industries of this state is the dairy
industry. The upgrade will enable more cows to be
milked and more exports to go out of this state. Labor
has made no commitment to that project.

I despair about the funding for country Victoria, and I
know country councils are despairing about it too. As
they go through their budgets, they must be taking out
their red pens to cross out the capital that will not be
available in the future. This government is taking away
the Regional Growth Fund, it is taking away the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund and it is taking away
the Country Roads and Bridges program. That fund,
established by the former Minister for Roads, was one
of the best projects for local government Victoria has
ever seen. The former government provided $1 million
per year for four years to spend on those roads and
bridges and to fix that infrastructure gap left by the
previous Labor government’s 11 years of underfunding.
Every council I spoke to and every council other
country members spoke to said that that funding was
the single biggest fillip to their budget and
infrastructure gap they had ever had during any
Parliament in Victoria, and they will no longer have it
into the future.

The Local Government Infrastructure Fund provided
$12 million for the Mildura riverfront — a great
project — and an additional $6 million was provided by
the commonwealth government. That will be an iconic
project in Mildura. Labor has made no commitment to
do anything in that particular area. The big issue was
the risk of SPC Ardmona leaving Shepparton and jobs
being lost there. Former Deputy Premier Peter Ryan
worked with David Gonski, the chairman of Coca-Cola
Amatil, to ensure that there was a good outcome on that
project and that those jobs were retained. The
$22 million in funding that was required for SPC came
out of the Local Government Infrastructure Fund.

The former government funded many great projects
around the state. The Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund provided $15 million to the Latrobe
Valley to help it with its issues. That fund has delivered
real outcomes for the Latrobe Valley, and I know the
member for Morwell is very proud of what has been
achieved there. That fund will no longer be available in
the future.

The former government established the Gippsland
Lakes Environment Fund, and that funding is achieving
real results for the Gippsland Lakes. There has been no
commitment from the other side to anything related to
the environment in Gippsland.

The people who live in country Victoria deserve good
public transport. If it had been re-elected, the former
government would have put $178 million on the table
to improve train services to Shepparton, Gippsland,
Echuca, Swan Hill and Warrnambool. That money has
evaporated. It has been redirected by the new
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government to metropolitan areas. People in country
Victoria deserve those sorts of services into the future.
I also grieve for the farming families of country
Victoria and what this Labor government is going to do
to them. One of the real tragedies is the issue of wild
dogs. These dogs do immense damage not only to farm
animals but also to native fauna. We had a great
program that was actually starting to work when it
came to wild dogs. We had a wild dog bounty that saw
1500 wild dogs destroyed by farmers and shooters. The
Labor government has made no commitment to the
wild dog bounty, it has made scant commitment to a
fox bounty and it has made no serious financial
commitment to an aerial baiting program.
If you go back in time, a Minister for Agriculture in the
previous Labor government had the view that wild dogs
are the responsibility of farmers, not the government. I
despair that this government will revert to that sort of
attitude in the future. Under the wild dog bounty
program, 350 000 fox pelts were collected. It was a
good program, but this government does not care about
those sorts of issues.
Finally, one of the big issues of the last decade,
particularly given the drought that we had, was the
Murray-Darling Basin plan. A lot of work was done by
the Victorian government to make sure that we had a
plan that was balanced, to make sure that more water
was not taken out of productive agriculture and to
protect the ability of Victoria’s export industries to
generate jobs, wealth and growth for the state.
Since the election of the Labor government there has
been absolute silence from the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water about where
the government sits on this issue. After spending years
trying to get certainty into the irrigation industry —
getting people to understand that there would be set
rules in the future and that the commonwealth
government would not be buying more water in
Victoria and taking it away from farmers — there is
now absolute silence. People are despairing because
they do not know what is going to happen.
Will the new Labor government support the bipartisan
work that has been done with the commonwealth over
the last five to six years to implement that plan, or is
this another thing it is going to tear up? Is this another
contract — a contract with the community in this
case — that it is going to tear up? Will it allow the
commonwealth back into the market to buy water?
Particularly around the issue of the use of
environmental water and the constraints management
strategy that is underway, will it allow private land to
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be flooded when environmental water goes down the
Goulburn, Murray and Campaspe rivers to make sure
the water can get to South Australia?
I attended a meeting in Yea with the member for Eildon
on Saturday. This is a vexed issue there, because there
is absolute silence from the new minister and the Labor
government as to where Victoria stands on these issues.
I do not want to see a situation where we get overrun by
the commonwealth because we do not have a Victorian
minister who will stand up for farmers and the
community in Victoria. We do not want to return to the
bad old days around those issues.
I will finish where I started. I am pleased that the
Minister for Education has given such a strong
commitment that he will honour the school funding that
we committed to in the lead-up to the election. As I
look around the chamber I can see a lot of nods from
my colleagues. They know the schools in their
electorate that desperately need funding in the future,
and now the Minister for Education has committed to
honouring the commitments we gave to those schools. I
look forward to all the press releases the Minister for
Education will put out saying he will fund each
particular school. If nothing else comes out of this
grievance debate, getting this commitment is a great
outcome.
Members of The Nationals give a solemn pledge to the
people who send us to this place that we will make sure
that their voice is heard and that we will make Labor
earn every dollar this Labor government claws from
country Victoria. The people of country Victoria will
know that the money is being taken away by a
government that does not care about country Victoria.
We will hold the government to account for that. We
will ensure that the money that was in the budget’s
forward estimates, which the former government
committed to, will be clawed back to fund the promises
that the government knew it could never fund in its first
budget. It has overcommitted to the hilt.
As we all know, the Labor Party cannot manage
money. It cannot manage major projects. We will see
this with the grade separations. Grade separations cost a
lot more than $180 million on average. The government
will need to claw back money from country Victoria to
pay for its overpromising in the city. It cannot manage
money. It cannot manage major projects. It is actually
in its DNA that it cannot do that. It cannot manage
money, and it cannot manage major projects.
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Former government performance
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I grieve for
Victorians who have had to endure a do-nothing
government for these past four years. Petrified rocks
have moved more quickly than those on the opposition
benches. We saw this with the environment in
particular. The environment suffered for four years
under the former Liberal-Nationals government. There
was four years of inaction by a disinterested minister
while The Nationals ran environmental policy in
Victoria. We saw the degradation of environment
protection in Victoria. We again saw cattle grazing in
national parks despite all the evidence showing the
damage that it does. We saw 99-year leases and
massive private developments in national parks. We
saw the former government preparing to allow mining
in national parks. Wind and solar energy industries
were thwarted. Thousands of jobs were lost and
forgone by the former government because the
coalition hates the environment and hates people who
want to contribute to, advance and protect the interests
of the environment in Victoria.
The former government cut the carbon emissions target
framework. It dismantled the Climate Change Act
2010. It allowed more development and industry into
Melbourne’s green wedges, something that was signed
off by the Leader of the Opposition and member for
Bulleen, the former Minister for Planning. The former
government cut Victoria’s Target 155 water-saving
program. It cut funding and support for environment
groups. It allowed a prospecting for firewood
free-for-all in national parks. We saw massive budget
cuts in the environment space and a loss of jobs in the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries.
Parks Victoria was left in a budget position where it
could not maintain its assets, such as fixed bridges or
walking tracks.
There is no sign of change from the now opposition.
There is no spokesperson for climate change on that
side of the house, further demonstrating the coalition’s
contempt for science and the weight of public opinion
on these issues. The previous coalition government
replaced each reference to ‘climate change’ across
government to the term ‘climate variability’. Can you
believe it, Deputy Speaker? That was its mantra. It does
not believe in climate change. It refuses to have a
shadow spokesperson for those matters. It sought to
wipe any reference to climate change from across
government. Members of the previous government just
wanted to wipe climate change, put their heads in the
sand and pretend it does not exist.
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Victorians know better. Victorians are smarter than
that. They voted for change last year because they want
these matters addressed by a government which cares
about climate change, which understands the future and
which wants to protect the environment and advance
the wellbeing of the environment in the interests of
future generations of Victorians.
Unlike the previous government, we have put the
environment back on the government’s agenda,
ensuring it is a vital part of planning, water
management and local government, as well as creating
the new Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning.
Already there has been much done in the environment
space. We are preventing cattle grazing in national
parks and cutting the trial in the Alpine National Park.
We are reviewing the deal signed off in secret by the
coalition before the caretaker period, where the member
for Warrandyte ticked off on a massive private
development in Point Nepean National Park. The
member for Nepean seems silent about these matters.
Perhaps we should investigate a little bit closer some of
his statements in his local electorate in more recent
times in relation to his previous government’s
decisions, which were made when he was sitting
around the cabinet table. We are removing the
restrictions that saw our wind industry brought to a
standstill.
It is not just in the environment that we were let down
across Victoria by the previous government. Water is
another area in which it covered itself in anything but
glory. The member for Murray Plains, the current
Leader of The Nationals, who preceded me in the
chamber with his contribution, did not seem to speak
very much about his record as Minister for Water,
which was stained with scandals, rorts, cuts and
degradations to our waterways. No-one but the Leader
of The Nationals believes drought will not strike again
here in Victoria, but the coalition’s budget surplus was
reliant on cash traded for water authority dividends.
The Napthine government spent millions of taxpayer
dollars on the Office of Living Victoria (OLV) — the
office of living it up. We all know it was awarding
dodgy contracts to the government’s Liberal and
Nationals mates under a cloud of corruption. The OLV
was eventually brought back into the then Department
of Environment and Primary Industries.
As promised, Labor has already wound up the OLV,
and we will shortly announce details of our review into
the mess left behind by the member for Murray Plains.
This review will determine whether the spending of
millions of dollars of taxpayers money has created any
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substantial water savings at all. But when you erase
Target 155 and any other targets against which to
measure and benchmark, you clearly do not want
anyone to be able to determine for Victoria the value of
the previous government’s policies in these areas.
There was no scrutiny and no accountability. The
Ombudsman’s report into the OLV is a damning
indictment of the Leader of The Nationals. The
Ombudsman found that the pet project of the member
for Murray Plains was rife with conflicts of interest,
malfeasance and terrible governance practices. Since
taking office, we have found that the previous
government took $680 million from the taxpayer and
water authorities through the environmental
contribution levy. But instead of being used to invest in
and protect Victoria’s environment, this money was
used to boost the budget bottom line.
Under the coalition government three-quarters of
Victoria’s rivers were in poor to moderate condition.
The environmental water reserve is inadequate and
vulnerable. Groundwater and surface water resources
continue to be poorly managed and understood, and
wetlands and waterways have reduced in size and
quality. Some $40 million of that environmental
contribution levy money was used to bankroll grants
and programs for the slush fund that was the Office of
Living Victoria. We understand that these are matters
that need to be addressed by this government. We are
already underway in addressing those matters.
We have also seen a lot of action on this side of the
house in relation to comparisons with the previous
administration. We have already had a referral of
paramedics and their industrial dispute to Fair Work
Australia on day one. We sacked the Ambulance
Victoria board. We got rid of it and replaced it with an
administrator. The previous government had a long
history and form in relation to the mismanagement of
ambulance services, as we saw under the previous
Kennett administration with Intergraph, and as we saw
with the previous government when it refused to deal
with our ambulance paramedics.
We have released the east–west link business case and
stopped its construction. We have referred the issue of
medicinal cannabis to the Victorian Law Reform
Commission for it to report by the end of August. The
Premier’s ice action task force has been announced
with terms of reference. We have also seen moves to
save the Victorian energy efficiency target scheme. We
have invited project managers to get started on the next
stage of the Simonds Stadium redevelopment in
Geelong, which is a project close to my heart and to the
heart of the member for South Barwon.
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Cattle grazing has ceased in the high country. As I said,
we have seen the abolition of the Office of Living
Victoria. The TAFE Rescue Fund has already been got
underway by the Minister for Training and Skills, Steve
Herbert. We have announced terms of reference for the
parliamentary inquiry into Fiskville, which is another
area that needs to be clearly investigated. I know that
the member for Thomastown will do that thoroughly in
her role as chair. It is time the Country Fire Authority
spent a little bit less time running its credit cards
through the machines and spent a bit more time paying
attention to what needs to be done to defend the health
and workplace practices of our firefighters.
I thought it was interesting that in question time
yesterday we still heard a mantra from the opposition. It
wants to attack workers and it does not want to accept
the verdict of the Victorian people. It wants to criticise
workers and criticise our repeal of the draconian
move-on laws, which are laws that Victoria does not
need. The Victorian people decided that they do not
want them. The Liberals tried to punish nurses for
defending their patients. They tried to silence farmers
who were concerned about coal seam gas. The Liberal
move-on laws were an extraordinary attack on working
people. They were an extraordinary attack on those
who seek to have a voice in Victoria, in a democracy
and in every public place. We are going to repeal those
laws because we defend the right to protest. This is not
Joh Bjelke-Petersen’s crook Queensland; this is a
Victoria that is open and accountable, where everyone
is entitled to have their say.
I also note that the shadow Treasurer has already been
out there opposing job-hire plans, the $1000 rebates
that are on offer. I note that in the Age today, while
discussing those payments to be introduced by the
Labor government, the Victorian Employers Chamber
of Commerce and Industry chief executive, Mark
Stone, is reported as having said they:
… would provide an incentive to hire.

The article goes on:
‘Employers incur costs in recruiting, employing and training
staff’, Mr Stone said. ‘For this reason, the $1000 in payroll
tax relief for eligible business applicants under the Back to
Work Act provides an incentive for business to hire
unemployed young people, the long-term unemployed and
retrenched workers’.

But this is opposed by the member for Malvern. It is
opposed by those opposite. They do not support jobs.
They do not support people having a voice in the
community. We have also seen how they do not
support jobs, because we have seen the extent of the
Liberal cuts to training and TAFE that have been
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revealed in the Report on Government Services 2015.
That report shows:
Victoria spent just $9.36 per hour on vocational training in
2013 — the lowest of any state or territory and down from
$11.36 in 2011.
The report also shows that the decline in funding under the
Liberals resulted in poorer outcomes for Victorian students
who undertook training to improve their lives.

We saw this in West Heidelberg, which is in my
electorate, with a $25 million cut to Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT). The only thing
we got was a change in name from NMIT to
Melbourne Polytechnic. Rubbish and polywaffle; that is
all we got from those opposite — along with
$25 million in cuts. I can say, however, that
Minister Herbert has acted quickly. A TAFE rescue
fund has been established, and $4 million has already
been allocated to Melbourne Polytechnic in West
Heidelberg. Along with the members for Eltham and
Bundoora, we welcome that funding. The TAFE
students also welcome that funding.
We have also committed to a comprehensive review
that will be undertaken by Bruce Mackenzie, a very
experienced former administrator at Holmesglen
TAFE. Within 100 days a very brief report will be
submitted to the government about what further actions
we need to take to restore, recast and re-evaluate how
we provide vocational education and training services
across Victoria.
In the review of the TAFE system the Minister for
Training and Skills pointed out:
The former Liberal government left our training sector in
crisis. Government contributions to public TAFEs fell from
$733 million in 2011 to $468 million in 2014, leaving many
TAFEs at risk of financial collapse.

This all goes back to the Liberals’ $1 billion in cuts to
education across the board. We all know about that. We
saw that they refused to close the gap on Indigenous
students in science, which helps young Victorians
prepare for jobs in the future. I quote the Minister for
Education, who pointed out:
Victoria’s retention rate for Indigenous students between
years 10 and 12 was 55 per cent, placing Victoria below the
national average and below Queensland, South Australia and
the ACT.

There was no leadership by the previous government in
relation to the education of Indigenous people.
I touch again on public housing — an issue that is very
important in my electorate of Ivanhoe. I note that the
Report on Government Services 2015 shows quite
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clearly that there were cuts of some $470 million in the
past four years by the previous Liberal-Nationals
administration. That demonstrates its commitment to
public housing across Victoria. I quote from the
Premier’s media release regarding the Report on
Government Services, which states:
… in 2010–2011 Victoria spent $903 million on social
housing. By the year 2013–14, under the previous Liberal
state government, that figure had plummeted to
$431.4 million.
Victoria’s net recurrent spending on social housing has fallen
from the nation’s second highest to the fourth position, behind
NSW … Western Australia … and Queensland … These
figures include all public, community and Indigenous
housing.

In my electorate of Ivanhoe the only contribution we
have seen made to public housing has been the
establishment of a committee chaired by a failed
Liberal candidate for the federal seat of Jagajaga,
Michelle Penson, whose task was to sell off as much
public housing in West Heidelberg as possible, to
subdivide the blocks for developers, to look busy and to
make it look like there was investment and action in
public housing in West Heidelberg. All we saw was
smoke and mirrors, the sale of all the best blocks and
the sale of public housing in West Heidelberg.
I can say that the Olympia housing initiative is dead.
The committee that was set up by the previous
government to sell off public housing in West
Heidelberg is dead and will not be reconstituted. It will
not be meeting again with any authority. It is stacked
with cronies and failed Liberal candidates and people
who do not live in West Heidelberg, who have never
been in a public housing scenario in their lives, who do
not know people in public housing and who only have a
record to show of selling off public housing and not
building any net extra increases in public housing in my
electorate. We are very pleased to be putting the sword
to organisations like that that are not about growing and
building communities and investing in the needs of
people in West Heidelberg and in Ivanhoe.
We have also turned around a range of other issues.
There has been a review of WorkSafe and the Transport
Accident Commission, which was hated by the
previous government, and of course we have restored
WorkSafe not only in the work that it does but in its
name, after the Liberals trashed it after a very costly
corporate rebranding exercise — just as they did with
climate change. They think that somehow by changing
the names of these organisations they can whisk these
issues away from the Victorian community.
Mr Richardson interjected.
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Mr CARBINES — That is exactly right. As the
member for Mordialloc said, it is very much a flat-earth
approach by the previous government.
We have a lot to do. We are getting on with the job here
in the Andrews Labor government, and there is a lot
more to do. Victorians know that we are getting on with
the job of delivering on the commitments we made.

East–west link
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I grieve for the people
of Victoria, who have been misled by a dishonest Labor
government over the east–west link project and who are
now exposed to major financial consequences as a
direct consequence of Labor’s dishonesty. First, some
history. It was the former Labor government that
appointed Sir Rod Eddington to conduct the east–west
link needs assessment (EWLNA) in 2006. Sir Rod is a
former chief executive of British Airways. He is one of
the finest transport businesspeople this country has
produced, and Sir Rod, on a mandate from the former
Labor government, consulted with Victorians on the
need for an east–west link. There were some very
interesting submissions made. One submission said:
The new road link recommended by the EWLNA will create
a direct, connected east–west route across the city for around
150 000 vehicles each day. It will provide an additional
high-capacity river crossing and an alternative to the M1. It
will eliminate ‘choke points’ in the cross-city road network,
improving travel reliability and reducing the incentive for
‘rat-running’. The link will also provide much improved
connections for freight transport to Melbourne Airport and the
port of Melbourne.

Who was this cheerleader for east–west link? None
other than Cesar Melhem, the then secretary of the
Australian Workers Union Victoria branch and now the
Labor whip in the other place. Hail, Cesar!
There was another submission made by a group calling
itself 4WSMPS — the four western suburbs MPs. They
said:
… the 4WSMPS support a cross-city road link from the
western suburbs to the Eastern Freeway.
As the EWLNA report stresses, the consequences of ‘doing
nothing’ are negative and far-reaching. They will threaten
Melbourne’s future economic success and livability.

Who were these four western suburbs MPs? They were
Brendan O’Connor, Nicola Roxon, Julia Gillard and
Bill Shorten. Even Blinky Bill knows we need the
east–west link!

Wednesday, 11 February 2015

I think what is undeniable, in Rod Eddington’s report, is that
the city does need a second east–west crossing …
… one way or another we’ve got to address this issue of a
second east–west crossing …

This is at the heart of the fraud of the Andrews Labor
government when it comes to east–west link, because it
knows we need it. The government knows Victoria
needs this project. Labor members said so themselves,
and they know it. That is why Labor’s deceit, its lies
and its dishonesty in relation to the people of Victoria is
so dishonourable. Labor’s east–west fraud — and fraud
is what it is — is founded on a lie. Labor knows we
need infrastructure, and it knows in particular that we
need this piece of infrastructure. While a former Labor
government agreed that we needed east–west link, in
typical Labor fashion it did nothing about it. It took a
coalition government to rebuild the state’s finances so
that we could get on with building the infrastructure we
need to grow our economy and to maintain our
world-class livability.
In the budget handed down in May 2013 — and I
remind members opposite that May 2013 was
18 months before the election — the former
government announced that it was proceeding to build
stage 1 of the east–west link. That led to a very strong
competitive tendering process with four consortia
comprising international and Australian companies
coming together with engineering, planning, design,
finance and procurement expertise. We got a great
outcome, because competition led to better design, to
better pricing and to a better outcome for all Victorians.
The position of the Labor Party while all this work was
going on was quite extraordinary because, as I have
already said, Labor supported east–west link. Then
Labor members complained. They said they supported
east–west link, but we should have started it in the west.
They said, ‘We support east–west link, but we want to
see a west–east link rather than an east–west link’. Then
Labor said that it did not support east–west link stage 1,
but that they would honour the contracts if they were
signed.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN — I hear some disbelieving remarks
from across the table, so I might go through a few
comments from the now Premier. On 4 September
2014 the now Premier said:
We’ll honour any legally binding contract.

On 25 August 2014 he said:
What did former Premier John Brumby say on
15 August 2008? He said:

We won’t be ripping up legally binding contracts, that would
be a very silly thing to do. I know some people want us to do
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that and potentially expose the state to very significant
compensation bills.

On 13 August 2014 on the Jon Faine program the now
Premier said:
I’ve been clear, Jon, that a majority government that’s a
responsible government doesn’t rip up legally enforceable
contracts; I’ve been very clear about that for a couple of years
now.

He went on to say:
However, a responsible government — a government that
actually values our state’s reputation and good name —
doesn’t rip up contracts.

I have plenty of other quotes, but I will move on. Labor
said that while it did not support the project, if the
contracts were signed it would honour them. The now
Premier said that time and again. But on the eve of the
contract being signed Labor changed its position yet
again. This was the most monstrously irresponsible
policy pronouncement that Victorian politics had seen
in decades, if not ever — that is, to scrap the contracts
and to rip up a legally binding contract. This is an act of
sabotage. It is unprecedented in its recklessness, in its
shamelessness and in its irresponsibility.
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the responsible thing. It took legal advice, and when
you take legal advice there is no better commercial
lawyer in this country than Allan Myers, QC,
somebody who has been used by people on both sides
of the Parliament and who is beyond reproach. I am
very happy to table the advice if members opposite
would like me to. In advice to the government dated
15 September 2014 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN — I seek leave to table the advice.
Leave refused.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN — Deputy Speaker, the depths that
the Labor government will go to to avoid the truth are
just extraordinary. I will nevertheless read into the
record some salient points from the advice the
government is desperate that I not table. The
memorandum states:
Is it correct that the executive power to enter into contracts
could not be relied on by the state …
… No.

Members opposite may not realise it, but oppositions
do not determine what contracts governments enter
into. When the coalition parties won government in
2010 they never supported Labor’s desalination project,
and they never supported Labor’s myki project, but
they did not take their election victory as a mandate to
retrospectively rip up contracts entered into by our
predecessors. That is not how responsible governments
operate in First World countries. It may be how things
operate in Venezuela under Hugo Chávez, but it is not
the way we have done it in Victoria — at least until
now.
Labor claimed it was going to rip up the contracts. It
tried to cast doubt on the ability of the state of Victoria
to enter into contracts to build a road. I thought
members might have been able to see the evidence of
their own eyes. They might have driven on roads called
CityLink, EastLink or Peninsula Link. All those roads
are the result of public-private partnership (PPP)
contracts entered into by the Victorian government and
the private sector. You cannot cast doubt on the ability
of the state government to enter into east–west link
contracts without casting doubt on the validity of every
one of those contracts and indeed every other PPP,
including the desalination plant.
Notwithstanding the ridiculous and outrageous
assertions made by the then Leader of the Opposition,
now the Premier, of course the former government did

That is pretty basic. In analysing the ridiculous claims
made by the Labor Party, here is what Mr Myers said in
relation to its position:
A construction of the MTPF act as impliedly removing from
the state the power to contract in those circumstances where
LMA is authorised to contract is fanciful.

It does not get much more dismissive than that when it
comes to the entire house of cards that the now Premier
had relied on to go down this irresponsible, reckless
path of threatening to rip up contracts.
We took the appropriate advice not just from Mr Myers
but from Treasury. Treasury advised me and the
government that the contracts were valid and on that
basis that the government should be assuring the
consortium that the government would stand behind
those contracts because a failure to stand behind the
contracts would mean that people could not trust the
state of Victoria as a place in which to do business.
That would have a devastating effect on the reputation
of Victoria.
The coalition parties will always stand up and act in
Victoria’s best interest. We will not play the sort of
reckless, irresponsible sabotage games that the Premier
and the Labor Party have played over the east–west link
contracts. We even saw Labor’s federal counterparts
run a mile. This is what the Labor federal shadow
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Treasurer, Chris Bowen, said at the National Press Club
on 11 September 2014:
Bill Shorten and I are of one mind, Labor honours contracts.
Labor in government honours contracts entered into by
previous governments. Even if we do not like them for issues
of sovereign risk Labor honours contracts in office signed by
previous governments.

You cannot get much more damning than that. Then we
come to the great fraud, because in the week before the
election, the then opposition leader, now the Premier,
said on the Neil Mitchell program on 25 November:
These contracts are not worth the paper they’re written on.

That was the lie. That was the fraud. He went on:
… there’ll be no compensation paid, because these
arrangements are not valid, they’re not worth the paper
they’re written on.

If we want to go for the trifecta of lies, he also said:
… if we are elected on Saturday, next week I will release the
full business case, the full contract and the full side deal, and
you and your listeners and every Victorian will be able to see
exactly what’s on here.

Of course, it took this side of politics to release the legal
advice and the letters of assurance, and we are still
waiting for the contracts. This will show that the
Premier and his party were elected on a lie. When they
said to Victorians the contracts were not valid, that was
a lie. When they said to Victorians there was no
compensation payable, that was a lie. When they said to
Victorians they would release the contracts in the week
they were elected, that was a lie as well. Three lies on
crucial issues relating to the election — and now where
does Victoria find itself?
We are exposed to the prospect of having to pay over
$1 billion to not build a road instead of paying the
money we had already set aside to get on with it and
build it. Labor would rather pay lawyers to rip up a
contract than construction workers to build a road. That
is what it has come down to. Labor is so petty, so
interested in playing politics and so interested in
protecting the inner city seats of the Minister for
Emergency Services and the Minister for Planning that
it will sacrifice the interests of this state, our reputation
as a place to do business, over $1 billion in damages
and 3700 jobs. Ultimately it will sacrifice the livability
of this state because it was elected on a lie, and now
Victorians are paying the price for Labor and the
Premier’s dishonesty.
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Emergency services
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I stand with colleagues on this side of the
house and I grieve for the people of Victoria. I grieve
that shadow Treasurer Michael ‘Side Deal’ O’Brien
thinks he can lecture this side of the house about
economic responsibility, vandalism and sabotage. This
from the Treasurer of the government that brought you
the worst and most secretive side deal in history.
I say to the good men and women of this house that
there was a train called the people of Victoria. It was at
the station and it was about to leave on 29 November.
What did this mob do? It went and bought some spray
cans at the local supermarket and tagged that train.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GARRETT — No, this is a good analogy. The
former government tagged that train and said ‘Micky O
and Matty G was ere’ and left the people of Victoria
with an almighty and disgraceful act of economic
vandalism. Absolutely it did. The messages were ‘Big
Ted was here’ and ‘DJ Denis was here’. That was the
political suicide note. The former government knew the
train was leaving the station. They knew the people of
Victoria were voting. Opinion poll after opinion poll
said the people did not want this east–west road. And
what did the former government do? It put a millstone
around the necks of Victorians — or tried to. It did the
most dodgy side deal in history. It vandalised that train
as it left the station, and the people of Victoria will not
forget.
Here we are again, back in this house. The day the
government changed, 29 November 2014, was a
significant day in Victoria’s history, yet listening to
question time last night, and indeed to the shadow
Treasurer’s speech today, one would not have thought
the government had changed in the minds of the
coalition. Here coalition members go again, still
banging on about the union movement and still banging
on about east–west link.
The people of Victoria spoke and said they also grieve
for how badly Victoria fared under the coalition
government. The previous government had four
years — four dark years. We have already heard during
this grievance debate that what the previous
government did to education, the environment and the
health system was extraordinary. Let us talk about
vandalism. Let us talk about sabotage. Let us talk about
irresponsibility. These people were the absolute masters
of that.
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I now grieve for the people of Victoria for what this
mob did to emergency services while they were
occupying the government benches. One of the first
acts the Andrews Labor government did upon coming
to power was to announce a parliamentary inquiry into
Fiskville. This is a very important and serious issue.
Earlier this year the Premier and I released the Monash
University study into cancer clusters at Fiskville. We
had to request documents through FOI. Time and again
we had to raise in Parliament the issue of injuries
suffered by firefighters who trained at Fiskville. What
did the previous government do? Absolutely nothing. It
ignored the issue. It dismissed the concerns of
firefighters based on claims that they were somehow
members of unions. It failed to address the issue. What
has the Labor government done? It has asked question
after question.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — I understand why the shadow
minister is agitated. I would be agitated too at the
record of his government when he held that portfolio.
We had 606 people who worked and trained at Fiskville
as part of this study, and a total of 69 cancers were
discovered that resulted in 16 deaths. We know our
firefighters work very hard to protect us, and it is our
turn to act to protect them — and this government will.
We called the inquiry in the first few weeks of taking
office. That inquiry will do its work this year and will
report back by the end of the year.
This brings me to the other failings of the previous
government around the health of firefighters — which I
grieve for and certainly members of the emergency
services grieve for — and that is on the issue of
presumptive legislation. I am very glad that I am joined
here by the Minister for Finance, who spent an
enormous amount of time in opposition doing the work
to ensure that when the Andrews government took
office it would act to give firefighters the protection
they deserve on presumptive legislation. I remind
members of this house — and I think members of the
community would want to hear these issues raised —
that the former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the member for Rowville, was quoted in the
Age on 21 August 2014 as saying:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters.

This was from the former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. We had international study after
international study. We had local studies. The federal
Parliament acted. The Tasmanian Parliament acted. The
South Australian Parliament and the Western
Australian Parliament were in the process of acting.
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They were all in the process of acting to introduce
presumptive legislation for firefighters because we
know about the toxins and chemicals that firefighters
are exposed to in the day-to-day line of their work and
the protective equipment they wear and how that
interacts with the toxins — not only what they are
pumping out of the hoses but because they are also
dealing with industrial waste and contaminated land —
and because it is so difficult to pinpoint when an injury
may have occurred when firefighters have fought so
many fires. We know all that. Other parliaments had
acted. The federal Parliament had acted with
cross-party support because people felt we needed to
protect our firefighters.
What did we get from the previous government? I
repeat:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters.

This exemplified the previous government’s approach
to the hardworking men and women of our fire
services. In 2013 the former government blocked
legislation in the Legislative Council that would have
put this scheme in place. It blocked the capacity for
presumptive legislation to give firefighters certainty and
comfort. Instead it introduced a massive new hurdle
called the firefighters assessment panel, which just
added to bureaucracy, added to uncertainty, added to
concern and added to fear.
The Andrews government came to power, and I am not
surprised that because of the litany of failures and the
destructive actions of the previous government we now
find ourselves with a clear and cohesive plan. Part of
that clear, cohesive and costed plan is that the
government will introduce presumptive legislation to
protect the men and women of our fire services. It will
follow other jurisdictions, both domestic and abroad,
that have acted to give firefighters the certainty they
deserve. Just days before the November election there
was an insipid, heart-not-in-it statement made by the
previous government saying, ‘Maybe we will introduce
presumptive legislation’. It was all too late. People
simply did not believe it.
We will be covering those issues in our first term. On
top of the previous government’s failure to introduce a
parliamentary inquiry into Fiskville and its failure to act
on presumptive legislation, we then had millions of
dollars of taxpayers money spent on fighting our
firefighters through the court system. There were so
many pieces of legislation in train that went on and on.
Instead of giving firefighters equipment, instead of
giving them support and instead of making sure they
were protected around the issues of cancer, the previous
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government went to war on firefighters. It went to war
on paramedics. It went to war on teachers. It went to
war on nurses. It went to war on the Victorian
community.
It did so on the basis of ideological hatred. It did so on
the basis of an ideological agenda that anything with
the word union in it was somehow evil and dastardly
and that the rest of the community would think so.
Quite frankly that is a fantasy world. The nurses union
is not some underground militant organisation. The
nurses union is made up of tens of thousands of
hardworking men and women who live throughout the
community — similarly with firefighters, ambos and
teachers. When people walk past a building site they do
not believe the building site is filled with bikies juiced
up on ice. They just do not believe that. They do not
believe those bikies are somehow going to try to attack
the white picket fences of Canterbury and Kew. They
do not believe that.
This mob is still banging on about the unions, even
though no-one is listening. Members of the community
do not share the blind ideological hatred of the former
government. But what has that mob learnt from
29 November? We would have to say very little,
because last night we had a re-run in question time of
what we had simply had for four years. Today those
opposite have dusted off their speeches from October
2014 and re-run the same tired old lines about the
unions, tired old lines about the east–west link and tired
old lines about the glorious things they did.
I note that those opposite went away for a love fest in
the country where they said that they needed to face the
reality of their election defeat, and we all hope that they
did face that reality. We hope, and the people of
Victoria hope, those opposite have come to terms with
some of the reasons they were rejected after a first term.
Their performance this week — in this house, including
in this grievance debate — absolutely suggests that not
only have they not reflected and not had a good look in
the mirror but also that they are continuing the same old
boring attacks, which obviously the Victorian
community does not support, agree with or is not
particularly interested in.
I return to emergency services and why I grieve for the
people of Victoria and why we now celebrate what can
be done. I would like to talk about additional
firefighters, because we will recruit an additional
450 firefighters in this term of government — 350 for
the Country Fire Authority and 100 for the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
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Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member for Frankston is making
comment. He is out of his place and out of order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order. I did not see the honourable member for
Frankston, but if he is to interject and be involved in the
running of the Parliament, then he needs to be in his
seat.
Ms GARRETT — I am sure the member can make
a fine contribution from his own place.
As I was saying, the Andrews Labor government will
employ 450 extra firefighters over the next four years.
We know those firefighters are needed, but what did the
previous government do? The previous government did
not keep track of what the royal commission said was
the number of firefighters that should have been
recruited.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Warrandyte is next on the list. I
ask him not to interject.
Ms GARRETT — I am sure those on the other side
of the house may not have heard that I said some
450 extra firefighters will protect Victorians. In
addition we are investing millions of dollars in new
Country Fire Authority stations across the state. We are
replacing outdated and unsafe radio systems, we are
training and equipping our firefighters with the latest
technology and we are assisting firefighters who suffer
from post-traumatic stress disorder. I note that the
member for Ivanhoe was at the Austin Hospital when
the then Leader of the Opposition made that
announcement.
This government will provide 50 new fire trucks. As
opposed to those who ruled this place for the last four
years, we will make sure that we will not go to war with
the working men and women of Victoria, and that we
will listen to them and respect them. That way we will
give those people the terms and conditions they
absolutely deserve. They will get respect from this
Andrews Labor government. They will get the
resources they need. They will get the stations they
need, the presumptive legislation they need and the
people who will be happy to sit down and talk to them
and not drag them through the courts and waste
taxpayers money. They will get people who would
never, ever do a vandal side deal, as the shadow
Treasurer and his team did prior to this election. We
grieve for the people of Victoria and what they have
endured over the last four years.
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Mr Katos interjected.
Ms GARRETT — The member knows I spend a lot
of time with people in surf lifesaving, but I am here
talking about firefighters. This government will give
Victorians the respect they deserve and the government
they deserve, which they did not get over the last four
years.

Premier
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is interesting to
hear the arrogance drip from the mouth of the Minister
for Emergency Services, the member for Brunswick.
Clearly she has disregarded the votes of those many
Victorians who voted for Liberal and Nationals
members. According to those opposite, clearly those
voters are wrong.
I grieve for the people of Victoria who have realised,
just after 10 weeks of an Andrews government, that
they have been betrayed by a party and a Premier who
have point blank lied to them. The promises and rash
statements made before the election and in the heat of
the election campaign by the member for Mulgrave
have been shown to be worth absolutely nothing to
those opposite, who went to the people in their
electorates and aimed to take power simply for
themselves and not for the good of those who elected
them.
The Premier is a man who actively sought to mislead
the public, and he has clearly demonstrated that fact in
his actions and his words since the election. We should
not forget that this is a man who has form. We should
remind members of this house and all Victorians of the
person he has been. We cannot forget the lies that he
has told in the past before taking up the office of
Premier. Who can forget the manipulation of the
hospital waiting lists when he was Minster for Health
and the denials that we heard for weeks and weeks
about his knowledge and his involvement?
The Sydney Morning Herald of 4 April 2009 revealed
to Victorians that:
… the police fraud squad had received information major
public hospitals were manipulating waiting list data and the
Royal Women’s fessed-up to submitting false figures.

When he was asked about it, the then health minister,
now the Premier, said:
We do not believe these practices are happening.

The Sydney Morning Herald article also states:
The Australian Medical Association accused the minister of
lacking accountability. Health Services Union boss Kathy
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Jackson called the minister’s bluff on his ‘no evidence’ line,
saying she sat in his office last year and informed him of the
incorrect data reporting.
‘Health Minister Daniel Andrews claims he didn’t know
about the issue. That’s not true’, she wrote …

Ms Jackson said that she had sat in his office more than
a year ago and told him all about it. She also said that
she had told the then health minister of rorts, such as
patients being put on trolleys so that the data would
show they had been admitted to a bed. She said it was
not a secret and very real. She said that everyone in the
industry had been talking about what was happening,
but she said the then minister was dismissive, and that
if had had to react, he would have had to act.
That is the sort of man the Premier is: someone who
completely betrayed and lied to the Victorian people
over the manipulated hospital waiting list scandal. That
is not the only time in the past that he lied to the
Victorian people. There was vehement denial about the
compensation that would have to be paid to the
Tattersall’s group as a result of changes that he presided
over as the then Minister for Gaming. Not only did he
emphatically claim at the time that compensation would
not be paid, but most recently he said that he remained
convinced, as he was when Labor was in power, that
the state was not liable to compensate the Tattersall’s
group. There were $540 million of funds squandered as
a result of his decision as gaming minister, and
Victorians have a right to ask, having listened to his
denials that there was compensation to be paid, whether
the Premier is a liar or just merely incompetent.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order!
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! When I call
for order, I do not expect members to interject the
Chair. I have been quite lenient in terms of the debate
today. There are a number of rulings from the chair in
terms of imputations and under standing order 118. I
ask the honourable member to be careful in terms of
imputing or implying that another honourable member
of this house has lied or is lying — has lied in the past,
whether in a previous role, or whatever the case may
be, or is currently lying. I ask the member to take that
into account in his debate.
Mr R. SMITH — We remember the even more
recent dictaphone scandal, when the Premier, then the
Leader of the Opposition, looked Victorians in the eye
and denied any involvement from the Labor Party or
his own staff. He point blank denied that the theft of the
dictaphone, the downloading of information from the
dictaphone and the destruction of the dictaphone was
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anything to do with his staff. Not much later we learnt
that his very senior staff were directly involved. I think
Victorians could rightly doubt his claims that he knew
nothing about it. But that was in the past; we should
turn to the present, because when we turn to the present
we see that the Premier has learnt absolutely nothing,
and the dishonesty that he has shown in the past looks
set to be his hallmark as the Premier into the future.
In just 10 weeks the list of broken promises has
continued to grow, along with the Premier’s contempt
and disregard for the Victorian people. Let us start off
with his claim that the removal of 50 level crossings
over the next four years will cost, as his own document
Project 10 000 says, only $5 billion to $6 billion. How
much is it really going to cost? His former shadow
Minister for Planning, a former member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, Brian Tee —
we miss him and his sparkling personality — is on the
record as saying that the removal of those level
crossings will cost $8 billion. A $2 billion black hole
might not be much to Labor — it is fairly typical of the
way it operates — but the Premier needs to come clean
and say how much the removal of those level crossings
is actually going to cost Victorians.
How about Labor’s other signature project, the
shovel-ready West Gate distributor? Questions are
already being asked about home acquisitions. The
required environmental and cultural statements have
not been put out. This project, we were told by the
Premier, was ready to go, but it is very clear as we hear
the government talk about this particular project that it
is anything but shovel ready. A claim has already been
made in the Herald Sun that the cost blowout of this
particular project is in excess of $180 million. The
Minister for Roads and Road Safety — on one of the
few times that he has put his name to anything; I have
barely seen him since he was given the portfolio — in
the Herald Sun of 30 January is quoted as saying that
the West Gate Freeway lanes were not included in the
quoted price. He is also quoted as saying that there was
an aspirational hope that there would be extra lanes on
the West Gate Bridge.
But if we turn to Project 10 000, the Labor
government’s own document, we see it says:
Victorian Labor will also increase capacity on the West Gate
Freeway by adding an extra lane in each direction …

It has not been very long before the lies of this
government — or the misleading untruths of this
government, to recognise your ruling, Deputy
Speaker — are certainly coming out for all to see. A
media release of 15 September 2014 from the then
opposition says:
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An Andrews Labor government will release the expression of
interest for the West Gate distributor by Australia Day …

We did not see that; we saw a small expression of
interest document that amounted to just a fraction of the
total project price, and anyone can see that this project
is anything but shovel ready — and the cost blowout
highlights another Labor lie. It said before the election
that its projects were fully funded and fully costed, but
it is clear that that is not the case.
I turn to the biggest and most expensive lie of all from
this government — or misleading untruth, and I beg
your pardon, Deputy Speaker. If members thought the
Premier’s most expensive major blunder was the
$540 million Tattersall’s payout, they should realise
they have not seen anything yet. The Premier told
Victorians time and again that the east–west link
contracts were not worth the paper they were written
on. Time and again he assured Victorians that he had
received legal advice that there could be no certainty
that any of the contracts for the east–west link project
were legally binding. He also said that he did not
believe that any contracts for the east–west link project
could be validly entered into.
If the contracts are not worth the paper they were
written on, why is it that eminent QC, Allan Myers,
said they are? If they are not worth the paper they are
written on, then why has this government been tied up
in knots in negotiations with the consortiums for two
months trying to extract itself from the mess it has put
itself in? The fact is that the Premier knew all along that
the contracts were legitimate. He knew that all along,
and he gave misleading untruths to the Victorian
people. Now his $1 billion lie is coming home to roost.
It is a lie that will cost Victorians, that will cost the state
jobs — —
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the honourable member is clearly ignoring an earlier
ruling in his contribution.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
ruling. I ask the honourable member to be careful with
his words and also to refer to other honourable
members by their correct titles.
Mr R. SMITH — This $1 billion lie will cost
Victorians jobs, and it will cost our state’s reputation.
People are now talking about our state’s economic and
financial reputation in a manner that you would
normally associate with Latin America. The disrespect
to the taxpayer is unbelievable.
When we came to government in 2010, we did not like
the myki deal or the desalination deal, but we had
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enough respect for the Victorian taxpayer to look at the
contracts to see if there was a way to extricate ourselves
from them at the least expense to the Victorian
taxpayer. This guy sitting here, the Premier of the state,
did not have the respect for the Victorian taxpayer to
even look at the documents before he made his wild
and reckless claims. Now he has exposed Victorian
taxpayers to over $1 billion worth of compensation.
How could the leader of this state be so reckless? This
is a lie.
I will refer to another of the Premier’s questionable
statements — if I could put it that way, if that suits the
Minister for Finance. A letter to the former Premier
signed by the then Leader of the Opposition, Daniel
Andrews, and shadow Treasurer, Tim Pallas, states that
Labor:
… will honour valid, legally binding contracts on any
Victorian government project and we remain committed to
this position.

I say to the Premier that the contracts are valid and it is
time for him to honour them.
The comments about the east–west link continue to
mount up. First of all, the Premier suggested that the
same consortium could perhaps build other Labor
projects, such as level crossings. That was quickly
denied by the Treasurer, who put the Premier right back
in his box — I am sure members can imagine how that
has further inflamed the already very strained
relationship between the Premier and the Treasurer.
A member spoke earlier about housing issues. Before
Christmas the Premier claimed that the houses acquired
by the government to make way for the east–west link
project would be given to the homeless. What a very
magnanimous and caring man. Before Christmas the
Premier said he would put homeless people in those
houses. However, just one month later, the very same
houses are now being advertised online for premium
rent, and the Premier is now on the record as saying he
is going to sell them. He is not such a magnanimous
man after all. He certainly wanted to hoodwink people
into thinking he was caring.
The member for Yan Yean certainly learnt earlier that
you cannot trust Daniel Andrews. Victorians are about
to find out the same thing — —
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the honourable member is again failing to refer to
members of this house by their correct titles.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order. As I have said before, the member needs
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to refer to other members in this house by their titles.
They must not be referred to by their names. That is the
custom and convention of the house.
Mr R. SMITH — The Treasurer is not immune to
also making misleading comments. A press release by
the then Minister for Roads and Ports dated
8 December 2008 and headed ‘Brumby government
commits to new road tunnel’ says:
The Brumby government will build a new road tunnel at a
cost of more than $2.5 billion to relieve Melbourne’s reliance
on the West Gate Bridge and address urban congestion.

The press release continues:
Mr Pallas said the road tunnel would cater for the expected
growth in freight vehicles around the Port of Melbourne and
reduce the number of trucks using residential streets in the
inner west.
…
‘This is a critical project for the nation, which will make
Victoria’s and Australia’s economy more productive’,
Mr Pallas said.

