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CONDOLENCES
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COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 June 2012
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Burwyn Eric Davidson
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my sad duty to
advise the house of the death on 9 June 2012 of
Burwyn Eric Davidson, who was a member of the
Legislative Council for the electoral province of
Chelsea from 1988 to 1996.
I ask members to rise in their places as a mark of
respect to the memory of Mr Davidson.
Honourable members stood in their places.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 13 June to:

3059

Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that response. Can the minister at least
advise the chamber if the government’s TAFE
transition task force has been provided with this KPMG
analysis?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I expect the government’s TAFE
transition panel members will probably be announced
in the course of this week, and all details and all
analyses that they need to be able to do their job will be
provided to them.

Western Region Health Centre: dental service
funding
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Health and Minister for
Ageing, the Honourable David Davis. Can the minister
update the house on what actions the Baillieu
government has taken to support access to dental care
for people in Melbourne’s western region?

City of Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment)
Act 2012
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Transition)
Act 2012
Monetary Units Amendment Act 2012
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Act 2012
Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Act 2012.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to inform the house that the government is
determined to undo the 11 years of failed activity by the
previous government when the Western Region Health
Centre’s dental services were allowed to run down.
Following a task force that was convened, led by
Mr Elsbury but containing a number of key people
from western region — —
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am going to tell him
something further, so there you are. The further
announcement is that $200 000 will be provided to
scope the way forward — that is, to scope the steps and
the best options. I note that the task force provided four
key options for the government and Western Region
Health Centre to work forward on. The running down
in the health service and its dental services has been a
point of discussion in this chamber, and we have been
determined to tackle this longstanding issue.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. Given that on 7 June the Premier did not deny
the existence of KPMG’s analysis of the financial
impact of the government’s state budget funding cuts
on each TAFE institute, will the minister now release
the KPMG financial modelling so that TAFE directors,
students and the community can see the government’s
own analysis of the impact of the funding cuts?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — KPMG did some modelling for the
cabinet with respect to these matters, and its work is
subject to the normal confidences of cabinet.

Mr Lenders — Why is he asking you the question
if he knows?

Mr Elsbury and his committee have reported and made
some significant recommendations. Putting those into a
business format that will enable us to make final
decisions on the way forward will involve proper
costings, business cases and those sorts of things, and
that will actually take time and cost money. The
government is making an announcement today of
$200 000 to lead that process and to have a consultancy
group do the work, put together the costs and come
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back with some precise costings on the way forward. I
think that is a very important step.
I also make the point that the government will provide a
further $100 000 in one-off funding support to explore,
develop and implement service development initiatives
to increase access to dental services. This will be
considered as part of the work to include referral to
private dentists and improve catchment access to public
community dental services.
The government understands the importance of dental
services. The support is there for western region health.
I want to say on the record that I think that service does
excellent work. That community health service is one
of our very strong health services in the western region
of the city, and the description provided in yesterday’s
paper probably is not fair. I want to put on record my
respect and regard for those staff, who do an excellent
job of supporting people in the western region.
I indicate that the government is determined to see this
through and to work with people in the western region
of the city. This is unlike the 11 years of Labor in which
it let this service languish and run down, and it failed to
take the proper actions to protect services in the western
region. Mr Elsbury and his committee have done the
base work. Now we need to take the next steps to put
proper business cases around the way forward, and we
need to deal with the long-term legacy of Labor’s
mismanagement.
Labor takes the west for granted at every turn. Its
failure to support people in the west is something that
Mr Finn has pointed to again and again, and this is just
another example of Labor taking the west for granted.
This government will actually get on with it; the
allocation has been made to put the support behind this
project.
Questions interrupted.

MOTIONS TO TAKE NOTE OF ANSWERS
Western Region Health Centre: dental service
funding
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the minister’s answer be taken into consideration at the
next day of meeting.

In so moving I would like to say that — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before further debate,
we will vote on the motion.
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Mr BARBER — My understanding is that this is a
procedural motion and that we have up to 5 minutes to
speak to the motion as to why this answer should be
taken into consideration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That might well be so
in relation to procedural motions, but it is my
understanding that this particular motion is put straight
to the vote.
We have never actually had such a debate, but I will
allow it.
Mr BARBER — Thank you, President. This section
of the agenda is known as ‘Questions seeking
information’, or in shorthand ‘Question time’.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President.
It is my understanding that there would need to be
notice for a motion to be moved unless leave is granted.
This is a motion that has been moved by Mr Barber. Up
to this point he has not sought leave, but I believe he
would need leave.
Mr BARBER — On the point of order, President,
this is a procedural motion under standing order 6.13. It
is clear that the standing orders allow 30 minutes in
total debate and 5 minutes per member. If we go to
6.13, we see it lays out what a procedural motion is, and
6.13(e) says:
a motion that an answer to a question or supplementary
question without notice be taken into consideration pursuant
to standing order 8.06.

It is in fact a procedural motion.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
I concur with Mr Barber’s position that it is a
procedural motion and that it is covered by standing
order 6.13, which deals with procedural motions.
Notwithstanding that we have never had a debate like
this before, as I remarked earlier to the chamber, it does
constitute a procedural motion.
Mr BARBER — As I was saying, this is question
time not ‘Ministers read out press releases time’,
especially when those press releases have been released
days ago. It was the Premier who told us that he was
going to get rid of Dorothy Dixers. That was probably
not the biggest promise of the state election — it was
probably not a barbecue stopper — but it was a small
but important promise, symbolic of a Premier who
made a commitment — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is a procedural
motion, and therefore it is fairly narrow. The motion is
that the matter be taken into consideration on the next

MOTIONS TO TAKE NOTE OF ANSWERS
Tuesday, 19 June 2012

COUNCIL

day of meeting; therefore, it is my view that
Mr Barber’s speaking to the motion ought to be to
persuade the house, firstly, that members should vote
for that procedural motion, and secondly, why it is a
motion that ought to proceed. Some of the matters
Mr Barber is raising at this point might well form the
debate once we actually consider the matter. I ask
Mr Barber to contain his remarks to why the house
should consider the answer on the next day of meeting,
rather than debating the merits of his proposition.
Mr BARBER — Thank you, President. I am going
to do my best, but the merits of my proposition are that
we should have a debate, in the context of taking note
of this particular answer, about how we want to run
question time. Question time is the most visible part of
Parliament. It is the bit that everybody seems to watch.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
the member is now floating a broad discussion about
question time, which is far beyond the parameters of
this simple motion. This is a simple procedural motion.
He may wish to reform question time. Many over the
years have thought question time should be changed in
this way or in that way, but I would argue that is a
substantive motion that he should bring in the proper
time. This is a simple procedural motion.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber, on the
point of order.
Mr BARBER — I will concede most of that. I am
not on the point of order, President. I am happy to turn
back to and fall within the parameters — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Let me determine the
point of order first. In my view the remarks that
Mr Barber is making at this moment, whilst they may
be wide in context, are, I assume, part of an argument
as to why the Parliament ought to take into further
consideration certain answers to questions, specifically
the one that has been raised today. In that context I will
allow Mr Barber to continue. I am mindful, though, that
this is a very narrow debate about why tomorrow we
should consider a particular answer to a question.
Mr BARBER — The ‘why’ is very much in terms
of what the Leader of the Government just said. Many
people have tried to reform question time. I would like
to be part of that, and his Premier also promised to be
part of that. On the substantive matter that is contained
in the question, we should be noting that it is going to
cost up to $10 million to rebuild this particular facility
that was the subject of the minister’s Dorothy Dixer
today and that there is a real danger that the children’s
clinic will close unless the rebuild happens.
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Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President,
Mr Barber is now defying your advice and your ruling.
He is entering the substantive debate on the issue, rather
than arguing the procedural matters as you have
advised him to.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a difficult
procedure that Mr Barber has embarked upon, and I
agree that it is sailing very close to the wind in terms of
the previous ruling I made that the debate ought to be
about persuading the house that the matter be
considered on the next day of meeting, rather than a
debate on the merits of the issue. I ask Mr Barber to
stay that course for me.
Mr BARBER — I was just noting that there is an
urgency associated with this particular issue — that is,
that it is Ms Hartland’s understanding that this clinic
could close. The minister is seemingly sending us down
a course of doing another business case, but a business
case was done by the previous government. With all
that looming upon us — —
Mrs Peulich — On the same point of order,
President, the member continues to defy your ruling
and your guidance. He continues to debate the merit of
the issue rather than the procedural motion before the
chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On this occasion I do
not believe the member was flouting my ruling; I think
he was making a case for the urgency of this matter to
be considered tomorrow, and I think that is the relevant
issue in terms of his motion. I am quite happy to
entertain that narrative.
Mr BARBER — And that is why, President, we
should consider the minister’s answer on the next day
of meeting.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
support Mr Barber in his intention to have this matter
discussed on the next day of meeting. I am not quite
sure that I share his view of the reasons that drew him
to raise the matter, but I certainly join him in supporting
this. My reason for joining this debate is that the
minister has a document on today’s daily program that
relates to this matter. The minister has just provided us
with an answer to a question from a government
member that picks and chooses the way the minister
wants to take advantage of question time to put his
story on the public record before the tabling of this
document.
The document that is going to be tabled later this day
may or may not confirm the point of view the minister
has taken. In fact it may give additional information
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that the opposition party — or the Greens for that
matter — may wish to raise in the Parliament during
the course of debates and considerations. This is a
minister who on previous occasions has referred to
reports that he has commissioned and received. He
continues to answer questions ad nauseam about the
subject matter within those reports, but he never
releases them to the chamber or to the community.

matters relating to the responsibilities of TAFE
directors, particularly as they relate to an organisation
which may be either trading while insolvent or in threat
of insolvency. I have got some advice on this, and I can
offer the following comment. I am not in the normal
practice of reading answers to questions, but I ask the
house to forgive me on this particular occasion; I want
to make sure I am accurate.