Only a few years later the now Treasurer is saying in
here that it is a dud project he does not agree with —
proving once again that members of this government
will say anything to the Victorian people and be willing
to change their position as easily as the Premier
changes his name.
In addition to this, there is the signature public transport
project — the replacement project for the east–west
link — known as the metro rail — —
Mr Wakeling — Where did that come from?
Mr R. SMITH — I thank the member for Ferntree
Gully for that. As reported in the Age of 10 December
2014:
Labor has admitted one of its signature transport policies —
the metro rail link — will be difficult to deliver in the current
economic environment.

The Treasurer said that the high cost would make the
project ‘difficult to put away’.
In the same article of 10 December there is a quote that
probably was not made prior to 29 November. The
Treasurer is reported as saying:
If you are asking me if the government is locked and loaded
for the next four years, it is not …

There is an election slogan for you — one that was not
used of course, but let us not let the truth get in the way
of a good campaign. The fact of the matter is that this is
not just about the dishonesty and deceit of this
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government, which has become so apparent so quickly;
under Labor there has always been a litany of broken
promises. There are always cost blowouts, and there is
always mismanagement. Victorians are used to it. They
have come to expect it from a Labor government.
This contribution is about the sort of government that
the Premier will lead. This is a government that
believes that being fair dinkum to Victorians should
come a distant second to being in power. This is a
government that has sought to deceive its constituents
by putting people who are not actually firefighters in
polling booths dressed up in fake firefighting gear. This
is a government that believes that when it is caught out
it should continue to lie rather than just copping it on
the chin. This is a government whose leader will look
Victorians in the eye and change his position as easily
as he changes his name. That this has happened so
quickly — after only 10 weeks — speaks volumes
about the sort of government that this reckless Premier
will lead. Victorians have a right to feel very concerned
about where this government is taking them.

Former government performance
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I rise today to grieve
for regional Victoria, in particular my electorate of
Wendouree, after four shocking and terrible years of a
Liberal-Nationals government. I took it upon myself to
keep a little running sheet over those four years. I will
now give members a little bit of an update. Let me start
with jobs.
In Ballarat there are more people unemployed and
4000 fewer people working than there were when the
Liberals formed government. Youth unemployment
skyrocketed under the Liberal-Nationals government.
What did we get as a response? Nothing. For four years
we called on the previous government to give us a jobs
plan, and we got absolutely nothing. It did not care. It
did not know what to do. It ran round and round in
circles. There was no jobs plan.
Let us compare this to Labor’s jobs plan. First there is
the Back to Work Bill, which is a $100 million fund to
provide payroll tax relief to companies hiring
unemployed youth and long-term unemployed and
retrenched workers for full-time work. There is the
Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel, the Future
Industries Fund, which is a $200 million grant program,
and the Regional Jobs Fund, which is a $200 million
investment fund.
Then there are the infrastructure projects that will come
to Ballarat and my electorate of Wendouree. The
redevelopment of Eureka Stadium is a project the
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previous government said would not happen because it
was never a priority. It is certainly a priority for the
Labor government because it means jobs, it means
tourism, it means major events, and it means money
coming into the local community. That is what Labor is
about. Rebuilding classrooms at Delacombe Primary
School will also create jobs. Redeveloping the railway
precinct will create jobs and, importantly, create
confidence for local investors to invest in the
development of that area.
Housing policy under the previous government saw a
29.4 per cent increase in the number of people on the
priority waiting list. The priority waiting list is a list of
those who are homeless or at risk of homelessness.
Those very vulnerable, at-risk people, mainly women
and children, absolutely need a roof over their heads,
and need it now. We should not be surprised by the
29.4 per cent increase of people on that waiting list after
we heard the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing during question time yesterday say that
$470 million had been ripped from social housing
funding by the previous government. Some
$470 million has been lost, despite people who are
at-risk, vulnerable and waiting to have a roof over their
heads being in need of the support services attached to
that funding.
We also heard from the minister about the federal
government, the Liberal Party’s mates in Canberra,
refusing to endorse the national partnership agreement
on homelessness. It is shameful, and members opposite
should be ashamed. They should be picking up their
phones and ringing Canberra to tell them to sign up to
that partnership. If you cannot get into public housing,
you look at private rental, but it has become more
expensive to rent a home in Ballarat. The price of
housing has skyrocketed. In the Sebastopol and
Delacombe area there was a 13 per cent increase in the
cost of rental under the previous government. In
Wendouree and Alfredton the increase was 15 per cent.
It is becoming increasingly difficult for people to turn
to private rental when they cannot get public housing.
Crime is what members opposite bleat most about.
They say they are tough on crime, but since the election
of the former Liberal government crime in Ballarat has
soared. Crime against the person increased by 19 per
cent. Drug offences increased by 148 per cent. If we
consider the greatest crime and crime prevention
challenge facing us, we need look no further than
family violence. I am very proud of the fact that Labor
is going to deliver the Royal Commission into Family
Violence and acknowledge that the fastest growing
segment of homelessness is women and children
escaping violence. Family violence is a scourge, and
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the great agencies that do fantastic work in this area
really need some support. That is what the Royal
Commission into Family Violence is all about. We
already know the statistics, but it is worth repeating that
in 2013, 44 Victorians died as a direct result of family
violence, 29 of whom were women and 8 of whom
were children. The Royal Commission into Family
Violence will look at what we can do differently to halt
this terrible crime, this terrible scourge, that impacts on
the entire community.
Let us now consider how the former government did in
the portfolio of health. I absolutely grieve for those who
required emergency services at the Ballarat Base
Hospital, because their wait time increased.
Thirty-six per cent of visitors to the emergency ward at
the Ballarat Base Hospital waited longer than desired
for treatment and 14 588 waited for too long in the last
year. The nurses, doctors and support staff in the
emergency department do an amazing job in an
incredibly stressful situation. They work as hard as they
possibly can, but they need the support of the
government. They need a government that understands
the stresses and demands placed upon them. I grieve
that they have not had that understanding for four years.
Ambulance ramping exacerbates emergency ward
waiting times, and we saw a lot of that over the last four
years. What did the previous government do, and what
did the Liberal candidate for Wendouree do? Their
response to ambulance ramping at the Ballarat Base
Hospital was to accuse paramedics of staging photo
opportunities. I have never heard of anything more
appalling in my life than accusing hardworking
paramedics of staging photo opportunities. Paramedics
would not have the time to do so, for a start. It was
appalling. It was the worst statement I heard during the
election campaign — and boy, did I hear a few.
Paramedics did not stage ambulance ramping for photo
opportunities. These are hardworking paramedics who
had waited two and a half years for their pay dispute to
be resolved. It took our new Minister for Health two
weeks to do it, yet they are still being accused of
staging photo opportunities. It is unbelievable.
Since the Liberal Party was elected in 2010 every single
morning peak train service has taken longer to get to
Melbourne and half of all evening peak services took
longer to get back to Ballarat. The cost of living also
rose under the previous government, with the rent
payable for a two-bedroom flat in Wendouree
increasing by 18 per cent. The cost of public transport
increased by 8.6 per cent in 2012, 8.6 per cent in 2013
and 2.4 per cent in 2014. The cost of car registration
increased by 18 per cent from April 2012 and went up
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by another $25 from 1 July 2014. A cap was also
placed on concessions for gas and electricity.
I am going to run through a few broken promises. What
were the promises? The promise that there would be no
public service job cuts was broken. The promise that all
rail services — 54 services each week — would be
extended to Wendouree station was broken. The
promised police station in Sebastopol was not built.
I will now outline some of the cuts. The scrapping of
the education maintenance allowance (EMA) was one
of the cruellest cuts of all. The apprentice trade bonus
was cut by $20 million. Funding was cut to
UnitingCare Ballarat and other providers. Victorian
centre of advance learning coordinator funding was cut,
including at Phoenix P–12 College, Ballarat Secondary
College and Ballarat High School. Health promotion
funds at Ballarat Community Health were cut by
$236 000. Express train services were cut, extending
service times by 7.7 per cent. As part of the cuts to
TAFE, my local university lost $20 million, which
translated to about 43 courses cut. The axing of the
School Start bonus meant that a $300 payment to
parents of prep and year 7 students was cut. The school
component of the EMA was cut. The concession for
energy bills affected by the federal government putting
a price on carbon was cut. And reading recovering
tutors were sacked.
One of the other election commitments that I want to
talk about relates to the recommendations of the
Betrayal of Trust report. I am incredibly proud that a
Labor government will implement all of those
recommendations. I am also incredibly proud that the
Ballarat Centre Against Sexual Assault will get funding
to implement a case management counselling program
for the victims who live in my electorate. I am sure that
most people in this chamber understand that clergy
abuse has had a huge impact on Ballarat. Many victims
of the abuse live there, and many victims have
committed suicide because of their experiences.
I am grateful that the Ballarat Centre Against Sexual
Assault will have the money to implement that model. I
would like to point out to members of the chamber that
that model was developed by the victims of clergy
abuse and sexual assault. There will also be a
component of evaluation to that model so we can learn
from the model and continually improve it. I wish the
Ballarat Centre Against Sexual Assault all the best for
the rolling out of that program. I would also like to
thank it for the work it has done for the last more than
20 years, working with survivors of clergy abuse, and
for the work it will continue to undertake.

BACK TO WORK BILL 2014
166

ASSEMBLY

I would like to conclude this grievance debate by
grieving about the campaign methods that were used by
the previous government. In the absence of any
substance, you turn to attack. I found it really
interesting that the form of attack that was used against
me was a photo of me wearing a ‘This is what a
unionist looks like’ T-shirt. I was pretty happy with that
photo — it was great. My kids and all their friends
uploaded it as their Facebook photo, and it got plenty of
likes. I want to thank members of the previous
government for getting that photo to me, because I did
not have a copy of it. It has pride of place in my photo
album, as it does for my kids.
You can throw the word ‘union’ over here as a method
of attack, but I will gladly catch that word, which has so
much vitriol behind it, and I will claim it. I know what
unions do. I know how hard they worked to get rid of
the Liberal government, because they knew that that
government was not good for Victoria and was not
good for workers. I know that unions continue to work
hard to make sure that workers get home safely from
work, that occupational health and safety standards are
high and that people are protected in the workplace,
including women who are at risk of sexual harassment
and sexual violence. It is unions that have put that on
the agenda and will continue to advocate on behalf of
all workers in the workplace. I am proud to call myself
a unionist, and I am proud that my friends are unionists
as well.

BACK TO WORK BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Back to Work
Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Back to Work Bill 2014, as introduced to
the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill establishes a Back to Work scheme, the purpose of
which is to provide relief to employers in respect of the costs
associated with hiring certain unemployed or retrenched
workers. Under the bill I am responsible for determining the
eligibility criteria, which will be published as guidelines in the
Government Gazette. The commissioner for state revenue will
be responsible for the administration of this scheme and has
the general administration of this bill.
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The framework for the administration of this scheme is
largely based on that used for the administration of grants
payable under the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000. The
bill provides for the commissioner to receive, determine and
appropriate funds for the payment of claims. Claimants are
required to use an approved form, provide the required
information, and comply with record-keeping obligations.
Offence provisions support the enforcement of these
requirements.
The bill provides for the investigation of claims. An
investigation must be authorised. For the purposes of an
investigation, the bill provides the commissioner with the
power to require information, compel attendance to answer
questions, produce documents and evidence given on oath or
under a statutory declaration. Powers of entry, search,
inspection and seizure are also provided and offence
provisions are provided to enforce compliance.
When making or varying a decision in relation to a claim or
penalty, the commissioner must give the claimant a notice of
the decision with reasons. A claimant who is dissatisfied with
a decision has the right to object and, if the objection is
wholly or partly disallowed, may request referral of the matter
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
If an amount is subsequently found to have been paid through
error or dishonesty, the commissioner may require it to be
repaid and may proceed to recover it from the claimant or a
third party. If a payment is not repaid as required, the
commissioner may impose a penalty up to the value of the
payment. Interest can also be charged on this amount.
The secrecy provisions of the bill protect the confidentiality
of information obtained under and for the purposes of this
bill. Disclosure is prohibited unless with the person’s consent,
or for a purpose or to a person specified in the bill. Secondary
disclosure is also prohibited, except with the commissioner’s
consent, to perform a statutory function for the enforcement
or administration of a law or the protection of the public
revenue.
The bill also amends the Taxation Administration Act 1997 to
permit disclosure of tax-related information obtained under or
in relation to that act in connection with the administration or
execution of this bill.
Human rights issues
In providing for the establishment and operation of a Back to
Work scheme, provisions in the bill limit the right of freedom
of movement, the right to privacy and reputation, freedom of
expression, the right to property, and rights in criminal
proceedings. The extent and purpose of these limitations is
outlined below.
Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides that every person lawfully
in Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria and to
enter and leave it and has the freedom to choose where to live.
The bill (clause 30) provides that the commissioner of state
revenue may require a person to attend at a specified time and
place to answer questions relevant to an authorised
investigation. To the extent that a person may be required to
be in a specified place at a time specified by the
commissioner, this provision may limit a person’s freedom of
movement.
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This limitation is necessary for the enforcement of the
statutory obligations on claimants. This power is one of a
suite of investigative and enforcement powers. It is relied
upon where the required information has not been, or cannot
be, provided voluntarily. The underlying purpose of the
compliance and enforcement provisions is to ensure that
payments are made only where the eligibility criteria are met.
The commissioner requires accurate and complete details in
relation to claims in order to establish whether a claim should
be, or should have been, allowed.
For these reasons, I consider this limitation on a person’s
freedom of movement to be reasonable in the circumstances.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person must not have
their privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with or have their reputation unlawfully
attacked.
The right to privacy is limited to the extent that personal
information is collected, retained, used and disclosed for the
determination and investigation of claims. This bill provides
powers for the collection, use and retention and disclosure of
information, which may include personal information
(clauses 6(2)(b), 15, 20–26, 30, 31 and 32). Authorised
officers may require a person to answer questions, provide
information, documents or evidence and, with the authority of
a search warrant, to enter, search and inspect premises and
seize a thing named in the warrant. These powers are
exercised for the purposes of an authorised investigation.
These powers are required to ensure claimants provide
complete and accurate information to support their claims and
comply with record-keeping obligations. The commissioner
relies on information provided by claimants and other sources
to determine whether a claim is payable and to carry out
investigations, reviews and recovery activities. Those
providing information also rely on the confidentiality of this
information for the protection of their privacy and reputation.
The bill provides specifically for disclosures to the minister,
the Secretary to the Department of Treasury and Finance, and
the Victorian WorkCover Authority, and a police officer of or
above the rank of inspector. It also authorises disclosure in
connection with the administration and enforcement of this
bill, a taxation law and a requirement imposed under an act.
An authorised disclosure may occur, for example, when
information obtained to determine a claim is disclosed in
connection with the administration of the taxation laws, to
enable a claimant to apply a payment to a payroll tax liability,
or to enable the commissioner to verify information provided
in support of a claim against information provided in relation
to the claimant’s payroll tax liability.
I believe that the limits on the charter right to privacy and
reputation are necessary for the administration of the scheme
established by the bill, to enable the commissioner and
authorised officers to obtain, retain, use and disclose
information relevant to the determination, payment, review
and recovery of claimed amounts.
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter provides a person with the right to
freedom of expression which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, whether
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within or outside Victoria. Section 15(3) of the charter
recognises that this right may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons or for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality.
The right to freedom of expression is limited by the secrecy
provisions described above. These provisions prevent not
only the unauthorised disclosure of personal information,
which engages the right to privacy and information, but also
the unauthorised disclosure of information relating to bodies
corporate or other agencies.
The secrecy provisions are an example of the lawful
restrictions contemplated in section 15(3) that are reasonably
necessary to respect individual privacy and reputation rights
(considered above), and the confidentiality of other
information obtained for and in the course of the
administration of this bill. I therefore consider these
limitations on the freedom of expression to be reasonable in
the circumstances.
Right to property
Section 20 of the charter protects against the deprivation of
property other than in accordance with law.
The principal purpose of this bill is to make a payment, where
the claimant proves their entitlement to relief in respect of
certain costs. While the bill does not operate to deprive any
person of their legal property, the bill makes provision for the
commissioner to require a repayment, to impose penalty and
interest and to recover these amounts from claimants of
amounts that have been erroneously or dishonestly claimed.
The period in which the commissioner may revisit a decision
is limited to five years after the initial decision.
The bill (clause 9) engages this right as the commissioner is
provided the function to vary or reverse an initial claim
decision and to require repayment from the claimant by a date
specified in a notice issued to the claimant. The bill provides
the commissioner with the ability to recover this amount as a
civil debt from the claimant or a third party, and to impose a
penalty and interest in the event that the amount is not repaid
as required (clauses 37, 38, 39 and 40).
The repayment represents an amount to which the claimant
was not entitled. In taking action to obtain repayment of this
amount, the commissioner is not depriving a person of their
rightful property, but recovering an amount of money to
which they were not entitled. Recovery against a third party
may be appropriate where a claimant is, for example, in a
financial relationship with another entity.
Clause 8(3) also provides for part or all of a back-to-work
payment to be applied at (and only at) the claimant’s request,
to a tax or other liability of the claimant payable to the
commissioner under a law for which he has general
administration. The purpose of this provision is to enable
claimants, who in many cases will have liabilities for payroll
tax, to offset the amount of their back-to-work payments
against these other liabilities. The ability to make offsets
streamlines day-to-day administration and may also assist in
the protection of the revenue. While this provision could be
regarded as a limitation on a claimant’s property right, the
claimant retains the right to determine whether to request such
an offset. For the reasons outlined above, I believe that this
limitation is reasonable in the circumstances.
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The investigative powers provided in this bill (part 5,
division 2) include powers of entry, search and seizure
exercisable under a search warrant (clause 32). The purpose
of these powers is to enforce the production of material
relevant to an investigation, and proper administration and
enforcement of this bill relies on the effective conduct of
investigations.
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. The standard requirements for the exercise of these
powers provided in this bill establish the lawful basis for the
seizure of property consistent with the charter. For the reasons
stated above, I believe that the limitations on property rights
associated with the exercise of the investigative powers
provided in the bill is reasonable in the circumstances.
Rights in criminal proceedings
Section 25 of the charter recognises a person’s rights in
criminal proceedings. Two rights relevant to this bill are the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty (the
presumption of innocence) and the right not to be compelled
to testify against oneself (the privilege against
self-incrimination).
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty according to law. The presumption of
innocence is engaged by the inclusion of offence provisions
which place the onus on the person accused to raise a defence,
or which reverses the onus of proof.
There are no provisions in this bill that reverse the onus of
proof. The provisions imposing directors’ liability for
offences committed by a body corporate have imposed
accessorial liability (clause 49) or liability for a failure to
exercise due diligence (clause 50).
Clause 36(c) of the bill provides that it is an offence for a
person, without reasonable excuse, to refuse or fail to comply
with a requirement made by an authorised officer in the
exercise of that officer’s powers under division 2 of part 5.
This provision enables a person who has a ‘reasonable
excuse’ to escape liability for what would otherwise be
unlawful conduct. The provision of a reasonable excuse
defence operates as a protection against the strict operation of
the obligation to comply with an officer’s requirement.
I believe that any limitation on the right to be presumed
innocent arising from the inclusion of this defence is a
reasonable limitation, for the reasons outlined above.
Privilege against self-incrimination
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt.
Clause 35 of the bill provides protection against
self-incrimination. It provides that a person may refuse or fail
to give information or documents or answer questions on the
ground that it would tend to incriminate the person. This
provision does not excuse a person from giving information,
providing documents or answers to questions required under
division 2 of part 5 of the bill. The privilege conferred in this
bill operates, however, to the extent that information,
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documents produced or questions answered as required under
this division are not admissible in any proceeding in respect
of an offence against this act.
The powers to compel the production of information, answers
and documents are required in order to ensure that the
commissioner of state revenue is able to conduct effective
investigations and obtain the information required to fulfil his
statutory functions. To this extent, the exercise of these
powers during an authorised investigation limits the
protection against self-incrimination.
I believe, for the reasons given above, the limitation on the
operation of the protection against self-incrimination is
reasonable in the circumstances.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
During the 2014 election campaign, the government
announced key reforms designed to encourage and support
employment growth in the Victorian economy by creating
jobs and growing industries. The Back to Work plan is a
landmark plan to work with business leaders, grow industries
and help create jobs for the unemployed.
The number of Victorians out of work increased by almost
68 000 during the term of the previous government.
Unemployment increased from 4.9 per cent in December
2010 to 6.8 per cent. Youth unemployment grew from
12.5 per cent to 14.1 per cent over this same period. Labour
force participation has been trending downwards since 2011
and is set to continue falling steadily in coming decades to
60 per cent as the population ages.
The government recognises its responsibility to develop
policies to support employment growth. The government is
taking action now to help Victoria get back to work.
The Back to Work plan will create jobs and position Victoria
for sustained economic growth. Through the Premier’s Jobs
and Investment Panel, Victoria’s economic leaders will
provide direct advice to government on how best to target
public investment. The Future Industries Fund will bring a
strategic focus to industry policy and maximise the long-term
value generated by our most promising industries. The
introduction of reverse super trade missions and additional
Victorian government business offices will enhance local
businesses’ ability to access international markets. A
Regional Jobs Fund and regional business centres will be
established to provide support and assistance to businesses
expanding or relocating to regional Victoria.
This bill enacts the government’s election commitment to
establish the Back to Work scheme. It will provide financial
assistance for businesses through payroll tax relief or a cash
grant for those employers with payrolls below the payroll tax
threshold. This will help offset employment costs associated
with the hiring of unemployed and retrenched workers.
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This bill establishes the broad framework and structure for the
Back to Work scheme. It outlines the process for employers
to make claims, empowers the commissioner of state revenue
to make payments, provides for necessary compliance and
enforcement powers, objection and review rights and for
various administration and other provisions necessary for the
effective operation of the scheme.
The bill establishes the key legal elements necessary for the
scheme and provides for associated eligibility criteria that will
outline the necessary details for employers to satisfy in order
to be eligible to make a claim. The eligibility criteria will set
out specific details about eligible employers and employees,
payment amounts and other aspects of the scheme’s
administration.
It is proposed that the scheme be available in respect of full
and part-time workers, with a minimum number of hours per
week to be enshrined in the criteria. This reflects the reality of
modern working arrangements and the structure of several
growing industries which include a significant share of
part-time workers. It also reflects the fact that a part-time job
can be an important avenue into sustainable employment for
many people.
The scheme has been designed to have a broad reach across a
wide range of prospective employees in Victoria. The scheme
will apply to any person from any background, provided they
meet the eligibility criteria of long-term unemployed, young
unemployed and retrenched workers. Employers will be able
to access the scheme in respect of any new employees that
fall within any of these broad categories.
The long-term unemployed and young unemployed
categories will be defined in terms of a specified period of
unemployment. Documentary evidence such as a statutory
declaration by the employee, documents from an employment
services provider or evidence that a person has been receiving
commonwealth income support during that time will be
sufficient to establish that the individual has been
unemployed and actively looking for work during that time.
No such test will be applied in relation to retrenched workers.
The criteria will impose a maximum income limit in relation
to new jobs under the scheme to ensure that the policy is
appropriately targeted.
The class of eligible businesses will include those currently
paying payroll tax, those below the payroll tax threshold (who
would otherwise be liable for payroll tax) and some
employers who are currently exempt from payroll tax, such as
not-for-profit entities.
The government wants to ensure that compliance and
administrative burdens on businesses are kept to a minimum
and that the scheme is made as attractive as possible to
employers. As a result, the payment amounts will be fixed in
dollar terms, rather than requiring proof of costs incurred.
Additional provisions will be included in the eligibility
criteria to provide rules and safeguards to prevent
opportunistic and gaming behaviour by employers, ensuring
that the scheme meets its intended objectives of supporting
unemployed workers in getting back to work.

employers. Where relevant, the legislation providing for the
administration of the scheme has been modelled on existing
provisions to ensure continuity of the administrative
framework in which the SRO operates.
Under the Back to Work scheme, employers will be required
to be able to demonstrate that eligible employees have been
employed for a three-month probation period before they can
lodge a claim for payment under the scheme with the SRO.
Accordingly, the period for eligible employment will
effectively commence from 1 April 2015, with scheme
payments to be made available from 1 July 2015. The
eligibility criteria, including definitions of long-term
unemployed, young unemployed and retrenched workers, will
be determined by the Treasurer and published in the
Government Gazette. This is a similar approach to that taken
in other jurisdictions with equivalent schemes and provides
maximum flexibility for ensuring the scheme operates
effectively.
A claim for payment under the scheme must be made to the
SRO by an eligible employer, in the approved form and must
provide any information as required by the SRO. The SRO
will have the ability to apply the payment or part of the
payment towards an employer’s payroll tax liability if
requested by the claimant. This allows those employers who
have a payroll tax liability to elect to offset the payment
against that liability. Scheme payments may also be paid as
an offset against other liabilities by the state, by electronic
funds transfer, or any other way the SRO thinks appropriate.
The bill also provides the SRO with the power to vary or
reverse a decision within five years, if the SRO determines
that the decision was incorrect. In these circumstances, the
SRO must provide written notification of that decision and
state the reasons for the decision.
The bill also provides for enforcement provisions that have
been designed to ensure they provide an effective deterrent
for non-compliance. Moreover, the bill includes investigation
provisions by adopting powers typical of other acts which
protect public money, such as the First Home Owner Grant
Act 2000. These include the powers to require a person to
give information and to attend to answer questions or produce
documents, the power of entry and inspection and the power
to apply for a search warrant.
Non-compliance with the requirements of the bill may result
in a business receiving money to which they are not legally
entitled. Therefore, it is important that the SRO has effective
means for monitoring compliance and investigating suspected
offences. These powers have been designed with the overall
public benefit purpose of the scheme in mind, yet ensuring an
adequate balance between the interests of business and the
SRO’s obligation to protect public money.
As promised, the first legislation the government is bringing
before the current Parliament is part of getting Victoria back
to work. The Back to Work scheme is an election
commitment that responds to increasing unemployment and
forms one element in a broader jobs plan that this government
will implement.
I commend the bill to the house.

Administration provisions
The commissioner of state revenue will be responsible for
administering the scheme as the State Revenue Office (SRO)
already have an established relationship with many Victorian
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
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Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (FUNDING OF
NON-GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS)
BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Funding of Non-Government
Schools) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Funding of Non-Government Schools) Bill
2014 (the bill), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights as set out in the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill proposes amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 (ETR act) to provide a transparent approach
to funding across the education system, with the primary goal
of meeting student needs.
The bill will secure recurrent funding for non-government
schools by amending the ETR act to expressly legislate the
minimum linkage percentage of 25 per cent to be allocated to
the non-government schools sector. This is to ensure that
growth in per student state funding for government schools
will also flow through to growth in state funding for
non-government schools, which only occurs through
administrative arrangements at present.
The bill includes general principles to determine particular
recurrent funding lines on which the 25 per cent is applied,
called ‘basket of goods’; as well as categories of funding
which are included and excluded from the basket.
The bill establishes the general principle that will be applied
when determining the ‘recurrent funding’ which is the
funding provided by the state in respect of students in
government schools (that is, the ‘basket of goods’). The broad
principle is that it is funding appropriated by the state that
directly supports the teaching, learning and welfare of
students attending government schools. The bill also clarifies
that various categories of funding are excluded from the
‘recurrent funding’ amount — for example, early childhood
development funding, higher education funding, capital
property items, and funding from the commonwealth passed
onto government schools by the state. In addition, the bill
specifies the special and specialist schools whose funding is
excluded from the ‘recurrent funding’ amount (such as the
Distance Education Centre of Victoria, language schools and
deaf facilities attached to government schools).
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The bill will enable the minister to further expand on those
categories of funding that may be included or excluded from
the ‘recurrent funding’ by regulations or by ministerial order.
Furthermore, the bill ensures a needs-based allocation of
funding by providing that the minister can allocate funding
having regard to the individual needs of schools and students.
The bill will also establish a School Policy and Funding
Advisory Council (advisory council) to advise the minister on
regulatory, policy and funding issues for all school sectors.
The advisory council will comprise of representatives of the
government and non-government school sectors with an
option for the minister to also appoint, from time to time, any
other person(s).
The bill will empower the minister to place any reasonable
conditions on funding provided to non-government schools.
As an accountability measure, the bill will allow the minister
to require a non-government school and/or its organising
body to provide a report as to the application of funding
provided. Both of these measures require the minister to take
account of the advice of the advisory council.
Finally, the bill will include a review mechanism where the
proposed provisions relating to funding for non-government
schools will be reviewed by the minister in 2018, in
consultation with the advisory council.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The following charter act rights are relevant:
the right to recognition and equality before the law, as
set out in section 8 of the charter act; and
the right to protection of families and children, set out in
section 17 of the charter act.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
Recognition and equality before the law
Section 8 of the charter act is relevant to clause 4 of the bill.
Section 8 of the charter provides that a person has the right to
recognition as a person before the law, and the right to enjoy
his or her human rights without discrimination.
Clause 4 of the bill provides for recurrent funding for
non-government schools and ensures that they receive a
minimum of 25 per cent of the average per student state
recurrent funding of students in government schools.
Currently funding for non-government schools in Victoria
occurs through administrative arrangements rather than
legislation. Actual funding to non-government schools has
been above 25 per cent since 2012 due to a decision to
maintain funding at previous levels (2012–13) and the Heads
of Agreement between the Commonwealth of Australia and
the State of Victoria on National Education Reform funding
requirements for 2014.
The objective of legislating a percentage is to provide
certainty for the non-government schools sector over the
minimum total amount of funding that will be provided by the
state. Conversely it is arguable that the proposed bill
effectively benefits students at non-government schools.
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As a general rule, section 8 is to be considered when a policy
draws a distinction between people or groups based on one or
more of the protected attributes in the Equal Opportunity Act
1995 (Vic) (EOA) where this may result in less favourable
treatment to some people or groups.
The distinction that may be drawn is between government
and non-government school students. This distinction occurs
because of parental choice of schools and is not based on any
attribute protected by the EOA. Therefore, there is no
discrimination within the meaning of section 8 of the charter.
Furthermore, the distinction drawn between government and
non-government schools for the purposes of funding
arrangements does not affect enjoyment of any of the
substantive rights in the charter. Therefore, the proposed bill
does not engage or limit the right of a person to enjoy his or
her human rights without discrimination.
Therefore, in my view, the proposed bill is compatible with
the right of a person to enjoy his or her human rights without
discrimination.
Protection of families and children
Section 17(2) of the charter act provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to protection that is in his or
her best interests and is needed by reason of being a child.
The ETR act provides a legislative framework for a quality
education system in Victoria. The general purposes of the
ETR act are beneficial, in that it provides a framework for the
provision of education, instruction and training, to Victorian
students and the broader community. Many of the measures
within the ETR act are protective measures that operate to
ensure the delivery of education services in the interests of
students and the community. The ETR act operates to create
an educational environment that protects children and
students and that promotes their health, safety and wellbeing.
In this sense, ETR act generally supports the protection of
families and children (section 17 of the charter). Accordingly,
I consider the proposed bill, which amends the ETR act to
enable funding for non-government schools, is clearly related
to this purpose, and is consistent with and further supports the
rights protected by section 17 of the charter.
Hon. James Merlino, MP
Minister for Education

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
This bill amends the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 to deliver on the government’s 2014 election campaign
promise to provide long-term recurrent funding certainty for
non-government schools.
This bill is the first step of many in the government’s
ambition to make Victoria the education state — an education
state that will provide the best educational opportunities for
all Victorians from early childhood to school to adult
learning.
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Education changes lives. It is central to building a strong and
inclusive society and economy. Education is linked to
improved health and wellbeing and stronger civic
engagement. Education provides the foundation skills that are
crucial to access better paying and more rewarding jobs.
Education builds the adaptive capacity all workers will need
as Victoria’s economy continues to change.
More than ever before, the cohesiveness of our communities
and the success of our economy are dependent on ensuring
that every individual can develop their potential, capitalise
upon their talents and participate fully in society and work.
We have a social and economic imperative to ensure that
Victoria has a robust and inclusive education system.
Victorian educators already have a lot to be proud of. Victoria
has a strong performing education system, both in outcomes
and equity. We have schools in every sector that perform
well. And we have significant strength in areas such as
problem solving and computer and information literacy.
Meeting the challenges that our children, young people, and
adults will face as the economy and society continue to
change requires continued improvement. Preparing Victorians
to thrive and adapt to change is the challenge that we
embrace.
Victoria’s improvement on international measures has either
slowed or stalled relative to other jurisdictions outside
Australia. We do not have enough high performers. And there
remains a clear link in Victoria between disadvantage and
poor educational outcomes. Students from low
socio-economics backgrounds do not perform as well as those
from higher socio-economic backgrounds, and for many
Koori people, the achievement of key learning and
development outcomes remains behind the rest of the
community. There are also gaps in learning outcomes in rural
and regional Victoria, and between girls and boys in maths
and science.
As Minister for Education, I will be a minister for all students
to ensure the education state provides for all students, in all
schools, in all sectors. Challenges in education performance
are found in all our schools and sectors.
To deliver on our vision of the education state, we need to
address disadvantage, support our schools and teachers to
excel, and ensure our education services create real pathways
to further education and work.
We will do more to address disadvantage. An equitable
system supports every Victorian to achieve to the best of their
ability, regardless of background, disability or the school they
attend. A focus on disadvantage will inform our approach to
funding, to ensure that resources flow where they are most
needed to overcome the educational challenges associated
with disadvantage. A focus on disadvantage will inform the
way we support teachers and schools because we know that to
make significant improvements, we need high-quality
teachers with the capabilities to respond to the diversity of
learning needs in every classroom.
We will do more to support our schools and teachers to excel
to support every child in every classroom in every school.
Victorian teachers and support staff give their all, but there is
only so much they can do. Principals and teachers should feel
part of a system that supports them to succeed — through
local regional support, through professional development, and
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through the best advice on leading educational strategies
based on local and international evidence.
We will do more to ensure our education services create real
pathways to further education and work. We will provide
stronger connections between school and the world of work
through the establishment of new tech schools to give our
secondary students a head start on a hands-on vocation.
This bill is one of many election commitments that will build
education in Victoria — commitments that will see students
able to access high-quality teaching wherever they live,
families better supported to afford educational expenses,
schools better equipped to cater for students with special
needs, and every government primary and secondary school
upgraded or modernised.
This bill will deliver on our election commitment to provide
funding certainty for non-government schools.
Non-government schools are an important part of Victoria’s
education system with over one-third of Victorian children
studying at a Catholic or independent school. No matter their
philosophy, parents and students deserve certainty regarding
the public funding provided to their school. Funding certainty
will provide a strong foundation for our joint endeavours to
lift educational outcomes in every school, in every sector.
The bill guarantees that total state funding to non-government
schools is at least 25 per cent of the recurrent funding
available to government school students on a per student
basis. This provides certainty to non-government schools that
growth in state funding for government schools will also flow
through to growth in state funding for non-government
schools. For the first time in Victoria, this bill will mean
funding for non-government schools will be part of the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
The bill will also establish the general principle that
determines how the amount of state funding for government
schools is calculated, from which the funding for
non-government schools is derived. The broad principle is
that funding which directly supports the teaching, learning
and welfare of students attending government schools is
included. The bill will also clarify that various categories of
funding are excluded from the calculation. In doing so, this
bill makes clear that funding which directly supports students
in government schools is counted and linked to funding in
non-government schools. If the bill is passed, I will make a
ministerial order, to be reviewed annually, that will provide a
greater level of detail of the categories of funding to be
included, thereby increasing certainty for the sector.
Importantly, the bill will also ensure that funding continues to
be allocated to individual non-government schools on the
basis of student need. It means that we will continue to
provide those students and schools with the highest levels of
need with higher levels of funding. This will enable us to
continue to work for a more equitable education system by
ensuring that funding and need are aligned.
The bill respects and preserves existing administrative
arrangements between the government and non-government
sector regarding non-government school funding, so that
there will be no disruption or change for the sector in relation
to its implementation. The bill enables system authorities,
such as the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria, to
continue to receive funding on behalf of their constituent
schools and distribute it as they see fit, continuing to respect

Wednesday, 11 February 2015

their autonomy. Existing funding arrangements affecting
timing of payments, usage of census dates, determination of
the quantum of funding, calendar year calculations and
payment of GST will continue to operate and will not be
affected by the bill so that school budgets can continue to be
set with certainty.
The bill retains the minister’s flexibility to enter into further
agreements regarding funding for non-government schools,
so long as the minimum linkage of 25 per cent is retained.
Another key initiative contained in this bill is the creation of a
School Policy and Funding Advisory Council, with
representatives from the independent, Catholic and
government school sectors. The advisory council will make a
significant contribution to improving consultation between all
school sectors, not only on funding, but on other
cross-sectoral issues. The council creates a forum for
discussion on regulatory, policy and funding issues that affect
all sectors. The council will provide advice to me on those
issues as required. As the minister for all students it is
important that all sectors are part of an ongoing discussion as
to how we make Victoria the education state.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

WRONGS AMENDMENT (ASBESTOS
RELATED CLAIMS) BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Wrongs
Amendment (Asbestos Related Claims) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Wrongs Amendment (Asbestos Related
Claims) Bill 2014, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly,
is compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill operates retrospectively to exempt sufferers of
asbestos-related conditions from the requirement to
demonstrate that they have suffered a ‘significant injury’
under part VBA of the Wrongs Act 1958 (the act) in order to
make a claim for damages for noneconomic loss. In doing
so, the bill makes it easier for claimants who suffer from
asbestos related conditions to seek compensation for their
injuries.
Human rights issues
The bill does not limit any rights under the charter.
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I note that under section 6(1) of the charter, only natural
persons have human rights. The vast majority of defendants
in asbestosis claims are corporations. To the extent that the
bill could apply to a defendant who is an individual person
rather than a corporation, it is possible that the right to fair
hearing (contained in s24 of the charter) might be relevant.
The exemption of plaintiffs from the requirement to
demonstrate that they have suffered a ‘significant injury’ will
apply retrospectively in respect of proceedings that
commenced prior to the commencement of the bill. However,
the right to a fair hearing is concerned with procedural
fairness in the hearing of a proceeding rather than the fairness
of the substantive law applied in a proceeding. The bill alters
the substantive law and nothing in the bill will prevent any
claim from being determined by a competent, independent
and impartial court after a fair and public hearing.
Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Wrongs Amendment (Asbestos Related Claims) Bill
2014 will amend the Wrongs Act 1958 to ensure that
claimants under the Wrongs Act who suffer from
asbestos-related conditions are exempt from the Wrongs Act
requirement to demonstrate that they have suffered a
‘significant injury’. This bill does not affect claimants whose
injuries arose from their employment and who are able to
claim compensation under the Work Injury and
Compensation Act 2013.
The Wrongs Act limits claims for damages for pain and
suffering to those claimants who can demonstrate that they
have suffered a ‘significant injury’. Part VBA of the Wrongs
Act sets out the process for demonstrating that an injury is
‘significant’. This process involves several steps. First, the
claimant must obtain a certificate of assessment from an
approved medical practitioner. Second, the claimant must
serve the certificate on the defendant. Then where the
defendant disputes the level of injury, the defendant can refer
the matter to the Medical Panels Victoria for determination.
This process can take several months to complete.
In most cases for damages under the Wrongs Act, the process
set out in Part VBA of the Wrongs Act is important. The
process is designed to ensure that only those claimants with a
significant injury are able to claim damages for pain and
suffering.
However, where a claimant has mesothelioma or asbestosis it
is self-evident that the injuries are ‘significant’. In most cases,
these conditions are fatal and the claimants’ health often
deteriorates very rapidly from the date of diagnosis. Requiring
a claimant to go through the ‘significant injury’ process takes
up valuable time, time which many sufferers of
asbestos-related diseases do not have. For these reasons it is
considered both necessary and appropriate to dispense with
the ‘significant injury’ process, so that sufferers of
asbestos-related conditions can have their claims determined
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more quickly. This legislation benefits sufferers of
asbestos-related diseases and their families.
The government is proud to introduce this legislation to
clarify that sufferers of asbestos-related conditions, which are
defined as asbestosis, mesothelioma, asbestos induced
carcinoma and asbestos-related pleural disease, do not need to
comply with the formal procedures for showing that they
have suffered a significant injury. This legislation will operate
retroactively so that any claims that were already on foot
before the legislation commences are also exempt from
demonstrating significant injury, except where the claim has
been finally determined or settled prior to commencement of
the legislation. In doing so, the bill when enacted will
supersede the earlier Wrongs (Part VBA) (Asbestos Related
Claims) Regulations 2014 which only operated with
prospective effect.
It is hoped that the retroactive application of the bill will assist
claimants and their families to access compensation as
quickly as possible.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATUTE LAW REPEALS BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Statute Law
Repeals Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2014, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill repeals principal acts which have no ongoing
operation.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
No human rights protected by the charter are relevant to the
bill.
Consideration of reasonable and justified limitations under
section 7(2)
As no rights protected under the charter are relevant to the
bill, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
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The Hon. Jacinta Allan, MP
Minster for Public Transport
Minister for Employment
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the power under section 6B of the Summary Offences
Act 1966 of police officers and PSOs to require a person
to state their name and address where the officer intends
to direct the person to move-on; and

Second reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The bill before the house, the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2014,
is a regular mechanism for ensuring that Victoria’s statute
book remains up-to-date.
The bill repeals principal acts which have no ongoing
operation.
By repealing redundant acts, the bill will help to ensure that
the Victorian statute book is maintained in an orderly manner
so that it remains relevant, up-to-date and accessible to the
Victorian community.
I commend the bill to the house.

Division 1B of part I of the Summary Offences Act
1966, which provides for the making of exclusion orders
where a person has been repeatedly moved on from a
particular place.
Human rights issues
The bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter). The bill promotes the
charter rights of freedom of movement (section 12), privacy
(section 13), freedom of expression (section 15), peaceful
assembly and freedom of association (section 16), and taking
part in public life (section 18) by strengthening safeguards
and easing some limitations. Those rights were limited by the
changes to move-on powers made by the Summary Offences
and Sentencing Amendment Act 2014.
The bill winds back the expansion of the grounds on which
police and protective services officers (PSOs) may give
move-on directions under section 6 of the Summary Offences
Act 1966. Under the changes, the circumstances in which
police officers and PSOs may direct a person to move on
from a public place will be limited to where they suspect on
reasonable grounds that:

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).

the person is breaching, or likely to breach, the peace;

Debate adjourned until later this day.

the person is endangering, or likely to endanger, the
safety of any other person; or

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT
(MOVE-ON LAWS) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Summary
Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Summary Offences Amendment
(Move-on Laws) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015 (the bill) repeals the amendments to move-on powers
made by the Summary Offences and Sentencing Amendment
Act 2014. Specifically, the bill will repeal:
the amendments expanding move-on powers under
section 6 of the Summary Offences Act 1966;
the specific arrest powers for contraventions of move-on
directions under section 6A of the Summary Offences
Act 1966;

the behaviour of the person is likely to cause injury to a
person or damage to property or is otherwise a risk to
public safety.
Restricting the use of move-on powers to these three
circumstances will minimise the impact of move-on powers
on the freedom of movement, the right to peaceful assembly
and the freedom of association.
The bill also provides that, once again, move-on powers will
not apply in relation to a person who is picketing a place of
employment, demonstrating or protesting about a particular
issue, or otherwise publicising their view about a particular
issue. This amendment provides an appropriate safeguard to
the freedom of expression, the right of peaceful assembly, the
freedom of association and the right to take part in public life.
Privacy rights may also be strengthened by the repeal of
section 6B of the Summary Offences Act 1966. That section
gives police officers and PSOs the power to require a person
to state their name and address where they intend to give the
person a move-on direction.
Finally, the bill repeals division 1B of part I of the Summary
Offences Act 1966 which provides for the making of
exclusion orders where a person has been repeatedly moved
on from a particular place. These exclusion orders limited the
freedom of movement, the right to peaceful assembly and the
freedom of association. Their repeal will, therefore, support
those charter rights.
The amendments made by the bill provide a more appropriate
balance between the use of move-on powers to maintain
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public order and safety, and the protection of the rights and
freedoms of all Victorians recognised under the charter.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
This bill delivers on the Labor government’s commitment to
repeal the amendments to move-on powers made by the
coalition last year under the Summary Offences and
Sentencing Amendment Act 2014.
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Laws) Bill 2015 will repeal those amendments and create a
more appropriate balance between the use of move-on powers
to maintain public order and the protection of the fundamental
right of all Victorians to move freely, express their views and
associate with whomever they choose.
The bill makes four main amendments to return move-on
powers to their original and appropriate form prior to the
coalition’s amendments last year. First, the bill winds back
the expansion of the grounds on which police and protective
services officers may give move-on directions under section 6
of the Summary Offences Act 1966. Under the changes,
move-on powers will no longer be able to be used merely
because, for example, a police officer suspects that a person is
likely to cause an obstruction to another person.
Rather, the circumstances in which police officers and PSOs
may direct a person to move on from a public place will be
scaled back to their original terms and limited to where
officers suspect on reasonable grounds that:

The changes introduced by the coalition early in 2014 had the
potential to restrict legitimate protests in the state of Victoria.
As I said during debate in Parliament at the time, the changes
were draconian, antidemocratic and unnecessary.

the person is breaching, or is likely to breach, the peace;

The Labor Party rightly criticised those changes for
expanding move-on powers by an absolutely unnecessary
degree. The amendments had the effect of enabling police and
PSOs to use move-on powers in relation to any protest. They
did not apply solely to violent or unlawful protests. Under the
expanded powers, a police officer or PSO could potentially
break up any protest, move someone on or arrest someone
merely because, for example, they have a reasonable
suspicion that a person is causing an unreasonable
obstruction, is likely to do so, or is impeding or attempting to
impede someone.

the behaviour of the person is likely to cause injury to a
person or damage to property or is otherwise a risk to
public safety.

The coalition’s amendments to move-on powers also had the
potential to disproportionately harm some of the most
vulnerable groups in our society. Indeed, Geoff Bowyer,
former president of the Law Institute of Victoria, stated at the
time the laws could ‘have a significant and devastating impact
on the homeless who, by the nature of their situation, are
forced to gather in public places, often returning to a familiar
spot after being moved on’.
It was also an attack on the rights of Victorian workers to
engage in lawful industrial action. The coalition made clear at
the time that the expanded move-on powers could be used
against legal picket lines at places of employment. Police
were given the discretion to decide for themselves whether a
picket was illegal and should be moved on. No-one needed to
have gone to court. No orders need to have been sought or
made against the picket. It was a heavily criticised,
heavy-handed, and unwarranted interference with the rights
of working people in this state.
The coalition’s legislation was criticised not just by the Labor
Party but by large swathes of the community. Indeed, I
received many letters from the community opposing the
changes at the time, including letters from the St Kilda Legal
Service, the Federation of Community Legal Centres
Victoria, the Peninsula Community Legal Centre, Youthlaw,
Western Suburbs Legal Service, the Independent Riders
Group and the Law Institute of Victoria.
Fortunately, the Labor government will right the coalition’s
wrongs. The Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on

the person is endangering, or is likely to endanger, the
safety of any other person; or

Second, the bill provides that, once again, move-on powers
will not apply in relation to a person who is picketing a place
of employment, demonstrating or protesting about a particular
issue, or otherwise publicising their view about a particular
issue. This important amendment recreates the safeguard
against the potential misuse of move-on powers to stifle the
public expression, debate and protest that was undermined by
the coalition.
Third, the bill repeals sections 6A and 6B of the Summary
Offences Act 1966. Those sections provide specific arrest
powers, and powers to require a person to state their name
and address in relation to move-on powers. These new
powers are unnecessary. Police officers and PSOs already
have broad arrest powers under section 458 of the Crimes Act
1958 that are perfectly sufficient, and the new power in
section 6A merely distinguished the offence of contravening a
move-on direction from other summary offences. Under
section 458 of the Crimes Act 1958, police officers and PSOs
may arrest a person where they reasonably believe it is
necessary:
to ensure the attendance of the offender before a court of
competent jurisdiction;
to preserve public order;
to prevent the continuation or repetition of the offence or
the commission of a further offence; or
for the safety or welfare of members of the public or of
the offender.
Similarly, police officers and PSOs will need to rely on their
general powers to require a person to state their name and
address once this bill commences. For example, under
section 456AA of the Crimes Act 1958 a police officer may
request a person to state his or her name and address where
they reasonably believe the person:
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has committed, or is about to commit, an offence; or
may be able to assist in the investigation of an indictable
offence.

Finally, the bill repeals division 1B of part I of the Summary
Offences Act 1966. That division provides for the making of
exclusion orders where a person has been repeatedly moved
on from a particular place. These exclusion orders can
prohibit a person from entering a public place for up to
12 months. The powers go too far given they can be made in
circumstances where a person has committed no crimes at all.
They impose limitations on the Victorian public’s freedom of
movement, the right to peaceful assembly and the freedom of
association.
That previous balance between the competing objectives of
personal liberties and the need for police and PSOs to protect
the public and maintain order was destroyed by the coalition’s
changes to move-on powers last year. This bill will return that
previous balance.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 February.

CEMETERIES AND CREMATORIA
AMENDMENT (VETERANS REFORM)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Cemeteries and
Crematoria Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015 (the
bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 (the
act) to provide cemetery trusts with new powers to manage
the cremated human remains of deceased veterans and their
family members. Specifically, where a veteran’s cremated
remains are interred at a cemetery pursuant to a limited
(25-year) tenure right of interment, the cemetery trust
responsible for managing that cemetery will be empowered,
upon the expiry of 25 years, to convert the right of interment
to a perpetual right and either leave the veteran’s cremated
remains undisturbed in perpetuity or reinter the remains at a
location suitable for perpetual interment. Where a veteran’s
cremated remains are interred together with or in the vicinity
of members of their family, the cemetery trust may also
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reinter the remains of the veteran’s family members at a
location which is suitable for perpetual interment.
Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill
For the avoidance of doubt, the following rights are examined
for their relevance to the bill.
The right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. The clauses of the bill which allow for the
removal and reinterment of cremated remains may be
considered relevant to this right. For the reasons that follow,
these clauses do not allow for any unlawful or arbitrary
interference with privacy.
Cemetery trusts may only remove and reinter cremated
remains in accordance with the act, an objective of which is to
ensure that human remains are treated with dignity and
respect. A cemetery trust will be required to take reasonable
steps to notify the holder of a limited tenure right of interment
that the right is due to expire before cremated remains can be
removed and reinterred. In the case of notifying the holder of
a perpetual right of interment, a cemetery trust will be
required to take reasonable steps to give written notification
to each holder of the right of interment affected and seek the
consent of each holder to the removal of remains.
Cremated remains will only be removed and reinterred if it is
appropriate in the circumstances to do so. The bill also allows
for interred cremated remains to be left undisturbed in
perpetuity.
Protection of families and children
Section 17(1) of the charter act provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. The bill promotes and
enhances this right by allowing for the cremated remains of
deceased veterans to be reinterred with the remains of their
deceased family members.
Hon. Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
This bill will amend the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003
to ensure that due respect is accorded to the cremated remains
of veterans who have served in Australia’s armed forces and
are interred in Victorian public cemeteries. It will address a
current gap in the law by giving cemetery trusts a framework
that enables them to appropriately manage the cremated
remains of veterans that have limited tenure interment.
Under the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003, people who
wish to have cremated remains interred in a public cemetery
can purchase either perpetual tenure or limited (25-year)
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tenure for these remains. If limited tenure is chosen, the act
requires cemetery trusts to make reasonable efforts to notify
the holder of the right of interment at least 12 months before
its expiry date. The notice must advise that the holder of the
right of interment can either purchase a further 25-year right
of interment for the remains, or convert the tenure to
perpetual tenure.
If a cemetery trust has given notice under the act, but no
action has been taken by the holder of the right of interment
within the time frame specified in the notice, the cemetery
trust may then remove the cremated remains from their place
of interment, together with their memorial, and dispose of the
remains within the cemetery grounds.
Concern has been raised in the community about the risk that
veterans’ cremated remains might be scattered by cemetery
trusts at the expiry of limited tenure interment if their families
cannot be contacted, or are unable to provide direction.
This bill will ensure that veterans’ service and sacrifice is
acknowledged in the way veterans’ cremated remains are
managed in Victorian cemeteries. It is intended to ensure
veterans’ cremated remains that have been interred for a
limited (25-year) period are not scattered by cemetery trusts
upon the expiry of their interment tenure.
The bill will give cemetery trusts options to appropriately
manage veterans’ cremated remains where family members
are not able to provide direction. For example, trusts will be
able to convert the interment tenure for the remains from
limited to permanent tenure, and leave the remains in place.
Where appropriate, trusts will be able to relocate the remains,
together with the remains of family members interred nearby,
to another location for permanent interment and provide a
memorial in accordance with the wishes of family members.
The Department of Health and Human Services will provide
guidance to cemetery trusts about how to implement the
provisions of this bill.
This bill has particular resonance at this time.
On 25 April this year, Australia will commemorate the
centenary of the Gallipoli landing: the start of a campaign that
saw over 8700 Australians dead or missing and many more
wounded. While Gallipoli has special significance as a
formative event for a young nation, we must never forget that
Australians have served — and given their lives — in
conflicts from the 19th century through to the present day.
It is fitting, in this year of commemoration and reflection, to
ensure that veterans’ cremated remains are treated with due
respect, in accordance with community expectations.
I commend the bill to the house.
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INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Interpretation of
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Interpretation of Legislation Amendment
Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
The bill amends the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 to
permit the chief parliamentary counsel to authorise new
stylistic changes to existing legislation and statutory rules; to
insert new definitions in that act; and to insert three new
interpretive provisions in that act for use in the construction of
Victorian acts and subordinate instruments.
No charter rights are relevant to the technical amendments
made by the bill and no charter rights are limited by the bill.
Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 provides for the
interpretation of Victorian legislation and subordinate
instruments, and confers powers on the chief parliamentary
counsel to authorise alterations to the text of acts and statutory
rules to implement changes to drafting style.
The Interpretation of Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 will
amend the Interpretation of Legislation Act to:
include additional powers for the chief parliamentary
counsel to authorise limited stylistic changes to
legislation and statutory rules;

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).

insert two new definitions for use in Victorian
legislation and subordinate instruments; and

Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 24 February.

include several new interpretive provisions.
These changes, although technical, are important to clarify
particular aspects of legislative interpretation and promote
consistency in definitions and drafting style across the
Victorian statute book.
The bill will add several new stylistic changes to those that
the chief parliamentary counsel may authorise under the
Interpretation of Legislation Act. These are the formatting of
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part, schedule and court form headings in sentence case
(rather than all capitals), the italicisation of citations of acts by
title and the omission of lines at the end of legislative parts.
Permitting these stylistic amendments will ensure that
existing acts and statutory rules are kept up to date with recent
changes to drafting style.
The bill will also insert definitions of ‘police officer’ and
‘registered medical practitioner’ into the Interpretation of
Legislation Act, for use in all Victorian acts and subordinate
instruments (unless the contrary intention appears). These
definitions are already used widely in Victorian laws.
Inclusion of these definitions in the Interpretation of
Legislation Act will simplify the drafting of other acts and
subordinate instruments, as the definitions will not need to be
repeated in all acts and subordinate instruments that use them.
The bill will also include three new interpretive provisions in
the Interpretation of Legislation Act. The first will clarify that
if an act or provision related to an indemnity or immunity
ceases operation, such cessation does not affect the indemnity
or immunity, or any proceeding or remedy in respect of it.
This will ensure that outdated provisions or acts may be
repealed or expire or lapse without affecting rights and
protections. The Interpretation of Legislation Act already
deals with other types of provisions that cease operation; this
amendment will clarify the position in respect of indemnities
and immunities.
The second new interpretive provision in the bill provides that
where an act is ordered by chapters and parts and the parts
have decimal numbers (for example, where part 3 of
chapter 2 is referred to as part 2.3 of the whole act), those
parts may be referred to by their decimal numbers in that act
and in other acts. At present, provisions that permit this must
be included in each act that uses decimal part numbers.
The third new interpretive provision in the bill provides that a
power to delegate in an act or subordinate instrument does not
include a power to delegate the power of delegation (that is, a
power of sub-delegation). At present, this constraint on
powers to delegate is included in individual delegation
provisions.
The Interpretation of Legislation Act provides that provisions
in it apply to acts and subordinate instruments unless a
contrary intention appears in the Interpretation of Legislation
Act or in the relevant act or subordinate instrument. This
means that it will still be possible for an act or subordinate
instrument to override the interpretive provisions introduced
by the bill if necessary.
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AND
INQUIRIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Parliamentary
Committees and Inquiries Acts Amendment Bill 2015 (bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to
reduce the number of joint investigatory committees from 12
to 9 by merging 6 existing committees into 3 new
committees. The new committees are the Economic,
Education, Jobs and Skills Committee; the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development Committee;
and the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee.
The bill amends the Inquiries Act 2014 to facilitate the
continued operation of royal commissions, such as the
McClellan Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse, and to make other technical
amendments.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
No human rights protected by the charter are relevant to the
bill.
Is any limit on relevant rights by the bill reasonable and
justified under section 7(2)?
As no rights protected by the charter are relevant to the bill, it
is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion

The amendments made by the bill in relation to style,
definitions and interpretation will simplify the drafting of
legislation and subordinate instruments in Victoria and ensure
consistency in the appearance of existing and new laws.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 February.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter.
The Hon. James Merlino, MP
Deputy Premier
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Second reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Parliamentary Committees and Inquiries Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 will amend both the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 and the Inquiries Act 2014.
With respect to the Parliamentary Committees Act, the bill
merges six existing joint investigatory committees to form
three new committees. The three new committees are:
the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee,
which will undertake the functions of the current
Economic Development, Infrastructure and Outer
Suburban/Interface Services Committee and the
Education and Training Committee;
the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee, which will undertake the
functions of the current Environment and Natural
Resources Committee and the Rural and Regional
Committee; and
the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee, which will undertake the functions of the
current Law Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee and the Road Safety Committee.
Consolidating the functions of six joint investigatory
committees into three will ensure that the committees operate
more efficiently, and that workloads between different
committees are better distributed. As the new committees will
have the same functions of the committees they replace, there
is no loss of coverage of the issues considered by committees.
The new committees will continue any inquiries currently
before the committees they replace. In addition, any members
who have already been appointed to committees affected by
the bill will continue as members of the relevant new
committee.
With respect to the Inquiries Act, the bill clarifies that the
government may amend the letters patent of royal
commissions and instruments of appointment of boards of
inquiry that were established before the Inquiries Act
commenced.
The bill also clarifies that witnesses who are requested to give
evidence to formal reviews are entitled to be reimbursed for
expenses when the formal review’s establishing instrument
authorises this. Finally, the bill updates definitions and
references to other legislation in the act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 February.
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BACK TO WORK BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
The SPEAKER — Order! I have observed a
tendency by some members to read their speeches
when contributing to debate. It is well-established
practice in the United Kingdom Parliament that
members do not read their speeches. Erskine May
states:
The purpose of this rule is to maintain the cut and thrust of
debate, which depends upon successive speakers —

responding to points of view outlined in earlier
speeches. It further states:
… debate is more than a series of set speeches prepared
beforehand without reference to each other.

I remind members that this is also a longstanding
practice in our house, and members should refrain from
reading their speeches. The rule is relaxed for inaugural
speeches, members 90-second statements and the
second-reading speeches of ministers.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms SANDELL
(Melbourne) under standing orders.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — You would have to say
that the Back to Work Bill 2014 is a shell bill from a
hollow government that does not have an agenda at its
heart to grow jobs in Victoria. In fact everything this
government has done since coming to office has been
about killing jobs in this state. One of the first things
this government has tried to do is kill off the 3700 jobs
that were to be created by construction of the east–west
link. The Andrews government would rather pay
lawyers to not build the road than actually pay
Victorian construction workers to get it built. As a
result of this, we know that sovereign risk now lives in
Victoria. The consequences of this will be that
businesses will be less likely to invest in this state and
businesses will be less likely to grow in this state. It
also means businesses will be less likely to employ
Victorians in this state.
We also see the Cranbourne-Pakenham line upgrade
project completely in limbo. Again, that project was
fully funded by the previous government to deliver
25 new trains, 4 grade separations, high-capacity
signalling and new stabling facilities. That project and
all the jobs that were to go with it are completely in
limbo because we have a government that is quite
happy to look at ripping up contracts and does not
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know what it wants to do. The CityLink-Tullamarine
widening is a project conceived, funded and signed off
by the former government. Again, it is in limbo. That
means more uncertainty. What is happening with those
jobs?
We are seeing sackings at the Linking Melbourne
Authority. We are seeing public service sackings. We
are seeing the abolition of the construction code and
construction code compliance unit — and we know
more job losses are to come. Then this government
brings in its ridiculous policy of having not one but two
new public holidays. Public holidays will simply add to
labour costs. Public holidays will simply close down
businesses in Melbourne and right across regional
Victoria as well. We are seeing more red tape from this
government in the guise of labour regulation. We are
seeing less restraint on the actions and illegal actions of
trade unions through the forthcoming purported
abolition of move-on laws. This has been a job-killing
government. Every single significant decision this
government has made since coming to office has been
about killing jobs, not growing them.
It is in that context that we have to look with a very
jaundiced eye at the Back to Work Bill 2014. Even
taking Labor’s claims about this bill at their highest,
this is still a pretty weak effort. The government
claims — and it will be held to this — that this program
will create 100 000 new full-time jobs over two years.
Probably in an indication of how this was dreamt up on
the back of an envelope, when the press release and big
announcement about this program came out before the
election, apparently the then Leader of the Opposition,
now the Premier, forgot to put the word ‘full-time’ into
his press release. He had to clarify this through the Age,
which then subsequently tweeted it to the world at
large. He got it wrong, but the commitment is clear —
100 000 extra full-time jobs as a result of this policy
alone. We will be very interested to see whether this
government delivers on that commitment.
One of the concerns we have about this bill is the
complete lack of accountability contained within it.
Where is the reporting, for example? I note the
amendments circulated by the member for Melbourne,
and we will certainly have a look at them here or in the
other place. We know this government is great at the
spin, but what about the delivery? The public — the
taxpayers of Victoria — need to be assured that this
government will be held accountable when it makes
claims about what its schemes will do. It also needs to
be accountable for the delivery of those schemes.
The claim is that 100 000 new full-time jobs will be
created over two years through a once-off payment of
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what is currently an indeterminate amount. We assume,
and I think the government has suggested, that the
payment will be around about $1000 for a job. In
briefings, however, it was flagged to the opposition that
if there is a part-time job created rather than a full-time
job, there could be a pro rata payment. How much will
the payment be for a part-time job? We do not know.
What is the criteria for a young unemployed person to
access this scheme? We do not know. What is the
criteria for an older worker or a long-term unemployed
worker to access this scheme? We do not know. What
is the criteria for a retrenched worker to access this
scheme? We do not know. We do not know because
this is a lazy bill from a lazy government. It does not
have the detail in it.
Those opposite have put to this Parliament a request for
a blank cheque. What the Treasurer has said is, ‘Trust
me. I will fill in the gaps later on. I will fill in all the
eligibility criteria that is at the heart of making this
scheme work, if it is to work, but you can’t see it as a
Parliament’. He claims he wants us to debate and pass
this legislation, but he does not trust us. The
government is not competent enough to have the detail
available for debate by the Parliament. It was quite
prepared to put exposure drafts of the bill out in public
over Christmas. If it had done its homework, why could
it not have put an exposure draft of the eligibility
criteria with it as well? The fact is that those opposite
have not done their homework, and they are not up to it.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Alternatively, as the member for
Bayswater flagged, maybe there is something they are
hiding. What concerns me is that this bill provides that
the eligibility criteria are to be gazetted and not subject
to parliamentary disallowance. Why should the
Parliament not have a say about the eligibility criteria?
Why should the criteria not be subject to parliamentary
scrutiny? What does the government have to hide? This
is something I flag now, and we will look at it when the
bill is between the chambers. We will look at whether it
is necessary for the eligibility criteria to be determined
in the way proposed by the government or whether
there is a way in which there can be some greater
accountability, transparency and consultation with the
community. At the moment all we have is a blank
cheque put before this Parliament. Given its track
record to date, why would we trust this government
with a blank cheque?
We have some concerns about the bill. The first is that
this is a temporary one-off payment to benefit particular
types of employees and to create jobs. In the final
budget of the Napthine coalition government we cut
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payroll tax across the board. Every single business that
paid payroll tax in Victoria benefited from an overall
payroll tax cut of $234 million over four years and
continuing.
Mr Howard interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I am delighted that the member
for Buninyong has stuck his head above the trench so I
can shoot it off with the facts. If all the money goes out
the door, $50 million a year is all this will be worth.
Compare that to a permanent tax cut of $234 million
over four years. I can do the maths for you: that is more
than $50 million a year. We provided a tax cut to all
businesses in this state that pay payroll tax — a
permanent cut, not one where you start paying it again
in two years time.
In addition to that we did other things. We cut
WorkCover premiums. The coalition in government
had a terrific track record of cutting taxes that acted as
disincentives to employment. We cut WorkCover
premiums not once but twice. We cut payroll tax. We
cut red tape. We worked with businesses to create jobs;
we did not work with the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union to destroy them. That is the
difference between the two sides of politics.
We are supposed to take the government on trust when
it says how this bill is intended to operate. The
explanatory document accompanying the exposure
draft says:
It is proposed that the scheme be available in respect of full
and part-time workers, with a minimum number of hours per
week to be enshrined in the guidelines.

We do not know what that minimum number of hours
per week will be. Will it be 20 hours a week? Will it be
10 hours a week? Will it be 5 hours a week? We do not
know. Could somebody decide to pay their teenage
children to do chores around the house, employing
them to do that for 10 hours a week? Would that make
them eligible to receive one of these payments? Who
knows? What about somebody who employed a
neighbour to cut their lawn? Would they be eligible?
Who knows? We do not know, because the government
refuses to tell us. It either does not know what the
criteria are or it does know and is not prepared to share
it with the Parliament. Either way it is completely
unacceptable and a clear indication of the fact that this
government has not done its homework.
The other interesting thing is that while the government
indicates that there will be roughly $1000 paid for a
full-time job, this amount will be taxable, most likely,
in the hands of the business. Therefore the effective
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benefit of this payment to each business will be around
$700 per full-time job, not $1000. The question is: is
$700 per full-time job enough of an incentive to
encourage a business to take on someone who is
long-term unemployed? Is it enough of an incentive to
encourage a business to take on a young person who
has, in effect, little or no track record of employment?
Is it enough to encourage a business to take on
somebody who has been retrenched, quite possibly
from another industry, and who requires retraining? We
do not know, because the government has not put this
through a regulatory impact assessment (RIA). Every
other normal regulatory provision goes through a
regulatory impact assessment, but this government has
decided that those rules do not apply. It is avoiding the
normal scrutiny of this sort of change, which is that it
goes through a RIA, and the Parliament is left to guess
what the impact of the bill might be.
We have some other concerns, and some of them are
flagged in the press today, about the potential for
rorting under the program. We are advised that
full-time and part-time employees will qualify but that
casuals will not. People on fixed-term contracts will
qualify, so what is there to stop an employer offering a
fixed-term contract of three months and one day to
somebody? They will meet the qualification period to
obtain the $1000 but on the following day the person
might be out of a job. What is to prevent a business
from offering a further contract of three months and one
day to the same person and pocketing another $1000
courtesy of the Treasurer? The person who gets the job
is effectively in no better position. Is there anything to
stop them from being on a series of short, fixed-term
contracts so that the employer can drive through the
loopholes created by a lazy government that is not up to
protecting the interests of taxpayers? We do not know.
It is entirely possible, but all we hear from the
government is, ‘Trust us’. In its short time in office we
have already learnt that the one thing you cannot do is
trust a Labor government. We are very concerned about
the potential for rorting.
There also seems to be significant potential for red tape.
What we could well find is that businesses that want to
put on people will find that if it is not worth the effort,
they will not access the scheme. While intending to
send a message that the government is willing to
support employers, and that is a principle this side
supports, whether the practical implementation of the
policy is something business feels is worth its while
remains to be seen. Because of the lack of detail in the
bill and because all of the eligibility criteria are to be
outlined through gazettal, which the Parliament does
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not have the opportunity to consider, we do not know
what sort of red tape we will see around this.
I will give one example of how the government just
does not seem to get it when it comes to the way
business operates. We are advised through the bill that
there are provisions for the commissioner of state
revenue Victoria to find that a payment should not be
made where an employee has not been eligible, which
is subject to a review in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). Members should
remember that we are talking about a payment which at
its highest would be $1000 and which in net terms is
worth $700 to a business. The current filing fee for the
review of administrative decisions at VCAT is $525.65.
Would a businessperson, who has received effectively
$700 at the most, spend $525.65 on the filing fee at
VCAT let alone on any legal or other advice? The
answer is that of course they would not. The Labor
government and the Treasurer believe that bureaucracy
and red tape are something for the other guy to worry
about. They will roll out the provisions without
thinking them through or considering their impact on
businesses.
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — As the member for Forest Hill
points out, the majority of members opposite have
never been in business. They do not understand what is
involved, and that is why they continually get it wrong.
Another issue with the proposal is that the payments
will be made by the State Revenue Office to an eligible
employer on the submission of a claim after a
three-month qualification period of employment. What
if an employer does not know whether or not the
employee will be eligible? Are they expected to go
through a three-month trial and then put their
submission in only to find that the person is not
eligible? The government wants to provide an
incentive, but it will not tell employers up front whether
somebody is qualified. The employer will only find out
after the three-month period, which is a bizarre way to
provide an incentive.
An additional issue is that the unfair dismissal regime
operates following six months of employment, so it
would be possible for somebody to come on board for
three months, for the employer to grab the payment and
then for the person to be dismissed without access to
the unfair dismissal regime because it is a six-month
program. You wonder whether the government has
thought about these issues, and the very slapdash way it
has put this together tells me that it has not.
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Another issue relates to fairness. We should be trying to
encourage all sorts of people back into the workforce.
For example, there are a lot of women who have taken
time out of the workforce in order to take on roles with
young children. Sometimes fathers do it as well, but
traditionally at least it has been more mums than dads
who have taken time out of the workforce. Some of
them find it difficult to get back into the workforce
when they feel the time is right. Under this program
women trying to return to the workforce after
childbirth, whether they want to try a different job,
whether they want to try a different career or whether
their former job is not available to them, will find
themselves at a competitive disadvantage against the
narrow groups who are supported by the bill.
A retrenched worker would effectively have a
$1000 bounty to bring to a job interview that a young
mum wanting to get back into the workforce will not
have. You have to ask whether that is fair. Is that what
the government intends to do? Does it intend to send
the message that mums wanting to return to the
workforce are not as valued by the government as
retrenched workers seeking to find other jobs?
Ms Victoria interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I say to the member for
Bayswater that I too hope it is an oversight, because it
would send a very disturbing message and one that this
side of the house would not support. We value
everyone’s participation in the workforce, and we
particularly value the participation of mothers who
want to return to the workforce. Many of us either are
in that situation or are married to people that have been
in that situation.
It is sometimes difficult to come back following the
birth of a child, particularly if there has been a gap
between leaving employment and returning to it. We
would be very concerned if those people felt they were
being discriminated against because they did not bring
the $1000 bounty to the job interview that this Labor
government wants to provide to other people who are
also legitimately seeking jobs.
This seems to be an idea that the government came up
with in the heat of an election campaign, badly thought
through, with no detail then and obviously with no
detail now. We continually see thought bubbles and
spin from Labor, but when it comes to doing the hard
work to make a program operate effectively, Labor is
just not up to it.
I was interested in the bill briefing. We were looking at
different clauses, and there is much provision in the bill
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for administration and enforcement. The government
says it wants to avoid rorting, but it has not made that
clear through the eligibility criteria. There are
provisions in relation to records and how those records
are to be maintained. I asked questions in the briefing
about the provisions of the bill that relate to records —
do records have to be in writing, for example? It says
the records must be in English or translatable to
English. Clause 24, headed ‘Form of Record — English
Language’, states:
(1) A claimant must keep a Back to Work record in English
or in a form that can be readily converted or translated
into English.

I asked: does that mean that oral records would qualify?
I was assured that, yes, they would. What about the
poor employer who records his Back to Work records
on a dictaphone? What if they record the records on a
dictaphone and that dictaphone is misplaced — or taken
or stolen by somebody else? What if that other person
listens to those Back to Work records on the dictaphone
and then in a fit of anger destroys the dictaphone? But
what if, before that, this other person gets their mates in
to listen to the Back to Work records on the
dictaphone? They discuss it and get legal advice as to
what to do with it, but the legal advice is ignored, the
phone is destroyed and the Back to Work records go
with it. What is the position of that poor employer when
they have to deal with thieves, crooks and vandals? We
know they are in society; we know they are very close.
The bill should examine what happens when you have
an innocent employer who is the subject of criminal
activity by those who would steal a dictaphone and
destroy Back to Work records. That is a very serious
issue.
We are very concerned about aspects of this bill. It is
slipshod, poorly targeted and badly framed; it is
potentially providing perverse incentives; and it is
potentially discriminatory against certain categories of
job seekers, including mothers returning to the
workforce. We are very concerned about the lack of
accountability in the failure to provide the guidelines.
We are very concerned about the lack of accountability
in terms of there being no parliamentary scrutiny of
those guidelines. We are very concerned about the lack
of accountability in that there is no reporting of the
progress — the success or otherwise — of the
payments being made under the Back to Work scheme.
The opposition will not oppose the bill in this house.
However, we will reserve our position in relation to any
amendments that we or others think may be appropriate
in the other place to be able to ensure that this bill can
do something useful and not be counterproductive. If
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this government is serious about getting Victorians
back to work, the best thing it could do is start
honouring contracts, stop doing nothing and start
building the major infrastructure projects that were fully
funded by the former coalition government.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
West Gate distributor
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Given that the Premier said unequivocally that Labor’s
West Gate distributor project is shovel ready, I ask the
minister how many private properties will be
compulsorily acquired for this project and when were
the property owners told that their homes and
businesses were to be demolished?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
question. As the Leader of the Opposition would well
be aware, the government already has the first part of
the West Gate distributor out to expressions of interest
for the public to undertake.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Tourism and Major Events and the member for
Warrandyte will stop interjecting.
Mr DONNELLAN — Government members will
not be sitting still watching this economy going
backwards for four years while the unemployment rate
is going up. We have a sense of urgency, and we need
to get on with the job. So in the first 100 days of our
government we have got on and put the initial stage of
the West Gate distributor out to the public for
expressions of interest. We are not going to spend four
years without delivering one major project.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was a very simple one. How many homes are
going to be acquired? When are people going to be
told? This is a question of debate and relevance.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will not
take the opportunity to repeat the question. He will go
directly to the point of order.
Mr R. Smith — This is an issue of relevance,
Speaker. The question was not about whether the
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government was standing still. The minister who, if I
may add, lives about 40 kilometres from his electorate,
is not answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr DONNELLAN — For four years the previous
government sat still and did nothing. At the end of four
years all we had was a contract — a dodgy, dud
contract. That was all we got for four years. It could not
even deliver one major project.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, standing
order 110 refers to relevance. The minister’s answer
was completely irrelevant, and as we heard many times
from the now Leader of the House when in opposition,
this is not an opportunity and a time to attack the
opposition. There is a specific question, and I suggest
that if the minister does not know the answer that he sit
down.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 (1)(a), the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety was being entirely consistent with the
requirements the standing orders lay out, which
requires him to address the content of the question,
which of course went to the West Gate distributor
project. He was addressing that question directly, and it
is disappointing that those opposite are choosing not to
listen to the answer and are not crafting their points of
order in relation to it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — Yes. Bring back the member for
Burwood. You could take some lessons from him
perhaps?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come back to making her point of order directly
and succinctly.
Ms Allan — Those opposite should be listening
rather than seeking to do some cheap pointscoring
through points of order.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, given
the invitation by the Premier and also the Leader of the
House, I could not go without making — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not require
assistance from government members. The member
will come directly to making his point of order.
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Mr Watt — The Leader of the House mentioned
standing order 58(1)(a), which calls for a minister
answering a question to be direct, factual and succinct.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety was not being
direct, factual or succinct. The question called for him
to talk about whether or not there were
compulsory — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member knows well
that this is not an opportunity to enter into debate or
repeat the question.
Mr Watt — I accept your guidance, Speaker, and I
say that the minister was not being direct, factual or
succinct. I call on you to get him to answer the question
and to be direct, factual and succinct in accordance with
standing order 58(1)(a).
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Mr DONNELLAN — I know, above all else, that
in the inner west the community is very supportive of
the West Gate distributor — incredibly supportive —
because for four years you did nothing in this space.
Bugger all! You sat still, and you delivered nothing for
four years. This is about relieving — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition knows well
not to interject whilst the Chair is on his feet. Also I call
on the minister to speak through the Chair.
Mr DONNELLAN — I know that you, Speaker,
would be aware of the support in the inner west for this
project and of the importance of this project, including
the introduction of a truck curfew plan last week. I
know how much the local community appreciates us
getting those trucks off the inner city streets. They did
not appreciate the lack of activity in that space by the
coalition. What they are saying is that they want us to
consult, which we will do extensively, to ensure that we
deliver a viable outcome for that community.
Mr Guy — Firstly I am glad the minister has
acknowledged that the east–west link had a valid
contract. Secondly, on a point of order, I ask the
minister to again come back on the issue of relevance.
This question was simple: how many homes or
businesses will be compulsorily acquired for the West
Gate distributor project? It is a very — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows not to enter into debate or to repeat
the question. I do not uphold the point of order.
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Mr DONNELLAN — As the Leader of the
Opposition would be well aware, we will consult
extensively with the community to ensure that the West
Gate distributor delivers the benefits to that community
to reduce the number of trucks moving through the
inner city streets, which at the end of the day you
comprehensively failed to do on every front — full
stop. All you delivered was a dodgy contract after four
years.
The SPEAKER — Order! I again ask the minister
to speak through the Chair. The minister has finished
his answer.

Governor of Victoria
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — My question is
to the Premier. Can the Premier update the house on the
appointment of the Honourable Linda Dessau, AM, as
Victoria’s 29th governor?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Bendigo West for her question. Earlier today I was
delighted to be able to inform the Victorian community
and to make an announcement that the Honourable
Linda Dessau will be Victoria’s 29th governor —
someone of character, conviction and compassion. She
has a long history of public service and has always put
the interests of others — the protection of others, might
I say, Speaker — ahead of all other considerations. As a
magistrate and as a member of the Coroners Court, the
Children’s Court and the Family Court, she has dealt
with many challenging and complex issues, often in
relation to the protection and empowerment of some of
the most marginalised and some of the most vulnerable
in our Victorian and indeed our Australian community.
There are very few people who have had a more
eloquent and effective role in the promotion of
awareness about the greatest law and order challenge in
our state and our nation today. Of course I refer to
family violence, and Linda Dessau’s advocacy and
passion about that issue — the protection of women
and their children and the acknowledgement that the
place that ought to be a sanctuary and the safest place is
all too often the most dangerous place for women and
their children — does her great credit.
Linda Dessau has worked as an AFL commissioner,
she has worked with countless charities, she has worked
on the Melbourne Festival and she has been a trustee of
the National Gallery of Victoria. It is a long and
impressive list of public service contributions. I think
this is a good and historic appointment for the future —
one that has been too long coming — and I am
delighted, proud and pleased to have recommended to
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Her Majesty the Queen that former Justice Dessau be
appointed as the 29th Governor of our great state.
Justice Dessau graciously accepted, and the Queen has
accepted that recommendation.
Linda Dessau will serve our community with absolute
distinction for a period of five years, beginning on
1 July. This is about being a modern Victoria and about
reclaiming our title as the progressive capital of our
nation. It is also about making decisions that honour the
past and set us up for the future. Linda Dessau will be a
Governor for this century, for these times, and a
Governor who I know will do an outstanding job.
In conclusion — and I will be more than happy to give
the Leader of the Opposition an opportunity, if he
wants, to add to these remarks — on behalf of all
Victorians I pay tribute to His Excellency Alex
Chernov and his wife, Mrs Elizabeth Chernov. Both of
them have served our state with distinction over these
last four years at Government House. There have been
very difficult and challenging times over the last four
years, but they have done a great job. As a courtesy, I
called upon the Governor this morning to inform him of
the announcement I would be making, and I am
confident that there will be an effective handover
between the current Governor and the Governor
designate, as announced earlier today.
There will be other opportunities between now and the
conclusion of Governor Chernov’s term to formally
congratulate him and thank him for his service, but
today it would be wrong today not to acknowledge his
service and the service that Mrs Chernov has provided
the Governor in relation to his service in the pursuit of
justice, his service in the promotion of education and
his service as the centre of our constitutional
democracy. We thank him for his service.
Today’s appointment is very exciting. I am so pleased
and proud to have been able to recommend to the
Queen that Victoria have as its 29th governor Linda
Dessau, an outstanding Victorian and outstanding
Australian. I cannot think of anyone better to perform
this incredibly important role.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (By leave) —
On behalf of the coalition I also thank Alex Chernov
and his wife for the work he has done for four years as
Governor of Victoria. I again put on the record our
strong support for him and the work he has done,
particularly in the education field, where Governor
Chernov has been exceptionally proactive.
I acknowledge Linda Dessau as the 29th Governor,
starting her term on 1 July. I note that she has had a
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distinguished career in the law but also in the AFL
Commission. While a number of us might take issue
with her football team — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr GUY — I am sure if she added white to it and it
was St Kilda, she would be absolutely fabulous. On a
serious point, the opposition certainly respects this
position, respects the appointment and will always give
support to our Queen’s representative in Government
House, our 29th Governor. We look forward to
welcoming her into Victoria officially as the Governor
in July.

West Gate distributor
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Labor says the
West Gate distributor project is shovel ready, so I ask:
what sections of the Stony Creek reserve will be dug up
and when will he release the Aboriginal cultural
heritage study?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, as I
understand standing orders, only one question can be
asked of a minister in question time and the question
that was asked contained two questions. I ask that the
member for Warrandyte be asked to revise his question
to one question.

Wednesday, 11 February 2015

The SPEAKER — Order! Government members!
The question is perfectly in order.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the shadow minister for roads and
infrastructure for his question. As the member would be
well aware, we are at the first stage for expressions of
interest, because as we have said, we are not waiting
four years to get on with the job.
Let me be very clear: this process will be respectful.
We will be consulting extensively with the community.
The scope of works is currently being worked through.
We will abide by all appropriate legislation in relation
to this project and in due course we will release the
appropriate information to the community. It will not be
hidden in a dodgy business case that would make it
impossible to understand what the business case was
about, because if you read your business case — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, standing
order 58 requires that the minister not debate the
question. He has moved into debate on the question,
and I ask you, as it is a very straightforward question, to
direct him in relation to this shovel-ready project.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.

Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, I
refer you to page 159 of Rulings from the Chair, and to
a ruling from Speaker Maddigan:

Mr DONNELLAN — As I indicated, we will abide
by all appropriate legislation. We will do it in an open
manner. We will certainly not be doing it in a secretive
manner. We will certainly not be traumatising people,
like you did with your east-west case — —

It is reasonable to ask a question that has a related
subquestion, but it is not appropriate for members to raise a
number of different questions … which cannot be seen as …
part of a whole.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
resume his seat. For the third time I call on the minister
to speak through the Chair, and he should do so.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Warrandyte to rephrase his question.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, I
seek clarification so that I can ensure I adhere to your
ruling. I inquire why Speaker Maddigan’s ruling is not
being followed in this instance?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member asked two
questions. I ask the member to repeat his question.
Mr R. SMITH — My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and I ask: when the minister
digs up the Stony Creek reserve will he release the
Aboriginal cultural heritage study.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr DONNELLAN — As I indicated, we will abide
by all appropriate legislation. It will be an open process.
It will not be a secretive, closed process. We will do a
proper business case. We will abide by all the
appropriate legislation, and we will release that
information accordingly.

East–west link
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Can the Treasurer update the house on the
east–west link project business case and any other
elements of this project that have put Victorian interests
at risk.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 11 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Essendon for his question and for his continuing
support for transport solutions that actually deliver
useful outcomes for his community. I make it clear that
the business case for the east–west link — the dud
tunnel proposed by the previous government — was
shrouded in secrecy. This was fundamentally an
exercise in deception that was inflicted upon the
Victorian public and hidden from independent scrutiny.
The previous government knew exactly what it was
doing. This was a dud that was going to suck away the
opportunity of Victorians for decades to come.
The Andrews government committed to release the
business case, and it did. When we saw it, we saw the
height of depravity to which the previous government
had risen. Tollmageddon I called it, and Tollmageddon
it was, with 55 cents in every $1 lost and 9 in 10
freeway users worse off through the provision — —
Mr Andrews — Nine in 10?
Mr PALLAS — Nine in 10. Essentially if you are
taxpayer or a tollpayer, then you would have been on
the hook for decades to come. That is exactly what was
proposed with this dud tunnel. The Liberals hid it from
independent scrutiny. Ultimately the aim was to screw
over the Victorian taxpayer — have no doubt about it.
In addition, $1.5 billion in federal money — due to
Victoria for proper projects — was lost on a tawdry,
concocted, dodgy business case. It was not a business
case’s bottom; let me say that.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston will stop interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — When ripping $3 billion from
Melbourne Metro rail in a captain’s call, the Prime
Minister broke his own political promise. We now have
the business case out there in public, and we know that
it is wanting. This issue has also compromised the
ethics of all those opposite who participated in
perpetuating this fraud on the Victorian people. Not
once have we heard an apology from those opposite.
We were told the election was a referendum on the
east–west tunnel. In 2010 the coalition said that the
east–west link was not part of its agenda. We found that
not only was it part of its agenda, it was the only thing
that it planned to inflict upon the Victorian people
without so much as giving them an opportunity to see
the business case and express a view on it. But the
Victorian people did get that opportunity. The
referendum came and belled the cat for what it was. It
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belled the dishonesty and the lack of rigour and
accountability from those opposite.
But it did not stop there. In what could only be
described as an obscenity of public policy we saw the
member for Malvern as the then Treasurer sign a side
letter that basically demonstrated that his greatest
loyalty was to his own political hide, to his political
party, and not to the people of Victoria. In due course
we will release the contracts for the east–west link —
that is, of course — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Premier. He
well knows that when the Chair is on his feet every
member will remain silent.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, given
the government promised to release the contracts the
week it was elected, the opposition is quite happy to
provide leave to table the contracts today.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the
Attorney-General, the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing and the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. There is no point of order.
Mr PALLAS — We will release the contracts —
that is, of course, if the member for Malvern does not
release them ahead of us in his effort to spin and
exculpate himself from the tawdry dishonesty that he
tried to inflict upon the Victorian people. When we
release the contracts, we will see the hundreds of
millions of dollars every year that were signed up to by
those opposite.
But the deception did not stop there. This is not the only
secret that those opposite tried to inflict upon the
Victorian people. There is another dirty little secret.
The Evo apartments acquisition was another flawed
process that just demonstrates to the Victorian people
how crass and dishonest those opposite were. The
coalition saw no problem in building a road that had no
less than seven road viaducts running via an apartment
block.
The initial response of the government was to say, ‘The
imprint of the project does not impact upon the
apartments, so we won’t be acquiring them’. But, lo
and behold, we ultimately saw the government create a
legal fiction to wiggle out of the fact that $100 million
of taxpayers money was to be used to acquire the Evo
apartments. How did it do it? It found a sliver of
land — the merest wafer — by altering the imprint of

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
188

ASSEMBLY

the plan. Then it said, ‘That affects the entire property,
so we will have to buy it all’.
Given that we are into openness and accountability and
we get bloviating lectures from those opposite about it,
I seek leave to table the east–west link project reference
design that demonstrates the way those opposite sought
to change the planning arrangements and waste
$100 million of taxpayers money simply to get
themselves out of a design flaw.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is leave granted?
Mr Guy — Yes, leave is granted for the Treasurer to
table what he has outlined, and the entire east–west link
contracts.
Document tabled.
Mr PALLAS — I thank those opposite. There will
be so much more that we will ask for leave to table in
this place. It is going to come out regularly so that the
people of Victoria get to see the indecency and the
obscenity that passed for public policy under their
government. This whole dud project was an exercise in
burning-your-bridges-as-you-go politics, the politics of
dishonesty.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — Those opposite did not need the
Evo apartments. The design did not require it, and yet
they changed the design by just the slightest margin to
fit the Victorian people up for another $100 million in a
further demonstration of their failed ethics. As one
commentator described it, this was one of the most
expensive and cynical political indulgences this state
has seen.
Members opposite were the perpetrators of it, but still
we hear from them every time we get up to talk about
this. They should simply hang their heads in shame,
turn to mute and recognise that the Victorian people
passed their judgement upon their tawdry deception of
them. Before we get a another bloviating lecture from
the member for Malvern about transparency, let us
remember the legacy that the Liberal Party encumbered
Victorians with for decades to come.

West Gate distributor
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I refer to the
West Gate distributor, which the Premier claims is
shovel ready. There are a number of environmental
issues that need to be addressed, including how much
contaminated soil will be dug up, where this
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contaminated soil will be sent, how much this will cost
and what safety guarantees will be given to local
residents. I ask: can the minister detail the results of the
soil surveys to the house?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — It is pretty obvious today that there is only
one lot of people who do not actually support this
project, and they are from the Liberal Party. But it is
pretty obvious that out in the west this project is well
supported. As I indicated in answers to previous
questions, all appropriate legislation and like will be
abided by. We will be consulting openly and
transparently with the public because we think this is a
vital project to get — —
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister was asked about the shovel-ready project. He
is debating the issue. He is actually talking about what
comes before the shovel, and I ask you to bring him
back to answering the question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
pretty clear that the minister has only just started
answering the question and indeed was referring to the
West Gate distributor project, which was the substance
of the question that was asked. I know the Deputy
Leader of the Liberal Party is trying to be funny and
display his wares for his colleagues, but we would like
the chance for the minister to answer the question as
was asked by his colleague.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members that
the preamble becomes part of the question. I also
remind members that the minister was on his feet for
hardly a few seconds. I call on the minister to come
back to answering the question. There is no point of
order.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is obvious that over the
last four years there has been only one party that has put
away the shovel, and that is the Liberal Party. It did not
do anything for four years. Let us be very clear: at the
end of the day we are getting on with the job
straightaway. We will abide by all the appropriate
legislation because we want to deliver something to the
west. We do not want to deliver some dodgy,
second-rate project that was never going to get there.
We are not going to defraud the Victorian public like
the Liberal Party did with its business case.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, we have
unfortunately moved again into debating the answer. I
know that the minister is new to this role in this term of
Parliament and may need a refresher, but debating is

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 11 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

not answering the question. I would ask that you
enforce the standing orders in this situation and ask him
to answer the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will stop interjecting. I warn the member
for Warrandyte. I do uphold the point of order. I call on
the minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As indicated, we will abide
by all the legislation. We will consult extensively with
the community. We will provide the information in an
open and transparent manner to the whole community.
We will not undertake some dodgy exercise and not
bring the public with us. Let me make it very clear: the
west supports this project. There is only one party in
this house that does not support this project, and that is
the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party may want to reflect
for a few moments on why Andrew Elsbury is not an
upper house member anymore. It might be because the
Liberal Party did not support the relief of congestion
and commercial trucks through the west of the inner
city.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Deputy
Leader of the Liberal Party. I remind the minister again
that he must address his answers through the Chair.