For that reason, I think Mr Barber is on the money in
relation to calling this minister to account for reports he
commissions and for using the forms of the house very
selectively in the way he releases that material or
responds to it and denies other members of the chamber
the opportunity to see it. For those reasons I would
suggest that this is a matter that should be brought
forward for full scrutiny in light of the document that is
going to be tabled in the Parliament today.

First of all, there is no specific reference in legislation
or similar instrument requiring TAFE boards and their
directors to inform government of being in danger of
trading while insolvent. However, it would be
inconsistent with the intention of the various pieces of
legislation and other instruments that apply to TAFE
boards and their directors.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
welcome Mr Barber’s motion; I am not sure whether
the opposition welcomes it chopping around question
time. I think it will be a magnificent debate tomorrow
that Mr Barber has now foreshadowed. We welcome
that debate and look forward to debating Labor’s
11 years of mismanagement and the fact that a new
government is prepared to tackle a problem that Labor
was not prepared to tackle. It is timely. The government
has made an announcement, and that timeliness will
enable a full debate to occur on Labor’s terrible history
and the failures of the previous ministry.
Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. In response to a question from Mr Lenders on
6 June the minister said he would seek advice in regard
to TAFE viability matters. Has the minister now
received that legal advice on whether TAFE boards
have the same requirements as any other Victorian
company to disclose to the Australian Securities and
Investments Commission any factors which may
impact on their viability and whether they can trade if
they are insolvent, and will he table that advice?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I welcome the question, because it is true
that Mr Lenders, on two occasions during the last
sitting week in this Parliament, asked me about some

The following four documents, being either legislation
or other instruments, identify the fiduciary
responsibilities of TAFE boards and their directors that
are relevant to establishing a view as to whether they
have a duty to inform government that they are in
danger of trading while insolvent. The first is the Public
Administration Act 2004, in particular, section 7,
‘Public sector values’; section 79, ‘Duties of directors’;
and section 81, ‘Duties of entity’.
The second piece of legislation is the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006, section 3.1.13, ‘Functions
of TAFE institute boards’, and schedule 2, which
outlines the responsibilities of directors of a TAFE
board. The third document is the TAFE Institute
constituting orders, section 16, ‘Director and committee
member duties’, and the fourth item to which I refer is
the State Services Authority code of conduct for
directors, which includes a responsibility to act with
honesty and integrity and ‘in a financially responsible
manner’.
Mr Lenders also asked me about whether TAFE boards
were obliged to follow the same principles as company
boards under the requirements of the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission. ASIC
administers a number of pieces of legislation, including
the Corporations Act 2001. Under section 588G of the
Corporations Act 2001 company directors have a duty
to prevent insolvent trading by their company. The
Corporations Act 2001 applies only to companies.
TAFE institutes are not companies for the purposes of
the Corporations Act 2001. As such, TAFE boards and
their directors are not subject to the requirements of
ASIC and the Corporations Act 2001.
In summary, and in response to Ms Mikakos’s question
today and Mr Lenders’s questions in the last sitting
week, it is clearly a long-held view of the government,
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TAFE institutes and boards of TAFE institutes that they
need to converse with government regularly as to the
financial status of their entities. I think they do that, and
so long as they do it, I think they are fulfilling their
requirements and fiduciary responsibilities under the
various acts and instruments to which I referred.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that expansive response and advice.
TAFEs have indicated their financial situation could
deteriorate if planned increases to student fees in 2013
result in fewer student numbers than planned. Given
that the minister said in reply to my initial question that
he is encouraging TAFEs to converse regularly with
government, will he guarantee a letter of comfort for all
TAFE boards that find themselves in a deficit situation
and without cash reserves?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — A letter of such comfort has been
requested by several TAFE institute boards, and it will
be provided to them.

Teachers: reward payments
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession, Minister Hall. Can the minister inform the
house of why the Baillieu government has chosen not
to sign up to the federal government’s Rewards for
Great Teachers national partnership?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — I made reference to
performance pay for teachers in question asked of me
by my colleague Mr Finn on 1 May. While I made
reference to Rewards for Great Teachers, a federal
government scheme, I am able today to respond to
Mrs Coote’s question by giving a more definitive view
of the government’s response to the invitation by the
Prime Minister to sign a national partnership in respect
of an election promise of the federal government, which
was a scheme called Rewards for Great Teachers.
In my answer to Mr Finn’s question on 1 May I
reiterated the coalition’s support for the principle of
performance pay. Indeed, as members now know, it
forms part of the EBA (enterprise bargaining
agreement) position advanced by the government to
Victorian teachers.
I also welcomed at that point of time the federal
government’s endorsement of that principle of paying
teachers for their performance. While the initial federal
government scheme very much went to a performance
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pay scheme where performance would be assessed
against things including national testing results, attitude
of parents and students and the contribution of
whole-of-school outcomes among other measures, we
saw a backdown by the federal government so that the
Rewards for Great Teachers scheme became one where
seniority more than anything else would be the
assessment for whether teachers should qualify for
reward.
I recall pointing out to the house at that time that just
2 per cent of Victorian teachers would be potential
beneficiaries under that scheme because the federal
government had reduced the amount of money being
put into that scheme. It was prepared to spend
$60 million Australia wide to establish a scheme which
would distribute just $40 million in its first year of
operation in 2014.
We do not believe that is a performance pay scheme.
Consequently at this point of time the Premier has
responded to the Prime Minister by saying that we are
not prepared to sign up to that particular scheme but
remain open to talk about a far more fair and equitable
way of measuring and rewarding performance. I
contrast that with what is being offered by the
government, where 70 per cent of Victorian teachers
have an opportunity to share in a performance pay
scheme compared with just 2 per cent in the scheme
advanced by the federal government. We remain
concerned that the federal government is insisting on
proceeding with its half-baked measure in the so-called
Rewards for Great Teachers, where more is being put
into establishing a system to accredit teachers than is
actually being distributed by that scheme.
Moreover, the cost of assessment for teachers now
seems to have risen from a maximum of $1400 up to
around $1800. That is the cost being paid individually
by teachers for just being part of this scheme. I also
note that the Western Australian government shares the
concerns of the Victorian government and at this stage
has indicated that it will not sign on. I am aware that the
Queensland government also shares Victoria’s concerns
and has also conveyed those to the Prime Minister.
In conclusion, I say this in answer to my colleague
Mrs Coote: we will consider any fair dinkum
performance pay measure. It is part of this
government’s EBA where we say that good
performance amongst good teachers should be
appropriately rewarded. That is what we are proposing;
it is certainly not what the federal government is
proposing. That is why at this point in time we have
suggested it come back and talk to us and develop a
more fair and equitable scheme.
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Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. The minister would be aware that his department
will no longer provide full service provision funding to
TAFEs which support training for students with
disabilities. He would be further aware of the
substantial increase in the number of students with
disabilities studying at TAFEs — for instance, the
number of students with disabilities at Holmesglen
TAFE has doubled since 2008, with an increasing
number of students with more complex needs. Will the
minister’s department commit to providing specific
disability support funding for TAFEs to enable them to
continue to support students with disabilities?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The member will be aware that there are
a number of measures within the refocusing vocational
training policy which provide opportunities for people
of disadvantage to participate in training in this state. I
particularly recall the 5 per cent loading that is applied
to training delivery undertaken in regional areas of
Victoria. I also point out to the member the 1.5 per cent
weighting applying to students of indigenous
background, and the 1.3 per cent weighting applying to
young people from low socioeconomic status
backgrounds. Therefore, in terms of those people who
come from a background of disadvantage, there is some
accommodation for them within the structures of the
refocusing vocational training policy of this
government.
Mr Lenders — The question was disability, not
disadvantage.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I am about to get to that
question, Mr Lenders. With respect to the issue about
disability which has been raised by Ms Mikakos, some
concerns have been expressed to me on that particular
matter. I am sure that is a matter which the TAFE
transition panel will hear more about as it negotiates
and consults with each of the 18 TAFE institutes
around Victoria. It is a matter that I am well aware of.
As a result of that consultation and transition process,
we will consider ways in which people with a disability
continue to have fair access to training in this state.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — As the
minister would know, none of the loadings he referred
to specifically addresses the issues of disabilities. It
costs Holmesglen TAFE $350 000 above its
government funding to provide training opportunities
and facilities for students with disabilities. Given the
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minister’s response and the fact that the government
has scrapped full service provision funding, which had
provided these funds, what will the minister do to
ensure that Holmesglen and other TAFE institutes do
not abandon these costly courses and leave hundreds of
students with disabilities unable to fulfil their hopes and
dreams?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have answered most of that question in
my substantive answer to the first question. Let me say
this: first of all, in regard to disabilities, there was never
a specification within the full service provider payment
that a component of that — any fixed component or
otherwise — was for disability funding. Let us make
sure that that is clear. I do not deny the fact that TAFE
institutes use some of the full service provider payment
to support students with disabilities, but there was no
requirement for them to do so and no specific
component of the payment was dedicated towards
disabilities.
I said to Ms Mikakos in response to her first question
about disability that it has already been raised with me
and it will be raised with the panel as part of the
transition and consultation process. I am determined in
my resolve to look at ways in which we can ensure that
opportunities for people with disabilities continue so
that they are able to access training in this state.