Shipbuilding industry
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry. Can the minister update the
house on the steps the government is taking to secure
the future of Victoria’s naval shipbuilding industry?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the member for Footscray for her question, which
very much gets to the heart of what is a significant
concern for Victoria and our nation. The member, like
everyone on this side of the house, is very concerned
with the current uncertainty surrounding Victoria’s
defence industry. Naval shipbuilding is one of
Victoria’s most important industries, but instead of
providing certainty, instead of outlining a stable,
predictable plan for Victoria’s defence
capabilities — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your guidance based on a ruling you made earlier today
with regard to members reading speeches. Quite clearly
the minister is reading a pre-prepared speech, and I ask
you to give me some guidance — or the minister some
guidance — based on your ruling previously. I wonder
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if you might give the minister some guidance on
reading speeches, which she is clearly doing at the
moment.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister if she
is reading her contribution.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I am not. I have notes with
me, and I would like to be able to continue with my
contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
continue and to make sure that she is not reading.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Absolutely. What is
important for us on this side of the house is that we
need a federal government, we need the government of
Prime Minister Tony Abbott, to start doing its job and
put the defence industry capability of Australia first and
foremost. The Premier and I have visited BAE Systems
on several occasions, and each time we visit that place
we hear from its representatives that there are two
essential things that are missing from the federal
government: the first is an immediate order of work for
the company, a procurement, so that they can keep
people employed; the second is long-term vision and a
pipeline of work that is essential to maintaining
Australia’s defence capability, without which it will be
lost and will never return again.
Our workforce is highly skilled, highly motivated and
world renowned. Everybody, including the federal
Auditor-General, understands that BAE Systems is
world renowned and world class in providing the
defence capability, intelligence and quality of work that
is needed for our defence capability and the nation’s
security.
Unfortunately the only thing the Prime Minister seems
to respond to is a situation where his own job is at risk.
A South Australian Senator demanded and received
from the Prime Minister a commitment to allow the
South Australian government to compete in a fair
tender process for the submarine project. Within a
matter of hours Tony Abbott sent out his Minister for
Defence and reversed that position. Now we know that
Tony Abbott has his job — he has saved his skin —
and every other commitment is out the door.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker,
with regard to relevance, the minister clearly has her
parliaments mixed up. A lot of her contribution should
be made in the federal Parliament. I suggest she direct
her answer to the federal Parliament and not to here in
Spring Street.
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Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
astonishing when there is a question regarding
Victorian jobs and standing up for Victorian jobs, the
opposition would try to stop the minister responsible
from putting forward the strongest possible case and
standing up for shipbuilding jobs here in Victoria. This
point of order should not be upheld. It should be ruled
out, as should this pathetic attempt by the opposition to
kowtow to its mates in Canberra.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, any
answer by a minister in this house needs to be related to
Victorian government business. The minister is entitled
to respond in a context which may involve the
commonwealth government, but for some time now the
minister has been talking purely about what she
believes the commonwealth government should be
doing. She needs to relate her remarks to what she is
doing as a Victorian government minister in relation to
this issue.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister is being relevant to the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — This matter may not have
been the objective in the business of the previous
government, but it certainly is to this government. This
government’s agenda and commitment is to put in
place a jobs plan and put Victorian jobs first and
foremost, and that is what it is doing. My job is to
advocate on behalf of the thousands of employees who
rely on defence industry procurement and the hundreds
of businesses right across Victoria that rely on the
supply chain and contracts from the defence industry.
Without a pipeline of work and without a federal
government that is committed to and understands
defence capability and the importance of a pipeline of
work and of orders being placed which allow
Australian businesses, Victorian businesses, access to
an open and transparent tender process, we have a
government that is not on anybody’s side other than
Tony Abbott’s. That is what we have here.
This government will not allow the federal government
to get off the hook. We will advocate for every single
job. BAE Systems is now at the point of closing.
BAE Systems in Williamstown is desperately seeking
assistance from wherever it can find it, and this
Victorian Andrews government will not let it down.
With its jobs plan and with funds for future industries,
including defence industries, the government has
provided $200 million to grow defence industries and
other great sectors right here in Victoria That is our
commitment to the Victorian people. That is why we
were elected. The previous government did nothing for
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four years. The circus has moved to Canberra. That is
what we have got here.
We have demanded that Tony Abbott place an order to
allow Victorian businesses an opportunity — not to
award them free kicks. That is not a fair process. All we
are asking for and all that these businesses are asking
for is an opportunity to tender in a fair and competitive
manner. Instead of members of the Victorian opposition
moaning and complaining as they always do, they
should start understanding why they lost the last
election. The circus has moved to Canberra, and the
Victorian government will not allow members of the
federal government to turn their backs on Victorian
workers.
Victorian businesses have the capability and the skills
to deliver on these projects. This is our commitment. I
have sought a meeting with the federal defence
minister, and I will be meeting with him this Friday —
unless of course there is another leadership challenge,
in which case he will be going out the door and calling
a media conference to defend his Prime Minister. That
is what happened last week. Hopefully the federal
minister will understand that he is also a Victorian and
that he has an obligation to put the interests of Victorian
jobs first and foremost in his mind and start making
some decisions.
I will be advocating, as has this whole government, for
the federal government to get that pipeline of work
going and to start allowing Australian businesses,
including BAE Systems, to tender in a fair and
competitive manner so that they can keep their doors
open and keep people employed.

West Gate distributor
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I note that before
the election Labor promised Victorians that the West
Gate distributor would cost no more than $500 million,
including extra lanes on the West Gate Freeway.
However, Labor now admits that the cost has blown out
to $680 million. If the minister is so confident there will
be no further cost blowouts, will he now commit that if
the cost exceeds $680 million, he will resign?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the shadow Treasurer for his
question. I very much reject the premise of his
question — full stop. There is only one blowout, and
that is the blowout of the Liberal Party’s election losses
across the country. That is the only blowout I know of.
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Let us be very clear: this is a $500 million project. We
are aspiring to do greater things, and we sought the
assistance of Prime Minister Tony Abbott to do
something. Tony Abbott talks a lot, but where are his
actions on infrastructure in this state? Zip! For four
years the former government did nothing, and all it
could do was put together a dud project which had a
poison pill at the end — that juvenile behaviour!
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, you have
upheld the last three of points of order I have made in
relation to the debating of questions. I ask you to draw
the minister back to answering the question instead of
debating it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As I indicated, the West
Gate distributor is a $500 million project. The extra
lanes on the West Gate Freeway were very much an
aspiration that we took to the federal government for it
to consider so that it could actually get involved in
infrastructure in this state. We have a Prime Minister
who continues to talk about wanting to be the
infrastructure Prime Minister. The West Gate
distributor would be a mighty project for the Prime
Minister to consider. Unfortunately, to date we are still
waiting for the federal government to come to the party.
It is very obvious that there is only one party in this
house that does not support relieving congestion in the
west, and that is the Liberal Party, which continues to
harp and carry on about the West Gate distributor. This
is a doable project that will be done in a short period of
time and that will deliver enormous benefits to the west.
Members of the Liberal Party may again want to reflect
on why they do not have as many members in the upper
house as they used to have. For some reason they hate
the west. At the end of the day this is a project that is
supported by the logistics industry, the local
community and — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern. He should not interject in that manner. The
minister is debating; I ask him to come back to
answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — To wind up, simply there is
no cost blowout. The West Gate distributor is a
$500 million project.
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Education
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. Can the minister advise the
house of the impact on the Victorian education sector of
the commonwealth government’s education policies?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for Dandenong for her question. Being out
on the hustings with her before she was the member, I
know what a great advocate she will be for her local
schools. Like those opposite, the Abbott federal
government has walked away from Victorian
education. You only need to look at page 4 of
appendix A of the Victorian Auditor-General’s report
handed down today entitled Additional School Costs for
Families. The federal government has reneged on the
crucial final years of the Gonski agreement, and today
we see the full impact of that.
The Auditor-General’s report shows for the first time in
a public document just how much funding the Abbott
government is ripping away from Victoria’s most
disadvantaged kids and communities. The former
government was desperate to hide the table on page 4
of this document. The Abbott government is bailing out
of the Gonski agreement in the years when it was meant
to be contributing the lion’s share of that funding. The
former education minister is nodding his head. This is
crucial additional funding to tackle disadvantage.
What is it with Liberal governments? This seems to be
the modus operandi of Liberal governments at a state
and federal level — to abandon our schools, cut
education funding and leave the most disadvantaged
families and students without the assistance they need.
Every one of those members opposite should read this
report carefully. It paints a picture of what four years of
neglect, four years of abandonment and four years of a
Liberal government has meant for Victoria.
Those opposite ripped $1 billion out of education. Is it
any wonder that this report shows that parents are
paying almost 30 per cent more now in parental
payments than they did in 2009 — $70 million. The
former government ripped the money out of the
education budget, and parents are paying the cost. This
is only the tip of the iceberg. The Abbott government’s
savage budget of last May rips over $80 billion out of
health and education over the next decade. That is a cut
of $30 billion to schools, and that means $7.3 billion
will be cut from Victorian schools.
It does not end there. Tony Abbott has taken his cues
from those opposite. They ripped $1.2 billion out of our
TAFE system. The Abbott government’s budget cut
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$1 billion from Victoria’s universities. It has cut
$950 million from the trade training centres in schools
program around the country, which is the equivalent of
650 new trade training centres. Despite promising no
cuts to education, the Abbott government has cancelled
every future trades training centre.
The Victorian community cast their verdict on cuts to
TAFE and schools last November. Victorians will not
stand for it. If, as he claims, Tony Abbott now runs a
‘good government’, he would be wise to heed that
message and deliver on years 5 and 6 of the Gonski
agreement. Vulnerable kids around the state deserve it.

West Gate distributor
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and I refer to the apparently shovel-ready West Gate
distributor project. Given that the project’s scope is
being updated, the government has no final design,
community consultation has not been undertaken,
no-one knows whose homes will be demolished, there
is no cultural heritage plan and the government has no
idea where the ramps and sound barriers will be built, I
ask: is a minor expression of interest for a set of new
traffic lights on Footscray Road the only part of Labor’s
signature road project that is actually shovel ready —
yes or no?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
question. The only people who put a shovel away in
relation to this project are those in the Liberal Party,
because they did nothing about this issue for four dark
years. It was put in the deep freeze and nothing
happened. But at the end of the day we are getting
on — —
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the minister to continue to answer the question. There is
no point of order.
Mr DONNELLAN — As indicated, we have put
out an expression of interest because we very much
want to get on with the job. There is a serious issue in
regard to unemployment. When we were last in we had
the lowest unemployment rate in the country; now we
have one of the highest. We do not have any time. For
four years you sat still and did not deliver one major
project — —
The SPEAKER — Order! For the fourth time the
minister has not directed his answers through the Chair.
I invite the minister to see me after question time.
Mr DONNELLAN — As indicated, we are moving
quickly. We want to get on with this project, the West
Gate distributor. We want to get on with relieving
congestion and providing relief to the community in the
west. We are not putting the shovel away like the other
lot did for four years; we are moving forward. We have
put that out so the community can have confidence that
we are not going to be putting our shovels away and
sitting still for four years. That is totally inappropriate
behaviour. As I indicated a little earlier, we have drifted
in terms of employment in this state. This state was a
great job generator, and this project is about continuing
to drive jobs growth in the construction sector and
ensuring that we do not sit still.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was clearly about the claim that
the project is shovel ready. It is clearly not. The
minister has continued to talk about jobs growth, which
is indeed important to the coalition, but this is not what
the question was about. I ask you to bring the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety back to the question that
was asked.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, the first
effort of this minister upon getting up was again to
attack the opposition. It is a yes or no question. Is this
the only part that is shovel ready — yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister had only
been speaking for a short period of time.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition will listen attentively. The
Leader of The Opposition knows well that the Chair
cannot direct the minister to respond in any particular
way, and certainly not in relation to a yes or a no. I ask

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As indicated, we are moving
forward with the West Gate distributor project. It is
obvious that the Liberal Party has no relevance in the
west, because it has been rejected. It does not support
providing relief — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, question
time is not an opportunity for a minister to attack the
opposition. The minister is clearly attacking the
opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood knows well by now that is not a point of
order.
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Mr DONNELLAN — We make no apologies for
getting on with the job, and we will continue to do that.
This government is about generating jobs, because
there has been a tragic lack of job generation over the
last four years. It will continue doing it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has finished
answering the question.

Urban rail funding
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister update
the house on the Andrews Labor government
commitment to investing in urban rail?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
delighted to be answering this question from the
member for Ivanhoe, and I am delighted that it is the
last question of this question time. Unlike the failed
former Liberal-Nationals government, which sacrificed
public transport in favour of a discredited, dodgy road
project in the centre of Melbourne, the Andrews Labor
government has a strong agenda to deliver in public
transport, to build new rail lines and to buy new trains.
For example, only Labor will deliver the transformative
Melbourne Metro rail project.
We have a record of delivery in rail. For instance, the
only significant rail projects and the only significant
public transport projects to proceed over the past four
years were all planned, approved and funded by the
previous Labor government, whether it was the
Sunbury electrification project, the South Morang rail
extension or the regional rail link.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, standing
order 58(1)(a) calls on a minister answering a question
to be direct, factual and succinct. I particularly want to
point out the factual bit. The minister talks about
projects being funded — —
The SPEAKER — Order! This is not an
opportunity to debate or to repeat the question or
answer.
Ms ALLAN — The Andrews Labor government
will also remove the 50 most dangerous level crossings,
reducing congestion on our urban rail system, and we
will start the Mernda rail link. There are many rail
projects around the country that have come about as a
result of investment from both levels of government,
federal and state. I will give a few examples. There is
the Moreton Bay rail link program in Queensland,
where construction is underway, the Perth City Link,
the Adelaide rail electrification project and the Gold
Coast light-rail project. Then of course there is our own
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beloved regional rail link, which was funded with over
$3 billion of money from the former Labor federal
government.
These examples show that in recent times urban rail
here in Victoria and right around the country has been
funded on a bipartisan basis. These are projects here in
Victoria and around the country where you have had a
state government and a federal government — a Labor
government or a Liberal government — fund these
projects. We want this to continue. The public expects
this to continue. Indeed we are not alone in thinking
this.
Another commentator expects this to continue. I refer to
this statement:
There is now a history here in Victoria with both the regional
rail link and the metro tunnel whereby the federal government
has indicated it is prepared to provide financial support for
those projects. It has its fingerprints all over those projects.
We do not want it to take its hands off; we want hands on.

That is a statement we agree with by the former
Minister for Public Transport, the member for
Polwarth. We are delighted that the member for
Polwarth is at one with our government on the
expectation of commonwealth support for major urban
projects. We urge the member for Polwarth to use his
hands, pick up that phone and urge his mates in
Canberra to get on board and work with us to deliver
those vital public transport projects our state needs.
As the Prime Minister has said this week, ‘I’ve listened,
I’ve learnt and I’ve changed and the government will
change with me’. Just as he has discovered the value of
investing in and supporting Australian shipbuilding
jobs, Victoria wants the Prime Minister to rediscover
the value in supporting our program, the program of the
Andrews Labor government, of investing in public
transport projects that will support our community,
support our economy and create Victorian jobs.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Speaker, in what
I think was the first of a series of non-answers by the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety this afternoon, he
used some words that are rather unusual in this place. I
wonder if you might review the answer to that question.
If, like me, you consider the words ‘bugger all’ to be
unparliamentary language, you may counsel the
minister on his approach.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will take the point of
order on notice and look at the record.
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BACK TO WORK BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to the debate on the Back to Work
Bill 2014. By way of background to this bill I indicate
that I am very concerned, as are people across my
electorate and the state, about the need for a
government that is getting on with supporting
employment opportunities in this state. This comes on
the back of looking at Victoria’s unemployment figures
for the last four years. We see that the number of
Victorians out of work increased by 68 000 during the
term of the previous government. Unemployment
increased from 4.9 per cent in December 2010 to
6.8 per cent today.
Youth unemployment, a particular concern to me and
many in this house, rose from 12.5 per cent to 14.1 per
cent. As a representative of a regional city in this state, I
know that people across Ballarat and across my region
are very concerned about this. We need to give hope to
our young people so that they know that when they
leave school they will have an opportunity to move on
and gain employment. We need to know that people
who lose their job for one reason or another or who are
long-term unemployed have opportunities and have
hope that they will gain employment and be able to
build their lives. These are vitally important issues that I
stand for, as does everyone on this side of the house.
We were frustrated in the last four years when we
regularly called for the former coalition government to
show its determination in regard to employment and to
come out with a jobs plan. It never did. We are now on
this side of the house, and I am proud to be part of the
Andrews Labor government. I know we were elected
because people see in us hope for jobs in the future.
We brought in the Back to Work Bill in our first week
in Parliament in December. Unfortunately the
opposition did not support debate on it that week, but
we are now able to debate this bill. I am speaking after
the member for Malvern, who was the lead speaker for
the opposition in this debate. He only picked holes in
the bill. At no stage did he seem to understand the
importance of getting on with the job of supporting
employment in this state.
I would welcome the member for Malvern to Ballarat
and invite him to speak to young and long-term
unemployed people who have lost their jobs. I would
invite him to give the speech he just gave in this
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Parliament. They would howl him out of that place, just
as they would howl him out if he took his piece of
paper about the east–west link and showed them how
he said, ‘Despite how you vote in the election, I’m
going to try to tie you down to a $1 billion bill for the
east–west link’. I welcome the member for Malvern to
my electorate. I am sure he will be howled down by
many people.
I now return to the bill. In the lead-up to the election the
Labor opposition announced a very thorough plan to
build employment in this state. The Back to Work Bill
is just one part of that plan to which $100 million has
been attached. We know, however, that the Premier
intends to develop an investment panel. People with
experience in business and industry will support this
panel by advising on opportunities to expend a further
$500 million to create significant investment and
employment projects. We know we also have a range
of other funds available, including the Future Industries
Fund and the Regional Jobs Fund, of which I am very
supportive. These funds will ensure that we focus on
opportunities for jobs in the regions as well as in the
Melbourne metropolitan area.
I am pleased to speak on this bill today to show that we
are getting on with the job. As a teacher I saw many
young people going through school. I want to see them
getting into employment. I have spoken to many young
people. They have left school, they are looking for jobs,
they have great hopes for the world and the way it will
treat them, and they are frustrated when they do not get
jobs, as are many other people who have lost their jobs
through no fault of their own. We have seen this happen
so many times in recent years in Ballarat. The previous
Labor government did some great things in Ballarat. It
brought the State Revenue Office to Ballarat. It
supported employment in so many ways, including
through jobs in the Ballarat rail industry — X’trapolis
trains are being produced at Alstom in Ballarat. Labor
continues to support employment in many ways, but
more has to be done to make up for the loss of jobs that
happened under the former government.
This Back to Work Bill ensures that we will be able to
get things underway so that from 1 April any employer
who employs on a full-time basis a young person, a
long-term unemployed person or a person who has lost
their job will be able to gain reimbursement through the
State Revenue Office. This bill sets in place the process
for that to happen so that the State Revenue Office can
set clear guidelines before 1 April this year and so that
the funds will be able to flow from 1 July.
I am pleased to stand as a Labor member of Parliament
and as part of the Andrews government saying that we
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are concerned about employment in our electorates. We
are very supportive of action that will see young people,
long-term unemployed people and those who have been
retrenched given great opportunities. This bill will see
that from 1 April this year, with the financial incentives
that this bill will deliver to their employers, those
people will have a new opportunity. I am very
supportive of this legislation.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the Back to
Work Bill 2014. The purpose of the bill is to provide
financial relief to employers with regard to the hiring of
employees. In his very good contribution the shadow
Treasurer gave an overview of the bill and also
highlighted some concerns that the coalition has in
regard to the bill. The bill is aimed at retrenched and
unemployed workers in certain conditions. It is those
certain conditions that are giving the coalition some
cause for concern. Those concerns have been expressed
by the shadow Treasurer.
On the surface the legislation seems to be well
intended; there is no doubt about that. However, there
are concerns about how it might be applied. If one were
cynical, one might say that at the least the intent to
employ 100 000 people over two years is very
ambitious. The coalition is concerned about elements of
the application of the bill, because a lot of the detail we
seek to understand is currently missing from the
legislation, particularly around who it might apply to.
We do not know that, and I will elaborate further on
that during the contribution. There has been no
regulatory impact assessment, and we are concerned
about other elements of the proposed legislation.
One of the elements that has been underestimated is the
level of bureaucracy around employers putting on an
employee under the initiative. That is a concern that has
been raised by the business community, and
particularly by small businesses. They also have
concerns about red tape. While the initiative might be
well intended, my sense is that a number of businesses
will simply baulk at participating in the scheme for the
sake of $1000 because of the bureaucracy. I have grave
doubts that the Labor Party’s target will be achieved.
There are concerns about the accountability of the
legislation. The shadow Treasurer talked about the
oversight, accountability and reporting of how well the
initiative tracks into the future. In today’s Age there is
an article which in part goes to concerns about the
potential for rorting the initiative. As the previous
speaker said, the initiative will be implemented on
1 April with payments potentially being made from
1 July. But we are still to understand the detail of how
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the system will work, and time is getting away from us
very quickly.
The Age refers to the potential for people to be placed
on fixed-term contracts for three months and employers
simply taking the money for putting on that employee
and the issues of longer term employment not really
being addressed. It also refers to concerns about
working parents, for example, and how they fit into the
scheme, and the shadow Treasurer also made mention
of this. Will they be disadvantaged by the rules and
regulations that will apply to this initiative?
The Greens have some concerns about where asylum
seekers and refugees will fit within the scheme, and
they are legitimate concerns. The Greens have proposed
some amendments and the coalition will consider them
when the bill is between the houses. The Age article
says that a spokeswoman for the Treasurer said it was
highly unlikely that employers would go to the cost and
trouble of repeatedly employing new and inexperienced
workers. I do not think that is any reassurance. We have
legitimate concerns about how the initiative will
operate, and we hope the minister will answer some of
our questions.
Labor’s Back to Work plan suggests it will create over
100 000 jobs. The first page of its Back to Work —
Victorian Labor’s Plan for 100 000 Jobs document
contains a heading ‘Every job is worth fighting for’.
The shadow Treasurer said that it is an oxymoron when
you think about the government’s performance so far,
with the potential for 3700 jobs to be lost with the
east–west link contract, which is now being ripped up;
the jobs lost with the Linking Melbourne Authority; the
Point Nepean contracts potentially being ripped up with
a loss of jobs there; and the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor upgrade, which is very important to my
electorate and to the people of Gippsland. We are not
sure whether or not that is proceeding. In terms of jobs
the proposals in the government’s document are an
oxymoron, given its performance thus far.
Jobs are critically important to my electorate, and they
are important to regional Victoria. The government can
provide support in a range of ways; there is no doubt
about that. I was with the president of the Australian
Hotels Association, Peter Burnett, last night when he
referred to the importance of events not only to
Melbourne but also to regional Victoria. It is one way
for governments to support major events and tourism.
Employers put on younger people in particular around
those events, and that is really important. The Regional
Growth Fund is very important to those of us in
regional Victoria, and we are concerned that the
government is changing tack in terms of what it might
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do for job creation in regional Victoria and what it
might do to the fund.
I am concerned about some of the initiatives that were
put in place when we were in government. I was
previously a Minister for Small Business when the
coalition government put in place a number of
initiatives to support the business sector, in particular to
make sure that businesses have the opportunity to
employ people. One such program is the Employment
Start Up for Business program, which is a
$4000 incentive for businesses to employ 15 to
25-year-old unemployed people. The package
presented to us today includes a $1000 incentive, so my
question to the government is: will that program be
retained into the future? It was a good initiative
undertaken by the coalition government which provides
$3000 more as an incentive than what is being offered
under Labor’s proposal.
The shadow Treasurer said that in government we were
able to reduce the WorkCover premiums for
businesses, supporting hundreds of thousands of
businesses in Victoria. There was also a reduction in
payroll tax, providing savings of around $234 million
over four years. The proposal before the house is a
package over two years. The former government
undertook a range of initiatives that supported the
business community to make sure it was able to employ
people.
At a very local level, as the member for Morwell I note
that we had in place the $15 million Latrobe Valley
Industry and Infrastructure Fund. That provided
$15 million for local businesses to grow, expand and
create jobs. That money was expended during our term
in government. My concern and that of my local
business community is whether the package we are
debating today is a replacement for that fund. Under the
fund, in excess of 40 projects were supported in my
local community to create around 1100 direct and
indirect jobs. There were some wonderful contributions
by local businesses. Sometimes businesses need that
incentive to grow and expand, and we had a leveraged
investment of about $100 million through that project.
In closing, although the legislation might be well
intended, the coalition has grave concerns about its
content, including the eligibility criterion.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Back to Work Bill 2014.
It is a signature policy of the Andrews Labor
government which puts jobs at the forefront of our
agenda. I want to contribute to the Parliament a
reflection by the chief executive officer of the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, Mark
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Stone. He said that the chamber welcomes the state
government’s introduction of the Back to Work Bill
and the priority that the new government is placing on
jobs creation. This is an important piece of legislation
which was introduced in the first sitting week of this
Parliament, and it is a positive sign of the government’s
focus on reducing business costs and stimulating
employment.
You only have to go back to the Brumby Labor
government’s record on jobs to see that during the
storms of the global financial crisis — —
Mr R. Smith — Deputy Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr RICHARDSON — I was reflecting on the
previous Labor government’s contribution of half the
jobs in our nation during the storms of the global
financial crisis. Labor state governments have a great
record in employment creation. The Back to Work
Bill 2014 looks to establish a $100 million fund to
provide payroll tax relief to companies hiring long-term
unemployed youth, retrenched workers and long-term
unemployed people. It supports the creation of
100 000 jobs.
It is worth reflecting on how we have arrived at the
position where we have troubles with jobs. Over the
last four years we saw 68 000 people lose their jobs,
which is the equivalent of 46 people losing their job
each and every day. Their families are struggling, and
Labor has a plan to respond to them. This bill fits into
the broader context of the Back to Work plan, as
outlined by the Premier, who introduced its first stage
to the house on 23 December 2014. This context
includes the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel,
presiding over a $500 million fund, which will consult
with industry and business experts to support jobs and
investment, the Future Industries Fund and the
Regional Jobs Fund. It is a holistic package. You
cannot sit back and be a one-trick pony with one major
piece of infrastructure. You have to be on the front foot,
and that is what this Labor government is doing.
Cuts to TAFE stifle opportunity as well, and this is part
of the broader context we need to consider. Labor’s
commitment to restore funding to TAFE is welcomed,
particularly in my electorate, where we have seen job
losses increase twofold. With people exposed to the
changing automotive and manufacturing industries, we
have seen a dwindling in gross state product of 7.4 per
cent. We are also seeing professionals lose their jobs —
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people in IT, banking and various white-collar jobs —
and that is a systemic challenge for all of us.
The Andrews Labor government will focus on the
high-growth areas and on how our economy can set
itself up to respond to those challenges. It will focus on
education, renewable energies and pharmaceuticals, the
kinds of industries that need to be at the forefront. It is
an honour to speak on this bill and an honour to address
the house. I am looking forward to the passage of this
bill.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Back to Work Bill 2014. In front of us is a bill
which is a shell by nature, lacking in substance. It is a
reflection of the spin we have had from this government
since it has come into power; there is no substance.
Unfortunately the government has had a poor start,
particularly when it comes to jobs and Back to Work.
We have seen this with the ripping up of the east–west
link contracts, which sends a clear message to
businesses all around the country and the world that
Victoria is closed for business. When a government rips
up a contract and says it will not honour the future
obligations of previous governments, clearly no-one
will have confidence in doing business with it. On top
of that, more than 3000 jobs are being shelved.
The Back to Work Bill 2014 is an absolute
contradiction when we are ripping up contracts, cutting
jobs and doing nothing. The Cranbourne-Pakenham
line project is in limbo. The CityLink-Tullamarine
Freeway project is in limbo. There are more projects in
limbo than you can poke a stick at. We have a
government that really does not want to do anything but
create news headlines.
On the specifics of this bill, there is talk about returning
people who have been long-term unemployed to work,
which is a very important initiative. I commend the
government for at least thinking about this. However, I
am very concerned that there is no substance and no
ability to ensure that people who get a job beyond three
months keep their job. The $1000 that is being put up
by businesses to train people and get them ready for
work is a commitment on behalf of the employer. One
questions where that $1000 will go, whether it will be
enough and whether that person will be retained at the
end of that time period.
If the government were really serious about getting
businesses going and getting people back to work, it
would look at penalty rates and at reducing red tape. It
would not be introducing another set of public holidays,
it would not be scrapping the move-on laws, which it is
proposing to do, and it would certainly not be
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employing its union mates to run this state. It is
important to ensure that there is a clear message to all
Victorians that this is a great state to invest in.
Unfortunately there has been a terrible start by this
government. I hope this bill does not end up like ideas
we have seen from the Labor Party in the past — ideas
that have been lacking in substance and vision.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Back to Work Bill 2014. It
is no accident that an Andrews Labor government has
made this bill its top priority. It is the first piece of
legislation the government has introduced into this
Parliament, because nothing is more important than the
dignity of work. Nothing is more important than having
a plan to ensure that people can experience the dignity
of work and that we can increase the economic output
of this state.
What we saw over the previous four years was a
government with no hand on the tiller and asleep on the
watch. We do not come from the school of being
completely hands off or of having a scorched earth
policy of no government intervention and no
leadership. When Labor left office four years ago
Victoria was a national leader in employment growth,
and throughout the decade of its government Victoria’s
unemployment rate was the lowest in the country. Even
during the resources boom we compared very well with
other states. After a short turnaround we are now
dragging behind. Our unemployment rate is only better
than Tasmania’s. In four years we have gone from
being the economic powerhouse of the non-resource
states to dragging at the bottom.
My electorate of Yan Yean is one of the fastest growing
electorates in the state and the nation. During the whole
decade of Labor in government — when we had low
unemployment across the state — the electorate of Yan
Yean had about half the state average rate of
unemployment. It had very low rates of unemployment.
Not only has the state unemployment rate now gone
sky high, the unemployment rate in the electorate of
Yan Yean is now well above the state average. We did
not have a problem with youth unemployment in the
electorate of Yan Yean during a decade of Labor. The
coalition government took a hands-off approach, with
its first Premier, Ted Baillieu, looking out the window
not doing anything, before realising too late that it
needed to do something. It came up with projects that
were poorly scoped and which did not provide job
generation.
In my time in opposition I paid tribute to the City of
Whittlesea. Like all levels of government, local
government does not always get it right, but ever since
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the city went on a trajectory of growth with its two
growth corridors, the City of Whittlesea has set a target
of one new job for every new house built. If it was good
enough for the City of Whittlesea — one of the 79 local
government areas in this state — to have had a job
target and to be interventionist in creating local jobs in
the area, why was it not for our predecessors, who now
sit on the opposition benches? They should look no
further than that they ignored the community’s need for
the dignity of work. The community need to be able to
provide for their families. The coalition government
failed to invest in infrastructure, whether that be roads,
public transport or schools — all those things that now
lag behind — or it made cuts to capital investment in
those areas. When it did invest it was too little too late
or it invested in the wrong place. That meant there was
no job-generating effect.
Labor had a great level of cooperation with state and
federal MPs and with local governments across the
north of Melbourne. That is why Labor was successful
in getting the Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market to
our area, which has really grown jobs. We invested in
the duplication of Cooper Street and then its triplication
and the extension of Edgars Road, which made the
Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market possible and
generated jobs there. We now have transport, logistics
and manufacturing companies setting up in the area to
take in the benefits of having the Wholesale Fruit and
Vegetable Market close by. It will also resolve
congestion issues on the Western Ring Road because
80 per cent of the freight that goes to the Wholesale
Fruit and Vegetable Market comes down the Hume
Freeway. The trucks will be coming in and very quickly
dropping the freight off and going back up the Hume
Freeway and not creating a traffic blockage on the
Western Ring Road.
It is crucially important that we understand that this
state has been marking time over the last four years,
with jobs going to New South Wales, which has been
actively involved in investment attraction. This will not
be a government that will be asleep on the watch. It will
respect the dignity of work. It wants Victoria to be a
leading powerhouse again and to drive the nation’s
economy. We also need to prepare for the challenges
coming to Victoria with the impending closure of the
motor vehicle industry, which was another fault of the
previous government and the Liberal government in
Canberra because they refused to see that this problem
was coming and to sit down and come up with
solutions to save that industry.
A lot of people talk about Geelong, which is having a
job hit at the moment, but in the north of Melbourne it
is far worse. We need to be actively engaged in
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supporting businesses to set up or to transform so we
have jobs growth in the north of Melbourne and across
our great state. The Back to Work Bill 2014 will make
a contribution to doing that alongside our major
infrastructure investment program, which we will be
doing from year 1 and not waiting until year 4. I
commend the bill to the house. I wish it speedy
passage, and I urge those on the other side to get on
board and support jobs for our communities.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Back to Work Bill
2014, and I want to correct the record. The member for
Yan Yean seems to have a short memory. When Labor
was last in government, it was the rivers of gold that ran
through to Victoria from the Rudd stimulus package
that kept this state in the black, and when that tap was
turned off we had a $6 billion write-down in revenue in
the first two years of our government. It is easy to sing
as if all were well. Billions of dollars flowed into
Victoria from the Rudd and Gillard governments, but a
$6 billion write-down is more than 10 per cent of the
budget of this state.
Although members of the opposition will not be
opposing this bill, we do have some major concerns
about it. The bill provides that a scheme will be
implemented to defray some of the costs of hiring an
unemployed or retrenched worker; that forms will have
to be filled out, claims made; records kept; and that
further compliance costs will be imposed upon business
through that. The bill tells us that the minister will put
together some criteria, but the problem is that no-one
really knows what those criteria are. In fact I do not
think that members of the Labor government know
what they are either. The bill provides that there will be
a scheme and some criteria, that there will be ways to
deal with objections, reviews and appeals and that there
will be administration and enforcement if claimants do
not comply with these things.
In relation to these criteria, we have to ask: where is the
government’s accountability on producing some criteria
that are not included in the bill that is to pass through
this house and this Parliament? Those criteria should be
scrutinised by the Parliament, and the people of
Victoria deserve having us make sure that the Labor
government delivers on the 100 000 full-time jobs that
it said it would create. We all know what happens when
Labor tries to manage money — it is not a pretty
sight — and Victorians certainly know about the
billions of dollars that were lost in waste and
mismanagement when Labor was last in office. We also
know that the government has not worked out the
criteria the bill refers to, because a draft could have
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been circulated. When these criteria are formulated,
will they be open to rorting?
The Premier and the Treasurer are really saying, ‘Trust
us’ — and this from a party that brought us the
desalination plant at $1.8 million a day for 27 years,
myki, the north–south pipeline and $1.44 billion in cost
overruns on IT projects. This ‘Trust me’ comes from a
Premier who said, ‘We will not rip up the east–west
link contracts because of the risk to the state’. It is
interesting to think about the ripping up of contracts
putting the state at risk. The Premier has admitted that
doing so would put the state of Victoria at risk and
compromise investor confidence and sovereign risk. On
the issue of trust, I think the staff of the Linking
Melbourne Authority would be saying, ‘Don’t trust
them’, because before the election Labor said that those
people would have jobs, but now, after the election,
Labor is sacking them. This all comes from a
government whose members are using taxpayer funds
to try and get people into jobs. The irony of this is, on
the one hand, spending money on trying to create jobs
while, on the other hand, sacking people. I think that the
Victorian people would see that as a bit incongruent.
I cannot avoid quoting the Premier from his press
release of 23 December in relation to this scheme. In it
he says:
The Labor government will get our state back to work,
because every job is worth fighting for.

The hypocrisy is breathtaking, because I just think of a
few things that have happened of recent times. Were
the jobs at Dairy Bell and Ernest Hillier Chocolates
worth fighting for? If so, where was the Premier? What
about the jobs at Betta Foods, and the 3700 jobs for the
east–west link and the jobs at the Linking Melbourne
Authority? And what about Oz Minerals?
Where was the Premier during the fight to keep that
company’s head office in this state instead of 60 jobs
going to Adelaide under the direction of the South
Australian government, which fought for those jobs and
took them from Victoria. Our Premier said nothing —
he was missing in action. Every job is worth fighting
for except those and the others that get lost. When the
Premier was in opposition, he was going to be the
saviour of jobs, but he has done nothing to secure and
fight for those jobs.
We look at Labor’s public holiday, which comes at a
cost of up to $1.6 billion in productivity losses in this
state. That is aside from the $201 million that would be
lost from the retail and hospitality sectors just as a result
of that one public holiday. That is double what Labor is
going to spend on this $100 million scheme.
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Government members say, ‘Don’t worry. We are
having a public holiday’ — and that is going to cost the
hospitality and retail sectors $201 million. It is a little
bit incongruent.
In terms of the contradictions there — I am not sure
how many of those opposite have ever run a business
and employed staff, but I have employed multiple staff
members — the interesting thing is that to implement a
scheme like this you have to understand business
compliance costs. I can tell members that there are over
half a million small businesses in this state alone, and
no decision to employ someone is ever taken lightly.
An example of what Labor brings to bear is a lack of
understanding of business and certainly of small
business.
In the overall scheme of Labor’s bad decisions — we
can see that world’s best practice in that area being the
desalination plant, with a benchmark of $1.8 million a
day — this is probably minor in comparison, but it does
illustrate an ignorance of what makes an economy
productive and an ignorance of the drivers creating
sustainable employment. The government has no
understanding of economics and does not understand
that a strong economy is the basis for strong
employment and that a strong economy comes from
having the infrastructure that is needed so businesses
can be more productive than they currently are.
It is not about spending money on congestion. It is not
about spending money being stuck in traffic in terms of
time and fuel costs. It is about getting products and
services to where they need to be in an efficient
manner. The money that businesses save can be
reinjected back into their organisations and businesses
so that they can grow and employ more staff. To deny
the east–west link is to deny one of the fundamental
projects that our economy in this state needs to make
business more productive and to make ensure that our
economy has further output to ensure that we can inject
funds back into business to employ more staff. We do
not need a Labor government that increases the cost of
doing business.
In terms of key performance indicators, obviously
Labor’s KPI will be to create 100 000 full-time jobs
from $100 million, and the Victorian people will hold
the Labor government to account on this. Three months
and one day of employment is not a full-time job. The
minimum requirement for a person or a company to
employ a staff member is three months and one day.
Whether that is a full-time job in the eyes of the
government, I am not sure, but I do not think it is a way
that any other Victorian defines a full-time job.
Opposition members have some significant concerns
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about this bill. We need to make sure that it is
implemented properly and that it faces the proper
scrutiny. I look forward to seeing these criteria and to
determining whether they provide the best value for
dollar for the Victorian people.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — One of
Australia’s greatest gifts is the opportunity we provide
for families with the imagination, the dream of a better
future and the courage to cross the world to pursue it to
have a fresh start in life. Nowhere is the dream of
Australia more cherished than in Broadmeadows, yet
under the former coalition regime in Victoria and under
the watch of the Abbott federal government
unemployment in Broadmeadows has risen to 26.4 per
cent. That is higher than Spain and equal to Greece. It is
a looming social disaster. The figures for youth
unemployment are even higher than that. We cannot get
the official figure, but a fair extrapolation would put it
at over 40 per cent.
The action I have called for repeatedly is that we have a
coordinated strategy between the three tiers of
government, business and civil society to address these
issues and examine what the future jobs and industries
will be. We do not want Broadmeadows to be
remembered for the demise of the Ford Motor
Company, even though for years and generations
families have made a contribution with their muscle,
nous and innovation to deliver manufacturing and
underwrite prosperity for this state.
It should never be forgotten that the innovation in Ford
that helps it to sell most cars for Ford globally does not
come from Detroit, it comes from Broadmeadows. It
has always been the issue of innovation. Recently,
when General Motors had its international trade show it
addressed this issue again. The innovation that helps
deliver the best sales for its models around the world
comes from Melbourne. There is a disconnect in what
has happened. We have great innovation and yet this
industry has now been devastated. In only two years
there will not be another passenger vehicle made in
Australia.
What I have been calling for is that we look at what
other options we need to address here. It is clear cut,
again using Broadmeadows as the example, that we
have the rise of a company like CSL Behring. This is an
opportunity to see a company with elegant science that
produces life-saving blood plasma, which it sells
around the world, and has a great share price. As a
nation we need at least another half-dozen, if not a
dozen, companies of that magnitude.
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I tried to get the former coalition government of
Victoria to engage in this need and also to get a
coordinated strategy by directly contacting the Prime
Minister. When I wrote to him a year ago asking him to
become a part of it, to actually come and work with the
community, I also wrote to the former Premier to
become part of it. I waited a month to show that this
was above politics, above partisanship; I simply waited
until they would finally respond. They did not respond,
so eventually I wrote an article in the Herald Sun
explaining the facts of the matter. By the end of
business that day I got the ‘Dear Frank’ letter signed by
the Premier of the day, saying, ‘Here is what we are
trying to do’ and all the rest of it. It took that sort of
exposure before I actually got a response, but they still
did not come to address these issues. These are critical
issues that we need to address with a coordinated
strategy.
It could not be more important than in a community
like Broadmeadows because of the complexity of
difficulties and because of the added ingredient from a
social context as well. There are twice as many Muslim
families in Broadmeadows as there are in any other
state electorate, living side by side with Christian
refugees from Iraq and Syria. They all call Australia
home, they all want to live beyond the burden of history
and they all want the fresh start in life that is the great
promise of Australia. That is what we have done for
generations. We need to have the will, the wit and the
nous to have a coordinated strategy that addresses this
issue. That is what the Back to Work Bill 2014
explains, and that is what Labor in government is trying
to deliver.
There is $100 million to provide payroll tax relief to
companies hiring unemployed youth, the long-term
unemployed and retrenched workers into full-time
work. That is critical for areas like Broadmeadows to
give those kids a chance. As a community we have
worked hard to put in the necessary ingredients to get a
better balance in the investment and to put more into
attitude, education and opportunity — the attributes that
largely determine where anyone ends up in life — not
just into bigger police stations, grander courthouses and
more prisons. We all know whose strategy that was and
where it ends. That is the road to perdition.
We have a strategy to deliver on those sorts of things,
and the community has rallied behind it. Since just over
a decade ago, when we did not have a public library, we
have been able to get things in place. Now we have
Australia’s first multiversity, where you can get
preschool reading, bilingual story time and mentoring
via computers. If you are a bright kid in a poor area,
you do not get left behind. Then there is the opportunity
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to do university degrees and take courses with Kangan
Institute, even though the last government took
$25 million out of Kangan.
That is what Labor does: it builds on strategy and it
puts in the infrastructure. We are the builders of
communities and economies, because that is where it
starts and that is what needs to be done. Only today I
called on the Prime Minister to come to Broadmeadows
and be part of the next economic and cultural
development summit and, if he does not come, to invite
the Treasurer to attend. He should come to
Broadmeadows and meet the heavy lifters in life.
Forget the old rhetoric of the lifters and leaners; forget
the 1950s rhetoric that divided communities. We need
to be bigger than that. We need to acknowledge the
people who have really had a go in life, who have tried
to deliver and who have underwritten the prosperity of
this community for generations — not despise them.
We have an opportunity out of adversity with the
demise of the Motowns, and what are we going to do
about that? It is not something Labor wanted, but it is
the political reality in which we now find ourselves
because of the coalition’s abandonment of the
automotive industry. We need to look at what the future
will be for areas like Broadmeadows and Geelong,
which were the areas for Ford; for Dandenong and
Fishermans Bend, for Holden; and for Altona, for
Toyota. In two years there will not be one more
passenger car built in this country, and that is the
reality. The challenge now is to look at what the future
is going to be and what will be the new industries and
new jobs that we will create.
With this bill Labor has put a blueprint on the table on
how to directly get involved and not be a bystander.
The Abbott government is just standing there like a
bystander, and the Prime Minister wonders why his
leadership is in jeopardy. You cannot just continue with
these internal politics; you cannot continue to ignore
these big picture issues. This is what has caught up with
the Prime Minister — unfairness is at the heart of his
near-death experience.
The response from the Andrews government has been
to put forward a strategy that addresses all of these
issues. There is the Premier’s Jobs and Investment
Panel; the Future Industries Fund, which is a
$200 million grant program to support job-creating
projects in the six identified high-growth areas,
including pharmaceuticals, new energy, food and fibre,
and international education; and the Regional Jobs
Fund, which is a $200 million investment fund to
support job-creating projects in regional Victoria, and
part of a broader package to be announced. Here is a
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coordinated strategy; here is a collaborative approach.
This is why Labor matters.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Back to Work Bill 2014. It was with
intense interest that I read this bill. It has been
suggested at various times by those opposite that the
coalition is responsible for causing the job losses that
occurred as a result of the major restructuring of
Victoria’s manufacturing sector.
The fact is that the coalition facilitated the creation of
over 110 000 new jobs. Our commitment was to create
a further 200 000 jobs over the next five years as part of
a comprehensive $27 billion infrastructure program,
with a further $6.6 billion on offer for skills, training
and manufacturing support. It was a real and practical
plan that would have built on our excellent record of
economic management. So I expected this bill by the
new Andrews government to offer significant and
major structural reforms to facilitate industry transition,
which would secure the long-term prosperity of
Victoria’s economy, just as the coalition had planned.
However, this bill is nothing more than a stark reminder
to the public of who they voted out just four years ago
for their fiscal incompetence and mismanagement of
major projects. To those of us who have been around
for a while, it is plain to see that the current Andrews
government is merely offering Victorians a veneer of
employment reform in an effort to avoid doing the real
hard work.
Labor’s $1 billion jobs plan borrows from the
coalition’s plans, but its plan lacks detail. Let us look at
what it is promising. The Back to Work Bill 2014 will
establish a $100 million fund to provide payroll tax
relief for companies hiring unemployed youth, the
long-term unemployed and retrenched workers in
full-time jobs. The government claims that it will create
100 000 full-time jobs. I will come back to that point
later.
Labor wants to establish a Jobs and Investment Panel,
an independent body of senior business and industry
leaders, to provide direct advice to the Premier on the
expenditure of $500 million for jobs and investment.
Labor wants to implement the Future Industries Fund, a
$200 million grant program to secure job-creating
projects in six identified high-growth areas, including
pharmaceuticals, new energy, food and fibre, and
international education.
Labor also wants to establish the Regional Jobs Fund, a
$200 million investment, and it wants to introduce
reverse super trade missions to bring international
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business leaders to Victoria and establish new business
offices in South America, Turkey and Singapore.
Aside from the fact that a few of these ideas are direct
rip-offs of the coalition’s plans — —
Ms Thomson — Come on.
Mrs FYFFE — Yes, they are. What is missing in
this bill is extended detail on how Labor intends to
bring the plans to fruition. I am sure we will hear
deflection and obfuscation such as, ‘That is something
the departments will see through’. But if you do not
know how to accomplish a goal, how can you ensure its
effective delivery and hold the relevant agencies to
account?
The Andrews government is on the record as saying
that its Back to Work initiative will create 100 000 new
full-time jobs. It does not mention how many part-time
jobs will be created. Why? I think it is because it is
sneakily planning to include part-time jobs in its
calculations.
Then there is another category of worker that has been
all but forgotten by the Andrews government — the
casual worker. Under the provisions of this bill the
Back to Work initiative is to be made available to
full-time and part-time workers only, not casual
workers. It is not clear why the decision to exclude an
important group of workers has been taken. It clearly
disenfranchises a significant proportion of the
workforce, who for legitimate reasons may not be able
to meet the demands of full-time work and want a more
flexible option than part-time hours.
If you are to believe the Premier, many of the
employment issues relate to the young unemployed;
however, what those opposite will never acknowledge
is that most young people remain enrolled in education
and are therefore only interested in casual employment.
It is also preferable for a lot of employers to be able to
offer casual employment in recognition of the seasonal
nature of some industries. Flexibility is extremely
important. When people are re-entering the workforce
after a significant period of absence, casual work can
serve as a vital link to help them regain the experience
and confidence to obtain full-time employment.
Aged workers are one such group of people. Whether it
is due to retrenchment, the death of a spouse, divorce, a
desire for life change or some other factor, there are
many older Victorians in need of real assistance to help
them back to work. If you have been out of the
workforce for any length of time and you are in your
50s, employers are far more likely to overlook you if
there is a candidate in their 30s in the running.
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While it is the prerogative of the employer to choose
who they feel is the best candidate for the job, there are
things that we can do to make our experienced older
Victorians more competitive. Generally the answer is
upskilling. We need to give older Victorians options
and opportunities to pursue further education and
training to keep building on their abilities and give
them the competitive advantage, whether it is reduced
retraining costs or support in starting a small business.
Yet the government’s bill makes no reference to
assistance for older Victorians. It is a blinding
oversight, and it is one that needs to be corrected if
Labor is serious about getting more people back to
work.
The bill provides for the commissioner of state revenue
to determine the amount of the payment to be made
under the program. It is unclear what the commissioner
will base this decision on. Will it be market rates or
award rates? Understandably workers will not
necessarily take a job that is offering just an award
wage.
Clause 8(1) of the bill states that the commissioner can
make a payment by electronic funds transfer or in any
other way they see fit. I am not sure what other means
the government has in mind, but I think serious thought
should be given to the potential for fraud when dealing
with alternate payment methods. I also note that if a
claimant is dissatisfied with the decision made by the
commissioner, they can lodge a written objection. The
burden of proof is on the objector challenging the
commission’s decision. If the objector is still not
satisfied, the next option is to take the matter to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
The last thing we need is more disputes clogging up
VCAT. In order for VCAT to take on this new
responsibility, the Andrews government must consider
the resource pressures on VCAT. Is the government
going to increase VCAT’s funding so that it can honour
its election commitment to the people of Victoria? It is
unreasonable to be significantly expanding VCAT’s
jurisdiction without providing an increase in resourcing
to meet the likely increase in demand.
Another concern I have with this bill is that the
Andrews government is going to return Victoria to the
dark days of heavy, burdensome bureaucracy for many
businesses. Clauses 20 to 26 outline all the
requirements on employers and potential penalties for
failing to keep adequate records. The requirements
under the Back to Work Bill 2014 will result in
employers encountering more red tape and needing to
employ new staff just to fill out all the new paperwork.
While it is acknowledged that some paperwork will be
necessary, my concern is that the extent of the
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paperwork required under this bill may prove to be a
deterrent to prospective employers contemplating
participation in the Back to Work system.
Many people are employed by small business owners,
who do all the marketing, the manufacturing, the
accountancy and the paperwork. This will only serve to
add more work hours to their weekends. I had a small
business, and I know how many hours I had to spend
on Sundays just to keep on top of my paperwork. We
need to think about this. If we want to encourage our
small businesses to employ more people, we have to
simplify things and make the paperwork less onerous. I
know that is a difficult concept for many of those
opposite, who have not had the responsibility of
meeting a wages bill, paying suppliers or being totally
responsible. They have not had to put their houses on
the line and commit everything they have to the
business in order to survive. The thought of more
paperwork would deter many small businesses from
employing someone else.
In contrast, the Napthine government had a strong
agenda to reduce red tape and compliance costs of
business. Whether it was streamlining Environment
Protection Authority approvals, abolishing vehicle
registration stickers or reforming planning to avoid
delays on major projects, we were clear about our
plans; and we delivered on them.
As I mentioned earlier, it is uncertain whether this bill
will really tackle the issues that the government says it
will. According to the Australian Industry Group, the
dominant problem Victorian businesses will face
beyond 2015 is a lack of demand, with businesses
struggling to find new revenue sources to make
productivity gains and support employment. The trade
missions conducted by the former government were
extremely successful, and many businesses in my area
participated. The establishing of the business offices
overseas has been excellent. I note that the government
is following the American method of bringing inbound
missions, which is also good.
However, we all know that when you are selling a
product, you must go to the customer’s country. You
must go to where they operate, understand their
customs and get to know them. You can perhaps seal
more deals by bringing them here, but you must also
continuously visit them, just as we go out and visit our
constituents at every election. You have to keep going
out and visiting your supplier’s customers to keep that
relationship. I can see that opportunity fading away.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on this important bill. One would have
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thought that after four years of sloth and inaction on
employment from the Liberal-Nationals government,
during which it failed to address increasing
unemployment in our state and sat back and waved
goodbye to the Australian automotive manufacturing
industry, the opposition would have come into this
place on the first day this bill was being debated and
would have supported it. You would have thought that
members opposite would have supported this bill,
despite the fact that they showed contempt and
disregard for Victorian workers by doing nothing
during their term in office and despite the fact that the
unemployment rate rose under their watch from 4.9 per
cent to 6.8 per cent. You would have thought that they
would have come into this place and seen that this bill,
which was put forward by a Labor government that has
a mandate to get Victorians back to work, is a good
thing.
You would have thought the former government’s
members would want to see Victorians encouraged to
go back to work and to see businesses encouraged to
employ people who have been retrenched, are out of
work for a period of time or are young and
unemployed. But of course what we saw was the
shadow Treasurer trying to pick as many holes in this
legislation as he possibly could. It was very much a
performance by someone who is wounded by his own
record of inaction in government. He was a Treasurer
who took us to the highest unemployment rate on the
Australian mainland.
I have only a short time to speak, because the whip has
informed me that I need to keep my contribution brief
so that other members can speak. There are many
members on this side of the house who want to talk
about jobs and make a contribution to this debate. Let
us not forget that first budget speech of the former
government by then Treasurer Kim Wells, the member
for Rowville, who failed to mention the word ‘jobs’ in
the speech’s entirety. That was symbolic — —
Mr Watt — Speaker, I draw your attention to the
state of the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Because there
was a calling for a quorum recently, under the
precedents of the house, I will not call for a quorum. I
ask the honourable member for Bundoora to continue.
Mr BROOKS — I want to pick up on a couple of
points that were made by the shadow Treasurer in this
debate. The first is his assertion that the previous
Liberal-Nationals government was the champion of
payroll tax relief for businesses. I am happy to stand
corrected on this figure, but I think he said that it cut
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payroll tax by $234 million. That may well be correct,
and I hope I recall that figure correctly from his
contribution. However, my information is that the cut
the previous government made to payroll tax was a
minuscule cut of 1/20th of 1 per cent, which was the
equal smallest payroll tax cut in history. More than that,
that payroll tax cut was made in a desperate last budget
of the previous government, a government that I am
sure knew that it was at risk of losing the election, as it
eventually did.
It is also worth pointing out that while the shadow
Treasurer claims the government cut payroll tax by
$234 million, it is interesting that payroll tax receipts to
the Victorian government increased by over
$600 million in the previous term. We have the shadow
Treasurer trying to take credit for providing just over
$200 million in payroll tax relief while at the same time
pulling in over $600 million in extra payroll tax from
Victorian businesses. If we want to look at a big-taxing
Treasurer on Victorian businesses or a job-killing
Treasurer, we can look across the other side of the table
at the shadow Treasurer.
The other point the shadow Treasurer made in his
contribution was that somehow mothers returning to
work were not included in this scheme. That is
outrageous. It is misleading this house, because mothers
returning to work who meet the eligibility requirements
are just as able to qualify for these payments as
anybody else. I think the shadow Treasurer should
apologise for misleading the Victorian public. He
should be truthful with the Victorian public.
I just wanted to clarify those two points made by the
shadow Treasurer in relation to the payroll tax relief he
claimed the previous government provided and the
misleading assertion that mothers returning to the
workforce would not be eligible for this scheme. I think
both of those matters have now been squared for the
record. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — All parties support more
jobs, but this bill is a cruel hoax given the hopes of the
unemployed of Ripon and regional Victoria. This bill
will not create a single job. How can it when there are
no eligibility criteria, no details of payment levels and
no actual cuts to payroll tax? As of December 2014
there were 38 900 people unemployed in regional
Victoria, and 10 300 of those people looking for work
were located in Ballarat and western Victoria, in the
area covering my electorate of Ripon. These people
deserve hope, not an empty shell of legislation.
It is with sorrow that I note that this week has been
particularly poor for working people in my area. The
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Ballarat Courier just yesterday described it as a
‘devastating week for Ballarat’s economy’, as
long-established business Wood N Energy went into
administration following hard on the heels of ABN
Electrical Contractors last week. Also last week Telstra
announced cuts in Ballarat of 78 jobs, and IBM is
reported to have cut more than 100 staff since
Christmas. The people of Ballarat and the Ripon region
need the government to act on these job losses. Well
over 250 local families in Ballarat and region have lost
an income since Christmas. Where are the plans to set
the Victorian economy on the right path, the prudent,
pro-growth, low-debt path to prosperity and more jobs?
Not in this bill; that is for sure.
In opposition, the current government promised
100 000 new jobs. This is the standard it asked to be
judged on. So far in my electorate and my region all we
have seen are job losses. Yet at the government’s first
opportunity to act on its promise, what are we offered?
We are offered 33 pages of fines, compliance
provisions and penalty units — not a single payment
criteria or a single eligibility criteria.
The long-term unemployed of Victoria, their families
and their communities deserve better. Long-term
unemployment is a scourge, harming individuals,
families and communities. Long-term unemployment is
difficult to address. Many long-term unemployed are
discouraged, and some come from families in which
nobody has a job. These people deserve so much better
than to be told before the election that Labor has the
answer to their long-term unemployment and then to
find after the election that the answer is an empty
shell — promising all but delivering nought.
In Maryborough, a town in the Ripon electorate with a
decades-long history of unemployment and
disadvantage, the Central Goldfields Shire Council,
with funding from the previous government, developed
and implemented an award-winning, outstanding
program to tackle disadvantage and long-term
unemployment, the Go Goldfields program. This
program gives people basic life skills to make them
work-ready and improve opportunities for their
children. It is programs like this that deliver hope for
the unemployed, not hyperbole and spin with little
content.
Of the 33 pages that comprise the bill, only
18 words — yes, only 18 words — are the actual Back
to Work scheme, and those 18 words give the game
away. They say:
The minister is to determine the criteria governing the
eligibility for payments under the Back to Work scheme.
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There are no criteria in the bill, and there are no
payments — there is no money set aside to make
payments. This is Labor’s failure to launch and its
failure to help my constituents and the people of
regional Victoria. This bill’s lack of action for Ballarat
and the Ripon region is not surprising. Labor’s jobs
document did not mention Ballarat — it is all
Melbourne-centric once again. Country people deserve
better.

In relation to the scheme itself and the fact that the
guidelines will be worked out by the Treasurer, I wish
to point out that this is not the first time there have been
such schemes. These schemes do work. Employers will
be able to employ someone and use that time to train
them to be able to do the work they need to have done.
They will receive money to support them in doing that.
I believe that small businesses want to be part of the
solution in providing jobs for the future.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I am pleased to be
able to rise and speak on the Back to Work Bill 2014.
The reason I am so delighted to do so is that this bill
puts front and centre this government’s priority of jobs.
I can remember sitting in this place day in, day out for
four years, begging the then Liberal-Nationals
government to develop a jobs plan — to create an
opportunity for people who are long-term unemployed,
for our youth who are unemployed, for women going
back to work, for those who are facing retrenchment.
We begged the previous government to create a plan
for jobs — to work with the business sector, trade
unions and the community to provide a plan of action
for the transition we were going through. Did we get
that? No. Day after day we begged, not for ourselves,
but for the people we represented, for our constituents,
for the people of Footscray and West Sunshine, the
people who desperately needed the government to be
proactive on jobs. Where was the Napthine government
or the Baillieu government? They were asleep. The
coalition government did not care, and this showed, and
it got the result it did at the election because it did not
care.

Then we have the Premier’s jobs and investment panel,
which provides an opportunity to look at the industries
where jobs are available so that those industries can be
supported in their development. The Future Industries
Fund will ensure that those industries get the foundation
and support from the government to make them the
success we need them to be. The Regional Jobs Fund
will ensure that funding is spread right across
Victoria — it will not only be provided in Melbourne
but right across the state — so that everyone sees the
benefits. It is not going to be easy, but we are
determined to do our best to ensure that Victorians have
the opportunity to work in industries that will be the
future of this state.

Let us get the record straight. Under the Liberals the
unemployment rate grew from 4.9 per cent to 6.8 per
cent. Full-time jobs have been unmoved at 1.95 million
since 2011. Underemployment is at 9.5 per cent, which
is the highest on the record. Youth unemployment in
2014 was 14.6 per cent. All of these are totally
unacceptable statistics if you care about the state you
supposedly govern. We do care. That is why we
understand that getting people back to work and
preparing our economy for the future is not going to be
easy. This is not something that a government can do
on its own — that is a given. To create jobs for
Victorians, a government has to have a number of
options available to it. We have provided for that with
this bill, and we are doing so by creating a $100 million
fund to help put the long-term unemployed back to
work. If we can break that cycle of long-term
unemployment, we can create a future for those
families. More importantly we can create a future for
the children of those families, who may not have even
known a time when their parents have been in
rewarding work.

I want to say something about the automotive industry.
It is important to say this: we lost an industry we should
not have lost. We might have lost Ford — I
acknowledge that that may have gone anyway — but I
believe we could have kept General Motors, and we
certainly could have kept Toyota. Toyota did not want
to leave Australia. It was getting a good export rate out
of its manufacturing operations here. We need to thank
the Bracks and Brumby Labor governments for the
Camry Hybrid, which was developed here in Victoria.
John Brumby went to Japan, sat down with the Toyota
chairman and said, ‘We want to produce a hybrid car in
Victoria’ — and we did. That is what proactive
governments do. They do not sit back and just let it
happen. They get involved, they look at where future
industries need to be and they help make it happen.
That is not what the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government did. It went to sleep and made nothing
happen, and as a consequence unemployment went
through the roof. That is what happened under the
former government’s four abysmal years in office.
This legislation is the first step in what are worthwhile
measures that will help build the confidence of
Victorian businesses and the confidence of Victorians
themselves to get back to work and look to the future. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — It is my
pleasure this afternoon to contribute to the debate on the
Back to Work Bill 2014. The proposal before the house
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is for the government to make some payments to some
businesses who employ some people. Those payments
are prescribed by the government over the two-year
period of the program’s duration, and there is a
minimum three-month qualifying period. The cost of
the program is indicated and estimated at $100 million.
The proposal that has been put forward was thought up
by Labor over a four-year period. After its four years in
opposition and all the talk, I was expecting more from
Labor than this. It will not generate one new job in
itself.
In my view a better proposal was the action that was
taken in the last state budget by the now shadow
Treasurer, as part of the former Liberal-Nationals
coalition government, and that was a reduction in the
rate of payroll tax. It was a reduction in the rate of
payroll tax not just for some businesses that employ
some people for a three-month period but for all
businesses who were reporting and paying payroll
tax — that is, those businesses that made the
employment decisions for any employee, whether they
were casual, part-time, full-time or had other
employment arrangements.
The reason this is a much more effective way to do
everything a government can do to increase
employment than this $100 million scheme is that it can
have a beneficial long-term impact on the operating
costs of businesses in Victoria because it reduces the
payroll tax payable for those businesses. That in itself
increases the security of employment for existing
employees, and in addition to that it provides a greater
incentive for businesses to employ new people. In my
view it was a much better proposal than this
$100 million scheme for some businesses that employ
some people for a period of time that has been
determined by the Treasurer. This scheme, which was
thought up over a four-year period, is nowhere near as
effective in generating jobs growth, in increasing
employment security and in providing incentives for
businesses to take on more people as reducing payroll
tax.
There are so many businesses that are paying payroll
tax and that use the payroll tax reporting mechanism,
because as we know payroll tax is pretty broad. It does
not just encompass the level of wages that a business
pays to employees; it encompasses much more. It
encompasses superannuation payments that are made
by employers, it encompasses directors’ fees and it
encompasses a significant amount of allowances that
are paid to some employees.
When you put all that together and put it in the context
of the relatively high-cost state in which we live, the
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threshold of $550 000 that triggers businesses to go into
the payroll tax mechanism for reporting and to actually
pay payroll tax is not that hard to meet. When you bear
in mind that you might have small and medium size
businesses employing somebody who is skilled and
who has taken time out of their income-earning life to
acquire that skill, and when you bear in mind the value
of their wages and their total package, it is quite easy
for many businesses to meet that threshold. That, in my
view, is a compelling reason why a reduction in payroll
tax should be a higher priority for this government than
this $100 million scheme for some employees and for
some businesses as prescribed by the Treasurer at some
time.
I note the value alone of the $234 million incentive for
businesses to continue to employ people and to employ
more people as a result of the payroll tax cut made by
the former Treasurer. Compared to $100 million and in
terms of job generation and economic stimulus, it is
more than double. The record is very clear in indicating
that if the payroll tax cut trend introduced by the
coalition government in the last budget had been
allowed to continue, without a doubt it would have had
a much more significant impact on increasing job
security and generating new jobs than this package.
Some of the risks of rorts that have been identified in
relation to this program concern me greatly. They were
outlined by the shadow Treasurer earlier today. I do not
intend to go into them again, but I want to put on the
record that when we are talking about taxpayers funds,
which are precious funds and are not unlimited,
governments have a responsibility to ensure that the
programs they are putting forward are not only
effective in terms of meeting the target market but also
have the lowest risk of rorting and abuse. In my view
the program that has been proposed by the Victorian
government does not meet that benchmark. It is too
risky. It has the capacity to be rorted, and after all the
talk and all the press releases put out over the last four
years I expected so much more — even from the new
Victorian Labor government.
As I have indicated, in my view one of the benefits of
payroll tax reduction is that it covers a broader category
than what is proposed by this bill. There is no doubt, as
the shadow Treasurer has indicated, that there will be
employers who apply for this rebate and are not eligible
and there will be people who will not gain employment
under this scheme. That is the very nature of any
criteria. You cannot on the one hand put forward a
package and say, ‘We are going to have criteria such
that only some people who are unemployed, whether
they are on social security benefits or are long-term
unemployed, are going to be a priority’, but then on the
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other hand indicate, as at the member for Bundoora did,
that that is not the case — that no-one will be excluded.
That is illogical; it does not make sense.
We know that whenever there are eligibility criteria
there will be people who miss out. The shadow
Treasurer has quite rightly and clearly articulated some
of the people who are at risk of missing out. That
concerns me greatly, because some people in my
electorate who are coming back into the paid workforce
would not meet the commonwealth government’s
criteria for eligibility for social security payments, but
they may well have been doing caring work or other
unpaid work activities. The fact that they do not meet
the commonwealth criteria or any other criteria the
Treasurer puts forward does not mean they should be
treated as second-class citizens. That is one aspect of
the bill that does not pass the fairness test.
I will stand up for the residents of my electorate and do
everything possible for them when they are seeking
paid employment — whether that be to increase the
number of hours they work or to gain new
employment — regardless of whether they have met
some narrow criteria decided by the Treasurer or the
commonwealth. That is what they deserve, and that is
what is fair to them. That is one of the particular aspects
of this bill that fails the fairness test.
Finally, it is very important to recognise that one of the
most important ways to create employment in our state
is to do everything that we can to make businesses as
prosperous as possible, because when businesses are
prosperous they have an incentive to continue to invest
in and update plant and equipment and machinery, to
continue to employ people and indeed to continue to
expand. Governments cannot control everything, but
one of the ways government can make a contribution to
employment is by reducing costs. You do not reduce
costs when you increase the cost of inputs such as
water, because you do not get government projects like
a desalination plant right. You do not reduce costs and
do what government can when you are reckless and
throw money down the toilet as a result of the bungled
myki ticketing system, for example.
There is a direct correlation between the irresponsible,
reckless and lazy project management that was the
hallmark of the former Victorian Labor government
and the capacity of the state to do what it can to reduce
costs on businesses. If you do not accept that premise,
you take the view that costs would otherwise be higher
than they should be. In this particular instance that
record is atrocious.

207

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
pleased and excited to be making a short contribution to
debate on the Back to Work Bill 2014. The bill is a key,
essential plank in the Andrews Labor government
program for jobs — our jobs plan. It delivers on a
commitment announced by the government in late
2014, recognising that Victoria had gone backwards
under the previous Liberal-Nationals government.
While our manufacturing industries were suffering,
members of the previous government stood by
watching the jobs crisis grow. They were not interested;
they consigned the function of government to observer
status only. Never before had we seen a government so
derelict in meeting its responsibilities. Every now and
then its members got up and talked about how
disappointed they were at the latest announcement of
job losses or closures of factories.
The Andrews government Back to Work plan — its
jobs plan — will help to change the odds that are now
stacked against Victorian businesses and workers, no
thanks to those opposite. We want to help stem the job
losses and assist the businesses that are going on the
skids. We want to make sure that every business has
every chance of keeping its doors open and of growing.
We want to make sure that every worker has a fighting
chance of keeping their job or getting a new one. That
is the starting point of this government’s agenda, and
that is the starting point of the bill.
The Back to Work Bill 2014 was the first piece of
legislation introduced by the new government at the
first available opportunity in December last year, only
three weeks after the election. The bill puts jobs front
and centre of the government’s agenda. It provides for
the establishment of $100 million over two years in
relief to businesses to enable them to hire the long-term
unemployed, retrenched workers and young people.
These are the very groups who are most likely to
benefit from this program. The program is targeted and
is there for a purpose — to give these people and the
businesses that need it every opportunity to keep their
doors open and have people in work.
We will not be wasting any time, with the payments to
be available from 1 July this year. This $100 million
scheme is complemented by a $500 million package for
the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel. A further
$200 million will be invested in our Future Industries
Fund. All these tranches of the Andrews Labor
government’s jobs plan are well targeted to meet the
challenges facing Victoria and in the industries that are
suffering. It will identify the opportunities for growth
that will occur through the Future Industries Fund and
provide real support to help businesses diversify into
growth opportunities, which could help workers either
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keep their jobs or get new ones in those growth
industries. Victoria is at a crossroads. We will not be
wasting any time in putting in place the programs and
the assistance that will help businesses diversify,
understand the challenges and work through the ways
that they can come out the other end, surviving and
thriving.
Unlike the previous government, this government
believes in the capability of our people and our
businesses. Only this morning I was privileged to open
the Victorian Caravanning, Camping and Touring
Super Show at the Melbourne showgrounds. This
burgeoning industry employs 5000 people right here in
Victoria. You would not think it; it is not often spoken
about, but the hub of recreational vehicle
manufacturing is right here in Victoria, with
5000 people employed. They are excited. Each and
every one of the people running the industry association
and the businesses that were there said to me that they
are excited about the government’s plans to grow jobs
and support our growth industries.
We are not going to leave it there. We will continue to
have dialogue. We will continue to engage with them,
to understand and be in their shoes, to follow them and
work with them to ensure the targeted programs our
government is committed to providing actually meet
the challenges and help businesses in terms of how they
need to diversify to be able to grow and prosper. I have
very limited time left, but I want to finish off by
injecting a reality check for those opposite.
In November last year we inherited an unemployment
rate of 6.8 per cent, which is almost 2 percentage points
higher than when Labor left office last time. A coalition
government created only half the jobs that Labor had
done. Victorians know that the last four years were four
years of lost opportunities and inaction. That is why
they invested their trust in Labor in November. We had
a plan that spoke to them and their needs directly. This
bill, together with our jobs plan, starts to tackle the jobs
and investment crisis left by the government of the last
four years. It will tackle our jobs and investment crisis
as only a Labor government can.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Back to Work Bill 2014. There are a number of points
in the bill that I have serious concerns about, and I
share some of the concerns that the shadow Treasurer
raised a little bit earlier. One of the concerns I have is
around the eligibility criteria. I have particular concerns
around clause 5, which says:
(1) The Minister is to determine the criteria governing the
eligibility for payments under the Back to Work
Scheme.
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(2) The Minister must cause notice of the eligibility criteria
to be published in the Government Gazette. —

and —
(3) A notice under subsection (2) is not a legislative
instrument within the meaning of the Subordinate
Legislation Act 1994.

As a member of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC) during the last Parliament, I have
something of a concern that we have this guideline,
which is what it will be. These eligibility criteria will
not be subject to the scrutiny of the Parliament and of
SARC. I acknowledge that the Deputy Speaker was a
member of SARC, along with me, in the last term. I
understand the great work that SARC does in
scrutinising not only legislation but also regulations and
legislative instruments that come into play. It concerns
me that this particular piece of legislation gives the
minister carte blanche the ability to set criteria about
which quite clearly many members of the current
government will have no idea. They would also have
no idea what the Treasurer would be looking to put into
those guidelines.
The reason I mention that is you would think, and I
would assume, given that this is called the Back to
Work Bill, that the Minister for Industry would have
some input or idea about jobs and getting people back
to work. She made it very clear that this bill was to help
the long-term unemployed, the retrenched and the
young workers. She has very clearly laid out that those
are the three groups of people who will be assisted.
I did a bit of research myself. I listened to the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade who said, ‘If
you want to know the answer to the question you want,
just google it’ — because obviously you are not going
to get it from a member of Parliament and certainly not
from a member of the government. So I googled ‘back
to work’ myself, and I found this policy document on
Google called Back to Work — Victorian Labor’s plan
for 100 000 jobs. It was interesting, and it says:
The Back to Work Act will establish a $100 million fund for
payroll tax relief to companies who hire unemployed young
people, long-term unemployed and retrenched workers.

I note that the shadow Treasurer raised in his
contribution something I take very seriously and which
is particularly dear to my heart — that is, the idea of
somebody who is not an unemployed young person, not
a long-term unemployed person and not a retrenched
person. That is someone who has made the choice to
remove themselves from the workforce. They are not
unemployed, but they have made the determination to
stay at home and look after their own children.
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Before my daughter was born I had a very serious
conversation with my wife about whether she would
stay at home or I would choose to stay at home. The
situation turned out that, unfortunately for the two of us,
neither of us had to stay at home — but that is another
topic. Nonetheless, if one of us had chosen to stay at
home, and if this were happening now, apparently
neither of us would be covered by this bill. Unless you
are the member for Bundoora, who apparently says that
mothers returning to work would be covered.
The Minister for Industry says it does not apply to
mothers returning to work — and it is not just mothers;
it could be fathers. In relation to parents returning to
work after an absence from the workforce — who are
not unemployed, because they have been doing
something and have not been getting unemployment
benefits since they have been parenting — the Minister
for Industry says, ‘No, they are not eligible’. The
member for Bundoora says, ‘Actually, yes, they are
eligible’. I am quite sure that most members on that
side have absolutely no idea, just as none of us on this
side have any idea, whether or not they would be
eligible because we do not know. That is because
clause 5 of the bill specifically says that the minister
can make it up as he goes. That is the problem with this
bill. This is a bill in which the minister makes it up as
he goes.
He does not have to consider the opinion or the
thoughts of members of Parliament. He does not have
to consider the thoughts of the members of the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee. He certainly
would not have to consider the views of people on his
own side of Parliament — the members of the
government — because clause 5 of the bill says he can
make it up as he goes. That is the point I want to make
about this bill, and that is why I have a problem with
this bill.
I do not have a problem with payroll tax relief. I think
payroll tax relief is a good thing, and that is why I was
so supportive of the coalition government’s reduction in
payroll tax of $234 million over four years. I find it
interesting that the member for Bundoora has the gall to
stand in this house and say, ‘Two hundred and
thirty-four million dollars is minuscule. That’s why
we’re going to give them $100 million’. I do not
understand.
Mr Pesutto — That’s Labor economics.
Mr WATT — That is Labor economics, as the
member for Hawthorn points out.
Mr Pesutto — Desalinomics.
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Mr WATT — Desalinomics, as the shadow
Attorney-General says. I agree with him; that is
desalinomics. If $234 million over four years is
minuscule, what is $100 million? Surely that is less
than minuscule. Surely it is less than half of minuscule.
I also note that the Minister for Industry talked about
jobs. Once again using her desalinomics she proclaimed
that the Bracks and Brumby governments were much
better than the Baillieu and Napthine governments
because in the four years that we were in government
we created only half the jobs that Labor created in the
11 long, dark, miserable years that it was in
government. I find that interesting because apparently
creating half the number of jobs in four years is worse
than the number of jobs created in the 11 long, dark,
miserable years that those opposite were in government
last time.
I know the members opposite are very upset about the
fact that they have absolutely no idea and that they are
just as much in the dark as every other person in
Victoria about the effects of this bill: who it applies to;
how much they might get; whether the 100 000 jobs are
full-time or part-time jobs; whether, as we assume,
casuals are not included; and how much each person is
going to get.
If you were in business and you were told by the
government that after tax it would give you $700 to
employ somebody who you otherwise would not
employ, I am not sure you would go out of your way to
employ that person, especially if you were told — and
this is outlined in the bill — that there will be much
regulation and red tape that will tie you up. I am not
sure you would actually employ anybody.
A number of years ago a good friend of mine in another
jurisdiction was involved in a scheme that was set up so
that Indigenous people would get employment. This
scheme was set up, and there were eligibility criteria.
You had to be employed for a certain amount of
time — it sounds reminiscent of the scheme we are
talking about today — and after that period of time
your employer got a rebate or a sum of money. The one
problem was that after he had qualified and before he
had finished his probationary period my good friend
was told that his employment was no longer considered
necessary by the company. That is exactly what this bill
will allow.
Many people are employed for a six-month
probationary period. This government is saying that
companies should be encouraged to employ people, put
them on a six-month probationary period or employ
them on a fixed-term contract for three months and one
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day, and then receive this payment. If you are
employing a young person, what you do is employ
them for three months and one day, fire them, and the
next day, while they are still young — they have only
been with you for three months, so they are not yet
old — you employ them again for another three months
and one day. You just keep going through this cycle
until you run out of the $100 million that this
government has put into the scheme.
You would be a pretty old person by the time you got
through the $100 million. If you keep hiring and firing
enough young people, or if you put them on short-term
contracts, you will get through this money pretty
quickly, but there will still be no extra jobs. If you were
planning to employ an extra person in the first place,
you would not employ them because of this bill.
It has been a pleasure to speak on the bill.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the Back to Work Bill 2014. I state from
the outset that I am proud to be standing on this side of
the house as part of the Andrews Labor government.
Unfortunately, since coming to this side of the house
we have realised what a state the Liberals have left this
wonderful state in. For four years those opposite were
in government, and all we heard them say was, ‘Eleven
long, dark years’. Let me say that what they did in four
years we could not have done in 20, 30 or 40 years or
even longer than that. I am very proud to be standing on
this side of the house and contributing to the Back to
Work Bill.
We made a promise that we would do something about
unemployment and the jobs crisis. We made a promise
that we would do something to help the youths who
were unemployed and the desperate families that were
trying to find work to put food on the table for their
children, to educate their children and to pay the bills.
We said we would do something. The first thing we did
when we formed government was introduce this bill. I
am pleased to say that this bill will be able to solve
some of the problems that the Liberals left for this state.
Victoria was left with the highest unemployment rate
since Ansett collapsed in 2001. No government should
shy away from the problems that it faces. It should
acknowledge the issues and find solutions. That is why
we made the commitment last year to make the Back to
Work Bill the first piece of legislation to be introduced
in the 58th Parliament.
This government has taken action to address the issues
that the Liberals left it with. We are taking serious
action to address the jobs crisis that the coalition left us
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with. Unemployment soared to 6.8 per cent — the
highest in a decade. The Back to Work Bill will help us
find 100 000 jobs. One-hundred million dollars in
financial assistance will provide incentives for
employers to employ workers who otherwise might
find it difficult to obtain work.
Sixty-eight thousand people have become out of work
since the opposition came to government in 2010. In
2010 the unemployment rate was 4.91 per cent; by
2014 it had risen to 6.8 per cent. Youth unemployment
was at 12.5 per cent in 2010; by 2014 it had risen to
14.1 per cent. What hope did the young people of this
great state have? Under the coalition government the
workforce participation rate was trending backwards
year after year. Governments have a very clear
responsibility to develop policies and to support every
member of their community, particularly the most
vulnerable, and the most vulnerable in our community
are those who are unemployed. This government is
taking serious action to address the issues that the
former government left us with.
The bill establishes a broad framework for the Back to
Work scheme. It establishes the key legal elements
necessary for the scheme, and it provides associated
eligibility criteria, which outline the necessary details
for employers to satisfy in order to make a claim. The
scheme applies to anybody, and that is an issue that the
Greens have raised. It applies to any person from any
background. If you are eligible, then you are eligible. It
does not matter what background you come from or
what job you are after. If you are eligible, then you are
eligible.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms KAIROUZ — The member for Burwood is
ranting and raving but unfortunately I cannot
understand what he is saying. There are times when I
do not understand him even when I am speaking
directly to him. But that is okay; he is entitled to rant
and rave.
I will close my remarks by saying that this is a
wonderful piece of legislation that will help the most
vulnerable people in our community. I look forward to
hearing more members speak. Fundamentally, I think
members on the other side support the bill. They may
have some questions, and they are entitled to ask them.
One of the things they envy is that they did not think of
the legislation before we did. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased this
afternoon to make a brief contribution to debate on the
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Back to Work Bill 2014. I have heard it described as a
shell bill, and that is very appropriate because it comes
from a shell government. It is ironic that the first bill to
be introduced into the Parliament, the Back to Work
Bill, stands in stark contrast to the wilful destruction of
jobs through the tearing up of the east–west link stage 1
contracts. Over 3700 real jobs have gone because of the
reckless government’s tearing up of the contract as one
of its first acts. That sets the scene. It is all well and
good to say that the legislation will apply to all sorts of
businesses, but who on earth will want to take on any
further employees — taking that very important
business risk — when we have a reckless government
at a macro level that is tearing up multibillion-dollar
contracts? The contrast between those acts beggars
belief.

months and one day, and then for an employee to be
sacked and another contract started. The potential for
rorting the scheme is real and wide open and, should
the bill go through in its current form, I will be
staggered if we are not standing here in 12 months
looking at case studies of how the Victorian taxpayer
has been rorted as a result of inappropriate behaviour
under the scheme.

There are many areas of concern with the bill, and the
member for Burwood touched on one of them, which is
something that I wish to pursue. Clause 5 says that the
minister will determine the criteria and says that the
eligibility criteria ‘may’ impose a cap and may do this
and may do that. There is a lack of clarity in the bill. I
like what the member for Burwood said. He said that
the minister will be making it up as he goes along, and
that is pretty appropriate. The bill fails to set out the
details of the eligibility criteria. It does not define
‘retrenched workers’ or who will qualify for the
scheme. Perhaps that is something we will find out in
due course; it will be interesting to hear. In my view the
bill raises more questions than it answers, and that is
hardly the way to bring in legislation.

Government members have said that the Back to Work
Bill 2014 is the government’s signature document, but
it shows clearly a lack of preparedness by the
government. It will have all sorts of unintended
consequences that I do not have time to tease out. As I
said, it is potentially open to rorting, and it flies in the
face of the jobs available under the east–west link
contract, which this irresponsible and reckless Labor
government has already trashed. What it will do to
business confidence will flow on not only to the top end
of the town but also right through to the bottom end.
Why on earth would you rely on the word of the
government in this legislation or anything else with the
way it has backflipped and lied in relation to the
east–west link? It will have serious business
consequences not only in relation to the bill but more
importantly in relation to the ongoing confidence of the
business community in Victoria, and that will be a very
significant millstone for all of us here in Victoria.

It is interesting to contrast what the government is
doing — not the fiddling at the edges — with the
incentives and encouragement given to business by the
coalition government with some real cuts to payroll tax
and WorkCover premiums. The bill provides for a
temporary, one-off payment that will benefit certain
types of employees, and we have heard some
significant contributions from members on this side in
relation to who may or may not be eligible for it. The
total package as outlined provides for $100 million over
two years. Interestingly, last year the coalition
government introduced payroll tax cuts totalling
$234 million over four years. That is a real and ongoing
incentive. It is not a one-off incentive to employers but
a real benefit to business both large and small.
We have heard about the definitional issues in relation
to jobseekers, and I will not go over the ground relating
to mothers returning to the workforce and the
uncertainty about the definition surrounding that. We
have heard a number of members talk eloquently about
the potential for the scheme to be rorted — the potential
for three-month contracts to be extended to three

I come back to the quantum; we are talking about
$1000 gross. There will be a lot of red tape, and an
enormous amount of work involved from an
employer’s perspective, for what is a relatively modest
benefit, perhaps a net amount of $700 or so. There will
be a lot of red tape and ongoing support needed for a
meagre one-off benefit.

Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I wish to speak against
the proposal that the debate be adjourned. Here we have
a bill that the government has been saying is the most
important item on its agenda this week. On this side we
have geared up to debate the bill through to its
conclusion so it can pass the house this afternoon and
be on its way to the other place.
We are prepared to take the bill into a
consideration-in-detail stage to allow the Greens to
move their amendments, which they have circulated, in
order to seek answers from the government to the
various points raised by the member for Malvern and to
give the Treasurer an opportunity to respond. This will
give effect to what the Labor Party said in its election
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policy in relation to the reforms of the house — that is,
that it intended to make a consideration-in-detail stage a
standard part of the passage of bills before the
Assembly, as it is in the Council. We took the
government and the Labor Party at its word on that, as I
referred to during the course of debate on the
government business program yesterday and as I
indicated to the Leader of the House earlier this
afternoon.

made it very clear to the member for Box Hill that we
were prepared to accommodate a stage this afternoon
on the condition that we were able to move through the
second-reading debate into the consideration-in-detail
stage and have that completed before 5 o’clock this
evening. To accommodate that, we on this side of the
house made sure that our contributions were short,
sharp and to the point. Unfortunately those opposite did
not follow in the same spirit.

In our contributions we have not sought to filibuster,
unlike what we saw in the previous Parliament when
members of the then opposition spoke almost to a man
and a woman on bills such as the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Protective Services Officers) Bill 2011,
which they did not end up opposing. Our members
have spoken for only as long as they have had things to
say. They have not spoken out their time. Those who
have wanted to speak have been those who have had
something to say on the subject.

To make matters even more interesting, members
opposite do not even have any amendments. They are
only going into committee for the sake of prolonging
the debate. They do not want to see this bill pass. This
is opposition under the cloak of delay, blocking,
bluffing and blustering. This is a nonsense.

Despite that, in contradistinction to the Labor Party’s
election policy and the fact that the community was told
that this was the most important and urgent item on the
government’s agenda, we see that while it is talking
about getting the rest of the community back to work,
the government is yet again not prepared to get back to
work itself. It is not prepared to see this bill through this
afternoon. It is not prepared to have the Treasurer stand
up and answer the points raised by the member for
Malvern. It is not prepared to have the Greens
amendments dealt with and debate on the bill
concluded. Assuming the bill will be passed — it is not
opposed by the coalition — the government is not
prepared to have the bill on its way to the other place to
give effect to what it claims its objective and no. 1
priority has been all along.
In terms of due and appropriate process in this house,
and in terms of holding the government to account for
its own election promises and the promises it has made
about the priority it claims to attach to Back to Work
since coming to office, we oppose the motion to
adjourn this debate. We believe the second-reading
debate on the bill should now be concluded and we
should proceed to consideration-in-detail stage and deal
with this bill before the dinner break.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
manager of opposition business has set the bar pretty
low, so we will not have to work very hard to achieve a
higher standard than that he has set for himself this
afternoon.
I want to make it clear that the case the member for
Box Hill has put forward is an absolute nonsense. I

We are more than happy to consider accommodating a
committee stage over the course of this parliamentary
week, which is something I have already clearly
expressed to the member opposite and to the members
of the Greens political party in this chamber. If there is
time tomorrow, we will have the opportunity to have a
committee stage. That was the practice under the
former government only in its last 12 months — only
when it became a minority government on the floor of
this place and only when it was forced to accommodate
the various demands of the member for Frankston. This
approach is not in conflict with our election
commitments.
We are already moving on our election commitments to
reform and modernise the Parliament. The substance of
that debate will take place tomorrow, when I hope those
opposite join with us in trying to make this a more
modern, effective place to work in. What the opposition
is doing right now is just a nonsense.
We want to see this bill passed as expeditiously as
possible — to get through both chambers of the
Parliament — so that we can work on the
implementation of it and get this state back to work
after four long years at the end of which the failed
former Liberal-Nationals government had left Victoria
with the highest levels of unemployment on mainland
Australia. That is the legacy of the opposition, and it is
now opposing initiatives to turn that failure around. We
will push on with this agenda because it is the right
thing to do to get this state back to work. We reject the
approach of those opposite, who are more interested in
political and parliamentary posturing than getting on
with the job of being members of Parliament.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — If the government is so
keen to get this bill through expeditiously, why has it
moved that debate on it be adjourned? If it wants to see
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this put to a vote as soon as possible, why has it moved
that the second-reading debate be adjourned? Why does
it not stick with its own policy and make the
consideration-in-detail stage a standard feature for the
passage of bills in the Legislative Assembly? Is it
because the Treasurer does not have the answer to the
questions that will be asked in the
consideration-in-detail stage? Is it because the empty
suit needs to be propped up once again and spoonfed
the answers to his own bill? Is it because he has no idea
what he is actually doing? I fear that is the case.
We have been diligent on this bill. We have not dug in
our heels and said we were not prepared to debate it
straight after the second-reading speech. We were
prepared to move straight into the second-reading
debate. We have had all of our members present
making sensible contributions on the bill. We are
willing to continue debating this bill. We want to get
the answers to the questions we have put because they
are legitimate questions about protecting the interests of
taxpayers, protecting the interests of jobseekers and
making sure that mothers returning to the workforce are
not discriminated against by another Labor stuff-up.
We are entitled to have the answers to those questions;
Victorians are entitled to have the answers to those
questions.
It is about time this government actually did its
homework and answered the questions that are put in
this place. It should be prepared to go straight to the
consideration-in-detail stage and answer those
questions, and then we can have this bill put to a vote
and sent to the other place.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms

Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
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Williams, Ms

Noes, 35
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (FUNDING OF
NON-GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS)
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education).
Greens amendments circulated by Mr HIBBINS
(Prahran) under standing orders.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am pleased
to speak on behalf of the coalition on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Funding of
Non-Government Schools) Bill 2014. At the outset I
place on the record that the coalition will not be
opposing the bill but that obviously opposition
members wish to deal with some issues which raise a
number of questions about the operation of this bill. In
addition, we have been advised that the Greens political
party is proposing to move amendments, which will
need to be considered in due course.
Funding for Catholic and non-government schools has
a very long history which dates back to July 1962. On
13 July 1962 the then Bishop of Goulburn famously
ordered six Catholic parish schools in his diocese to
close and effectively to march those students to enrol in
local government primary schools. That was largely
driven by concerns about the adequacy of the
educational facilities of those schools. At that point in
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time there were in the vicinity of 2000 students who
were seeking to apply for about 640 vacancies.
Historically that action led to the first form of funding
for non-government schools by the then Menzies
federal government, which committed in 1963 to
provide commonwealth funding to construct science
blocks in both government and non-government
schools.
Here in Victoria those actions eventually led in 1967 to
the Liberal Bolte government providing per capita
funding to children attending non-government schools.
In fact it was this side of politics that took the lead back
in the 1960s to provide funding for non-government
schools. However, the battle for the Catholic and
non-government school sector has not been an easy
path. The year 1966 saw the formation of the Australian
Council for the Defence of Government Schools
(DOGS), the members of which were vehemently
opposed to the provision of state funding for
non-government schools, and the organisation actively
contested federal and state elections between 1969 and
1973. It is also reported that Joan Kirner, a former
minister of education and Premier of this state, was
allegedly an active member of that organisation which,
as I said, stood on a very strong platform of opposing
vehemently the provision of funding for Catholic and
non-government schools across the nation.
The constitution makes it very clear that the
commonwealth cannot make a law for establishing a
religion or for imposing religious observance or
prohibiting the free exercise of religion. The
constitution states that no religious test shall be required
as qualification for any office or public trust under the
commonwealth. Clearly this issue drew attention in
1981 when DOGS took action which led to a case in
the High Court regarding the provision of state aid and
sought to have state aid eliminated as a provision
because it was argued that it violated the constitution.
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completely reducing their funding and forcing a
reduction in indexed funding for other independent
schools. A massive campaign was mounted by the
community, and I remember that time. My father was
an active member of the campaign which tried to stop
the federal government imposing its will, and pressure
was brought to bear by the education minister, Susan
Ryan. One of the first actions of Prime Minister Hawke
was to intervene and force the minister to back down on
her actions.
As we can see, there is a long history of the provision of
funding for Catholic and non-government schools,
which has largely been led by this side of the house, but
has sustained attack over the years — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr WAKELING — It is interesting that the
minister raises these issues, but this issue is very
important — extremely important — to the Catholic
and non-government schools sectors, because this is
about ensuring that those schools are clearly recognised
as institutions that are deserving of state funding.
In regard to provision of the 25 per cent payment of
funding, I was very pleased to see that in July 2008 it
was the Liberal-Nationals opposition, led by Ted
Baillieu and Peter Ryan, which committed to the
provision of a 25 per cent payment for Catholic and
non-government schools. The press announcement of
July 2008 states:
A Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Government will …
increase state government grants to Catholic schools, using a
needs-based formula, to around 25 per cent of the cost of
educating a government school student …

That policy was welcomed by the Catholic and
non-government school sectors and was supported by
them.