Housing: homelessness services
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Housing, Ms Wendy
Lovell. Can the minister update the house on how the
Baillieu government is allocating resources to housing
and homelessness services in Victoria?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for her question and her ongoing
interest in the issues that face those who are homeless
in Victoria. It gives me a great opportunity to outline a
range of initiatives that are under way to acquire new
public housing and also to address homelessness
around Victoria. I was disappointed to read in the
Bendigo Advertiser yesterday a letter to the editor from
the member for Bendigo West in the Assembly, Maree
Edwards. It was disappointing because she got her facts
plain wrong, which undermines her credibility in her
community. In her letter to the editor Ms Edwards
claimed that ‘there has not been one new cent allocated
to build or acquire any new public housing’ under the
Baillieu government. This is just plain wrong.
We have made a strong investment in public housing.
In the 2011–12 budget we committed to acquiring
1600 new homes and to upgrading 1800 of our existing

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 June 2012

COUNCIL

homes. Again, if Ms Edwards would like to do some
research, pages 163 and 164 of budget paper 3 for
2012–13 state that we will invest in 1150 new homes
and upgrade 1600 dwellings to allow them to continue
to meet the needs of the most vulnerable, and —
surprise, surprise! — the money that supports these
initiatives is in the budget.
The former Labor government left public housing in
crisis. The Victorian Auditor-General was absolutely
scathing of the former government’s mismanagement
of the housing portfolio. During the 11 years Labor was
in government in some areas it disposed of more
properties than it actually acquired. Over the four years
Richard Wynne, the member for Richmond in the
Assembly, was the minister he disposed of
4494 properties in the state. That completely wiped out
all the benefits of the — —
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, the
purpose of question time is for ministers to explain
matters of government administration and not just
spend the entire answer attacking members of the
opposition or the past government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
Ms Lovell has a tendency to debate some matters, so it
would not have surprised me if the point of order had
been taken earlier. However, the material she is putting
now as a contrast is relevant information to give the
house in terms of disposed properties. If that is accurate
information, then that is relevant to use as a contrast to
the position she has taken as minister, and that is fair
material.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — As I was saying, the
disposal of 4494 properties under the stewardship of
former Minister for Housing Richard Wynne wiped out
the benefits the Nation Building plan brought to this
state. In contrast we will dispose only 400 properties
this year.
Ms Edwards claimed also that we have failed to put
forward a homelessness plan for this state. On
3 October last year we released the Victorian
homelessness action plan, supported by $76.7 million
to provide services for homeless people in this state.
Recently I announced $15 million for 10 innovation
action projects. I made the statewide announcement in
Ms Edwards’s electorate of Bendigo West, yet she
seems to have missed that. I announced one of the
action plans to be provided in Bendigo — a
$1.5 million commitment to an innovation action
project delivered by Haven, St Luke’s — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!
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Freedom of information: Department of Health
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In November
2011 I submitted a freedom of information request to
each government department requesting a summary of
media monitoring costs sustained by each department
for the period 1 December 2010 to 30 October 2011.
The information has been released under FOI by nine
departments, including the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development, the Department of
Business and Innovation, the Department of Planning
and Community Development, the Department of
Treasury and Finance and others. Only two
departments, being the Department of Health and the
Department of Human Services, have refused to release
the information, deeming it commercially sensitive.
Can the minister explain why media monitoring costs
are able to be released right across government but are a
state secret in the Department of Health?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
think the member knows, FOI is handled by the FOI
office in the department. I will take his question on
notice and come back to him with a response. As I said,
the FOI unit makes the decisions, and I will find out
what decision has been made.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
seems the minister is suggesting he knows nothing
about that decision. That would seem to be appropriate
but is surprising, given the noting period. Given that the
minister has taken the question on notice and given that
he is now aware that the release of media monitoring
costs has occurred without contest or controversy or
damage to commercial interests across government,
will he now see to it that they are released as regards
the Department of Health or at least as they regard his
private office?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have indicated to the member, these decisions are made
by the FOI officers in the department.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I am answering the
question. I will take on notice the member’s question
and find out what independent decisions have been
made by the Department of Health.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan).
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Planning: growth corridors
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question this afternoon is to my colleague in Northern
Metropolitan Region, the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Matthew Guy, and I ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is no surprise you are
against performance pay, mate.
Can the minister inform the house what action the
Baillieu coalition government has taken to bring
forward long-term planning and certainty for growth in
Melbourne’s outer urban growth areas?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my friend and colleague from Northern Metropolitan
Region Mr Ondarchie for a sensible and serious
question which goes to the heart of the Baillieu
government’s determination to tackle housing
affordability and housing supply issues and to plan
Melbourne’s outer growth areas for the long term.
In the last week I have released corridor plans that will
determine the way Melbourne grows in our growth
areas, as I said, for the next decade or more. Those
corridor plans are incredibly important documents.
They outline where our new town centres will be. They
outline where employment land will be. They outline
the design, shape and infrastructure required to grow
our new communities in Melbourne’s outer
south-eastern, northern, north-western and western
growth corridors into the future. They are exceedingly
important documents. That is why I had pleasure in
approving and releasing those documents after
18 months of work by this government to ensure that
we grow Melbourne’s growth areas sustainably,
sensibly and responsibly, and in a way that will take on
once and for all the issue of housing affordability for
future generations of Melburnians.
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policy and a commitment to people who want to be
able to afford to buy a house is not just rhetoric in
opposition, it is action in government. That is evidenced
by the approval of the corridor plans.
Not everyone is as consistent as the government. I have
pleasure in reading some third-party endorsements of
the government’s corridor plans. In fact I read a
third-party endorsement that went back to June 2010. In
relation to expanding the growth boundary it reads:
Families are for it. People who want to have affordable
housing are for it …

The endorsement continues:
… for working families what is at stake here is affordable
housing.

Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Finn, I read over the notes;
I looked with interest, and I found it was not Justin
Madden, the former Minister for Planning and now the
member for Essendon in the Assembly; it was in fact
Brian Tee, the current shadow Minister for Planning,
the man who now opposes our growth corridor plans
but was in favour of them in 2010. In 2011, when asked
at the Urban Development Institute of Australia, ‘Do
you have a plan for the growth boundary’, he said, ‘We
have not decided on that issue just yet’. So in 2010 he
supported it, in 2011 he was not sure, in 2012 he is
opposed — God knows what is coming for Labor in
2013? Maybe a trip to Mars!
The government is consistent. We supported this policy
in opposition. We have brought it forward in
government. We believe in increasing housing
affordability. We believe in providing good-quality
housing for all Victorians and particularly for those
who want to live on the edge of Melbourne.

Health: diesel emissions

As I said, growth areas are not just residential areas.
Many members of this chamber may not be aware that
the plans which we approved also include areas for
thousands of new jobs in Melbourne’s outer growth
areas: 170 000 new jobs planned for Melbourne’s
western suburbs; 86 000 jobs planned for Melbourne’s
south-eastern suburbs; and 83 000 jobs planned for
Melbourne’s northern suburbs. They are incredibly
important areas for job growth and incredibly important
areas to plan and get right.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Health. Last week the
International Agency for Research on Cancer, a
subgroup of the World Health Organisation, classified
diesel engine exhaust as carcinogenic to humans. Part 5
of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, for which
the minister is responsible, allows the minister to either
initiate a public inquiry or to undertake a health impact
assessment. Will the minister do so in relation to diesel
truck emissions and their impact on the Victorian
population?

What we have done in opposition is what we have
delivered in government. The Baillieu government is
exceedingly proud that what we espoused in terms of a

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her question. I too saw that report, and I
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have sought some information. I have not made any
decision at this point to take the action that she indicates
in terms of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act, but I
did see the report and will respond in due course.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Every
day in my electorate 7000 trucks travel along Francis
Street, Yarraville, and more than 21 000 through the
city of Maribyrnong. How long does the minister
suggest those residents will need to wait until he takes
action to actually take on a health study that tells them
whether their health is at risk because of the high levels
of diesel emissions?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
certainly take my responsibilities under the act quite
seriously. As the member herself has indicated, this is a
very recent study. The quality of the material is to be
assessed, and we will make decisions in due course.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms HARTLAND (Western
Metropolitan).

Manufacturing: government initiatives
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva. Can the
minister advise the house of action taken by the Baillieu
government to encourage innovation in the
manufacturing sector?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question. As members know, we have
taken a very strategic approach to manufacturing policy
and strategy in this state. I was pleased yesterday to be
at Kraft, where we formally launched our Investing in
Manufacturing Technology plan as part of our
manufacturing strategy. As I said, this has been an
ongoing process. We are pleased as a government to be
promoting grants of up to $250 000 to support
Victorian manufacturers in adopting leap-ahead
technologies. This is part of the coalition government’s
$58 million manufacturing industry assistance package,
which was announced in the last budget.
We have always recognised that manufacturing is
facing a range of challenges — a high Australian dollar,
global competition and the rising energy costs under the
carbon tax — but we are committed to ensuring that
financial assistance provided to manufacturers is based
on increasing their productivity, diversification of
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products or investments that will enable companies to
compete in international markets.
There is great resilience in the Victorian manufacturing
sector, but how has that resilience been captured in
terms of ABS (Australian Bureau of Statistics)
quarterly labour force data? The most recent labour
force data shows that there are now 311 800 people
employed in manufacturing in Victoria. I might make
this point: it is more than when the Victorian ALP was
voted out of office in November 2010. According to the
ABS, there are now 16 700 more people employed in
the manufacturing sector in Victoria today than in
August 2011, and most of those increases have been in
full-time employment. What this does is it sends a
strong message — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It is important for
those opposite to understand, because it sends a strong
message to those who would seek to talk down the
future of manufacturing in Victoria. We note that
employment in manufacturing has held up in Victoria
while it has fallen across the nation generally.
We understand the stressors facing the manufacturing
sector. I must say, and I have repeatedly said, there
could not be a worse time to introduce the carbon tax
when we are working towards supporting
manufacturing companies to be innovative.
If members want any independent advice, they can
refer to the South East Melbourne Manufacturers
Alliance, which put out a media release on 6 June 2012
that said:
Carbon pricing + electricity costs = the sums don’t add up.

That sounds like the Labor Party, because this
demonstrates SEMMA’s concern that the direct impact
of the carbon tax is going to have a direct impact on the
manufacturing sector here in Victoria. These are not my
words; this is from SEMMA, which represents a
significant number of manufacturers. It is saying that
there is going to be a significant impact. Mr Dowling,
who many people in this chamber would know, is
quoted in this media release as having said that:
… general manufacturers will have no form of transitional
assistance whatsoever …

He also said:
It’s not too late for the government to rethink their
approach …

It is not too late. Members opposite should understand
that we are delivering on manufacturing and we are
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working on a strategy that we have worked through for
the last 18 months; we are now delivering on our
election commitments. Those opposite, rather than
whinge and bark and complain, should be getting on the
phone to their federal counterparts and saying,
‘Remove that insidious, job-killing carbon tax’.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 741, 951,
2882, 8209, 8220, 8245, 8247, 8288–306, 8321–6,
8380.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Health: rural maternity support
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that the
Baillieu-Ryan Liberal-Nationals government will no longer
fund the rural maternity support program.
The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu-Ryan
Liberal-Nationals government immediately recommence
funding the rural maternity support program to maintain a
clinical midwifery consultant in each of Victoria’s five rural
regions.

By Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria)
(148 signatures).
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to allow ranch-style subdivisions for housing to ensure
that incentives are provided to clean up what is and has
been a wasteland but also preserve the unique rural feel
of the area; and
promote the development of healthy and usable open
spaces for active and passive recreation and sports
grounds, a use not readily compatible with active
agriculture which uses pesticides.

The signatories below call on all MPs to support the
community to clean up the wasteland to allow healthier,
cleaner and more attractive land use for the area.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(1171 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

School buses: Rupanyup–Murtoa–Minyip
service
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council:
1.

that we express our opposition to the loss of the
school bus servicing Rupanyup Primary School,
Murtoa College and Rupanyup and Minyip
kindergartens;

2.

that the local community is fulfilling the DEECD
requirement of seven school-age students in terms
of bus routes and bus planning and will continue to
fulfil this requirement for the next 10 years;

3.

that for some of our families the loss of this bus
service will entail costs of about $2000 per year as
well as loss of time available for us to run our
farms and businesses;

4.

that we are concerned the loss of this bus service
may mean the loss of enrolments for some of our
schools, which will impact on teacher numbers;

5.

that the Baillieu government is in receipt of a
DEECD funded report, the Wimmera Early Years
Transport Support Project final report, which is yet
to be responded to; and

6.

that this report, finalised in July 2011, specifically
aimed to improve transport options to ensure
universal access to kindergarten programs.

Laid on table.

Planning: Kingston green wedge
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents calls for bipartisan support from the
state government and the Labor opposition to support changes
to the so-called Kingston green wedge, 80 per cent of which
is not zoned green wedge but is zoned for special uses
including tip, quarries and landfill and most of which is not
Crown land.
Local residents call on all political parties to make sensible
planning and zoning changes to:
end the opening of new quarries and tips and to establish
a framework for the phasing out of existing tips and
landfill operations following the expiration of existing
tip permits;
to identify land for the chain of parks and to properly
cost and acquire public funds to establish the chain of
parks;

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria urgently call on the Baillieu government to
respond to the above report and take steps to ensure that
families in Rupanyup, Minyip and surrounding areas are able
to participate in local school and kindergarten programs.

By Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan)
(218 signatures).
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Laid on table.

Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendment C148.

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan).

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C159.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C112.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

South Gippsland Planning Scheme —
Amendment C69.
Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendment C78.

Alert Digest No. 10

Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 10 of 2012, including appendices.

Racing Act 1958 — Amendments to the Constitution of
Racing Victoria Limited pursuant to section 3B(2).

Laid on table.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:

Ordered to be printed.

City of Melbourne Act 2001 — Local Government Act
1989 — No. 40.
Infringements Act 2006 — No. 36.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report on the Operation of the Act, 2011.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 —
Amendments to planning schemes:
Cardinia Planning Scheme Amendment C190.
Casey Planning Scheme Amendment C170.

Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 37.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 38 and 39.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 41.

A proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following act:
Resources Legislation Amendment Act 2011 — Part 6 —
1 July 2012 (Gazette No. S194, 13 June 2012).

Hume Planning Scheme Amendment C166.
Melton Planning Scheme Amendment C128.
Mitchell Planning Scheme Amendment C100.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme Amendment C167.
Wyndham Planning Scheme Amendment C180.
Notices of Approval of the following amendments to
planning schemes:
Boroondara Planning Scheme —
Amendments C123, C140 and C175.
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendments C124,
C156 and C172.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendments C150
and C159.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme —
Amendments C80 and C82.
Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendment C71.
Golden Plains Planning Scheme —
Amendment C57.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendment C181.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter from the
Minister for Health dated 16 June enclosing a copy of
the Western Region Health Centre dental services task
force report.
Letter at page 3119.
Ordered that letter and report be considered next
day on motion of Ms HARTLAND (Western
Metropolitan).
The Clerk — I have also received a letter from the
Minister for Water dated 12 June.
Letter at page 3120.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the letter be taken into consideration on the next day of
meeting.

In so doing I say the reason we should do that is that
the previous Parliament spent an enormous amount of
time debating the issue of the northern Victoria
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irrigation upgrade. The government even
recommended an Ombudsman’s inquiry, which itself
was considered by the Parliament in the normal way.
This is not an issue that can be left to rest. Now we
hear from the government that we are to hear no more
information — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
I am happy by leave to have some exchange with
Mr Barber, but it seems to me he is making a
long-winded argument, which he is entitled to do by
substantive motion, but it does not seem to me that
simply giving notice of a motion, which he is also very
much entitled to do, is the appropriate way to do it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber is no doubt
relying on the precedent in question time in respect of
speaking to what on that occasion he considered to be a
procedural motion and the Chair accepted as a
procedural motion. In regard to the motion he has now
moved to take note of the response to the house from
the Minister for Water, I point out that under our
standing orders that is not defined as a procedural
motion consistent with Mr Davis’s point of order.
Standing order 9.08 says that if ‘any paper has been
tabled, notice may be given of a motion that the
Council take note of such paper’. The crucial words
there are ‘notice may be given’ — in other words,
members have an opportunity to prepare for a debate or
consideration of that response at another time. On this
occasion it has been suggested that it should be on the
next day of meeting. I propose simply to put the
motion.

Tuesday, 19 June 2012

about that motion in the context of previous remarks I
have made about the style of motions that we bring to
this house. I will have a discussion with the Leader of
the Opposition in respect of that motion going forward.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 20 June 2012:
(1) notice of motion given this day by Mr Pakula relating to
the resignation of the former Parliamentary Secretary for
Police and Emergency Services and related matters;
(2) order of the day 22, consideration of a petition in
relation to Auslan courses;
(3) notice of motion 352 standing in the name of
Mr Lenders relating to the failure of Nationals ministers
to stand up for the regional and rural communities;
(4) notice of motion 284 standing in the name of Mr Barber
relating to the provision of the Sinclair Knight Merz
report; and
(5) notice of motion given this day for Ms Pennicuik by
Ms Hartland relating to past forced adoption policies and
practices.

Motion agreed to.

Motion agreed to.
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated 13 June
2012 from the Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission headed
‘Order for documents — Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission consultation panel
documents’.
Letter at page 3121.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan).

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr Lenders having given notice of motion.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have indicated to the
Leader of the Opposition that I have some concerns

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Queen’s Birthday honours
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
congratulate a number of people who received
recognition in the Queen’s Birthday honours last week.
David Redfearn, a resident of Northcote, was
recognised with a Medal of the Order of Australia in
the general division for his service to conservation and
the environment as well as to local government and the
community. I have known David for approximately
20 years, and he has always been a passionate and
active member of a number of organisations dedicated
to our local community. He has spent a great deal of his
life committed to supporting other people and has
passionately dedicated himself to improving the local
education, training and employment opportunities of
young people. He has done this through his service as
mayor and councillor of the former City of Northcote,
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as president of the school council at Northern College
of the Arts and Technology, as an executive member of
Northland Technology Education Centre, as director of
the Inner North Community Foundation and through
his advocacy on behalf of our rivers and creeks, in
particular the Yarra River and Merri Creek.
Mary Lyn Crooks, also a Northcote resident, was
recognised with an Officer of the Order of Australia
award, general division, for her service to the
community through contributions to public policy, in
particular for her work in the areas of water
sustainability and as an advocate for the advancement
of women, most recently as executive director of the
Victorian Women’s Trust.
Former Premier of Victoria Joan Kirner, the first
woman to hold that position, received a Companion of
the Order of Australia award for her service to the
Victorian Parliament and to the community though
conservation initiatives, contributions to gender
equality, the development of education and training
programs, and the pursuit of civil rights and social
inclusion.
Finally, Terry Bracks was recognised with a Member of
the Order of Australia award in the general division for
her service to youth, particularly as the founder of
Western Chances.
I congratulate each recipient honoured last week on
their service to our state.