Fortunately for the Catholic and non-government
sectors, that move was defeated. Only Justice Lionel
Murphy supported the application when he accepted an
argument that decisions of the US Supreme Court
prohibit direct government support for religious
institutions should be followed here in Australia. As I
said, fortunately for the Catholic and government
sectors that move did not succeed, and the provision of
non-government school funding continued.

Pressure was brought to bear on the then Brumby
government to match the position put by the
Liberal-Nationals opposition, and when the request was
made of the then government to match that request,
agreement to match it was not forthcoming. However, it
was the case that the Labor Party, then in government,
agreed to match the position put by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition, and that move was
welcomed by the Catholic Education Office when that
25 per cent commitment was made.

In 1984 the newly elected Hawke government sought to
remove or to limit the level of funding provided to a
range of private schools. The then federal education
minister Susan Ryan sought to attack what was known
as the hit list of 41 schools across the nation by

However, what did cause concern — and I am sure still
concerns everyone, particularly parents of students in
Catholic and non-government schools — was that that
commitment was made 9 November 2010, some
two-and-a-half years after the then opposition made its

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT (FUNDING OF NON-GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS) BILL 2014
Wednesday, 11 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

commitment. More importantly, this announcement
was made just two weeks prior to the 2010 state
election. As we saw, the history associated with the
provision of the 25 per cent payment for Catholic and
non-government schools is that it was led as an
argument by this side of the house. It was an argument
that was put in July 2008 to deliver a 25 per cent
funding commitment, and it took a state election and
two and a half years of pressure by Catholic and
non-government school parents for the then
government to commit.
While the commitment was made, what was
disconcerting was that the commitment made by the
coalition was that the payment would start from the
start of the school year in 2011, but unfortunately the
Labor commitment was that it would only apply from
the next financial year in mid-2011. The commitment
made by the then government matched what we said
we would do, but it kicked in some six months later.
The bill before the house, as I said, seeks to enshrine in
legislation the provision of that payment. The payment
was provided in 2011 by the then Baillieu government,
as was committed to. The opposition at that point in
time was also supportive of the implementation of that
payment. There was bipartisan support with respect to
the payment. Commitments were sought, particularly
by the Catholic Education Office prior to the 2014
election, seeking the 25 per cent payment to be
enshrined in legislation. The then Minister for
Education, the member for Nepean, on behalf of the
then government committed that he would introduce
legislation to enshrine the 25 per cent payment, and
obviously commitments were sought and given by the
then opposition, hence the reason we see the legislation
before the house today.
The purpose of the bill before the house is to enshrine
in legislation the provision that the payment of at least
25 per cent of recurrent funding available to
government schools on a per student basis will be
provided to non-government schools, which is the
practice that currently applies. With respect to the
calculation of the funding, it is to be determined on the
current payments that are provided to government
schools for the ‘teaching, learning and welfare of
students’. It is clear from the definition of recurrent
funding in the bill that it is to apply to the level of
funding that is currently provided to government school
students to provide for their learning and welfare. It
does not apply to capital grants, it does not provide for
the provision of specialists or special schools, it does
not apply to commonwealth grants and it does not
apply to administrative or head office costs. That
provision seeks to enshrine in legislation the current
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practice, which has been in operation for the past four
years.
As I said, the opposition is not opposing the bill before
the house; however, there have been some concerns
raised about the application of some clauses. I am
pleased to see that the Minister for Education is at the
table, and obviously if there is a capacity for us to have
this bill go into consideration in detail, we would
welcome the opportunity to have the minister formally
put his position on behalf of the sector with regard to
those concerns.
With respect to funding for non-government schools,
proposed part 2.7.3 inserted by clause 4 states:
The Minister may provide funding to non-Government
schools.

Clearly there is an expectation that the minister will
have the capacity to provide the payment. However,
concern has been raised about the term ‘may’ because
we would assume — and the sector clearly assumes —
that this will in fact ensure that the payment is made to
non-government schools. I point out that where the
proposed part states ‘may’, there needs to be some clear
explanation or certainty for the sector that the term
‘may’ does not in fact provide the minister or the
government with an opportunity not to provide funding
payments to non-government schools, because that
would be a breach of the current practice that is in
operation.
Once the department has determined the total current
government spend with respect to teaching, learning
and welfare of government school students, that figure
will be divided by the number of students determined
by the February census. That will give a dollar figure,
and a quarter of that figure will then be determined, and
it will give a total dollar allocation to identify in the
formula, which will then be multiplied by the number
of non-government students as determined in the
non-government school census in August. It sounds
confusing, but I think the sector understands the
formula.
Mr Merlino — It is current practice.
Mr WAKELING — That is right; the minister
confirms that my assessment is the same as that of the
government, and that is important.
Proposed part 2.7.5, headed ‘Payment of funding’,
concerns the payment of allocated funding to Catholic
and non-government schools and indicates that
payment of the funding may be provided directly to
non-government schools or to an organisation or
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authority, such as the Catholic Education Commission
or Independent Schools Victoria.
As the current practice stands, payments are made, for
example, through the Catholic Education Office, which
is used as a clearing house to disseminate the money.
However, there are some schools that will receive
money directly from the department. People in the
sector have raised concerns that they would not wish to
see the application of this proposed part to be a
mechanism by which money that has previously been
passed directly to those schools will now be funnelled
through a separate organisation, which potentially may
result in those particular schools not receiving the
money they would normally have received. To explain
further, if a third party makes a decision on how the
money is to be allocated, the money that schools may
have expected may not actually apply. That is a concern
that has been raised by the sector, and I believe that it is
incumbent on the government to provide clarity to the
sector as to how that proposed part will apply to ensure
that it will not in fact become a problem for existing
schools in terms of the amount of money they currently
receive.
Proposed part 2.7.7 deals with conditions that can be
imposed associated with funding, and it details that the
minister may impose reasonable conditions with respect
to the allocation of funding. Concern has been raised
that this provision, in terms of the minister imposing a
reasonable condition, which is undefined, could be a
Trojan Horse for the minister, department or
government imposing a range of educational policies or
social agendas that may in fact follow the whims of the
government of the day and could be linked to receiving
the money. As members might appreciate, currently the
funding received by the sector is unconditional. Schools
are not required to implement a different form of
education or deliver certain policies as a consequence
of receiving that money.
Concern has been raised that this clause may provide an
opportunity for the minister to place a condition,
particularly on Catholic schools or any independent
school, as the case may be. If a school does not commit
to a particular requirement or educational or social
policy, then those monies may well be withheld. This
does not currently apply. Concerns about this have
therefore been raised by Independent Schools Victoria
(ISV), with which I have consulted as part of a wider
network. ISV believes that stronger definitions need to
be put in place with respect to the application of
‘reasonable conditions’.
Clause 2.7.8 deals with accountability and reporting.
We support this. The opposition is supportive of
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provisions that ensure that there is accountability with
respect to the expenditure of government funding. We
just want to ensure that this provision will not place a
more onerous burden on schools with respect to cost
and/or regulation in meeting these conditions than that
which currently applies. At the very least, if this clause
simply seeks to impose a stronger regulatory regime
than that which currently applies, then we believe that
that should be negotiated with the sector. Independent
Schools Victoria has indicated that reasonableness
should also apply to that, so we seek to raise that as an
issue.
The bill seeks to create a School Policy and Funding
Advisory Council. Whilst this is a new entity, I am
advised that it formalises an arrangement that currently
exists by way of discussions between the department
and government, independent and Catholic schools.
The School Policy and Funding Advisory Council will
be chaired by the Secretary of the Department of
Education and Training and will have representatives
from the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria,
Independent Schools Victoria and government schools.
That in itself is not a concern. However, Independent
Schools Victoria hopes that its representatives and
those from the Catholic Education Commission of
Victoria will be chosen by those organisations. It does
not want this to be an opportunity for somebody from a
Catholic or independent school to be appointed to the
council who does not have the support of those
organisations to represent them.
Concerns have also been raised with regard to clause
2.7.11(2). I do not know whether the minister has also
had these concerns raised with him. This clause states:
The Minister, from time to time, may appoint any other
person as a member of the School Policy and Funding
Advisory Council …

Clause 2.7.12 states that the minister:
… by Order, may make any further provisions in relation to
the School Policy and Funding Advisory Council.

This is something that is of potential concern for the
members of the council. There will be four members on
the council, and it will be chaired by the Secretary of
the Department of Education and Training, Gill
Callister. It will have representatives from the Catholic
Education Commission, Independent Schools Victoria
and government schools. There is nothing inappropriate
about appointing people in this way. Many members
who have been on boards would know that from time to
time people are seconded to provide assistance; there is
nothing wrong with that. However, the clause stipulates
that the minister may appoint ‘any other person’. Does
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that mean it is limited to one person being appointed at
any time? Does it mean that multiple people may be
appointed at any time?
The other issue that has been raised relates to the
appropriateness of the qualifications of the appointed
person in terms of their capacity to provide educational
expertise to the council. We would expect that council
members would be consulted and would agree on the
person who is to be appointed, as opposed to the
minister — whoever he or she may be at that point in
time — appointing on a whim any person they might
deem appropriate without taking into consideration the
needs of the council.
The other issue that has been raised by Independent
Schools Victoria — and it has made this concern very
clear — is that whilst other people may be seconded
onto the council, Independent Schools Victoria is
firmly of the view that the seconded representative
should not be given voting rights. Whilst a person may
be seconded to the committee to provide assistance,
guidance and expertise, there is a concern that the
four-member committee may blow out to 10 members,
all of whom are voting on policy matters of particular
concern to the sector.
These are issues that are of significant concern to the
sector. On the face of it the School Policy and Funding
Advisory Council is an important mechanism that
ensures that all parties have the capacity to have their
views heard in a way that enshrines current practice.
But, as is the case with any piece of legislation, the
devil is in the detail, and there are concerns about this
issue arising. I hope that when we deal with this bill in
more detail the minister will provide some clarity on
this important issue. That is something the sector
wishes to have clarified.
Clause 2.7.13 stipulates that:
The Minister, in consultation with the School Policy and
Funding Advisory Council, must review the operation of this
Part in 2018.

We think that is important, and we have no concerns
about that. However, there is concern that other clauses
in the proposed bill — 2.7.2.(2)(b), 2.7.2(3)(i), 2.7.6(2),
2.7.7(2) and 2.7.8(2) — do not require the minister to
actively seek the advice of the council on particular
matters. They simply state that the minister is required
to consider any advice from the council. The challenge
with that is that it will allow the minister of the day to
consider whether or not there was advice on those
issues. Clearly, if the committee has not been requested
to provide comment, in many respects it will not have a
position. That will then enable the minister to say that
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he has checked to see what the advice is and that there
has been no advice, therefore nothing has been
provided. If the committee is actively requested to
provide advice, if advice is sought from the council, the
council will then be aware that these are areas in which
advice is being sought, and that will then act as a trigger
to ensure that the council will consider those issues.
The council, comprising representatives of the four
major parties, will then be able to consider the issues as
requested by the minister, as is appropriate under the
act, and it will be enabled to provide the necessary
comment.
As I said, the coalition is not opposing the bill. In terms
of the broad thrust of the bill, this is something the
opposition clearly supports. It was the position the
Liberal-Nationals took to the election. We know, and I
am sure it is bipartisan, the significance of education,
and that people in this state and this nation have choice.
We are firm believers in choice. Many of us have been
educated in all three education sectors. I have been in
two sectors myself, and I believe the minister has
probably been in two sectors as well. Many of us have
been educated across the breadth of the options
available. It is imperative that the Catholic and
independent education sector understand that this bill, if
passed, will enshrine in legislation for the first time that
the sector will receive a 25 per cent payment. This is
something that is clearly supported.
However, as I said, there are concerns that have been
raised by the sector, which we found through
consultation. The concerns regard a number of clauses
within the bill, and I have certainly had an opportunity
to articulate those for the minister. In good faith, I
believe it is imperative that these issues be clarified and
explained to ensure that the concerns within the sector
are allayed. I am sure the last thing any of us want to
see is this commitment getting bogged down in the
detail and causing angst. That is certainly not
something any of us would wish to see. On behalf of
the sector I believe it is imperative that those concerns
be placed on the record as a consequence of
consultation. It is imperative that we see those sectors
strongly supported, and it is imperative that we get this
piece of legislation correct.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to be
able to speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Funding of Non-Government Schools)
Bill 2014. As a former teacher I am certainly very
pleased to speak on a bill about education, and I note
that the first two bills the Andrews Labor government
has brought forward are on issues as important as
employment, as is the case with the Back to Work Bill
2014, the debate on which I contributed to earlier this
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afternoon; and now education with our second bill. It
shows quite clearly that this government places the
issues of education, training and employment as key
areas we want to work on. Having this bill come so
early in the agenda for this Parliament clearly identifies
our priorities and shows that the Andrews Labor
government identifies education as a most important
issue.

areas of concern. Following on from your advice earlier
today about the spirit of debate, Speaker, I am
disappointed that the previous speaker on the
government side did not allay or address any of the
concerns that the shadow minister raised. I can only
trust that the minister, who is in the house the moment,
will go on and address these concerns during the
consideration-in-detail stage.

This bill before the house today recognises the
agreement that the Labor Party made in opposition with
the independent and non-government schools, in which
we supported them being funded 25 per cent compared
to state schools on a per capita basis. We not only
agreed, but we also said we would enshrine it in
legislation, which did not happen under the former
government. We are now taking that step of putting in
place legislation to make the calculation of that 25 per
cent contribution to the independent and
non-government schools transparent. At the same time
we are setting up the school policy and funding
advisory council, which will comprise representatives
of the Catholic and independent schools sector and the
state education sector working together to provide
advice to the minister on a range of issues associated
with the funding formula, which will allow the minister
to make decisions upon direct feedback. I am certainly
pleased to see this come into place.

The purpose of the legislation is to enshrine a practice
that has been put in place with regard to funding of
non-government schools. This practice has been in
place for a couple of years, but enshrining it in
legislation provides a great deal of security for
non-government schools. It guarantees that state
funding to non-government schools will be at least
25 per cent of recurrent funding available to
government schools on a per-student basis. I do not
think there is any argument about how that amount is
calculated. It will provide certainty for schools with
their budgeting going forward. I know how difficult
budgeting on an ongoing basis can be when one has to
say, ‘Maybe this will happen, maybe it won’t, maybe it
will vary’. Enshrining this in legislation makes things a
lot easier for independent and Catholic schools.

As a former state education teacher and a member of
this government I am clearly committed to seeing that
state education is well supported. We know that there is
significant need in state education, and I look forward
to working with the minister to support that sector. I
also spent four years teaching in the Catholic education
sector and know that there is a great variation in wealth
across the non-government sector and certainly within
the Catholic education sector. We know there are a
number of schools, both the primary schools and some
of the secondary schools, with a significant need for
support. This funding formula takes need into account,
so we will see those schools gain support, as will
schools across the sector.
I certainly see that independent schools need ongoing
support. It is reasonable to set a clear formula that
enables them to plan accordingly. On that basis I am
pleased to support this bill.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am pleased to rise to
make a contribution to debate on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Funding of
Non-Government Schools) Bill 2014. As was indicated
by our lead speaker, the shadow Minister for Education,
we will not be opposing the bill. However, in his
contribution the shadow minister outlined a number of

In my electorate, there are a number of independent and
Catholic schools. There are five Catholic primary
schools: St Mary’s Catholic Primary School in
Alexandra and St Mary’s Catholic Primary School in
Mansfield; Sacred Heart Primary School in Yea;
St Brigid’s Primary School at Healesville; and
St Joseph’s Primary School at Yarra Junction. Whilst
there are no Catholic secondary schools in my
electorate, many people from my electorate scoot down
the road to a school that I know the Minister for
Education is very familiar with at Mount Lilydale. I
also have two Steiner schools: Little Yarra Steiner
School and Kindergarten in Yarra Junction and
Mansfield Rudolf Steiner School and Kindergarten. A
number of schools in my electorate will be very
interested and pleased to see that progress is being
made along these lines.
I want to touch on some of the history of this issue and
put it into context. Prior to the 2010 election — in fact,
quite some time prior; in July 2008 — the coalition
took the initiative on this issue and released a policy. At
the time there were 185 000 students in 500 Catholic
schools across the state, which represents a significant
number of students. In fact one-in-five students is
taught in a Catholic school. The record of the Brumby
Labor government on this issue at the time was fairly
ordinary. Victoria provided the lowest funding per
student to the Catholic system of any state in Australia.
Many people felt that the Catholic system was being
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starved of funding, and it was finding it difficult to meet
its expenses. In July 2008 the coalition released its
policy, which was to:
… increase state government grants to Catholic schools using
a needs-based formula to around 25 per cent of the cost of
educating a government school student.

As was typical of it at that time, the Labor government
copied that policy. However, it did not copy the policy
straightaway. It took the Labor government well over
two years to do so. In fact it was only a couple of weeks
before the 2010 election that the previous Labor
government said it would also pursue this policy. When
I say ‘copy’, it almost copied it. We were committing to
fund Catholic schools from February 2011, and Labor
intended to fund them from 1 July. In February 2011,
when we were in government, we committed to this
funding.
Taking the next step to enshrine this in legislation is a
good thing, but I will outline the opposition’s concerns.
Most, if not all, of these concerns were raised by our
lead speaker, the shadow minister. The figure of 25 per
cent provides certainty, which is a good thing. As the
bill states:
… recurrent funding means funding provided by the state out
of money appropriated by Parliament that directly supports
the teaching, learning and welfare of students attending
government schools.

The bill also outlines the many areas that it does not
relate to. It is quite specific. I do not think there are
arguments about that.
A lot of the opposition’s concerns about the bill before
the house relate to the use of the word ‘may’. The word
‘may’ is used quite a bit. When ‘may’ is used, it opens
up a lot of grey areas, matters open to interpretation.
We are often not sure what ‘may’ means. I was
disappointed that the previous speaker did not elaborate
on this issue. I trust that the minister will take on board
our concerns and the concerns that we received during
our consultation with Independent Schools Victoria.
Clause 2.7.3 relates to funding. This clause is
reasonably clear for the most part, but it states that:
The minister may provide funding to non-government
schools.

What does ‘may’ mean in that context? There is a lot of
room to move. The minister may provide funding or
she may not provide funding. Given that this is being
enshrined in legislation, you would think that the
schools are going to receive the funding, but there
seems to be quite a bit of wriggle room.
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With regard to the specific payment the funding,
clause 2.7.5 states that it ‘may be paid directly to the
non-government school’ or to the organisation or
authority, such as the Catholic Education Commission
of Victoria or Independent Schools Victoria. Again
there is a bit of uncertainty and some nervousness out
there about money will go and how it will get there.
Clause 2.7.7 refers to conditions associated with
funding. This has a couple of the grey words. It reads:
(1) The minister —
(a)

may impose any reasonable conditions …

They may or they may not, but what are ‘reasonable
conditions’? In whose view are they reasonable? Are
those conditions onerous? What sort of conditions are
the minister thinking about? What are the sorts of
requirements that the minister is thinking about? They
are open; they are not conditional. These concerns are
not just concerns of the opposition but have also been
put to us by Independent Schools Victoria. I urge the
minister to take these concerns on board.
The make-up of the school policy funding advisory
council is also of concern. Clause 2.7.11(1) refers to
membership. The secretary of the department is to be
the chair, which is not a problem. Having a
representative from a government school on the
advisory council who is employed by the department is
also not a problem. I am happy to see that the
government will have representatives of the Catholic
Education Commission of Victoria and Independent
Schools Victoria on this council. The minister will
make these appointments, and these organisations
would very much like to have input into the choice of
those people rather than leaving it to the Minister for
Education or the Premier to make those choices.
I was involved in an organisation where a minister’s
brother-in-law was plonked in as a member, and that
did not go down very well. I would not like to see that
kind of thing repeated. I would like to ensure that this
concern is addressed and that council members have
some input into who will be part of the make-up of the
council.
Clause 4 refers to co-opted members or another
minister being able to appoint another person. The role
and accountability of that other person needs to be
made clear, because we know that in the case of
co-opted members on boards there are questions in
relation to whether they have voting rights, in relation
to whether they are there to provide advice, in relation
to the extent of their involvement and whether theirs is
a permanent involvement or a temporary one. Some of
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those concerns are just sitting there under the surface,
and we need to get that matter sorted out.
New section 2.7.13, introduced by clause 4, relates to
the review of the council. This is another area in which
there seems to be a little bit of inconsistency throughout
the bill. It provides that the minister in consultation with
the advisory council must review the operation of this
part of the bill in 2018.
There are a number of other clauses that we have some
concerns about, and the opposition’s lead speaker, the
shadow Minister for Education, has raised these with
the minister. One of these concerns relates to advice
from the council. Would the minister seek advice or
would they consult with the council to determine an
outcome? The minister may claim not to have been
provided with any advice when they had not asked for
it. Maybe the council will not have put its view
forward, because it may not have even thought about
the particular area of concern. The minister may think,
‘I am just going to make a decision’. It is appropriate
for the council to be involved in the consultation and in
providing advice rather than the minister just imposing
an autocratic choice. To finish up, I indicate that I am
not opposing this bill.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I will make
a brief contribution on the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Funding of Non-Government
Schools) Bill 2014. The shadow Minister for Education
reminded me of why this bill is important. The school I
went to out in the western suburbs is still waiting for
that science block promised by the Menzies
government, which really demonstrates why we need
legislation to ensure that governments deliver on their
promises. If we need a contemporary reminder of this
principle, we can find one in the Auditor-General’s
report Additional School Costs for Families and in the
table on page 4 of Appendix A with its several entries
indicating that the amount of funding provided by the
commonwealth government is ‘to be announced’.
I am very pleased to see that the opposition is not
opposing the bill. There is really no reason to oppose it,
because it has all the qualities of what makes good
legislation and what makes for good public policy,
especially in the education field. I refer to comments
Stephen Elder, the executive director of the Catholic
Education Commission of Victoria, made during the
election campaign last year. In a press release of
20 November he said:
Every child deserves the best start to life and that child’s
family deserves the right to government support, no matter
which school they choose …
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On this side of the chamber we do not believe in
postcode politics where education funding is concerned.
We believe in providing for that 37 per cent of students
who attend non-government schools and in providing
fairness and equity in their funding.
This is a good bill because it is clear about its
objectives, transparent in its application, and very
inclusive in its nature. The government has consulted
widely on it, and the bill’s establishment of the School
Policy and Funding Advisory Council is a very good
thing. People from non-government schools will be
able to advise on exactly what their schools need and
how they see the future of their schools being part of
the vibrant and inclusive education agenda of this
government.
This is a very good start for this government. As my
colleague the member for Buninyong mentioned, we
have before us two pieces of legislation. One is about
providing young people with jobs — and that was a
huge issue in my electorate during the campaign — and
the other is about giving kids in non-government
schools a fair education provision.
I cannot resist again quoting Stephen Elder, who said:
We acknowledge and commend the speed with which the
state government has introduced the bill so quickly after its
election.

That is a ringing endorsement of not only the quality of
this legislation we have before us but also the fact that
we were speedy in bringing it forward. The bill is going
to give the sector clarity and certainty about planning.
Schools will be able to plan their budgets ahead.
Hopefully they will not look at this report — but they
will need to. The second thing is this bill will give
families certainty about how they will deal with fees
and contributions they may have to make to their
children’s schooling going forward.
There is no reason to oppose this bill. Everybody
should be on board. This is a good bill, and it is good
for every child going out there and starting their
schooling in the next couple of weeks. It is good for
their families, it is good for their schools and as a
consequence, as this government goes about creating
the education state, you could not have a better start
than this bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Nationals in coalition
are not opposing this bill. The Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Funding of Non-Government
Schools) Bill 2014 before us today will amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to provide a
guarantee that the total state funding of
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non-government schools is at least 25 per cent of the
recurrent funding available to government school
students on a per capita basis. In order to achieve this,
the bill guarantees that total state funding of
non-government schools will be at least 25 per cent of
the recurrent funding available to government school
students on a per student basis.
Under the bill the calculation of state funding will be
determined in relation to the teaching, learning and
welfare of students attending government schools —
that is, it will not include non-classroom costs such as
those relating to a school’s head office and regional
administrative costs, and it will not include costs
associated with childhood development, higher
education, capital progress, commonwealth grants or
special and specialist schools.
The bill allows funding to be provided directly to
schools or via an organisation such as the Catholic
Education Commission of Victoria or Independent
Schools Victoria, which in turn will disseminate
payments. It establishes a new School Policy and
Funding Advisory Council with representatives from
the Department of Education and Training, the Catholic
Education Commission of Victoria and Independent
Schools Victoria. The council will be chaired by the
department secretary and will examine education and
funding policy.
The funding of non-government schools has been a
vexed question for some time. In my electorate there
are quite a number of Catholic and independent
schools. I have had the pleasure of visiting most of
them over the years, and I know how important this
legislation is to them. The 25 per cent funding
contribution is in fact currently in place and has been in
place for some time. What we are really doing today is
enshrining the practice of previous governments and
building a structure around it. The government is
constructing its own 25 per cent funding mechanism
and the detail around how this will be done.
This has been a long-running issue and at times a very
emotional one, but since 2008 we have been coming
together to provide the security of funding that our
independent and Catholic schools have been seeking.
Other than little issues over certain dates when the
25 per cent would be enacted, there has really been
bipartisan support since 2010 on the issue of the
funding of our independent schools.
It is worth noting how this 25 per cent contribution
works. What is in and what is out is important in
determining that figure on a per student basis. The
funding is equivalent to that which is provided for the

221

teaching, learning and welfare of the students attending
government schools. We all know that school budgets
are extremely complex, and the Auditor-General has
pointed to that in a report he released today, Additional
School Costs for Families. Once we isolate those
teaching, learning and welfare numbers — I am sure
the department will construct a model to do that —
there is then the process of delivering the funds.
A number of clauses of the bill raised some concern
during the consultation. In particular, I refer to new
section 2.7.3 inserted by clause 4, ‘Minister may
provide funding to non-Government schools’. We have
some issues around whether the word ‘may’ or the
word ‘will’ should be used there. The use of the word
‘may’ is likely to fuel some uncertainty as to what the
legislation will mean into the future. I am sure this will
be cleared up. If the bill used the word ‘will’, that
would generate some confidence into the future.
Similarly, the method of funding non-government
schools is that payments go through Independent
Schools Victoria (ISV) or the Catholic Education
Commission, but there are probably some schools that
sit outside those organisations. I know that some
schools associated with ISV do not receive their
funding through that body. There will be some
challenges in looking after the needs of some of those
individual schools that for one reason or another do not
wish to use ISV as their funding delivery vehicle.
Under new section 2.7.7, ‘Conditions of funding’, the
minister may impose reasonable conditions, and in
determining whether to impose a condition the minister
must take into account any advice provided by the
School Policy and Funding Advisory Council. There
will need to be some work done to understand what
‘reasonable conditions’ might mean. This provision
gives the minister latitude. We all know that when
things are going well that is not a problem, but this
wording needs some definition to make it clearer in
case there is an issue.
There is also a bit of a concern out there — and I think
we have all picked this up — about the Safe Schools
program, which is operating in state schools and has a
bit of controversy attached to it. Some independent
schools have expressed concern that this provision
could be used as a Trojan Horse to introduce a program
like Safe Schools into the independent and Catholic
systems, which would cause great discomfort and
concern. That is an issue that needs to be tidied up.
When this legislation goes to the upper house I expect
the Democratic Labour Party member will have
something to say about these issues there.
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New section 2.7.8 covers accountability and reporting.
We all know how important accountability and
reporting are. There has been a bit of concern about the
need for good governance, accountability and reporting
to be balanced against the need to reduce red tape.
Schools do not want to be bogged down in
accountability and reporting requirements. Having to
spend a great deal more money on this would erode
those valuable dollars for the education of children.

What we have done is ensure that the practices of
previous governments have now been put into a
legislative structure. This legislation builds on that to
enshrine the 25 per cent funding formula for
independent and Catholic schools. That is something
The Nationals, in coalition, are not opposing.

There has also been some talk around the membership
structure of the School Policy and Funding Advisory
Council. There is a loose body already out there;
whether this is a new body or a revamped body
probably does not matter, but independent schools have
some concerns. They believe their representative should
be selected by the representative organisations, not by
the minister. However, we know that with these
processes once the names have been submitted by the
school organisations, they need the ministerial
imprimatur to sit on the council. They are concerned
about whether, as things change within those bodies,
they can retain the ability to provide direct feedback to
the parent bodies that take the seats on the School
Policy and Funding Advisory Council.

Debate adjourned until later this day.

Finally, under new section 2.7.11(2) the minister may,
from time to time, appoint another person as a member
of the council. That is understood, and that is fine.
However, new section 2.7.12 provides that the minister,
by order, may make any further provisions in relation to
the council. I think that needs to be tightened up to
clarify what that means for the council. Does it mean
that the minister can intervene in certain ways? There is
some concern about just what that may mean for the
operation of the council. It is extremely important to
such councils that they are independent and that there is
a flow of information, and it is important that the
minister receives that information. The council will
need this clarified in order to have confidence in its
operations.
The council needs to be sure that its views will be taken
into account. New section 2.7.13 provides that the
minister has to take into account the views of the
council. However, the minister is not required to ask for
the council’s views. A council may not have a view on
a matter because it has not been asked. It should not be
required to second-guess what matters may be of
interest to the minister. There needs to be a little work
done on the consultation in order to tighten that up so
that people or bodies are not left going in circles or
second-guessing what the other is up to. That is a
matter of confidence that the minister will need to
develop with the council.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).

ACTING SPEAKERS
The SPEAKER tabled warrant nominating Neil
Angus, Gary Blackwood, Anthony Carbines, Peter
Crisp, Martin Dixon, Maree Edwards, Bronwyn
Halfpenny, Sonya Kilkenny, Tim McCurdy, Cindy
McLeish, Danny Pearson, Dee Ryall, Mary-Anne
Thomas, Murray Thompson, Marsha Thomson,
Vicki Ward and Graham Watt to preside as Acting
Speakers whenever requested to do so by the
Speaker or Deputy Speaker.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house was fortunate
to hear some inaugural speeches in December. I am
sure that, like me, all members look forward to listening
as other members make their first contribution in this
house this week. It is an opportunity for new members
to speak freely across a range of issues. They can speak
about matters relating to their background, electorate
and goals for the future.
I wish to remind the house that it is customary for
inaugural speeches to be heard in silence. As such,
speeches are generally non-controversial and
non-partisan in nature. Interjections and audible
conversations while a member is making an inaugural
speech are discourteous, and the Chair will intervene to
protect a member should this occur. I ask all members
to extend their usual courtesies to the new members
while they are making their inaugural speeches.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 23 December; motion of
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) for adoption of
address-in-reply.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to continue the
address-in-reply I began before Christmas, and I remind
members that the Mildura electorate covers
35 000 square kilometres. It is the second biggest
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electorate in the state of Victoria. Before Christmas I
talked about the lifelines that run through my electorate.
They include the Murray River, our road network and
our rail network. The rail network in particular is very
much in play at the moment as there is $220 million in
the current budget for the standardisation of the Mildura
rail line. I am sure this government will pick that up and
continue that work to ensure that valuable produce —
our grains, our horticulture produce and our mineral
sands — can be effectively and economically moved to
port. It is a project that will benefit not only my
electorate but also all Victorians because of the amount
of produce that is carried down that line.
In all of our electorates there are the essential services. I
am going to talk about health and education. The
incoming government has committed $200 million for
some more hospital beds, and I now state that Mildura
has an interest in some of those beds. In the previous
term of government the hospital in Mildura was
brought back from a poor state. Its accident and
emergency department has been expanded, extra
birthing suites have been added, the special care
nursery has been doubled in size and the oncology unit
has been doubled in size. Needed next in Mildura are
more beds, and I think Mildura has a strong case for
them. I look forward to this government proceeding to
look at that need in Mildura. A 24-hour pharmacy and
nurse at our hospital would also be extremely useful. I
look forward to that rollout in Mildura.
For country roads there is $16 million. A number of
roads in my electorate need attention. I think a great
deal more will need to be spent on our country road
network; it is one of those great lifelines to our area. As
the almond industry increases, Hattah-Robinvale Road
in particular is seeing a lot of usage. The Calder
Highway interchange at Ravenswood is a project
everyone welcomes; it is the most dangerous
intersection between Melbourne and Mildura.
Funding to address the issue of ice is something that the
government has identified. I note, however, that
$500 000 to help our communities deal with ice really
only works out to be a few hundred dollars for each at
most. I think it is going to take a great deal more than
that to deliver what is needed to address the ice issues
that are plaguing country Victoria and Victoria as a
whole.
Fruit fly remains very much a threat to our high-value
horticulture. We have a new regime in place to manage
fruit fly in the Mildura region. I am looking forward to
this government being an active participant in that new
program to control this pest.
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There will be dividends from our term of government
in the form of a number of projects that are going to be
completed. The Mildura riverfront project is a
transformational project for Mildura, and it is
progressing well. Hopefully it will be finished within
the next 12 to 18 months. The Mildura Airport terminal
is now coping with around 200 000 passengers a year.
The demand is expected to double over the next
10 years, and work is required on the runway. This will
require a partnership between the state and federal
governments. I encourage this government to look at
that project and to consider all these projects.
There are numerous other projects. One in particular
that I am looking forward to seeing completed is the
walking and riding trail that runs from the Riverside
golf course through Mildura to the Blandowski Walk at
Merbein and on. The trail is about 25 kilometres long
and follows the river. Using it will improve
everybody’s health, whether they are visitors or locals.
Local government programs have been supported in the
past. Our rural local governments have large road
networks and the former country roads and bridges
program was invaluable to the small councils. I am sure
those councils will approach this government about this
because the road network is vital. It is one of our
lifelines and needs continuing work.
At the moment the outlook for the almond industry is
strong — consumption is growing, prices are
promising — and we are looking to the government to
continue the support put in place by the previous
government and by the department to establish an
almond centre of excellence. This is a partnership
between Victoria and South Australia to deliver the
high level of research that is required to support this
growing industry and the jobs it will create in Mildura
and the export income it will create for Victoria.
Finally, we only do this job as a result of the support we
get from our families, our friends, our staff and those in
the community who care for us. I pay tribute to the
community, my family and my Nationals colleagues
and the various supporters who look after the welfare of
us all, including me. As always, Mildura was a tough
campaign, but I am proud to represent the electorate of
Mildura in this Parliament with all its variety.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before I call the member
for Pascoe Vale I wish to acknowledge in the gallery
Ann Barker, a former member for Oakleigh and former
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Deputy Speaker. Further, I wish to acknowledge
Christine Campbell, a former minister and former
member for Pascoe Vale.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I
congratulate you, Speaker, on your appointment. Like
those of so many Victorians, your story is inspirational.
You came to Australia in pursuit of social, political,
religious and economic freedom — in pursuit of
democracy. You did not know where your journey
would lead, and those who made decisions about your
right to stay could not have known what would become
of you. Yet today we have the first South
American-born Speaker in the Victorian Parliament.
You, your family and your community should be very
proud.
Thank you, Speaker, for calling on me to deliver my
inaugural speech as part of the address-in-reply debate.
It is a humbling moment when the very reason I ran for
Parliament was to be a voice for others. I acknowledge
the traditional owners of the land on which we meet,
and I pay my respects to their elders past and present.
Thank you to the people of the Pascoe Vale district for
giving me the honour and the privilege of representing
them in the 58th Parliament of Victoria. The district is
well known as a welcoming and supportive community.
Many residents settled in the area post World War II,
and a large number of migrants, particularly from
southern Europe, also chose to settle there. It is now
home to people from every corner of the globe, from
every walk of life and of every age. So while Pascoe
Vale is relatively small in a geographic sense, it is the
people of the area who truly reflect the great diversity
of the Victorian community.
They include people like Elias who, after emigrating to
Australia from Lebanon, first operated a small business
in the country before launching the extremely
successful A1 Lebanese Bakery on Sydney Road in
Coburg. There are also people like Mariella, who
established the Itiki Sporting Club for the local islander
community on the proviso that young members attend
either education and training or work. There are
residents like Terri Ann, who keeps the Pascoe Vale
Football Club going and who provides a loving home
for beagles rescued from puppy farms.
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There are families like Tammy and Shane, who are
academics at RMIT and who set up an artists’ incubator
in the Wheatsheaf Hub in an attempt to make art
accessible to the Glenroy community. And people like
Rory and his family. who have invested greatly in the
Oak Park Primary School community, ensuring that
local kids get the best possible education in first-class
facilities. There are constituents like Paul and Julia,
who promote sustainable living in their home in Pascoe
Vale South and beyond through the community garden
and the Moreland Bicycle Users Group.
I am grateful to have the opportunity to work with this
wonderfully diverse community for the common good.
There will no doubt be challenges, but I sincerely thank
the people of Pascoe Vale for entrusting me with this
enormous responsibility. In the first instance I look
forward to delivering on Labor’s specific election
commitments for the area, including a $5 million
rebuild of Westbreen Primary School; the removal of
level crossings at Glenroy Road, Glenroy, and Bell
Street, Coburg; and the construction of noise walls on
the Western Ring Road.
It should be noted that while these projects are on the
agenda of the new Labor government, they are also
very much a part of the legacy of my predecessor,
Christine Campbell. Christine was elected as the
member for Pascoe Vale in March 1996, and every day
for 18 years she worked tirelessly and passionately for
the people of Pascoe Vale, and indeed Victoria as a
whole. In her inaugural speech Christine said that her
journey could be described as ‘to act justly, to love
tenderly and to walk humbly with my God’. Christine
has been a faithful servant for the common good. I also
pay tribute to Christine’s family. None of us can
effectively fulfil a calling in politics unless we have the
support of our families and friends. Christine’s parents,
Margaret and Jack, her husband, Kevin, and their four
children, Rebecca, Tim, Greg and Claire, have been a
great support to Christine, and in so doing they have
themselves been of great service to the community and
the Australian Labor Party. I wish them all peace in the
next stage of their collective journey.
And so I come to my journey and the things that have
brought me to this place. On reflection, it does not
begin with my earliest political memory or when I
joined the Labor Party but with my family. My mum,
Anne, grew up in West Heidelberg. When she and her
siblings were quite young their father, my grandfather,
had an accident and became a quadriplegic. My nanna
gave up paid work as a nurse to be a full-time carer.
Reliant on social housing and charity, sometimes things
were hard, but they were always full of love and
support, and that helped build my nanna, my mum and
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her sisters into strong and resilient women, each with a
commitment to building stronger and more socially just
communities.
My nanna passed away nearly two years ago, and
whilst I am sure she is here in spirit, I know she would
have loved to have been in the gallery tonight. It has
also not been lost on me, though, that born in another
time and in different circumstances she could easily
have been the one standing in this place. Nanna had a
strong, working Christian faith that drove her to defend
the vulnerable and the downtrodden in our community.
From her work as a carer at home to her time managing
Prague House, a home for homeless men, to her
volunteering later in life at Mary of the Cross and at
Housing for the Aged Action Group, Nanna worked
tirelessly to promote the dignity of every life. I draw
inspiration from the example set by my nanna, and I
know that her hunger for justice lives on in my mum
and in me.
My dad, Ian, grew up in Bendigo and remains at heart a
country person. For many years the family had a
successful business in farm and earthmoving
machinery. Later in life Dad’s father suffered a
workplace accident and acquired a brain injury. Like
Mum’s family, Dad’s family knew the effects of living
with disability. They also knew what it was like to
manage the consequences of a workplace injury in a
time before WorkCover. Dad was the first person in his
family to decide that he wanted to go to university, and
his father copped some criticism for agreeing that it was
a worthwhile pursuit. Like my parents have always
done for me, his parents empowered him to seize
opportunities. There can be no doubt that Dad’s
upbringing influenced his lifetime commitment to
balancing the right to operate a business and generate
wealth with a commitment to fair and reasonable
conditions of employment, safe workplaces and real
and meaningful opportunities for skill development.
This is something that Dad was recently recognised for
in being made a Member of the Order of Australia, and
his work in this regard has had a profound impact on
my own perspective.
From the very beginning my parents sought to instil in
me and my two younger brothers, John-Paul and
Daniel, a sense that the whole world is interconnected
and that we all have an obligation to work for the
common good — a sense of solidarity. Others new to
this place over time have spoken of their perspectives
being influenced by growing up on the land, a family
commitment to the legal profession or a migrant
background. These are important perspectives to bring
to this place.
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Equally valid is that which I bring, having grown up in
and around the union movement. For the best part of
my formative years, both of my parents were union
officials. My dad still is. For as long as I can recall,
dinner conversation involved important policy
questions around what constitutes a living wage, junior
rates of pay, support for the working poor, the value of
unpaid work, a fairer distribution of wealth, work and
family life balance, the rights of the child and freedom
of association.
We were always encouraged to think critically and act
according to conscience. The example my parents set
through their own social action was inspiring, and we
have all sought to make our own contribution to the
movement. For me this first meant taking on roles such
as president of the Melbourne University Student
Union and national secretary of the National Union of
Students.
But more defining were the periods of time I spent
working for the Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association (SDA), the largest trade union
in Australia. I worked for the SDA first as an organiser
and then as an industrial officer. The SDA represents
some of the lowest paid workers in society. Our
membership is young and mostly female. It is an easily
replaceable workforce where people are often treated as
commodities because there is always someone else
lining up for the job.
Whilst there are some who like to suggest that those
who come to this place from a union background lack
real-world experience, I can assure them that my
members’ workplace was my workplace. From the
store level to the boardroom and into the tribunals,
some of my most formative experiences have come
from working hand in hand with everyday workers and
doing my best to represent their interests as they seek to
get ahead in life. I thank the SDA and in particular state
secretary Michael Donovan and assistant state secretary
Trish Connelly for their continued faith in me to
represent the interests not just of SDA members but of
all working people and their families.
Another great influence on my journey to this place has
been a Catholic education. My brothers and I went to
the parish primary school and Mount Lilydale Mercy
College. I am particularly grateful for the teaching and
example set by my mentor and friend, deputy principal
Michael Johnston. Our Mercy education reinforced
what we learnt at home: everyone is entitled to a
standard of living that is consistent with human dignity.
I am thankful to have had the opportunity to give back
to Catholic education in a number of ways but
particularly through my most recent role as a senior
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industrial officer for the Catholic Education Office. I
would particularly like to acknowledge the support,
advice and wise counsel of the executive director,
Stephen Elder.
Catholic and independent schools are a vital part of our
education system. Over a third of Victorian schools are
non-government and attended by more than 38 per cent
of Victorian students. Almost 500 Catholic schools and
over 200 independent schools serve unique and diverse
cultural and social needs. Low-fee Catholic and
independent schools went backwards under the
previous government, and cuts to education hurt every
student and every family wherever they were at school.
I am very proud that it is a Labor government that will
legislate for 25 per cent linked recurrent funding of the
Catholic schools and that Labor will allocate
$120 million for new and improved infrastructure at
Catholic schools. From the early years to
post-secondary, our children and young people deserve
a world-class education in first-class facilities wherever
they go to school, the Catholic system or the state
system.
I also bring to this place a commitment to Victoria’s
multicultural communities, so many of which are
represented in the Pascoe Vale district. I believe we
must protect and promote diversity and we must
encourage intercultural and interfaith dialogue. I put on
the record that I am an advocate for a just immigration
policy, including the humane treatment of asylum
seekers in Australia and not offshore. I believe that
Victoria needs to play a greater role in the provision
and coordination of settlement services, and this is
particularly so given that successive federal
governments since the Howard era have largely
neglected their responsibilities in this regard.
The measure of a civil society should be how we treat
that which is most vulnerable. This extends to all
creatures great and small. Indeed Pope John Paul II is
reported to have said:
… the animals possess a soul and men must love and feel
solidarity with our smaller brethren.

Labor’s commitment in relation to puppy farms is a
very important step forward, but we need to do more to
protect all of our finned, feathered and furry friends.
In concluding, I would not be here today without my
friends and family, nor without those who contributed
to my campaign. I thank Adrian, who came into my life
at the time of the 2010 election when we were both
fellow chiefs of staff. Our relationship may be
punctuated by the election cycle but its real value
cannot be quantified. I love you very much.
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I also thank Adrian’s family, particularly Ruth, who
journeyed from interstate for the election and who is
again here tonight. I thank my brothers, John-Paul and
Daniel, and my sister-in-law Natalie for their love and
support. I also thank my mum and dad for the life they
have given us, all the opportunities they have created
for us and the example they set for us. A thankyou to
my family is not complete without a special mention of
my most loyal supporters, my cavaliers Charles and
Bono.
I would especially like to mention Carol and Brian
Richardson and their son Matthew, who were an
integral part of our formative years and remain so
important to me today. As our neighbours it was Carol
and Brian who helped my parents balance work and
family by routinely taking us in as if we were their own.
Carol has been a very special part of every momentous
occasion in my life, and I am so pleased that Carol can
be here tonight.
The women in my extended family are strong-willed,
proud and loyal — and Richmond supporters. It started
with my nanna. I am particularly grateful for the
support of my aunties, Adrienne, Catherine and
Josephine, and my cousins, Paula, Annie Rose and
Jacinta, Cally, Annemieke and Elise.
Associations are many in politics and true friends are
few. I particularly thank my dear friend Nathan
Lambert, who has been on my side since we were in
first year at Melbourne University, and I on his. I thank
my cherished and faithful friends, Cassandra Boland
and Gabby Staffa. I thank Johnny McLindon, who I
signed up as an SDA member in the aisle of Coles in
Croydon when he was still at school but who today, as
the Premier described on election night, is without
political peer, and his friendship is immeasurable.
I particularly want to thank the member for Monbulk,
his wife Meagan and their kids, including my godson
Joshua, as well as the extended Merlino clan. The
member for Monbulk helped me set up a Young Labor
Association in the federal electorate of Casey in 1995,
and we have been the best of friends, like family, ever
since. It was a privilege to be his campaign manager
from 2002 until my own campaign, and his chief of
staff in the previous Labor government. It is an honour
to now be his colleague.
I thank Umandeep Kahlon, Alex Dighton and Amanda
Rishworth. No matter how much time or distance has
gotten in the way over the years, our friendship,
extending back to an alliance between the Victorian and
South Australian Student Unity camps in our university
days, remains a constant. I am also excited to be joining

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Wednesday, 11 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

this place with my very good friends the member for
Oakleigh and Daniel Mulino, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place. I thank my
co-campaign managers, Lauren Kaerger and Evan
Appathurai, and my campaign team. I thank Terry
Alberstein for his contribution to my campaign. I am
grateful for the support of local branch members,
Young Labor and Student Unity.
Finally, I pay tribute to the to the great Australian Labor
Party. As the recent turnover in this place demonstrates,
people come and go. What endures is the party, the
movement and the ideals we represent. There are others
who claim to take the mantle, who claim to be
proponents of a fairer and more just society, but it is
only the Australian Labor Party that can deliver a truly
progressive agenda.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — Mr Speaker,
felicitaciones y buena suerte en su nuevo papel. I start
by acknowledging and paying my respects to the elders
of the Kulin nation. I do this because long before this
building was here the sites around this place were
traditional Kulin meeting places, and sovereignty of this
land was never ceded. We still have much to do as a
Victorian community to right the wrongs that were
done here to Aboriginal people.
I am incredibly proud to stand here with my colleague
and be the first Greens MP in the lower house of the
Victorian Parliament. I am especially proud to represent
the people of Melbourne, because we share an
incredible city. You only have to hear the shouts at the
Queen Vic market, walk through Melbourne’s iconic
laneways, catch a game at the G — or at my spiritual
home, Punt Road — or catch a tram through the inner
suburbs to see why this city has been named the
world’s most livable. You can barely turn a corner
without seeing a cafe serving the best food and coffee
in the world. I hazard a guess that I would not have
been elected if anyone had found out I only drink tea!
The electorate of Melbourne is unique. You probably
know that it is one of the youngest electorates in
the state and has tens of thousands of students. But
people might not know that it has the
second-highest number of public housing residents;
over half the residents in my electorate were born
in another country and have made Melbourne their
home. But luckily for me as an MP, I do not just
get to hear about the statistics. I get to share the
stories that, woven together, make our city great,
but that also shed light on some the challenges we
face. They are stories like Andrea’s. Andrea’s
home in Parkville was acquired to make way for
the disastrous east–west toll road, but instead of
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worrying about her own backyard she told me she
voted Green because she wanted public transport
for everyone, not more congestion or pollution.
There are stories like Muna’s. Muna lives in the Carlton
public housing estate with her husband and four
children in a tiny two-bedroom flat. She has been
waiting for an upgrade to a bigger place for over five
years and has almost given up hope.
I have seen firsthand places like the Venny, an
adventure playground in Kensington that provides a
second home to kids who have nowhere else to go. The
Venny’s federal funding was cut last year, but through
the fundraising efforts of local residents and the council
it was able to remain open.
I have heard from people like Jane, who told me that
she had voted for the old parties for over 50 years, but
in the lead-up to the election she sent me an email
saying, ‘We oldies do not like the ostrich approach to
climate change. We are thinking of our legacy’.
I am proud to be representing these people and sharing
their stories in the Victorian Parliament because, while
Melbourne is a really great place, we know that it can
be so much better. Instead of building toll roads that we
know will just get clogged up with more congestion,
why could we not have a 21st century public transport
network like Berlin or Hong Kong, where you do not
even need to look at the timetable because the trains
come so often? Instead of building concrete skyscrapers
with windowless one-bedroom apartments, why can we
not have affordable, energy-efficient housing that
borrows from the best design principles and also
celebrates our rich heritage? Instead of losing our best
medical researchers to Sydney or our best solar
engineers to China, why can we not be a city that is the
research, renewables and innovation capital of the
world? The answer is of course that we can, but only if
we have governments that think about the long term
and not just the next election.
I am driven by this vision for a world-class, innovative
and exciting Melbourne, but experiences in my own life
have also led me to this point. Although I have been a
proud Melburnian for well over a decade, I had the
privilege to be born in Alice Springs and grow up in
Mildura. Our playgrounds were fruit blocks, the banks
of the mighty Murray, the sand dunes and the salt plains
of the Mallee parks. It is a place that truly embraces the
value of fresh, local food and a strong multicultural
community.
But before I knew what it was called, I was seeing the
impact of climate change everywhere. It became clear
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that what had started as a long drought was becoming
the new normal. Growing up I saw growers losing
crops, more people unable to cope with consecutive
days over 45 degrees and bushfires taking on a
terrifying new intensity. My dad worked in national
parks and fire management, and almost every year on
my birthday, which was right at the start of the fire
season, he would sit me down and tell me with guilt in
his voice that he could not come to my party because he
had to go away to fight fires in the Mallee.
Of course I vividly remember on that day in 2009, on
Black Saturday, turning on the radio to hear the
unbelievable news that over 200 people were feared
dead. I remember how Dad cut the family holiday short
and immediately jumped into the car to volunteer with
the firefighting effort. I was so proud when he won an
Australian Fire Service Medal to recognise his years of
service to Victoria’s community, although we were all a
little embarrassed when his protective fire gear went up
in flames when he accidentally burnt down our garden
shed.
Dad could not be here today to hear me give this speech
because he died from that horrible disease melanoma
during the campaign, but in his last letter to me and my
family he said, ‘The most important thing is to
contribute to your community’. I will always remember
his contribution — through the rowing and footy clubs,
through being the youngest person by I think about
30 years at the local Red Cross and especially through
his tireless work protecting the natural environment and
his despair that politicians were not doing enough of the
same.
It was also my mum, Patsy, who instilled in me a sense
of community service. Despite having a career and
three kids, she gives of herself generously and lives by
the motto that bad things happen when good people do
nothing.
Despite the poorer educational outcomes suffered by
most kids in rural Victoria, I was lucky to have parents
and teachers who pushed me to have bigger goals for
myself than I otherwise would have had. I was
fortunate enough to receive a scholarship to study at the
University of Melbourne, even though it took a
200-kilometre bus trip followed by a 400-kilometre
train ride to get there.
At uni I learnt about the science of climate change, the
phenomenon I had witnessed throughout my childhood.
I always wanted to be a scientist. I started my career in
science, but what I learnt was that the science was
already telling us we are in a climate emergency, that it
would affect Victoria a great deal and that what we
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need is better government policies to protect us from
the crisis.
But time after time — during my stint in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet and as CEO of the
Australian Youth Climate Coalition — I saw big
business and vested interests win out over the science.
I know that climate change is a global problem and one
state cannot solve it alone, but that does not absolve us
here in Victoria of our responsibilities, because it is our
state government that decides whether we shut the
dirtiest power stations in the world, which are long
overdue for closure, and it is our state government that
decides if we keep giving taxpayer dollars to the
logging of our native forests. Ultimately every decision
we make in this place can prop up the status quo or lead
us to a more sustainable world. We know that we are
being left behind when even that group of rabid
socialist environmentalists, the Rockefeller family, pull
their assets out of oil and coal and invest in renewables.
Let us not be the state left holding the reins of a horse
and cart while the rest of the world drives past us in an
electric sports car.
I feel incredibly lucky to live amongst the people of
Melbourne, because they have had the courage to put
their votes where their values are and elect a party that
stands for doing something about this important
issue — a party that believes when we say:
For those who’ve come across the seas
We’ve boundless plains to share …

we really mean it.
The Greens is a party that believes government should
be a way to organise our society so that together our
whole is greater than our parts and we can provide
opportunity for everyone, not just the wealthy few, and
that this opportunity should also extend to future
generations.
The Greens is a party that embraces the best of
liberalism, believing in the rights of an individual to
marry who they want, a woman’s right to choose and
the right to choose to die with dignity, while also
believing in the best of collectivism — that is, if we all
chip in, we can provide good quality education and
health care for all, that workers rights are more
important than the rights of a few to amass billions for
themselves and that we are stronger when we live in a
community.
It is incredibly exciting that the Greens are now
representing Melbourne for the first time at a federal,
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state and local level. We just need to elect a Greens
Lord Mayor and then we can all sleep well at night.
Lots of people voted Greens for the first time at a state
level on 29 November. Thank you. By voting Greens
you have already made a difference. You have stopped
a toll road. You have put important issues — like
climate change, the proposed Great Forest National
Park, integrity in politics, and fairness and equality —
on the agenda when others might have wanted to sweep
them under the carpet.
I would not be standing here today if it were not for the
remarkable efforts of a large number of people,
including our hundreds of volunteers, led by the
incredible women Nina O’Connor, Claire Harman,
India Prior and Jess Beames. Our volunteers came to
this campaign for hundreds of different reasons, but
their diversity of age and background prove that the
Greens is no longer just the party of the
environmentalist or the young idealist, but of all those
who believe in a fair society and a clean economy.
To the incredible people who stopped the east–west toll
road, within the Greens and within the broader
community, when I ride my bike through Royal Park I
am so grateful for what you protected. Thank you to
Mukhtar, Nejat, Tabby and Fahriya and all the
volunteers from the African community. I look forward
to supporting your community as you supported me.
To all our small donors, we did not take any corporate
money on this campaign, but together we were more
powerful than the gambling industry or the big
developers. This is how politics should be, and Sam
and I will be calling for reform to the laws governing
political donations. To all the current and former
elected Greens, thank you for your support, your
guidance and your advice. A special thanks to Cathy
and Rohan and to Adam Bandt and his team. It is an
absolute privilege to represent Melbourne alongside
you.
Lastly, to my family and friends, the last year has not
been an easy one, but your love and support have meant
the world to me. To Dad, I wish you were here. Thanks
for your good humour and calm strength. I hope you
would be proud that a Mallee girl has become the
member for Melbourne. To Mum, Tom and Thea; to
my wonderful partner, Lloyd; to the Davies family; to
Nanna, for voting Greens even though I know you have
a fond spot for the member for Gippsland South; to all
the Derricks and Sandells, especially my grandparents
Arthur and Rylice, who are no longer with us but
whose passion for fair education and nature led them to
vote Greens long before anyone knew who we were;
and to my friends — thank you.
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With the election of Greens to this place for the first
time, Victorians have told us they want a higher
standard from politics and from our politicians. It is a
privilege to sit in this place, not a career path and not an
entitlement.
I want to end by making a commitment to the people of
Melbourne based on three values that I believe are
important for all of us to uphold in this Parliament. The
first is future thinking. I commit that when making
decisions I will consider not just the immediate
consequences but whether my great-grandchildren will
thank me for the decisions that I make. The second is
evidence-based policy. I promise I will keep an open
mind and change my mind according to the facts. My
science background has taught me to value evidence
over knee-jerk reactions or blind ideology. I wish all of
us in this place would do the same.
And lastly I implore us all to show courage. May we be
brave enough to recognise that we all have a
responsibility to tackle the big issues, no matter what
position we sit in and no matter how hard it may seem,
and may we have the courage to not back down under
pressure from short-termism or from vested interests.
May we be guided by the words of Martin Luther
King Jr:
There comes a time when one must take a position that is
neither safe, nor politic, nor popular, but he must take it
because conscience tells him it is right.

Today I commit to bravely acting on the big issues and
to listening to and representing the people of
Melbourne, and I thank them dearly for this opportunity
to represent them in this Parliament.
The SPEAKER — Order! I respectfully ask family
and friends of the member for Melbourne to vacate the
gallery in order to accommodate the many family and
friends who have come to listen to the next few
speakers. Further, I accept and understand the
excitement of family and friends in terms of taking
photographs, but they are not permitted in the
Parliament.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It is a great
honour to be here today to deliver my inaugural speech
in the address-in-reply debate. Congratulations on your
election, Speaker. I listened with much warmth to your
speech and the extraordinary path you have travelled,
and I wish you well in the coming years.
Firstly, I thank the people of the Oakleigh electorate for
their faith in me and Labor. They have sent me here,
and it is to them that I owe my primary duty. I intend to
repay that incredible trust.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
230

ASSEMBLY

We all have mentors, whether we call them that or not.
We all have people who have created paths for us in our
chosen fields. For me in politics that person is Ann
Barker. Labor would not have been successful in
Oakleigh without Ann Barker winning and holding the
seat for four terms. Ann is real; there is no pretence.
You are never left wondering how Ann feels about
anything. She is fiercely loyal, and if you are in the
fight of your life, you want Ann and Jim by your side.
Many of us here are well aware of Ann’s contribution
to public life in Victoria and Oakleigh, much of which
is on the public record, but a lot more is done quietly
without any of the recognition it so deserves. The
Barkers have been at the core of my Labor family for
20 years and there are few words to express my
gratitude and love for them.
Like many of us in this place, our electorates are not
only a political story but a personal one. Perhaps I do
not look it, but I was born on the first day of the
Whitlam government. I grew up in a working class
suburb, was raised by a Marxist father, went to public
schools, joined the union at 15, worked in the public
service and, to top it off, served on Monash City
Council, so I was destined to be a Labor man.
The Oakleigh electorate is an articulate, strong,
close-knit and culturally diverse community. It has
unique retail and business centres, it is home to
Australia’s largest university and it is a key part of
Melbourne’s biggest employment cluster. Oakleigh is
well known as the epicentre of Hellenic Australia. In
fact when Greek prime ministers and dignitaries plan
trips to Australia, Oakleigh is specifically written into
their itineraries. I am eternally proud of and grateful for
two things: that I was born in Australia and that I can
lay some small claim to a 5000-year Hellenic heritage,
extraordinary in its scope and depth. I am proud to be
the first member of Parliament of Greek heritage to
represent the seat of Oakleigh in its 87 years.
It is a privilege to run for public office because it
affords you the opportunity to get into people’s lives in
a real and personal way and hear their aspirations, their
hopes and their fears, like those of the young man in his
30s who cannot find a job despite his obvious talents
and education; like the working parents who are forced
to make a decision about which school their children go
to solely based on which side of the level crossing they
live; or like the amazing young girl with Dravet
Syndrome whose quality of life could be immeasurably
improved if she was only able to access medical
cannabis.
Stories from people like these made me proud to be a
candidate for the Labor Party. A party and now a
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government that has offered them a vision. It is a vision
of jobs and a more engaged industry policy; an
unprecedented investment in public schools; a palpable
resolve to end the ambulance crisis and invest in health
care; and to finally address the madness that is the
twice-daily endless waiting for trains at level crossings,
particularly in the Oakleigh electorate where there are
at least four. I congratulate the Premier for his bold,
purposeful and coherent leadership, and I recognise that
absolutely not a day was wasted in getting on with the
job.
Over many years I have passed the Victorian
Parliament and wondered how it works on the inside. It
has since occurred to me that how it works on the inside
is entirely up to us. It is the plurality of our voices, our
aspirations and our ideas, shepherded into as coherent a
policy framework as democracy can hope to achieve.
As one of those voices I want to spend my time here
building a future based on foundations of equality and
social justice, for and on behalf of the people who put
me here.
I take this moment to recognise the ground upon which
we stand, that of the Kulin nation, and I pay my
respects to their elders past and present. It is important
to pay this recognition, but words are really not enough.
Australia’s prosperity has come at a great cost. Our
collective past failures as a nation mean that Indigenous
Australians have been denied the equality and social
justice that we take for granted. The very first
inhabitants of this land are the most disadvantaged in
our society. That is really a shame on us. In a modern
Australia with a strong economy this is entirely
unacceptable. As former Prime Minister Paul Keating
said in his landmark Redfern speech:
This is a fundamental test of our social goals and our national
will: our ability to say to ourselves and the rest of the world
that Australia is a first rate social democracy, that we are what
we should be — truly the land of the fair go and the better
chance.

Here in this very Parliament we can set directions to
close the gap.
We all come here with causes close to our hearts. I have
many — as we all do — but there are two I would like
briefly to speak about. Mental health is a big issue in
the electorate of Oakleigh, it is a big issue for Australia
and I suspect it is an issue that has touched the lives of
many of us in this room. My cousin was diagnosed with
schizophrenia and has spent the last 20 years in and out
of mental health facilities. I remember endless visits
and meetings with psychiatrists and carers in the long,
cold corridors of psych wards and the late-night,
desperate and often incomprehensible phone calls from
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a man tormented by the voices in his head. I have
friends, too, who suffer mental illness, and I have
glimpsed the impact, sometimes the devastation, on
them and their families.
In Australia suicide rates remain too high. We often
hear that men are four times more likely to die of
suicide than women. As unacceptable as this is, women
are much more likely to attempt suicide or self-harm.
This is therefore not a gender issue. Whilst suicide has
the most obvious impact, this is also not just about
suicide. From depression, anxiety, the effects of
substance abuse, schizophrenia, bipolar and many
more, millions of Australians experience a mental
health issue each year, and many more millions live a
lifetime with the condition, often hidden from public
view.
It is estimated that 45 per cent of Australians will
experience a mental health condition in their lifetime.
This means we all know someone who has or will have
a mental health issue. Indeed — and I do not say this
lightly — based on those statistics, it is likely to include
some of us in this place. Governments spend over
$7 billion each year on treatment, and the economy
pays a much higher price in lost productivity. It is not,
however, just about the economic cost; it is about the
cost to the many lives and to the dignity and humanity
of those lives. Every year in Australia there are over
20 million individual mental health encounters with a
GP, psychologist or psychiatrist, and every year a
staggering 31 million prescriptions are issued to treat a
mental health condition. Those facts alone are
extraordinary.
I believe mental health requires a more intense focus.
This issue impacts on us all. I am proud that this
government’s proposed 10-year mental health plan will
establish a clear and continuing commitment to this
really important issue. As part of this we need to do
better in understanding the symptoms and then
managing the treatment for those suffering mental
illness. We need to encourage people to seek help, and
we need to make sure that help is available when it is
sought. Families in desperate need should not wait even
a moment longer for help. Help must be locally based
and accessible, with qualified staff to support people
and their families. We must remove the stigma, and we
must understand how pervasive this illnesses has
become. These people are our family and friends. Every
life, every ambition, every hope and every dream is
important. Our resolve should be strongest for those
who need us the most. If this is not the role of
government, I do not know what is.
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Entrepreneurial success, business leadership and
innovation — these are key elements of our economic
prosperity. But are we making the most of the human
capital that is obviously available in all Victorian
communities? How affirming would it be if the next
generation of entrepreneurs, innovators and business
leaders had as much chance of coming from
Broadmeadows, Dandenong or Clayton as they do from
Toorak or Brighton? It is harder to take a chance and
much harder to succeed when you do not have the
family, social background or business connections.
New business owners, like employees, are hardworking
people making sacrifices for a better life. There are the
countless hours, the impact on family life, the feeling of
isolation while working late into the night and,
critically, the lack of someone to turn to for expert
advice.
Entrepreneurial or business success has a lot to do with
access to capital — financial capital, obviously, but
also, importantly, social and human capital. And while
all success should be applauded, access to capital is in
reality limited in many of our communities.
International research indicates that the social position
one is born into strongly influences the opportunities
one has to develop human and social capital in the
family, at school and later on in the workplace. The
commonwealth Department of Treasury concluded that
experience-based human capital is a more prevalent
factor in business success than education-based human
capital. So while education is of course important, it is
not enough; it is only the beginning when it comes to
business or entrepreneurial success.
Speaker, government’s helping hand should extend to
those who want to take another path in life — those
who want to establish a small business, commercialise
an innovative idea or bring to fruition a start-up. With
mentoring, business networks, on-the-job business
training and financial expertise they will be given every
chance to succeed. Having established and run a small
business, I believe business is a great vehicle for
empowerment. I would like to offer my personal
experiences to further develop policies in this area. The
more we empower people from all walks of life,
regardless of their background, their postcode and who
their parents are, the greater our economic prosperity
will be. These are the values Labor was built on, and
these are the values I am proud to represent in this
place.
While there is a healthy dose of confidence amongst us
all, we cannot get here on our own. In the best traditions
of the Labor movement I have been fortunate to have
an army of support and an abundance of friendship
throughout the campaign and for many years before it,
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both in the party and outside it. I am pleased that many
of these same people are here with me today in the
gallery. These are the people who, day after day, month
after month, with enthusiasm, goodwill and good
humour, joined me from first light to dusk — and with
others too; it takes a lot to run a campaign. Their efforts
and support amplified our message collectively, and I
thank them most sincerely. Labor’s success in Oakleigh
is their success.
To my campaign and fundraising team, who did an
outstanding job, thank you.
I would also like to thank Simon Crean and George
Lekakis, both former employers and mentors, but more
than that, friends. They are two people whose wisdom
and counsel set me on a path which led to my standing
in this chamber today.
I hold dear the values of local democracy and thank the
Monash City Council family for 11 extraordinary years.
To my former colleagues at the Department of Justice
and the Victorian courts, thank you for the
opportunities you gave me to play a leadership role.
Thank you also to my good friends the members for
Bentleigh, Narre Warren South and Pascoe Vale, and
Philip Dalidakis, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, who joined me from the
beginning of this journey.
I would also like to thank and acknowledge the support
of the Treasurer, the Attorney-General, the Minister for
Agriculture and the Minister for Families and Children
in the other place.
To Anna Burke, Clare O’Neil, John Pandazopoulos and
Maria Vamvakinou, thank you for your confidence.
Without Steve Staikos and Amy Duncan I would not be
here today. They both know what we have shared and
the journey we have been on together.
I am a proud union member — yes, a former small
business owner but also a proud union member — and I
support the ideals of the Australian union movement. I
would specifically like to thank the leadership of the
National Union of Workers, a truly modern and
progressive organisation.
To my sister, Mary, my brother-in-law, Warren, and
my beautiful nephews, Troy, Zane and Niko, thank
you. Family is the most important thing in my life. I
want to thank my partner, Yianni, whose love, support
and independent mind challenge me to be a better
person every day.
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Speaker, I am a migrant son. I am a tradie’s son. I am a
factory worker’s son. In her youth, my mum, Helen,
was a regional champion in five different athletics
events. In another time she could have competed for her
country. My dad, Nick, is an original thinker, a
philosopher and a poet. In another time he would have
been the head of the school of philosophy at the
University of Athens. They both left school too early
because their family needed their labour, and they left
the shores of Greece in search of a better life for their
children.
My sister and I grew up with an enormous amount of
love and an open home which was consistently filled
with family, friends and neighbours. Mum taught me
diplomacy and tact, and Dad taught me to question
everything, especially politics and religion. Their
sacrifices prevented my sister and me from living
similar struggles. I want them to know that our
achievements in life are their achievements. Mum and
Dad, you make us very proud.
Every day that we are in public office we have a chance
to make things that little bit better for our communities.
That is my goal, and I look forward to taking every
opportunity to make it a reality. I thank the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I congratulate you,
Speaker, on your appointment as Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, and I am pleased to participate in
the address-in-reply debate.
I regard it as a great honour to be here in the Victorian
Parliament on behalf of the electorate of Shepparton,
and I sincerely thank the people of my electorate for the
confidence that they have placed in me. I declare that I
will make every effort to consult widely and actively
with the electorate during the forthcoming years in
Parliament. There are many people I have to thank for
their hard work throughout our short election campaign,
in particular my husband, Peter Eastaugh; my children;
my extended family; my colleagues at SMR Legal; and
the many other members of our local community who
continue to support the campaign for change. To the
incredibly hardworking team around me, I
acknowledge the contribution and dedication of you all,
from the core campaign team to the much larger group
of supporters and volunteers who kept appearing and
adding to the ranks. My thanks to you all; I could not
and I would not have done it without you.
I would like to acknowledge the Yorta Yorta and
Bangerang people, the traditional owners of the lands in
which the Shepparton district is located. I pay my
respects to their elders, both past and present. The
Shepparton district has the largest Indigenous
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population in Victoria outside Melbourne. That
community has been characterised by strong leadership
attributes, and I am sure all members here would have
heard of the success of the Rumbalara Football and
Netball Club, the Rumbalara Aboriginal Cooperative,
Gallery Kaiela and the associated services provided to
the local community.
I acknowledge my predecessor, Mrs Jeanette Powell,
for her dedication and commitment to the electorate and
for her service to the state of Victoria. I also
acknowledge the hard work of the other candidates, and
I acknowledge that the competition of ideas is a vital
part of our democracy.
At this point it is perhaps appropriate to give a little
background about myself, about my family and about
my career. My father was born to a mining family at
Cobar in western New South Wales and my mother to a
farming family at Griffith. They commenced farming
together following their marriage. I was one of five
children raised on a mixed wheat, sheep and rice
irrigation farm at Jerilderie. Because of the tyranny of
distance I commenced my education by
correspondence, but following our move to Jerilderie I
attended the local primary school. My parents were
determined that all their children should receive a good
education and have options off the farm, that they
should have good careers, and so through good years
and bad years on the farm they made sure that we all
got a good education. At the age of 11 I was sent to
boarding school in Melbourne. I studied law at
Melbourne University, and following a variety of
experiences in my early years of legal practice I settled
in Shepparton and have been a practising lawyer there
for 35 years.
But this inaugural speech is not about me; it is about
my electorate. The Shepparton district sits within what
is known more widely as the Goulburn Valley.
Shepparton itself is a major regional centre and sits on
the banks of the Goulburn and Broken rivers, with the
township of Mooroopna just a short distance over the
Goulburn River. Many smaller towns and communities
fall within the electorate, with the Murray River
forming the northern boundary. The region has seen
enormous development and population growth. This
has been brought about by the access we have to water
through irrigation, our fertile land and the climate
needed to enable agriculture, horticulture and other
industries to flourish. However, this development has
not been without its challenges. Many of them have
been in our very recent history, including floods,
bushfires and the worst drought of our time during the
first decade of this century.
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Our electorate has come to represent the Australia of
the past and the Australia of the future. We have
become one of Victoria’s and Australia’s most diverse
communities. We speak over 30 languages in our
homes by virtue of our very diverse, multicultural
population, who have settled here from many parts of
the world. We have social challenges in our
community. We want to address disadvantage and
inequality, and we demand from our governments an
equitable share of the resources for regional
communities such as ours. I am proud of our
community. In a world that seems to be full of conflict,
we live side by side with families, men, women and
children from across the world.
We are a creative, industrious and self-starting
community. The region is at the forefront of global
food production, and many industries based in the
region supply world-class produce for international
export markets and domestic consumption. This food
production generates significant export income for
Australia and Victoria. The region has one of the
highest concentrations of food processing firms in rural
Australia, being home to major companies such as
Simplot, Fonterra, Nestlé, Unilever, Murray Goulburn,
Bega and of course our own SPC, to highlight but a
few.
It is worth noting the significance of the annual
production and why it is one of the most productive and
intensely farmed areas in Australia. Often referred to as
the food bowl of Australia, the region produces close to
25 per cent of the total value of Victoria’s agricultural
production. We produce the vast majority of the
nation’s fruit production categories, including 86 per
cent of all Australian pears, 28 per cent of the nation’s
apple harvest and 70 per cent of the national peach
crop. The Murray dairy region is Australia’s largest
milk producer, supplying over 2.2 billion litres of milk,
and Goulburn Valley is its largest contributor with over
1.4 billion litres of milk produced per annum.
Irrigation is critical to the region’s agricultural
production and manufacturing. The irrigation
modernisation scheme, which some may have seen as
controversial initially, is beginning to reap the
long-awaited rewards of secure and efficient access to
water. It is a work in progress with many issues still to
be addressed, but if well-managed, it should secure our
future as a modern irrigation area.
The region is also known for the significant presence of
transport, warehousing and packing firms, including
Visy Logistics, Patrick Asciano, Visy Packaging,
Amcor, Keating transport, Kreskas Brothers and
numerous others. So while our region sits on the cusp
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of great opportunity, we are nevertheless faced with
great challenges.
In preparing this inaugural speech I looked at a number
of similar speeches delivered by my Independent
predecessors in this Parliament. When Craig Ingram
gave his inaugural speech on 9 November 1999 he
spoke of a feeling that swept regional Victoria at that
time, which resulted in a change of government and
three rural Independents being elected to Parliament.
He spoke of the shockwave at the polling booths in that
year and characterised what had occurred by saying:
It began when rural communities lost their trains, their
schools, their banks and their access to local government and
it strengthened as health services shrank and suicide statistics
shot up. Country people watched in horror as everything
being said at the local level was left silent in statewide
debates.

I raise Mr Ingram’s inaugural speech now not so much
for the parallels but because of the fundamental shift I
believe has occurred in regional Victoria. There has
been a change of government and I have been elected
as an Independent member for the district of
Shepparton. Some suggested that this was an almost
impossible feat.
However, there has been perhaps an even more
significant shift. Fifteen years later the feeling that has
emerged in rural Victoria is different. People now
recognise the inequity in the per capita spent on
residents in rural and regional areas compared to
metropolitan areas. They also see the stark difference in
the attention that some regional areas have enjoyed as
compared to others. The voters in my electorate have
observed the investment and the attention that their
neighbouring electorates have received because they
are marginal.
In the Shepparton electorate the voters recognised that
perhaps their loyalty was no longer serving them and
that to be put on the map they needed to demand equity.
When budget figures were analysed showing massive
discrepancies between the levels of per capita
infrastructure spend on residents of, for instance,
Ballarat and Bendigo as compared to Shepparton, the
reaction was inevitable. The slogan ‘Stand up
Shepparton — it’s our turn’ resonated strongly.
While the voters of my electorate did not begrudge the
investment in those marginal electorates, they were
prepared to stand up and demand their fair share. If
changing the way they voted was what was required for
them to be heard in their demands for critical
investment in infrastructure and services such as
neighbouring regions were receiving, then they were
prepared to do that.
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So what is it that the people of Shepparton want? They
want to know why we have the highest youth
unemployment rate in Victoria and yet at the same time
the local dairy industry faces chronic skills gaps which
are holding back that industry. They want workable
local solutions. There is a need to increase funding for
university and TAFE courses in the region to fill the
skills gap between industry needs and work-ready
school leavers. They want a technical college focusing
on providing the education that local industries are
seeking. At the present time so many positions are filled
by overseas workers on 457 visas. Our young people
languish in towns without sufficient educational
opportunities to enable them to take advantage of the
opportunities for a productive working life. There has
been much talk about education during and post the
election. We need to be part of that conversation.
They want quality health services. Once upon a time
Goulburn Valley Health was a leading provider of
health care in regional Victoria. It serviced not only the
Shepparton district but a much wider catchment of
around 100 000 people. Now the infrastructure is
struggling to support the growing population of the
catchment, and it is being left behind. The master plan
has been in development for 15 years. It seems that
only when things reach a crisis point are promises made
to provide funding for limited strategic works. While
the shovel is in the ground commencing a new
$630 million hospital in Bendigo, Goulburn Valley
Health has failed to receive a commitment that will be
sufficient to meet its needs.
There are no cardiac services in Shepparton. You must
travel to Bendigo or Melbourne to access them. If you
have cancer and require radiation therapy, you have to
go to Bendigo or Melbourne. If you require eye
surgery, you must travel to Benalla or Melbourne to
receive treatment. Smaller centres such as Echuca are
benefiting from better emergency departments than
Shepparton, which currently has 11 emergency
cubicles. It needs 30. To roll out the master plan and
provide the sorts of services the region requires would
mean a commitment to an ongoing yearly budget over
five years totalling up to $400 million to $500 million.
The people of the Shepparton district want investment
in transport infrastructure. Convenient and
cost-effective passenger rail services are critical to the
social wellbeing and health of rural and regional
communities. Currently Shepparton has four passenger
rail services to and from Melbourne each weekday,
while Bendigo has 20. Our train services are grossly
inadequate.
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Shepparton remains the only major regional centre that
lacks the infrastructure to connect to high-speed rail.
The technology is available to connect Shepparton to
Melbourne in under 2 hours, just as our neighbours in
marginal seats are connected. A regular, reliable and
rapid train service connecting Shepparton to Southern
Cross station in Melbourne would benefit access to
education, employment and health services.
The lack of passenger rail services and timetabling
issues also prevent the Shepparton district from
relieving the increasing population density issues in
metropolitan Melbourne. If our area is to attract people
to relocate to our region in order to relieve the pressure
on metropolitan infrastructure, then more regular
passenger rail services to and from Melbourne are
essential.
The investment that is needed is substantial, but the
projected outcomes will greatly enhance the
development of the area, and this has been proven with
the delivery of high-quality rail services to Bendigo,
Ballarat, Geelong and Traralgon.
The people of the Shepparton district are a unique
community. We have our own set of challenges, and we
need to work with government agencies and the private
sector to develop solutions that address the needs of our
community. They are well aware that the social
indicators for our region are falling. Drug and alcohol
dependency, including the ice epidemic in regional
Victoria, have been identified as serious issues.
There is a strong desire in the people of the Shepparton
electorate to be able to meet the challenges and the
opportunities of the future but at the same time address
the significant social needs caused by disadvantage in
our community. I share this strong desire.
Some have said: what can an Independent do? I will
advocate for my community — it is what I do. I will
work to persuade the government that we deserve
equity. The electorate of Shepparton has shown
confidence in me. I will work hard to achieve the
outcomes that they are seeking.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Thank you, Speaker,
and may I extend my congratulations to you on your
appointment. My congratulations also to the Premier
and ministers on forming the 12th Labor government
here in Victoria. I also extend congratulations to my
newly elected colleagues on all sides of the chamber. It
is a great privilege to serve as a member of the
58th Parliament, and I am sure that like me you
possibly still cannot quite believe the honour and
responsibility that have been bestowed upon you.
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To the Premier, Daniel Andrews, congratulations on a
history-making campaign. Premier, your relentless
focus on the issues of concern to Victorians —
investing in our schools and TAFEs, ending the war on
our paramedics, supporting job creation and delivering
better public transport — resonated strongly with the
electors of Macedon.
Standing here I wish to acknowledge members of the
Kulin nation as the traditional owners of the land on
which we stand, and I pay my respects to their elders
past and present. In my electorate of Macedon I
acknowledge the Wurundjeri, the Taungurong and the
Dja Dja Wurrung as the traditional owners of the land.
To the people of Macedon, it is my privilege to
represent you and in doing so to continue in the
footsteps of the previous member, Joanne Duncan.
Joanne Duncan is well loved in Macedon for her
tireless advocacy on behalf of her community.
Amongst other things, her work resulted in significant
investment in schools, a new Kyneton hospital, the
connection of seven towns to natural gas and the hugely
popular Gisbus. Importantly, Joanne is well
remembered for her readiness to assist individuals and
groups to navigate their way through our sometimes
complex government systems. Joanne treated everyone
who sought her out with care, dignity and respect. I also
thank Joanne for the support and encouragement she
has given me in seeking election, and I certainly hope
to follow in her footsteps in my diligent representation
of the people of Macedon.
I have lived in the city, in Melbourne’s northern and
south-eastern suburbs. I have lived in the country —
Tallangatta, Wodonga and now Kyneton. I have
worked in the public, private and community sectors. I
have been both a union organiser and a ministerial
adviser, but I have also held executive roles in the
public service, with one of the big four banks and at
Plan International, one of the world’s largest child
rights agencies. I am a teacher by trade and have
worked in communications, advocacy, public policy
and management. I hope to bring these experiences and
some of the skills I have picked up along the way to this
place. Most importantly, however, I bring the values —
Labor values — instilled in me by my parents, Kath
and Michael Thomas. Those values are a commitment
to fairness, justice and equality and a responsibility to
speak out when these values are under threat.
Throughout my life I have strived to stand up for the
disadvantaged, the lowly paid and those experiencing
hardship and to ensure that prosperity and opportunity
are shared by all regardless of the circumstances of their
birth. I have a passion for public policy and have
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always enjoyed working to solve some of society’s
most intractable social public policy problems,
particularly those that impact children. Within my
electorate I share the concern of the Auditor-General
about the increasing achievement gap between city and
country students in our schools, and I look forward to
working with the Minister for Education to reverse this
trend. I am also very honoured to be appointed
Parliamentary Secretary for Health, and I congratulate
the Minister for Health on the speed with which she has
set about addressing ambulance response times, an
issue of immediate concern to my constituents.
I want our nation’s prosperity to be shared by all, and I
hope to use my time in this place to enhance the life
opportunities for the people doing it hardest in the
electorate of Macedon. In doing so I recognise that in
our society women and girls are still over-represented
on indicators of inequality and disadvantage and
under-represented in the forums that influence our
social and economic wellbeing. As a member of this
place I hope to do my bit to better balance the scales. I
am proud to call myself a feminist and proud to be a
member of a party that has actively sought to increase
women’s representation and influence within its
structures. Indeed, back in 1908 Labour Prime Minister
Andrew Fisher exhorted his colleagues at a party
conference to recognise that:
The presence of women means good to our movement …
On some social questions men are mere novices compared
with women, and women’s aid and cooperation therefore is
invaluable and all powerful to the Labour Party in helping
towards the solution of social and industrial reform.

How right he was.
Some 30 years later, Mrs Fanny Brownbill, the then
member for Geelong and the first Labor woman to be
elected to this house, would illustrate Prime Minister
Fisher’s point when she used her first speech to implore
the railway commissioners to lift the ban on
perambulators on our suburban trains, a ban first
implemented following an outbreak of infantile
paralysis that kept on after the epidemic it passed. As
Mrs Brownbill noted:
Honourable members will agree that a mother’s life is, to a
very great extent, one of sacrifice, particularly while her
children are young. If we were to allow the railway ban on
perambulators to pass unchallenged, we should be doing an
injustice to large numbers of mothers.

It would be four long years before the ban was lifted.
But 77 years after Fanny Brownbill first spoke on the
issue I like to ponder how proud she would be to know
that it was her party that would see not one but two
women promoted to the important and challenging
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portfolio of Minister for Public Transport — two
women, by the by, who have had firsthand experience
navigating perambulators on our public transport
system.
I passionately believe in the importance of women
having strong voices in this place. Our stories and our
experiences need to be heard. They need to be recorded,
and they need to be acted on. We all know that our
published histories have not always done justice to the
contribution of women. As a former student and teacher
of history, I believe I have an obligation to use my
privileged time in this place to write women’s
experiences and achievements into our public record.
As Clare Wright recently noted in her book The
Forgotten Rebels of Eureka:
But still we have to keep reminding the cultural gatekeepers
that women were there too, and that their stories are just as
vital, just as valid and just as vibrant as the stories of the men.