Matthew Wiltshire
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It was with
great pleasure that I attended a civic reception at
Ballarat last Friday to celebrate the winner of the 2012
Stawell Gift, Matthew Wiltshire. While Ballarat might
have thought the Stawell Gift should be run in
Ballarat — although that is certainly not my view —
the next best thing was to have a home-grown Ballarat
boy win the Stawell Gift. I knew his father, Grant, well
through my time with the Victorian Farmers Federation
as he was then general manager of Telstra Country
Wide. I was very pleased to see his son get the honours
he deserved at the civic reception last Friday. Matt was
running from lane 2 in the final and won in a time of
12.219 seconds, off a mark of 8 metres. He dedicated
the win to his grandfather John ‘Wiry’ Wiltshire, who
is now 80 years old and was the favourite for the 1958
gift, only to tear a hamstring on the eve of the race.
Matthew was coached by trainer Peter O’Dwyer, who
contested the gift for the 25th consecutive year in 2012
and made it as far as the semi-finals. Matt lives in
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Alfredton, attended Ballarat High School and is now
studying a double degree in business and sports
management at the University of Ballarat. He was the
youngest person to boundary umpire a Ballarat Football
League grand final and was appointed to the Victorian
Football League development squad at the age of 15.
Matt is one of the fastest sprinters in the country and
now has his sights firmly set on the Glasgow
2014 Commonwealth Games. I wish him well.

City of Darebin: citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Tuesday, 13 June, I attended the Darebin City Council
citizenship ceremony hosted by the mayor, Cr Steven
Tsitas, his fellow councillors and the CEO, Rasiah Dev.
The event was well attended by citizenship recipients
and, as usual, beautifully organised by Darebin council
officers. The evening was a huge success. I
congratulate all the recipients and all the organisers on
their sterling efforts on the night.

East Preston Islamic College: facilities
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on 14 June I
attended the East Preston Islamic College, representing
the Leader of the Opposition and member for Mulgrave
in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews, to participate in the
opening of a new facility, which is an administration
building, multipurpose hall and gymnasium. My federal
parliamentary colleague Martin Ferguson officiated at
the opening, and later we were treated to a tour of the
new facilities of the college.

Joan Kirner
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, I pay tribute
to an outstanding Victorian lady who was given the
highest Queen’s Birthday honour in the Queen’s
Birthday honours list this year. I refer to Joan Kirner,
the first woman to be Premier of Victoria. I offer my
sincere congratulations to her on her meritorious and
richly deserved Companion of the Order of Australia. I
also warmly commend all the Queen’s Birthday honour
recipients.

Go Girl, Go for IT
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate a number of schools on the range of
activities they are involved in to embrace the
opportunities of ICT whilst at the same time managing
and attempting to address the challenges that are
associated with this area of innovation. ICT will
revolutionise every human activity and enterprise as a
tool for improving effectiveness and efficiency and
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extending the reach of our personal and social
relationships as well as education and business activity.
It is therefore of concern to the state government that
there is an ICT labour shortage. Of particular concern is
that only 19 per cent of ICT jobs are held by females.
This government is trying to turn this trend around by
encouraging girls to favourably consider and ultimately
enrol in ICT as a field of study and to subsequently
enter careers in ICT. I was therefore pleased to
participate in the launch of Go Girl, Go for IT
(GGGIT), an event that I attended yesterday on behalf
of the Minister for Technology, Mr Rich-Phillips.
The event was attended by hundreds of girls from
schools across the state, who were very keen to explore
the possibilities of ICT as a future career. The event
was organised by the Victorian ICT for Women
network, an industry initiative to showcase the diversity
of ICT studies and careers. It was supported by Jeanette
Wirt, head of the program committee and vice-chair of
the Victorian branch of the Australian Computer
Society, and Janet Matton, patron of GGGIT 2012 and
vice-president of operations at IBM Australia.
I also commend a number of schools for getting on with
ICT initiatives, including the Berwick campus
Beaconhills College, where I viewed the operations of
the iPad program which is being introduced in the
curriculum of students in years 5 to 9.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!

Cycling: infrastructure funding
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Baillieu government has abruptly stopped funding bike
infrastructure and programs in Victoria, leaving cyclists
reeling. The Greens are taking a stand and making sure
that every cyclist in Victoria has a chance to make their
voice heard. On Sunday, along with Greens Senator
and national transport spokesman Scott Ludlam and
Cathy Oke, the Greens candidate for the Melbourne
by-election, I was able to launch a Melbourne bike
black spot app that allows cyclists to dob in
problems — black spots, if you like — or for that
matter good examples of bicycle infrastructure, and
send them via their smart phone or the web to the
Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder. Mr Mulder has already
started receiving these. I know that because the first one
came from me, and since then he has received dozens
more.
This Thursday, if members would like to get up bright
and early, they can join a rally of cyclists on the steps of
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Parliament House at around 7.30 a.m. The cyclists are
converging on Melbourne to call on the Baillieu
government to return funding for cycling. More than a
million Victorians cycle each day. Together with those
cyclists, the Greens are going to build a community
campaign stronger and louder than ever before.

Peter Singer
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Recently I
spoke in this house on the Disability Amendment Bill
2012. On that occasion I spoke of the need for greater
respect for people with disabilities. I spoke about the
need for society to accept them as full human beings
and not as second-class citizens. The fear I expressed
that day for the rights of those with disabilities has now
been institutionalised, with the awarding of Australia’s
highest honour to so-called ethicist Peter Singer in the
Queen’s Birthday honours list.
Peter Singer has long promoted the view that dogs,
monkeys and other animals are more human than
children with disabilities. He has long promoted the
view that newborn babies with disabilities can —
maybe should — be killed. I have personally debated
Singer on this subject. He has told me so to my face,
and of course it is in his writings. The awarding of a
Companion of the Order of Australia to Peter Singer is
a national outrage and an insult to every Australian with
a disability.
As the father of a child with a disability, I was deeply
offended and felt physically ill when I heard this
individual had been honoured in this way. Now I am
just very angry. What has happened to our nation when
somebody with such appalling and destructive views
can be the recipient of an Order of Australia award?
Singer should be stripped of his award as a sign that the
commonwealth of Australia does not accept that
children with disabilities — or adults for that matter —
are subhuman. People with disabilities in Australia
deserve much better than having hoisted onto a pedestal
someone who believes such people as themselves
should have been killed at birth. Prime Minister Gillard
should move today to reverse this disgraceful decision
and reassure every Australian with a disability that her
government regards them as full members of the human
race.

Colleen Goodfellow
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I rise
this afternoon to congratulate Mrs Colleen Goodfellow
on her appointment as captain of the Truganina Country
Fire Authority. Mrs Goodfellow will take up her post
on 1 July and will make history as the first woman to
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take up this post in the city of Wyndham. I congratulate
her wholeheartedly.

Rail: protective services officers
Mr ELSBURY — I also had the pleasure of
meeting up with the protective services officers at
Footscray train station just before midnight on the
evening of Friday, 8 June. I was able to ask them how
they had been going. They said that apart from it being
a little chilly, it had been a busy but very rewarding
night, and they certainly sought the support of other
members of Parliament for what they are doing.

Wyndham Park Primary School:
redevelopment
Mr ELSBURY — I also visited Wyndham Park
Primary School to inspect the fantastic work that is
being undertaken in the redevelopment of that school. It
is a school that was abandoned by Labor when it all got
too hard and the budget was greater than at first
expected. I was pleased that one of my first acts as a
member of Parliament was to advocate for that school
and secure the funding it needed.

Nick Foa
Mr ELSBURY — I would also like to pass on my
deep thanks to Mr Nick Foa, CEO of the City of
Brimbank, who will shortly be moving on to a new role
in Places Victoria. He has done a great job at the City of
Brimbank in guiding the municipality through some
troubled times and to a much better place now and into
the future.

Sport and recreation: shire of Southern
Grampians
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I am
concerned that while the Leader of The Nationals,
Mr Ryan, remains embroiled in internal battles with the
Liberal Party within his own government, The
Nationals are neglecting the future of young people in
regional Victoria and, in particular, in the Southern
Grampians shire, where the government has declined to
fund three worthy sport and recreation projects even
though the local member is the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. These include the youth skate park at Lake
Hamilton and improvements to Tarrington Recreation
Reserve and Patterson Park.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Ms PULFORD — Further, on the education
maintenance allowance (EMA), young people in
Hamilton are being greatly disadvantaged by the
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actions of this government. At Hamilton North Primary
School, a school with some 240 children, the likely
impact of the cuts by the government to the EMA is
$10 000. The school is concerned that this will impact
on the size of the parents voluntary contribution next
year. At Bainbridge College, the only state secondary
school in the region, around one-third of the school
population — about 180 students — will lose the
school component of EMA, which is equivalent to
around $40 000.
For a government that was elected on the back of a
campaign and a series of promises to reduce the cost of
living, this is extraordinary. Families in regional and
rural Victoria are being let down by The Nationals, and
I call on Mr Delahunty, the Minister for Sport and
Recreation and member for Lowan, to stand up to the
Liberal Party and back the young people of Hamilton
and the region and their futures.