I want to use this opportunity to put on the public
record the important work of some women in my
electorate. I have been struck time and again by the
willingness and commitment of so many women in my
electorate to use their personal experience as a catalyst
for wider social change in the same way that our
Australian of the Year 2015, Rosie Batty, has used her
deeply personal tragedy to highlight the scourge of
family violence in our community. I am in awe of the
selfless courage of the many women in Macedon who
are speaking out on matters that deserve government
attention but are too often swept under the carpet.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge
Tamara Wilson from Gisborne. Tamara has established
P.S. My Family Matters, a support group for parents
and siblings of people with mental health issues in the
Macedon Ranges.
I would like to acknowledge Toni Mellington from
Kyneton for establishing the Macedon Ranges Multiple
Sclerosis Support Group to lobby for better access for
and inclusion of people with a disability and for more
and better footpaths in our country towns so that people
requiring a mobility aid are still able to get out and
about safely in their communities.
I would like to acknowledge Belinda Spence, a family
violence survivor, who is campaigning locally for better
support services and housing options for women and
children seeking to escape family violence in our
region.
I would like to acknowledge Jo Gibbs from Riddells
Creek, who along with her husband, Steve, formed
Critical Response to agitate for improved ambulance
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response times following the death of their son, Matt. It
was my privilege to welcome Steve this morning for a
cup of coffee here in this place.
I would also like to acknowledge public education
activists Kathleen Murray from Daylesford and Lisa
Ohlmus from Kyneton for campaigning tirelessly for
investment in government schools in the Macedon
electorate. Their hard work paid off — the Minister for
Education listened. I look forward, as I know the
minister does, to working with both of these women to
deliver on Labor’s commitments.
Of course there are many other examples, and many
other women and men who have shared their personal
stories of adversity with me over the last 12 months.
The Labor Party recognises that behind these stories of
individual hardship and disadvantage there are systemic
inequities to be tackled. Put simply, Labor believes
government has a positive role to play in redistributing
opportunity, and again I congratulate the Premier and
his government on not wasting a minute when it comes
to implementing a comprehensive plan to restore
fairness and opportunity to our state.
I would like to take this opportunity to pay tribute to
my friend, mentor and former boss, Lynne Kosky. It
was a great privilege to work with Lynne as an adviser
in the first term of the Bracks government. So much has
already been said about Lynne, and indeed I will say
more at a later date, but again I wish to acknowledge
Lynne’s enormous contribution in improving equity in
our education system and the life chances of so many
thousands of young people, especially those from
disadvantaged backgrounds and her beloved west.
I also believe the Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL) to be her signature achievement. In
implementing a high-quality vocational education
program and year 12 certificate, Lynne achieved
education opportunity for thousands of young
people — 73 000, I believe — who might otherwise
have dropped out of education, including, as it happens,
my nephew, Ethen, now in his first year as an
apprentice, having successfully completed VCAL.
Lynne provided me with great encouragement, support
and lots of hard-headed political advice during my
campaign, and in typical Lynne style, she was also
quite adamant that my preselection was nothing
compared to her own. Lynne is very sadly missed, but
her incredible legacy will live on.
The electorate of Macedon is renowned across the state
for its natural beauty — the Macedon Ranges, Hanging
Rock, Trentham Falls and the Lerderderg and Wombat
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forests — its mineral springs, our farmers markets, our
festivals and our food and wine. The region is home to
a diverse community of farmers, artists and
craftspeople, retirees, small business owners and
families in all shapes and sizes. It is important to
recognise that Macedon is an electorate of small towns
and communities, and I intend to speak up strongly on
their behalf, ensuring their needs are not overlooked in
favour of the city or the large regional centres. I look
forward to working with the Premier and ministers on
delivering significant investment to Macedon, most
notably building an education precinct in Kyneton,
including a trades hub, and the completion of the
rebuild of Daylesford Secondary College.
Our commitment to provide legislative protection for
the Macedon Ranges will also ensure that we protect
the very characteristics that make our region a
wonderful place to live and a favourite tourist
destination. The government’s commitment to support
renewable energy projects in the electorate is very
welcome. The community of Macedon recognises that
we must take action on climate change to protect our
environment for future generations.
In conclusion, I wish to acknowledge the magnificent
work of my campaign team and committee led by Chris
Gingell, local Labor Party members, some of whom are
here tonight, and Labor supporters inspired to join our
campaign. Margo, Greg and Julie: thank you. To Renee
Pope-Munro, wrangler of volunteers: our phone banks
and doorknocks were brilliantly executed. I would also
like to pay tribute to the many paramedics and
firefighters who live in my electorate. It was my
privilege to campaign alongside you. Again to my
family, my rusted-on parents Labor Kath and Mike: I
know how proud you are. My partner, Graham Kent,
who this year is celebrating 40 years of public service
as a member of Victoria Police; my daughter, Olivia,
and to all my dear friends in the gallery, the Macedon
campaign has been a team effort. I thank you for your
encouragement and support. I will not let you down.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — Congratulations,
Speaker, on your appointment. I will first say how
honoured I am to be here as the member for Prahran,
and how proud I am to be one of the first-ever Greens
elected to the Legislative Assembly, alongside the
member for Melbourne. I would like to take this
opportunity to acknowledge the traditional owners of
the land of the Prahran electorate and on which this
Parliament sits, the Boon Wurrung and members of the
Kulin nation, and I pay my respects to their elders past
and present.
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I grew up on a 4-acre hobby farm in Hastings on the
Mornington Peninsula. It was a place of paddocks,
giant cypress pines and some atypical household
chores, like bringing in the firewood from the wood
heap, lighting the fire after school and making sure the
ducks were out of the dam and locked away each night.
It is fair to say that when I mowed the landmass known
as the lawn with a push mower on the weekend, I earnt
every cent of my pocket money.
Mum and Dad were both local secondary school
teachers. Mum was a science and maths teacher, Dad
taught English and later became a principal. They are
both politically minded with progressive values and
committed to our family — my two big sisters, Anna
and Kate, and my older brother, Simon.
Like many young people, I was — and still am — sport
obsessed. My weekends were spent down at the local
footy and cricket club and every chance we could get
Dad and I would make the long trip to the MCG to
watch the mighty Bombers or the Aussie cricket team.
Quite often we would park in the streets of South Yarra
and walk through what is now the electorate of Prahran
to the ground.
If sport was my first passion, then politics was my
second. Since I was a teenager I have always followed
elections and political events with a keen interest.
Thankfully my values and those of the Greens aligned
at the right time, and I am proud to say I have voted
Greens for my whole life. Having followed politics for
most of my life and now being here inside the tent, so
to speak, I must say there is no place I would rather be.
My being here today as the member for Prahran is
testament to an affordable, accessible and quality TAFE
system. After leaving school I was working as a
storeperson and looking for a change, and my first port
of call was my local TAFE in Frankston. If it were not
for TAFE, I would not have gone on to university to
study social science and policy, had a career in social
services or been elected to Stonnington council, and I
certainly would not be here today as the member for
Prahran. These well-worn steps of tertiary education
and personal progress are the very reason we need to
save TAFE in Victoria, and I will be doing my very
best to make sure that happens in this term of
Parliament.
My third passion is social policy. I am a strong believer
in the power of social policy and an active government
to ensure a cohesive, fair society that meets the needs of
its people and where prosperity is for everyone. My
work in the community sector for Crossroads Youth
and Family Services and later with the Department of

Wednesday, 11 February 2015

Human Services (DHS) put me in contact with the
many Victorians who benefit from social programs and
demonstrated how critical they are to so many, and also
how they can always be improved — something you
learn firsthand when you man the DHS complaints line,
as I did, or when you report on the number of critical
incidents in disability group homes and youth
residential units.
Through my work I have also met many people who
are passionate about social justice, and I am heartened
to know that so many in this place share those values. If
the indications from the federal government are correct,
this year more than any year we will be called on to
defend those who cannot defend themselves. One
person I met during my work is of course my fiancée,
Ariel. She has been an amazing support, without which
support I would not be here today. Ariel and I bring
with us to the seat of Prahran an unyielding
commitment to sticking up for the most disadvantaged
members of our community and making sure that
everyone has access to the same opportunities and
choices in life.
I love living in Prahran; I have called it home for almost
eight years. Diverse is a term you hear a lot to describe
the Prahran electorate — a diverse electorate with a rich
history. That history starts of course with Indigenous
history. Prahran was home to the Yalukit-willam clan,
had several important meeting places for Indigenous
tribes and was the site of corroborees.
Prahran has a history of migration from Europe,
particularly from Greece and the Mediterranean, and
many Jewish migrants. All these groups add to the
vibrancy of our community and make it such an
amazing place to live. Prahran is well known for its
strong lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
communities. It is and will continue to be a safe and
inclusive community, and I will be taking the fight for
equality directly to this Parliament.
Many of Prahran’s suburbs have been traditionally
working class, and it is only recently, in the last couple
of decades, that they have become desirable,
aspirational places to live. It is not hard to see why
Prahran has become so popular when you look at its
iconic features: the Yarra River, which after years of
neglect is being embraced by the city; parks and green
spaces, big and small, from the Royal Botanic Gardens
surrounded by the Tan running track to the much-loved
Victoria Gardens on High Street; St Kilda Road, our
inspired boulevard which many call home, a place to
work or part of their commute; and of course the
vibrant Chapel Street. South Yarra, Prahran, Windsor
and St Kilda East each have their own unique character.
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Keeping Prahran and our community livable was my
focus in my time as a Stonnington councillor and I will
continue this focus as the local MP. I was one of the
first ever Greens elected to Stonnington City Council,
alongside Cr Erin Davie. It was a politically diverse
council but one that worked together to deliver for its
residents. I am proud of what each one of my fellow
councillors and I have been able to achieve together at
the City of Stonnington, in particular improving Chapel
Street with new public space; new sustainability
programs and a community garden at the Armadale
Baptist Church; investing millions in better cycling
infrastructure; the support of street art; and increasing
much-needed open space in our community.
The Greens Prahran campaign is an example of the
power of grassroots democracy, with over
200 volunteers — many of whom are in the gallery
tonight. Together we knocked on over 20 000 doors,
made phone calls, spoke with voters and did countless
other tasks, all of which contributed to the final result.
Prahran has clearly demonstrated the power of people
in bringing change to Parliament from the ground up. I
am enormously thankful for all those who supported the
campaign and worked so hard to create a historic
victory.
I want particularly to thank Josephine Maguire-Rosier,
Bianca Maciel Pizzorno, Dinesh Matthew and Bob
Hale, who lead the way on the Prahran campaign, along
with our dedicated neighbourhood organisers —
doorknock, phone bank, data and street stall
coordinators. I would also like to thank our Victorian
MPs — Sue, Greg and Colleen — Greens federal MPs
for their support on the campaign trail, and Bob Brown,
whose visit to Prahran during the campaign was a lift to
our team and a timely reminder that optimism is a
powerful agent that can make a real difference.
Finally, I thank the voters of Prahran who opened their
doors to us, took our calls, and shared their views and
values with us. One of the great things about winning in
Prahran has been the sheer joy on the faces of so many
Greens members and supporters who have worked so
hard and given so much time not just in the last
campaign but in many campaigns over many years. We
are a party where each success is built on the back of
previous successes, and there are many more to come.
I bring to this Parliament a firm belief that for a
government to successfully meet the challenges we
face, whether they are social, economic or
environmental, it requires the progressive values, the
change ethic and the long-term vision of the Greens.
Victoria is faced with the challenges of increasing
demand on services and more complex needs of our
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citizens, as well as unprecedented change in our society
of values, attitudes, behaviours and technology. For this
Parliament to be relevant and for the government to
deliver for all Victorians, it must respond to and
embrace the change that is already occurring in our
state.
We must move away from crisis-driven governing,
where we inefficiently and expensively lurch from
trying to solve one crisis to another. We must also
move away from the boom-bust cycle of governing,
where in good times the chequebook opens and in bad
times the red pen comes out and rules a line through
programs and infrastructure that people depend on.
We must address changing needs of our population by
shaping services to fit with the needs of individuals.
Increased demand cannot be met with cuts hidden as
imaginary efficiency dividends, where we have to do
more with less, but with a genuinely new approach. We
need an approach focusing on early intervention,
particularly for young people and their families, and
helping people before they reach the crisis point of
needing child protection services or facing prison or
homelessness. We need investment in preventative
health services to keep people healthy and out of
hospital.
We need to shift investment to public transport and
sustainable transport like cycling to create a resilient
transport system that people can rely on. These
measures are about responding to and meeting change
in society and having a long-term vision to address
problems before they become crises. Our response to
climate change is an example of this opportunity to not
only be a world leader in the fight against climate
change and to protect our environment, but to create the
smart, clean and innovative jobs in a 21st century
economy.
This Parliament has so much potential to deliver for
Victoria and meet the challenges we face. I look
forward to representing the people of Prahran and
working with all members to make that happen.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I begin by
acknowledging the traditional owners and custodians of
the land on which we meet today, the Wurundjeri
people of the Kulin nation. I pay my respects to their
elders, past and present.
It is a pleasure and a great honour for me to speak today
for the first time as a member for St Albans — a new
member, part of a new government and representing a
new seat in the heart of Melbourne’s western suburbs. I
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thank the people of St Albans for placing their trust in
me to be their representative in Parliament.
I also congratulate you, Speaker, on your election to
this important position. Your journey to this place is an
inspiring story for our community in the west. My own
journey to this place is part of the great Australian
promise: work hard, make the most of your
opportunities and embrace the blessing of our
multicultural society — the most successful in the
world.
My parents migrated here from Cyprus in the early
1970s, when they were very young. My father, on a
boat called Patris, docked at Port Melbourne, and my
mother arrived a year later. Hope was their only
possession. They worked hard in factories to make ends
meet, so that they could be part of the Australian
dream: a home, a car and a future for their children.
Growing up in the western suburbs, I attended
Tottenham Primary School and Kealba High School. I
learnt as much in the classroom as I did from the many
different cultures of my classmates. My friends were
people who spoke other languages and practised
different faiths. I have fond memories of a Lebanese
family and a Polish lady who lived next door to us in
Tottenham, and I am pleased to say they are here
tonight in the gallery. I got to know them well. I also
learnt to speak Arabic. They taught me about their
culture, their traditions and their shared stories from
their countries. Most importantly, they taught me that
we are all ultimately the same. That every one of us,
regardless of culture or faith, deserves dignity and
respect.
Of course I am proud to be the first Australian woman
of Turkish Cypriot heritage to serve in the Victorian
Parliament — in fact a first for Australia. But of course
it is not just about my background; it is about every
person of every background who has made Australia
their home. Although I am a new member of this place,
I have represented the people of my community for
many years. In 2000 I was elected to my local council,
where I served for eight years and had the great honour
of serving for three terms as mayor.
There is no greater privilege then serving the
community and contributing to public life. The most
humbling honour was to be elected as part of an
Andrews Labor government. I congratulate the Premier
for his strong leadership and his vision for a fairer and
more inclusive Victoria. As the member for St Albans, I
will be proud to turn the first sod, with the Premier, for
the removal of both level crossings at Main Road and
Furlong Road, St Albans. I recall signing my first
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petition at the age of 15 for the removal of these
crossings. They take more than our precious minutes:
they take our precious lives. It is time to get rid of them.
I look forward to working with the Premier to remove
the boom gates that have divided our streets and bring
our community back together again. In doing so we will
honour the work of many people who have worked and
campaigned to make this happen.
The Western Hospital in Sunshine does a great job in
helping our community, looking after our loved ones —
our kids and our parents — when they need it. I know
that, because I have needed it too. I have learnt that you
cannot put a price on care. You cannot put a price on
our dedicated nurses and doctors. In our health system,
good quality treatment is everything. But our
population is growing faster than anywhere else in
Australia. Hardworking doctors, nurses and health
professionals are under so much pressure. I am proud
that the Andrews Labor government will invest
$200 million to build a new women’s and children’s
hospital in Sunshine. This is Labor’s great cause: to
invest in our health system and bring the world’s best
care closer to home, for those who need it in the
west — for those who would otherwise miss out.
Health care is not just about buildings. It is not just
about quality care. It is also about leadership and
innovation, research and best practice. An example
close to my heart of where I believe we can do more is
in increasing the rate of organ donation in this state.
Even though Victorians are the most generous donors
in the country, it simply is not enough, as the waiting
list outnumbers the supply. This must change. We have
the skills and the ability to change and save lives. I am
personally committed to contributing to better policy
outcomes in this area.
There are many people who deserve my sincere thanks
for supporting me over the course of my journey in
public life. I would like particularly to thank Senator
Stephen Conroy, who has made a special trip to be here
today, for his support. I thank Ben Davis, Michael
Donavan, Wayne Mader and Earl Setches for their
support. I also thank the two federal members who
represent my area, the Honourable Bill Shorten, the
federal Leader of the Opposition and member for
Maribyrnong, and Tim Watts, the federal member for
Gellibrand, for their support. I also want to thank my
friends the member for Ivanhoe, the member for
Kororoit and the member for Lara for their support and
guidance throughout my journey. I also want to thank
Adem Somyurek, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the Council, and Cesar
Melhem, a member for Western Metropolitan Region
in the Council, for their support and guidance. I truly
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will not forget their advice throughout this journey.
Thanks to all my volunteers and supporters and the
Labor Party members of the west.
Of course I thank my parents, Hakki and Ilkay, for their
sacrifice and endless support, guidance and love. They
taught me to stand tall in the face of adversity. They
taught me to be resilient in the face of difficulty, and
they gave me the Labor values that I hold dear. As
migrants they were inspired by the late great, reforming
Gough Whitlam. Our family embraced Whitlam, but he
embraced us first. He spoke to my parents not as
foreigners but as Australians — as equals in our fair
and democratic society. From that moment they were
determined to become participants in that democracy
and to help inform the decisions that shape our state and
our nation.
I also thank my family, including my uncle who has
come from Cyprus to be here today, my niece, Eda
Rose, and my nephew, Adem Hakki Jr, who are most
precious to me.
Finally, I thank the people in my community. St Albans
is a proud place where the colours and sounds of
diversity are alive in our streets, in our schools, in our
community centres and in our homes. I am a local. I
know my neighbours. I know my community. I make
this promise to them: I will not waste a single minute. I
will work hard to make sure their loved ones are looked
after in the best hospitals and taught in the best schools.
I will work hard so they can get the jobs, services and
opportunities they deserve. I will work hard to help
them achieve the dream that my parents imagined all
those years ago: a good house, a good life, a good job
and a great future for their kids. Thank you.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

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

Country Fire Authority Beaconsfield brigade
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Minister for Emergency
Services. I call on the minister to match the coalition
government’s commitment to fund the Beaconsfield
Country Fire Authority (CFA) station for the dedicated
volunteers and local community. A tour of this facility
will highlight to the minister the conditions the
volunteers in the Beaconsfield CFA have to work in.
This station was built over 40 years ago, and we all
understand there has been an increase in population in
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the area in that time. We have seen a rapid increase in
not only the number of people in the area but also the
services, with new schools, shopping centres,
community centres and facilities in the area.
Beaconsfield is a proud CFA station with a history of
service to not only the local community but also
communities across the state and even interstate.
Captain Paul Hayes works closely with his
management team to deliver services for the
community and beyond. At the meeting I attended last
week the brigade volunteers sat in the back meeting
room with all seats full to talk about the summer that
has yet to eventuate for the local area. As all our CFA
workers know, summer will come. It will get hot, and
they will have to ensure that they are prepared for the
future and for fire events.
With 20-plus people at the meeting, some of those
attending had to park down the road on the opposite
side of Wood Street or, in a couple of cases, walk to the
station because of a lack of parking. There are no lights
when they are training at night and no on-site parking.
At a turnout the volunteers are expected to park where
they can go, and on occasions during the day there may
be no car parks at all in the area. While the volunteers
are thinking of time and ensuring that they get to the
station when they should, I would hate to think of what
might result should a car be coming along when they
are crossing a road to get to their truck. This is not
acceptable.
The Liberal coalition government worked with the
brigade to find land suitable for a new station and
committed $2.2 million for that purpose — a station the
volunteers can be proud of, a station where they can
train safely, a station that has adequate meeting and
storage areas and, most importantly, a station that is
located in an appropriate area to serve the Beaconsfield
community.
Before the last election the Labor Party failed to
commit to this urgent station and now must ensure
funding is available in the first state budget of this
government. Again I call on the minister to join me in
visiting the Beaconsfield CFA station to inspect the
conditions at the current facility. Most importantly, I
ask the minister to speak to the constituents face to face
and commit to the vital work for the Beaconsfield CFA.

Yan Yean electorate school buses
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek from her is that she urgently examine
the lack of access for Yan Yean families wishing to get
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their teens to secondary school. The Auditor-General’s
report on the costs families are incurring in our
education system, which was tabled in the house today,
is absolutely damning. There would be no greater
example of this than the costs incurred by families in
suburbs like Doreen, Mernda, Yarrambat, Wattle Glen
and Hurstbridge just to get their kids to school.

board and the CEO’s plea for public beds. There are
three hospitals in the Strathbogie shire, and not one is
publicly funded. It is the only shire in the state without
access to public hospital beds. Instead residents must
travel to Shepparton, Benalla or Seymour to access
treatment. For the more than 10 000 residents who live
in the shire this is about equity and fairness.

We are a First World country and have a system of
compulsory education for children up to the age of 16,
but sadly in my electorate the previous government cut
more than $60 million from bus services, and that was
just route bus services. It also undertook a secretive
review of school bus services. I know that you, Deputy
Speaker, and a number of other members of this place
pleaded with the then Minister for Education, the
member for Nepean, and the then Minister for Public
Transport, the member for Polwarth, particularly about
the plight of families in the outer suburbs in growth
areas. The assumption that anyone who lives within the
urban growth boundary has access to route buses is just
a fallacy, given the lack of investment by the previous
government. Its massive cuts and school capital
reductions have meant that Doreen and Mernda, with a
postcode area the size of Shepparton, sadly were only
given year 7 high school education this year. Any
students beyond that, in years 8 to 12, will for many
years have to travel outside the area.

Euroa Health is a private, not-for-profit bush nursing
hospital. For 87 years it has provided a fantastic health
service to local residents, but with no public funding for
acute care it can only treat private patients. When one
looks at the trend of declining revenue through private
health insurance, as a result of the decreasing numbers
of people maintaining private health insurance and
more restrictive eligibility criteria, it is apparent that
services such as Euroa Health will face ongoing
financial challenges. This will cause further hardship to
many in the local community and stretch emergency
departments in the region’s hospitals.

Students trying to access Diamond Valley College,
Whittlesea Secondary College and St Helena
Secondary College are having enormous problems. I
received a document under freedom of information that
showed the previous Minister for Education ticking off
and giving 5 out of 5 to this review, which said it was
okay for students in Doreen to take 21⁄2 hours to get to
secondary school — and that was before we had
cutbacks to our bus services. Families are spending
hundreds of dollars — almost $1000 in some
circumstances — just to get their children to school. I
have met many mothers in particular who have had to
give up work to get their teenagers to school. Once you
have a teenager you think you are going to get ahead
and put some more money towards the mortgage, and it
is just untenable that this is occurring. I urge the
Minister for Public Transport to undo the damage of the
previous government and do what it failed to do, which
was to examine the lack of access to buses in my
electorate.

Hospital beds
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health relating to the need
for publicly funded hospital beds in Strathbogie shire. I
ask the minister to visit the hospital with me to hear the

Placing public beds at Euroa Health is sound policy on
many levels. It would ease pressure on nearby
hospitals, minimise the need for ambulance services to
transport patients to those hospitals and secure the
long-term future of Euroa’s health services. Last year, I
met with Euroa Health’s former CEO, Elena McShane,
and the board’s chair, Jim Shovelton, to discuss the
difficulties facing the hospital. I commend them both
and the entire board and hospital staff for the
tremendous work they have put in in driving this issue.
I supported their push for public beds, and the coalition
government subsequently committed to creating a
$10 million fund for bush nursing hospitals. This fund
would have provided up to 10 publicly funded acute
hospital beds in bush nursing hospitals, with two to be
immediately allocated to Euroa Health. If the
government is unwilling to create such a fund, it could
fund the provision of public beds in Euroa by
establishing a cooperative partnership with Goulburn
Valley Health using existing weighted inlier equivalent
separations funding. This arrangement has precedent,
having already been established for health services in
Ballan and Heyfield.
The need for public beds at Euroa was first raised by
my predecessor, Bill Sykes, who took a deputation to
see the then Minister for Health, the same health
minister who now happens to be the Premier. Prior to
the election, a detailed paper outlining the issues and
the hospital’s request was also provided to Labor.
Knowing that the government is familiar with the
issues, and knowing the Premier’s claim that health is
his no. 1 priority, I am incredibly disappointed that the
government has not sought to redress this situation. In
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fact the government is yet to even respond to the
hospital’s request — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired!

Essendon Keilor College
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Deputy Premier, who is also the
Minister for Education. The action I seek is for the
minister to reconfirm and put on the record the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to rebuild
Essendon Keilor College (EKC), which is one of the
state’s most in-need schools.
I put on the record my thanks and appreciation to the
now Minister for Education, who made numerous visits
to my electorate during the last Parliament to listen to
the school principals and the local school community
speak about the education needs in my electorate. I am
truly grateful. I look forward to working with him to do
my bit to make Victoria the education state.
Since my election in March 2012 I have fought every
day for Essendon Keilor College to be rebuilt. In my
inaugural speech to the Parliament on 18 April 2012 I
said:
My immediate task is the implementation of the Essendon
Keilor College master plan.

Unfortunately since then there have been four Liberal
state budgets and four strikes against Essendon Keilor
College.
For the past four years the Baillieu and Napthine
governments refused to rebuild the school, even when
the then Minister for Education visited the school and
saw the conditions for himself. In fact on 6 April 2011
the education minister told the Age newspaper ‘The
conditions out at that school are disgusting; they are not
safe for teachers, they are not good for those students’.
That was said by the then education minister.
In September 2011 more than 1600 local residents
signed a petition, which was tabled in the Parliament,
calling on the Napthine coalition government to rebuild
the school. Just three months later, on 3 November
2011, the Herald Sun published a report based on
documents obtained through freedom of information
that asserted that Essendon Keilor College was the
state’s most run-down school, with 1341 items
requiring attention.
EKC has been fighting an uphill battle for years to get
its much-needed redevelopment. Despite this, principal
David Adamson has been a strong advocate for his
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school in the face of blatant opposition. He and the staff
at EKC see the potential in the bright young students
that attend the school and are committed to providing
them with the tools and facilities to achieve their future
goals. Mr Adamson, of his own volition, directed his
team to create plans which would necessitate a rebuild
of Essendon Keilor College to bridge the gap and to
ensure that the infrastructure meets the needs of the
21st century.
I am pleased and very honoured that the Premier and
the Deputy Premier visited my school before the
election to announce funding of $10 million, which will
see the Niddrie campus completely rebuilt, new science
rooms provided at the Keilor East campus and a new
performing arts centre built at the Essendon campus.
Essendon Keilor College has extraordinary potential for
the future generations of staff and students thanks to the
Andrews Labor government and the Deputy Premier. I
call on the minister to put on the record the Andrews
Labor government’s commitment to rebuild Essendon
Keilor College, one of our state’s most in need local
schools, to make it a 21st century education facility in
Melbourne’s north-west that we can all be proud of.

Jan Juc Surf Life Saving Club
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this evening
in the adjournment debate to request an action from the
Minister for Emergency Services. The action that I seek
is for the minister to immediately provide funding for
the reconstruction of the Jan Juc Surf Life Saving Club
clubrooms. The Jan Juc Surf Life Saving Club has a
strong tradition of providing surf lifesaving services
and was founded in 1963. The club has around
900 members — it has grown by over 60 per cent in the
last six years — as well as having an alumni of over
2000 current and past members. The club’s
membership is expected to grow to 1500 members by
2020.
Torquay and Jan Juc have experienced huge growth
over the last 10 years. In addition Armstrong Creek,
which is Geelong’s largest growth area and Victoria’s
second largest growth area, is on Jan Juc’s doorstep.
The fact is that the club cannot continue to provide its
excellent service and meet growing demand with the
constraints of its present clubrooms. The coalition
recognised the need to rebuild the clubrooms at the Jan
Juc Surf Life Saving Club and made a commitment at
the 2014 election to provide $1 million towards the
redevelopment. Unfortunately this was not matched by
Labor. In fact Labor did not match anything in
Torquay.
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I commend the efforts of Wes McDonald, Brad
Papworth and Malcolm Leigh-Smith, who have set up a
fundraising group to raise the approximately $5 million
to $5.5 million that is required. They are very confident
of raising substantial philanthropic and private sector
funding, but the club still needs government support.
The shadow Minister for Emergency Services, the
member for Gembrook, who is at the table, has visited
the club with me and has seen firsthand the desperate
need for this redevelopment — the showers that are
falling apart, the poor storage conditions, the lack of
storage and the deck that is rotting. These clubrooms
are in urgent need of redevelopment.
Jan Juc beach is rated highly hazardous by Surf Life
Saving Victoria, and this was highlighted by the death
of a 21-year-old St Albans man who drowned on the
beach on 2 January. On 3 January the Geelong
Advertiser reported that this man was swimming within
300 metres of where three lifeguards were patrolling.
While all beachgoers are encouraged to swim between
the flags, the redevelopment of the Jan Juc Surf Life
Saving Club would allow it to have lifeguards
patrolling more of Jan Juc beach, which is critical with
the increased patronage of the beach.
The Andrews Labor government has chosen to put
substantial funding into the Ocean Grove Surf Life
Saving Club, which is in the Bellarine electorate, with
no commitment to Jan Juc, which is a more dangerous
beach. While I do not begrudge Ocean Grove getting
funding, both clubs need support. I urge the minister to
urgently fund the redevelopment of the Jan Juc Surf
Life Saving Club.

Mordialloc College
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is for the minister to meet with the principal,
assistant principals and school council of Mordialloc
College to hear about the important work they are
undertaking to improve the school’s performance and
to discuss Labor’s $4.5 million funding commitment.
Every student has the right to a quality education, and it
is important for governments to put education at the
forefront of their agenda. This Labor government has
set out to make Victoria the education state. This not
only sends a strong message about our priorities over
the coming parliamentary term but also involves
enacting the required legislation and delivering the
investment to make this a reality.
We have a bold agenda. Labor has already commenced
its restoration of funding for our TAFE system, after
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$1.2 billion in cuts from the coalition government.
Labor has committed to invest $530 million in our
government schools and $120 million in our Catholic
schools, after the previous government cut around
$200 million a year on average from its capital works
budget.
I am proud of Labor’s $4.5 million commitment to
Mordialloc College. The funding will allow the school
to undertake stage 1 of its building program, which will
include construction of a new indoor basketball facility
and a new performing arts centre. These are vital
improvements for the more than 600 students, and
importantly, these facilities will be available to the
wider community.
Mordialloc College is a fundamental part of our
community. I was pleased to attend its 90th anniversary
last October and hear what the school means to students
and teachers of yesteryear. It was a pleasure to join the
school community at its graduation and awards
ceremony in December, which I was proud to have as
my first official event as the member for Mordialloc.
I would like to acknowledge the advocacy of principal
Michelle Roberts. I hear nothing but positive things
about the school whether it be about the select entry
accelerated learning program, the results achieved year
on year or the strong foundation, culture and values
underpinned by the notions of personal best, integrity,
respect and responsibility. I would also like to
acknowledge the work of school council president
Nicky Hersey, a good friend of mine, who wears many
hats in our local community and does not miss an
opportunity to promote her school.
It is worth noting that when Labor was last in
government Mordialloc College completed its master
plan for modernisation. Although that was
disappointingly shelved by the coalition government, I
am pleased that Labor is back to continue the work and
get on with the job. In conclusion, I request that the
Minister for Education visit Mordialloc College with
me to hear from the school community and discuss
Labor’s important funding commitment.

Cobram Roar
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to raise a
matter with the Minister for Sport. The action I seek is
that the minister visit Cobram to engage with our
community, and the soccer community in particular. To
give a brief history, during the 1950s and 1960s Italian
migrants settled in high numbers in Cobram. They were
hardworking and would do anything to support
themselves and their families. Many took on fruit
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picking and eventually purchased small blocks that
became bigger blocks, and now three and four
generations of Italians are part of our community.
As we know, soccer is the world game and Italians take
their soccer very seriously. Cobram has become a force
to be reckoned with. Many say those at Cobram are
punching well above their weight for a small
community. In 1998 Cobram soccer split into two
clubs, the Tigers and the Victory. The two clubs were
very competitive in their own right and became fierce
arch rivals, but they always looked after the best
interests of their junior players. Late last year a decision
was made to amalgamate the two clubs into one, and
Cobram Roar was born.
The time is right for Cobram to develop a soccer pitch,
change rooms and meeting rooms that will reflect the
affection and passion around this new entity, the
combination of these two proud clubs. The club has
been very active in garnering support from the
community, and it has secured land. It is now time to
discuss with the minister the new club, the new
direction, the new outlook, the new land and possibly
new clubrooms. Moira Shire Council has always been
firm in its belief that when the clubs pull together as
one and the soccer voice is united, that is the time to
build the vision and the future for Cobram soccer —
and that time is now.
I respectfully invite the minister to visit Cobram and
feel the passion and desire for the club to take that next
step. Our country towns thrive on sport of all kinds, and
Cobram is no different. It will be the beneficiary of a
new complex, and I invite the minister to Cobram to
visit the soccer community.

Broadmeadows economic and cultural
development summit
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The matter I
raise is for the Treasurer, and the action I seek is that
the Treasurer address an economic and cultural
development summit in Broadmeadows. The aim of the
summit is to coordinate a response to the challenges
confronting this proud and resilient community, with
the demise of local manufacturing and the forthcoming
end of production for the iconic Ford Motor Company.
Under coalition governments, state and federal,
Broadmeadows has been left with an unemployment
rate of 26.4 per cent — higher than that of Spain and
equal to that of Greece. We do not know the exact
figure for youth unemployment, but a fair extrapolation
of the situation would put it beyond 40 per cent, which
is socially perilous.
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Unfortunately the former Victorian government
adopted a reverse Robin Hood strategy in
Broadmeadows, redistributing funding that had been
allocated for shovel-ready infrastructure to sandbag
marginal seats. That is something former government
members thought they would get away with, but that
has not occurred. Families in Broadmeadows were also
the hardest hit by the Abbott government’s first budget,
according to an analysis by the University of Canberra.
In response, I want to congratulate the Victorian
Treasurer on his Back to Work Bill 2014 and the
broader strategy for economic development. The
summit I am proposing would examine how we can
coordinate the three tiers of government, business and
civil society to create opportunity out of adversity.
Increasing economic growth is the best way to arrive at
a surplus and to restore prosperity.
I am arguing that I want to see Broadmeadows
remembered not for the demise of the Ford Motor
Company but rather for the rise of companies like CSL
Behring, which have elegant science, which export
internationally and which have a great share price.
These are the companies we need to develop as a
nation. We need to have at least half a dozen, if not a
dozen, more brands of this quality.
The economic and cultural development summit would
look at how we engage in small business development,
because that is the easiest way to get jobs created, as
well as how we can create a whole-of-government
strategy. Then we can have a coordinated approach
with local government — the City of Hume — and the
Australian government. Today I invited Prime Minister
Tony Abbott to attend or to send his Treasurer, Joe
Hockey, to the summit because we really need to make
sure these communities are not left as pockets of
adversity and disadvantage.

Warragul North Primary School
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is that he intervene and reverse the decision of his
department to remove a portable classroom from the
Warragul North Primary School campus.
Warragul North Primary School was deemed to be in
excess regarding its mod-5 portable classroom
allocation when reviewed against school enrolments.
There is certainly no dispute that under current
enrolments the school has a classroom capacity excess.
However, what must be remembered and taken into
consideration is the rapidly growing population of the
Warragul area. West Gippsland Hospital is currently
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dealing with around 1000 births per year. This current
year may well be the third year in a row that this
number of births has occurred at the hospital. This
means that within two years the number of places
required for primary school children is going to spike
quite dramatically. In fact this year’s enrolments at
Warragul North Primary School are up by 3.2 per cent
to a total number of 550.
It appears that the department has come to this decision
without even visiting the school and has based its
decision on centralised mathematical modelling. This
was put to the school late in 2014 by the department,
and the school requested that I ask the then Minister for
Education to intervene. Once the former minister was
provided with information on the potential population
growth of the area, the number of births currently
occurring annually at the local hospital and the potential
for the school’s enrolments to return to numbers in
excess of 600 in the near future, he agreed to intervene
and informed the Warragul North Primary School
community that it would not have to relinquish one of
its portables.
Added to this scenario is the fact that these classrooms
have been on site for many years, and covered
walkways and other infrastructure have been installed
by the parents committee at its expense to improve the
amenity and safety of the classroom connectivity for
the students. Removing a classroom is going to cause
considerable disruption to the area and require
substantial remediation works to be undertaken.
Finally, the spare classroom identified for removal is
currently being fully utilised by the staff and students.
I call on the minister to have his department use a bit of
common sense and forward thinking in order to avoid
wasting taxpayers money and causing serious
disruption to the school amenity by removing a portable
classroom that in less than three years will have to be
returned as school enrolments continue to increase.

Macedon electorate tourism
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been to reduce the confidence of visitors in touring our
area. It is important that we continue to encourage
tourists to come to regional Victoria. We have so much
to offer and so many wonderful experiences, including
in the summer months. The Daylesford and Macedon
Ranges Tourism Board has just launched a fabulous
app, the Daylesford and Macedon Ranges Tourist
Guide. I encourage members to download the app, and
I congratulate the board and its CEO, Judith Isherwood,
on this great initiative.
We have many attractions in our region. We have
magnificent cafes and restaurants, shopping, food and
wine, and of course our renowned spas. It is vital that
tourism in Macedon continues to be promoted. We
need to grow our share of overnight stays to really see
the economic benefits flow to our community. Tourism
is already a major employer, but in many parts of
regional Victoria unemployment continues to be of
significant concern. As the Macedon community looks
at how to grow its economy in a sustainable way, it
wants to see a real boost to tourism. I ask the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events to explain what can be
done to boost the contribution of tourism in my
electorate of Macedon.

Responses
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I want
to thank the members for Niddrie and Mordialloc for
their commitment to education and their advocacy for
their local schools. As these members highlighted
tonight, Labor has made a commitment of $10 million
to Essendon Keilor College and $4.5 million to
Mordialloc College. If there was one project that
epitomised the debate around education capital last
term, it was Essendon Keilor College. Whether it was a
door that had fallen off that rotting school and which
Rob Hulls, a former Deputy Leader of the
Parliamentary Labor Party, had taken along to a Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing or the
unbelievably strong advocacy —
An honourable member interjected.

Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events. Tourism is playing an increasingly
important role in the Victorian economy and in
particular in my electorate of Macedon. It is with this in
mind that I ask the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events to outline some of the issues and challenges he
sees in growing tourism in Macedon.
Macedon, like much of regional Victoria, was affected
by the tragic 2009 bushfires and more recently by the
significant fires of 2014. The impact of these fires has

Mr MERLINO — He brought it in here, did he? He
brought it into this chamber. He made a very strong and
telling point. With the incredibly strong and consistent
advocacy of that former member for Niddrie, this was
the project that epitomised Labor’s campaign around
school capital. This is the difference between the two
sides of this house. It is worth repeating a comment the
then Minister for Education made in April 2011:
Obviously the conditions out at the school are disgusting, they
are not safe for teachers, they are not good for those students.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 11 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

That minister had not one, not two, not three but four
budgets to address the desperate needs of Essendon
Keilor College. Labor will invest that $10 million in the
school. We will deliver on each and every commitment
we make.
I say to the member for Niddrie that I do not like to
prioritise one project as being more important than
another, but this has been front and centre of my mind
for a number of years now. It is an absolute priority for
the Andrews Labor government. As the member
mentioned, both the Premier and I visited the site last
year. This project will see the Niddrie junior campus
being completely rebuilt with new classrooms,
specialist areas and administration areas, as well as new
science rooms at the Keilor East junior campus and a
new performing arts space at the Essendon senior
campus.
I want to thank the member for Niddrie, but I also want
to thank, as he has done, the principal, David Adamson,
and the school community. They never gave up on
trying to address the desperate need of their school, and
I can assure them through the member for Niddrie that
Labor will not let them down.
In terms of Mordialloc College, that funding will go
towards a new indoor basketball facility and performing
arts centre. These facilities, importantly, will be shared
with the local community. The modernisation works at
Mordialloc College are just one in a long line of
projects shelved by the previous government. They are
another example of the Andrews Labor government
righting the wrongs inflicted on our schools.
I also commend the advocacy of the member for
Mordialloc. I visited the school during the course of the
campaign and again through him I want to commend
the principal, Michelle Roberts, and the school
community for their advocacy. These are great schools
and the delivery of our commitments to these schools
will serve to make them even better.
I take the opportunity in this adjournment debate to
reaffirm all of Labor’s election commitments to schools
around the state, including of course Essendon Keilor
College and Mordialloc College, and outline that we
will be aiming to meet all of our election commitments
as soon as possible. Our $530 million commitment to
school infrastructure will just be the first step in
rebuilding our schools.
I want to assure the members for Niddrie and
Mordialloc that we will not waste one day in getting on
with these projects. I would also be delighted to visit
Mordialloc College with the member for Mordialloc to
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see the great work of the school community and talk to
the school community again. I thank both members for
raising this issue with me.
The member for Narracan raised the issue of Warragul
North Primary School and the removal of its portable
building. I want to thank the member for Narracan for
raising this issue with me and say from the outset,
further to what I said in the grievance debate, that this is
a very difficult issue and I completely understand the
angst and concern in the Warragul North community.
However, it needs to be said — and this is not a
criticism of the member for Narracan — that what we
saw under the last government was a savage reduction
in the capital works program.
The first three budgets of the former government
averaged just over $200 million a year for capital
works. There was a little more investment in its very
last budget, but effectively the capital program was cut
in half. That meant that new schools in growth areas in
our suburbs and regions were simply not built and
schools that have massive enrolment pressures were not
upgraded. Therefore you had a situation — and this was
confirmed by the former Minister for Education in a
letter he wrote to the shadow Treasurer at the time, who
is now the current Treasurer — where there was a
historic movement of portables. In the last term of the
Liberal coalition government there was a 500 per cent
increase in the movement of relocatables because the
schools were simply not being built.
There is a situation right now, and I mentioned this
during the grievance debate, where year 12 students are
being crammed into a canteen because they are waiting
for portables from a school that does not want its
portables to go. We are pitting communities against
communities because the former government simply
did not build the schools it should have, and the
situation is going to get worse before it gets better. Just
in this transition from one school year to the next there
is movement of 260 portables to cater for some
13 000 students.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — I am not even going to take up
that interjection because that is absolute rubbish.
There is movement of 260 portables to cater for
13 000 students. The coming transition at the end of
this school year will mean that 300 portables have to be
moved. Because of the former government’s lack of
investment, not one new school will be opening in the
2016 year — not one!
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Members opposite have said that the former Labor
government had 11 years, but our average investment
in our last four years was $467 million compared to
$278 million under the Liberal government. I inform
the member for Narracan that I know that is not the
answer that the Warragul North community wants to
hear — and I will get some further advice on this
particular project — but I need to tell the member for
Narracan, and the Warragul North community and
other communities that are either suffering the loss of
their portables or desperately awaiting for portables to
arrive, that it is the legacy of the Liberal government’s
cuts to capital. That is — —
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Mr MERLINO — The shadow minister says,
‘Well, fix it’. That is exactly what we are going to do.
We made a commitment of an initial $530 million. We
will deliver every single project that we are committed
to, and we will do more in budget 2, budget 3 and
budget 4. I thank the member for Narracan for raising
this matter, which I do take seriously. I understand the
concerns at Warragul North, and I will get some further
advice, but these are not easy issues to resolve, because
portables do need to be moved to cater for
extraordinary demand.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — In relation to the request made by the
member for Ovens Valley — I am not sure if he is still
around — he asked me to visit the Cobram Roar soccer
club. As we all know, sport plays a very important role
in our communities, not only by keeping its participants
physically and mentally active and healthy but also by
making a huge contribution towards local economies.
We only have to think about the 16 000 registered clubs
around the state and the 550 000 volunteers who are
there day in, day out, whenever those clubs are playing
their games at their local venues — the member is
coming in now — to understand that sport plays a big
part in our lives.
Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr EREN — I will get to that very soon. Some
65 per cent of the population aged over 15 years are
taking up sport, which is fantastic to see, but we have
our challenges going forward. Obviously one of those
challenges is the obesity problem in our community,
particularly when it comes to younger people. I suspect
that some of the problems are associated with people
being overly involved with IT, including by using
iPhones, iPads and the other technologies that are now
available, and I think — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EREN — And Facebook and social media.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr EREN — Very true. There are the
PlayStations — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I suggest that
the member ignore interjections, and we will cease
earlier.
Mr EREN — My point is that we do have our
challenges going forward, and we need to make sure
that, as a government, we tackle some of those
challenges head on. As the Minister for Sport I am very
keen to make sure that we implement our $100 million
community sports funding that we announced through
our campaign, and now in government we will be
implementing some of those policies.
In relation to visiting the Cobram Roar, I know how
important soccer is for communities not only in the
electorate of the member for Sandringham but indeed
right throughout the state. As I understand it, some
55 000 players are registered with Football Federation
Victoria and some 155 000 people actually play the
game. It is a huge game, as we have seen recently with
the Asian Cup.
Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr EREN — I think the member for Sandringham
is mentioning the Asian Cup — and what a campaign
that was. The scarf I got when I sent to see the game
live was confiscated by the Speaker. It was fantastic to
see the Socceroos succeed so well through that
campaign. The Asian Cup is a big deal — the biggest
soccer tournament that we have ever had in this
country — and some 800 million to 900 million people
abroad viewed it. Hopefully that will not only translate
into those people coming here for tourism purposes but
also put us on the map. Obviously we were very
fortunate to have seven games at Melbourne
Rectangular Stadium, including the opening ceremony
and the first game, and then the quarterfinals.
Soccer is huge and plays a big part in all of our lives.
Having said that, on Saturday night I was at Etihad
Stadium to watch the local derby between Melbourne
Victory and Melbourne City, and on that night
Melbourne Victory was successful in its campaign and
won 3-0. We hope that one of the teams, whether it is
Melbourne Victory or Melbourne City, will play in the
grand final.
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I understand how important sport is, and I look forward
to going to the Ovens Valley electorate and looking at it
firsthand. It is important for ministers to understand the
issues right throughout the state when it comes to sport,
so some arrangements will be made for me to come out
and have a look at the soccer club.
I congratulate the member for Macedon on her
inaugural speech in this place. It was a passionate
speech, and in the time I have known the member for
Macedon I have found her to be a pleasant person to
deal with and a wonderful, passionate person who cares
for her electorate. I have visited the electorate on a
couple of occasions, and one of the commitments we
have made is for about $100 000 for lighting at the
showgrounds where the Kyneton Tigers play. There are
wonderful facilities out there, and they will be even
better once we implement our plans.
In relation to the member’s request, tourism is an
important sector in this state and will play a big role
going forward in relation to the economy. Regional
Victoria has seen some tough times recently, and they
have included some massive job losses in places
including not only the areas around Macedon but also
in Geelong. We have copped the brunt of job losses.
The youth unemployment rate is at some 21 per cent,
and the general unemployment rate is the highest it has
been for many years. That is a concern, and we need to
rectify some of the problems and challenges we have
going forward, and the tourism sector will play a big
role.
I look forward to implementing some of the policies I
have in relation to boosting the economy when it comes
to tourism. We know, for example, that major events
play a role. A number of major events in Victoria have
created tremendous numbers of jobs. Over the weekend
of the Cadel Evans Great Ocean Road Race, for
example, all of the hotels within a 20-kilometre radius
were pretty much booked out. Tourism plays a huge
role.
The Asian market — and I have some statistics in
relation to the Chinese tourists who visit our shores —
is a huge sector. In the last four years there was a
staggering 22.6 per cent increase in tourism from
China. China is leading the way when it comes to
tourism in Victoria, and it is larger than the next three
markets combined. The United Kingdom is worth
$374 million to the economy, New Zealand is worth
$346 million and Malaysia is worth $323 million, but
China is worth about $1.3 billion.
There are good tourism opportunities that exist for
Melbourne, and the challenge for us as a government is

249

to get high-yield tourists to go to regional Victoria. That
is the plan we have, and I am looking at an overview of
what we can do further in relation to tourism in regional
Victoria. I look forward to implementing some of those
policies.
The Tourism and Transport Forum — a well-known,
well-recognised and well-regarded organisation — has
done some analysis of Macedon, and it believes that
some 1600 jobs are a direct result of the tourism sector.
It is a huge employer in Macedon, and we will be
looking at expanding opportunities for regional
Victoria. I very much look forward to working with the
member for Macedon to increase the local economy. I
look forward to visiting the member’s electorate and
working with her to create more opportunities for the
tourism sector.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Gembrook raised a matter for the Minister for
Emergency Services, and his specific request was that
the minister fund the Beaconsfield Country Fire
Authority (CFA) station. I know the member for
Gembrook will be happy about the commitment to
342 additional career CFA firefighters, and I will pass
his request on to the Minister for Emergency Services.
The member for Yan Yean, who has been an
outstanding advocate for public transport in the Yan
Yean electorate, particularly in regard to both the South
Morang and the Mernda rail extensions, raised a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport about secondary
school children lacking access to buses in Yan Yean,
and I will pass that on to the Minister for Public
Transport.
The member for Euroa raised a matter for the Minister
for Health, having conveniently forgotten about the
four years a member for Southern Metropolitan Region
in the other place, David Davis, was the Minister for
Health. In her contribution the member asked about
publicly funded hospital beds in Strathbogie shire.
Dr Doug Travis is looking for David Davis’s
800 missing beds, but in response to tonight’s
adjournment debate I will pass the member’s request on
to the Minister for Health.
The member for South Barwon raised a matter for the
Minister for Emergency Services in regard to funding
for the Jan Juc Surf Life Saving Club clubrooms. I
regret the fact that the member was unable to procure
that funding from the previous Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the member for Rowville, and I
will pass the matter on to the Minister for Emergency
Services.
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The member for Broadmeadows raised an important
matter for the Treasurer, particularly in light of the fact
that under coalition governments, both state and
federal, we have seen the demise of the car industry. In
those circumstances he has asked the Treasurer to
address an economic and cultural development summit
in Broadmeadows, and I will pass that matter on to the
Treasurer.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Ministers
should note that they can simply say, ‘I will refer the
matters to the respective ministers’ if members want to
go home sooner. The house stands adjourned until
9.30 a.m. tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.48 p.m.
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