Earth Summit: Rio+20
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — Rio+20,
under way in Brazil, marks the 20th anniversary of the
1992 United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development, known as the Earth Summit. Rio+20
builds on the global discussions and campaigns which
go back to the 1972 United Nations declaration on the
human environment which succeeded in clarifying our
focus and understanding of the global dimension of
environmental issues and the need for nations to work
together.
It is easy to dismiss such conferences as talkfests that
are slow to achieve effective action, but the fact is that
there has been progress in securing political
commitment for sustainable development, in working
out ways to assess progress and in identifying the gaps
and emerging issues and how to tackle them.
Perhaps the most significant achievement of the 1992
Earth Summit was the Rio Declaration on Environment
and Development that set out 27 guiding principles for
sustainable development. Re-reading these principles
serves as a reminder that they are now integral to public
policy and that, while there is a lot left to do, the
principles have captured and shaped the terms of the
debate. One example is principle 15, which enshrines
the precautionary approach.
The themes of Rio+20 concern the green economy in
the context of poverty eradication, sustainable
development and institutional frameworks for
sustainable development. There is a lot on the agenda,
but a key item for us focuses on global transition and
tackles issues such as the development of new metrics

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3074

COUNCIL

to measure success — that is, how traditional measures
of economic progress such as gross domestic product
can lead to unsustainable practices. I commend the
Prime Minister for attending Rio+20 on the nation’s
behalf.

Goulburn Valley Food Cooperative: launch
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I want to
congratulate the Goulburn Valley Food Cooperative on
its official launch last month. The co-op was formed in
2011 in a bid to take over the former Heinz tomato
sauce factory in Girgarre after it moved its processing
offshore to New Zealand, leaving 140 workers without
their jobs. The co-op made two offers to purchase the
Heinz site but was rejected by the multinational
company. The co-op never gave up. It determinedly
pushed ahead to open a community-run factory that
would provide high-quality local food at fair prices for
farmers as well as stable jobs.
Recently the co-op announced it had found a new site at
Kyabram for its factory and would create up to 45 jobs
and be churning out tomato-based products within
12 months. The group held its official launch in May
and outlined its million-member campaign seeking
community support to keep jobs in the local
community. The cooperative has produced a 23-minute
trailer called Food Fight — One Aussie Town Fights
Back. Celebrity chef Peter Russell-Clarke is head of
marketing. His cartoon, David the Tomato, highlights
the battle for food security. Tomato bread and tomato
sausages are two innovative samples that are being
trialled for production. Production is expected to start in
May 2013. I congratulate all involved, and I wish the
cooperative all the best.

Burwyn Eric Davidson
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to pay tribute to Burwyn Davidson, who sadly
passed away on 9 June. Burwyn was born in Richmond
on 21 July 1943. He attended Trinity Grammar School
in Kew on a scholarship between 1953 and 1959 and
went on to become a salesman and later a ministerial
adviser before entering Parliament in 1988 as an MLC
for Chelsea Province, a position he held until March
1996.
He was a passionate Labor man who joined the ALP in
March 1973. Whilst in Parliament Burwyn served as
the shadow minister for roads and ports between 1992
and 1993. He was active in the ALP in many roles,
including those of senior vice-president and member of
the Administrative Committee and the Public Office
Selection Committee. Burwyn served as the first
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full-time faction secretary of Labor Unity from 1978 to
1988. He was also a foundation member of the
Mulgrave branch of the ALP.
Retirement from Parliament afforded Burwyn the
opportunity to indulge his other passion: music — in
particular bluegrass music. Burwyn was a long-time
member of the Peninsula Folk Club and was a dab hand
on the acoustic guitar and the mandolin. He played in
the group Timberline Mountain Boys and with Jim
Cantwell in Country Folk, following his love for
bluegrass, old timey and country music. He was a great
mentor for beginners; he gave many useful tips and
provided a wealth of information when it came to
helping them progress. He was an active member of the
Mountain Pickers Association and regularly attended,
performed and jammed at the Harrietville Bluegrass
and Traditional Country Music Convention. Burwyn
also hosted music afternoons at his house.
It was great to see so many people at the funeral
yesterday, and it was fitting that the kind of live music
that he loved was performed. Burwyn was well
respected by all those who had the privilege of knowing
him, and he will be sadly missed.

South West Institute of TAFE: funding
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Last Thursday
in Warrnambool a rally organised by TAFE 4 All was
held in front of the electorate office of the member for
South-West Coast in the Legislative Assembly, Denis
Napthine. Students, academics and teachers addressed
the crowd, highlighting how their lives will be impacted
upon by the cuts to their local TAFE. The following
morning the front page of the Warrnambool Standard
displayed the headline ‘TAFE cuts hit hard. Thirty
courses face axe, fees skyrocket and more jobs to go’.
An article on the same page, headed ‘Angry street
protest’, claims:
… chants of ‘save TAFE, sack Ted’ echoed down central
Warrnambool yesterday …

The members of the Warrnambool community were
giving a wake-up call to the member for South-West
Coast. They know he must not have stepped in or
fought for the region or for South West TAFE at the
cabinet table. Instead he has chosen to peddle
misinformation, citing the need to cut mickey mouse
courses. South West TAFE has 54 students in sport and
recreation courses. All are employed part time or full
time in local industry. It is hardly a mickey mouse
course.
One of Warrnambool’s most important employment
areas is the retail sector. All certificate II and
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certificate III business courses that support this
important sector have been scrapped. Certificates II in
hospitality and agriculture are also in the gun. So much
for a commitment to tourism and agriculture in the
south-west! Local businesses have been vocal in their
complaints about this crazy decision to cut TAFE
courses, yet all we have had so far is a mickey mouse
response from a mickey mouse government. Shame on
it, and that is not in the bin!
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On this basis, I consider that clause 5 of the bill does not limit
section 13 and is compatible with the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit human rights protected by the charter
act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (VICSMART PLANNING
ASSESSMENT) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) 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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Planning and
Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning Assessment)
Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Planning and Environment Amendment
(VicSmart Planning Assessment) Bill 2012, as introduced to
the Legislative Council, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the Planning and Environment Amendment
(VicSmart Planning Assessment) Bill 2012 (bill) is to amend
the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (act) to introduce a
dedicated assessment process — called VicSmart — for
straightforward planning permit applications.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter act that are relevant
to the bill
Section 13 — privacy and reputation
Clause 5 of the bill engages but does not limit the right to
privacy and reputation protected by section 13 of the charter
act. Clause 5 amends an existing public register.
Clause 5 amends section 49 of the act. This section currently
requires a responsible authority (usually a municipal council)
to keep a register containing the prescribed information in
respect of all permit applications that it is responsible for. The
amendment to section 49 will enable the existing register kept
by a municipal council to include the details of permit
applications for which an officer of a municipal council is the
responsible authority.
The amendment to section 49 is a consequential amendment
to provide for the new VicSmart planning assessment
process. It avoids the need for a council to keep two separate
registers.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

This government is committed to creating a better
planning system for Victorians. A system that is
efficient, easy to understand and delivers good planning
outcomes is essential to Victoria’s prosperity and
livability.
Victoria’s planning permit process is not as efficient as
it could be. Part of the problem is that all permit
applications are handled in the same way regardless of
how complex they are. The other problem is that permit
applicants do not know up-front what standards they
need to meet. This is confusing and inefficient, and
leads to delays, wasted resources and reduced
productivity.
This government is introducing a dedicated permit
process — called VicSmart — for simple,
straightforward proposals. It will be easy to understand,
it will clearly outline what standards need to be met
up-front, and it will reduce delays.
VicSmart will be about cutting red tape, cutting time
and eliminating delay. It is about certainty for all.
The new permit process has been designed to improve
the way that we deal with those straightforward,
low-impact, sensible improvements that Victorians
want to make to their homes and businesses.
This bill amends the Planning and Environment Act
1987 (act) to enable the new process to be set up in
planning schemes. The operational aspects of the
process will be set out in detail in planning schemes,
not in the act.
Under the new permit process, applications will be able
to be assessed more quickly. Permit applicants will
know up-front what information to submit and the
standards to be met. As well, the community will have
certainty about the standards to be met before a permit
can be issued.
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Families and small business will benefit from this
process. No longer will sensible improvements to
properties — like replacing a fence or building an
extension — get bogged down in paperwork and delays
that are out of proportion to the nature of these
proposals. Decisions will now be able to be made on
these matters in weeks rather than months.
The new permit process will not be suitable for all
permit applications. To be suitable, it must be possible
to write clear assessment criteria and to be satisfied that,
if those criteria are met, a permit will be issued.
About 37 per cent of the approximately
57 000 applications lodged in Victoria each year are for
buildings and works worth less than $50 000. The
average time taken to assess these applications is
55 days. If applications like these can have their
assessment and approval time reduced to 10 business
days, then that will be a significant saving to the
planning system.
The new permit process will apply to straightforward
permit applications. These applications will be clearly
set out in planning schemes so that councils, applicants
and the community know in advance how these
applications will be handled. There have been ongoing
discussions with local government about the types of
applications to be included in the new process, and this
will continue.
All other applications will continue to proceed through
the regular permit process.
Contrary to some recent suggestions, the new permit
process will not be used to push through inappropriate
development. That is not what the process is about. It is
about facilitating sensible upgrades and improvements
to our built environment.
Applications in the new process will be assessed
against clear criteria set out in the planning scheme.
This is important so that councils, permit applicants and
the community will know how an application will be
assessed, and so a permit applicant can prepare an
application that conforms to the criteria and submit it
with the correct documentation at the start of the
process. The assessment criteria will be tailored to suit
the type of development it applies to, and will include
applications that are already exempt from public notice.
Council planning staff with the appropriate level of
technical expertise will be responsible for assessing
applications in the new process. This will ensure that
timely decisions are made by the responsible authority
in an effective and efficient manner.
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The existing planning regulations apply a standard
60-day statutory time frame to all permit applications.
This time frame will be reduced for applications in the
new permit process to ensure they are dealt with
quickly.
The changes to the act are the first step in the
introduction of a new streamlined permit process. The
full implementation of the process will require changes
to planning regulations and planning schemes. The
rollout of the process will be done in consultation with
stakeholders.
VicSmart will be a straightforward and
easy-to-understand mechanism that will clearly outline
what conditions will need to be met up-front, and,
should they be satisfied, a permit can be issued without
delay. This will save time, save money and improve the
system for all involved.
That is an overview of the new permit process. I will
now turn to the specific clauses in the bill.
Clause 3 of the bill amends section 6 of the act, which
sets out what a planning scheme can provide for. The
amendments will enable planning schemes to set out a
different procedure for specified permit applications. A
planning scheme will be able to exempt specified
applications from the formal ‘further information’
requirements of the act and from certain
decision-making criteria in the act.
Clause 5 of the bill amends section 49 of the act to
avoid the need for a municipal council to keep a
separate planning register for applications in the new
permit process. All applications handled by the council
will be recorded in a single register.
Clause 6 of the bill is linked to the change to section 6
of the act to enable specified applications to be
exempted from the formal further information
requirements in section 54 of the act. That section
allows a responsible authority to formally request more
information from a permit applicant. If a request is
made, the application is put on hold and the statutory
time available to the responsible authority to decide an
application does not start until the required information
is received. Under the new permit process, permit
applicants will be expected to submit the required
documentation at the start of the process so that the
council can assess the application without delay.
Clauses 7 and 9 of the bill are linked to the changes to
section 6 of the act to enable specified applications to
be exempted from certain decision-making criteria in
sections 60 and 84B of the act. These changes will
ensure that decision making in the new permit process
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is focused on the assessment standards set out in the
planning scheme rather than on broader planning issues
that are not relevant to straightforward proposals.
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STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility

Because the assessment of an application in the new
process only involves deciding if a proposal meets the
preset standards, the assessment is a technical one.
Clauses 4 and 8 of the bill, therefore, enable the chief
executive officer (CEO) of a council to be the
responsible authority for applications for that council in
the new permit process. Although councils already
delegate certain decision-making powers to council
staff, this is not done consistently. Making the CEO the
responsible authority will ensure that decisions on
applications in the new permit process are made at the
most effective level across all councils. The CEO will
be able to delegate the assessment decision to a council
officer suitably skilled in the matters being assessed.
Clause 4 amends section 13 of the act to clarify that a
person or body can be the responsible authority for a
part or parts of a planning scheme, including specific
classes of permit applications.
Clause 8 applies the conflict of interest provisions in the
Local Government Act 1989 to a council CEO when
acting as responsible authority for applications in the
new permit process. This will mirror existing
requirements that apply when a council officer is
delegated a function of the council.
Clause 10 of the bill is a consequential change to the act
to provide for the possibility that the responsible
authority for an application may change if the
application ceases to be in the new permit process.
Conclusion
This bill will cut red tape, cut time and eliminate delay.
It will also provide more certainty for all involved. It is
a crucial reform that will boost Victoria’s economic
productivity, promoting economic growth and job
creation.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned for Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 3 July.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant 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 (charter act), I table a statement
of compatibility for the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2012 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Duties Act 2000
(duties act) to enact a variety of measures and to amend the
National Taxation Reform (Consequential Provisions) Act
2000 (the national taxation reform act) to expressly provide
for payment of penalties and interest in certain circumstances.
Human rights issues
This bill engages the following human right protected under
the charter act:
recognition and equality before the law.
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the
law without discrimination. Discrimination, in relation to a
person, means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act.
Section 12 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 provides that a
person may take a special measure for the purpose of
promoting or realising substantive equality for members of a
group with a particular attribute and that a person does not
discriminate against another by taking a special measure.
Incapacitated war veterans who meet certain eligibility
criteria are entitled to an exemption from the duty payable on
the application for registration or transfer of a motor vehicle.
The exemption initially applied for veterans assessed as
eligible for compensation under the Veterans Entitlement Act
1986 (commonwealth) for injuries or diseases relating to
defence services before 1 July 2004. Clause 7 of this bill
extends the motor vehicle duty exemption to veterans eligible
for compensation for injuries or diseases relating to defence
services on or after 1 July 2004 under the Military
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2004 (commonwealth).
The amendment ensures that incapacitated war veterans
compensated for service on behalf of Australia after 1 July
2004 are compensated in the same way as incapacitated
veterans compensated for service before 1 July 2004. It is
expected that making private transport more affordable to
those who are likely to have mobility issues, including
difficulty accessing or using public transport, will contribute

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
3078

COUNCIL

to their quality of life and general wellbeing, which therefore
justifies the exemption. As such, it is a special measure in
accordance with section 12 of the Equal Opportunity Act
2010.
For these reasons, I consider that whilst section 8 of the
charter act is engaged, it is not limited.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012 amends the
Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act) and National Taxation Reform
(Consequential Provisions) Act 2000 (National Taxation
Reform (Consequential Provisions) Act).
The Victorian government is committed to producing better
outcomes for Victorian taxpayers. This bill supports that
commitment by providing certainty and ensuring equitable
and fair outcomes for those Victorians similarly affected by
the taxation regime.
The Duties Act currently provides incapacitated war veterans
who have been assessed as eligible for certain categories of
pension under the Veterans Entitlement Act 1986
(commonwealth) with an exemption from duty on the
application for registration or transfer of a motor vehicle.
Under that act, veterans are compensated for injuries or
diseases caused or aggravated by war service or certain
defence service rendered on behalf of Australia before 1 July
2004. This bill amends the Duties Act to ensure that
incapacitated war veterans who are compensated for such
injuries or diseases caused or aggravated by war service or
certain defence service rendered on behalf of Australia on or
after 1 July 2004 are similarly eligible for that duty
exemption. It reflects the Baillieu government’s commitment
to clear and equitable legislation.
This commitment also underpins the second amendment to
the Duties Act which will close a loophole that has recently
come to light in the building industry. Ordinarily, builders
will pay duty on land that they have contracted to purchase
for the purpose of building residential premises but then
onsell for a commercial profit before the contract is
completed. Duty is also payable by the home purchaser when
the land is onsold as, effectively, two separate transactions
over land have occurred. Some builders, however, are
avoiding paying duty by splitting contracts into parallel land
and building components.
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After signing the agreement with the vendor of the land, the
builder then nominates a homebuyer as the purchaser of the
land and concurrently enters into a second, separate
agreement with the home purchaser to build a home on that
land. In doing so, the builder avoids paying duty on the initial
agreement to purchase the land themselves from the vendor.
Duty is only payable when a ‘nomination’ is made and the
nominee has the land transferred to them. Although the
builder is profiting by onselling the land under an
uncompleted contract, the usual provisions of the Duties Act
that would capture this type of scenario do not apply because
the amount paid under the building contract does not
technically constitute an additional payment for the right to
have the property transferred into the homebuyer’s name.
Instead, it is a payment to build a home. This is the case,
notwithstanding that the land transfer to the homebuyer is
conditional on the homebuyer entering into a building
contract with the builder and the sum of both contracts is
considerably more than the builder agreed to pay for the
vacant land.
Closing this loophole removes a competitive and financial
advantage that bigger builders have against smaller builders,
as the larger builders have the financial capacity to take on the
risk of land speculation. It thereby provides a level playing
field within the building industry. Importantly, it will not
result in homebuyers paying more duty. In the event that
builders continue to split the land and building components of
a contract, the homebuyer will still only pay duty on the
transfer of land to them. If the changes result in builders
returning to the use of single land and building contracts, the
homebuyer will still only pay duty on the value of the land
because they will be eligible for the off-the-plan concession
on the building component of the single contract.
This bill will also amend the Duties Act to introduce a
measure announced by the government as part of the state
budget update in December last year, whereby duty on new or
near-new passenger cars will increase marginally. Where the
dutiable value of the car is under the commonwealth’s luxury
car tax threshold of $57 466, duty will increase from $5 to $6
per $200 or part thereof.
While this measure is expected to result in a small financial
cost, overall new car affordability has improved considerably
over the past decade. Additionally, it does not impact those
Victorians who chose to buy a used, rather than new,
passenger car and, despite the small increase, Victoria still
levies the lowest duty rate on new passenger vehicles valued
up to the commonwealth luxury car tax threshold of $57 466
in Australia.
As announced in the 2012–13 budget, the government will
abolish the stamp duty exemption for Crown grants of land.
This amendment will not affect genuine Crown grants of
land. Removing the exemption will, however, ensure that
commercially orientated leasing arrangements involving
Crown land will be subject to duty in the same way as other
commercial arrangements. It ensures a level playing field,
promoting fair and efficient competition within Victoria.
The final amendment to the Duties Act replaces a particular
discretion available to the commissioner of state revenue with
an exception. The Duties Act provides that where dutiable
transactions involving separate items of property occur within
a 12-month period and those transactions form what is
substantially one arrangement, the transactions are to be
aggregated. As a result, the duty payable on the dutiable
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transactions is calculated on the aggregated dutiable values of
the items of dutiable property, thereby ensuring that the
higher rate of duty cannot be avoided by contract splitting. To
ensure that the aggregation provisions do not apply where
transactions operate on a separate and independent basis for
legitimate reasons, the Duties Act provided the commissioner
of state revenue with a discretion not to apply the aggregation
provisions if he is satisfied that it is just and reasonable to do
so in the circumstances.
This discretion has resulted in taxpayer uncertainty and has
led to some taxpayers requesting the exercise of the discretion
in circumstances where aggregation is clearly intended to
apply. It appears the discretion is rarely exercised, except in
cases such as where a builder buys two or more lots of land
with the intention of building a separate new home on each
for resale. Accordingly, it is proposed to remove the
discretion and replace it with a provision which excepts such
‘builders blocks’ from the aggregation provisions.
Finally, this bill amends the National Taxation Reform
(Consequential Provisions) Act 2000. This amendment gives
effect to Victoria’s commitment to introduce an interest and
penalties regime which will apply uniformly across all
Australian states and territories.
Until now, state government entities have been liable to pay
penalty and interest charges in relation to legal GST liabilities
but not in relation to notional GST liabilities. The application
of penalties and interest in relation to notional GST liabilities
differed between the states, territories and the commonwealth.
While this amendment will allow the Australian Taxation
Office to charge Victorian government entities interest and
penalties on outstanding notional GST payments, Victorian
government bodies are model taxpayers and therefore it is not
expected to have any significant impact.
A uniform interest and penalties regime will promote
competitive neutrality and provide clarity and certainty to
government, taxpayers and the ATO.
I commend the bill to the house.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this bill, and I will be brief. It is part of the
government’s budget package of bills. As my colleague
the member for Lyndhurst in the Legislative Assembly,
Mr Holding, said, the opposition will not oppose the
bill, but there is one clause to which the opposition
takes exception, and I will seek to move a suggested
amendment that that clause be deleted. I ask that the
suggested amendments be circulated.
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all cars being treated in the same way. At the moment
cars under the federal government’s luxury vehicle
legislation are charged duty at a lower rate than other
vehicles, and this amendment which the government is
putting in place seeks to treat all vehicles the same.
The opposition takes exception to this because it is an
amendment that simply puts a cost on lower income
families. The duty going from 2.5 per cent to 3 per cent
means that for most people’s cars the price will go up,
and the long and short of this is that it will bring in an
additional $33 million in 2012–13 and $35 million each
year after that. I am pleased that Mr Dalla-Riva, the
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, is in
the house, because government is always a challenge
and a balance, and Mr Dalla-Riva talks constantly in
this place about the difficulties of our manufacturing
sector, and automotive manufacturing in particular, but
approximately half the vehicles that people purchase in
Victoria will contribute to this increase of $35 million
in revenue in the years going forward.
These will be vehicles like Holden Commodores, Ford
Falcons and all smaller vehicles. Half of those vehicles
are manufactured in the state of Victoria. What we are
seeing here is the government seeking an increase in
revenue, but it is being achieved through treating a
Lamborghini in the same way as a Toyota Corolla. Let
us be absolutely clear here what this legislation seeks to
do: it seeks to treat a Toyota Corolla the same as a
Lamborghini, or to treat a Holden Commodore — let us
look at a locally manufactured car rather than one
manufactured in South Africa — the same as a
Lamborghini. This will mean one rate of taxation for all
vehicles. The bill removes the distinction between the
two and means $35 million will be paid by Victorian
families.

Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr LENDERS pursuant to standing orders.

Half of this goes for cars that are imported, but half of it
goes on for vehicles manufactured in the state of
Victoria. We have a special Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, but the minister has
been remarkably silent. Presumably he has not been
penning letters to manufacturers like the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills, Mr Hall, did to TAFE
directors. He has been remarkably silent about this slug
on the manufacturing industry, which is under enough
pressure already.

Mr LENDERS — The first amendment relates to
part of clause 1 on page 2 and omits all words and
expressions in lines 6 to 9. In other words, this clause
puts the duty up from 2.5 to 3 per cent on motor
vehicles that are not luxury vehicles. Other lead
speakers in the chamber are familiar with the proposal
that Mr Holding outlined in the Assembly in relation to

I will paraphrase what the minister has said numerous
times in answers to Dorothy Dixer questions: ‘The
dollar is strong’. However, because of this government
decision we have an extra impost coming forward on
every car manufactured in Geelong. The minister says
the carbon tax — heaven forbid — is going to put an
impost on vehicles. This impost on the cost of vehicles
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is much higher than the carbon tax would ever be. We
have a minister who says that to make the state
competitive we must do everything we possibly can
about high wages.
This impost has nothing to do with the carbon tax, high
wages or the value of the dollar. This is a direct
decision made by the state of Victoria to increase the
sales tax on a Commodore, a Ford Falcon or any
vehicle manufactured in this state. Under this proposal
before the house today the state duty on the price of
vehicles will go up by one-fifth. I do not think
Mr Dalla-Riva in his most delirious dreams thinks the
carbon tax will cause a fivefold increase in the price of
vehicles. Putting this levy up from 2.5 per cent to 3 per
cent will see a fivefold increase in revenue to Treasury.
I said I would not go on for long. As was said by my
colleague Mr Holding, the member for Lyndhurst in the
Assembly, the other parts of the legislation are ones we
certainly support. They are common-sense provisions,
and we have no issue with the government policy
provisions put forward. However, the Labor Party will
certainly be voting against the fivefold increase in the
government impost on cars manufactured in Victoria.
I hope the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, who has said so much in this chamber about the
importance of taking away every possible impost on
manufacturing, will have the courage to follow the
direction of the gentleman who sits on his right,
Mr Hall, and say what he really feels. Hopefully he will
take one step further by crossing the floor and voting
with the Labor Party to protect the Victorian
automobile manufacturing industry from this greedy tax
grab. There is not much room in the taxpayers pocket
anymore. The Premier has his hand in there for money
for water dues and now the Treasurer, Mr Wells, has
his hand in there too.
I will formally move the amendment circulated in my
name in the committee stage and seek to delete this
insidious clause, which is against manufacturing jobs.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That was
a very efficient contribution from Mr Lenders; he did
not use very much of his available time. Unfortunately
with so little contained in this bill and the other one we
are about to debate — the Duties Amendment
(Landholder) Bill 2012 — I will not be using much
more time. These two bills represent some minor
tweaking to the existing suite of state taxes. It does
make me wonder whatever happened to the issue of
taxation reform here in Victoria. It seems that only the
Greens are willing to keep reminding all assembled
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here that once upon a time there was a thing called the
Ken Henry review of Australian taxation.
In some ways that light has been kept alive. Recently
we had a national tax summit. Before that I saw an
article in the Australian Financial Review of 3 October
2011 with the tantalising heading ‘States seek wider tax
reform’, but in fact what I read was quite the opposite.
In the words of the journalist, state treasurers were
arguing that:
A narrow focus on inefficient state taxes such as payroll tax
and stamp duty … would fail to address broader inefficiencies
in the federal tax system …

Not surprisingly, state treasurers want to talk about the
inefficiencies in the federal tax system, federal
treasurers want to talk about the inefficiencies in the
state tax system and only the Greens, it seems, want to
talk about the very important allocative efficiencies
available to us if we take on taxation reform.
Obviously within the scope of this bill, Acting
President, you are not going to allow me to read into the
record the full gamut of the Ken Henry tax review, but
he did say some important things in relation to state
taxation. It seems that we are not going to hear anything
from this government throughout its life on state
taxation reform if this bill and the one coming after it
are any indication. I can be hopeful that perhaps the
Premier will wake up one morning and decide to task a
member of his government — it could the Assistant
Treasurer, it could be someone else — with taking on
what will be Ted Baillieu’s legacy, which is to lead his
fellow Liberal premiers, and there are seemingly more
of them every time we turn around, in a serious move to
reform state taxes across Australia.
Briefly, to remind us, Ken Henry said:
The states need to have revenue to fund their expenditure and
should have autonomy over how some of this revenue is
raised. Because of factor mobility —

and this gets to the issue that Mr Lenders raises with his
proposed amendment —
across states and the desire to have a less complex tax system
across the federation, some taxes are more appropriately
assigned to the states than others.
Although the states currently have access to significant taxes,
there are problems with either the quality of these taxes or the
way they are levied.

And, in what some people have described as the
world’s longest resignation letter by a public servant,
Mr Henry said:
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Reforms to state taxes should be implemented over time
through an intergovernmental agreement to allow for revenue
stability as taxes are reformed and to facilitate good policy
outcomes across the federation.

Who could disagree with that? Acting President, you
are being very magnanimous; I know you had some
good news on the weekend. It is great to see
Mr Ramsay being very cheerful in the chamber.
However, that was not the attitude the Treasurer,
Mr Wells, took to the most recent tax summit. He said,
‘We should talk about the carbon tax’. No surprise
there — he does not want to talk about his own taxation
system.
Mr Lenders, in a way, raised some of these issues,
though I do not know if he hit the nail. He was
suggesting that there was some difference here between
a Toyota Corolla and a Lamborghini. It is actually the
opposite point. The tax rates on those cars will be
identical; it is just that some of them are a hell of a lot
more expensive than others and therefore attract much
more duty. In a way, do we really want differential rates
across the different classes of cars if that simply
encourages someone to shift from one model to another
to avoid tax? Personally I do not think I have seen a
Lamborghini for a long time. I have certainly never sat
in one and do not have any plans to buy one soon.
Mr Lenders also noted that part of this tax would be
levied on imported cars and part of it on cars that we
manufacture and then purchase here in Victoria; I think
he said it was about half and half. He was not
suggesting different taxation rates on imported cars. I
presume we would not go there — I do not think a state
government that tried to do that would have much
success — but he did in a way make the point that there
is now, at least as far as taxation goes, some sort of
competitive neutrality between imported and locally
manufactured cars. If we are going to have stamp duty,
which Ken Henry would like to see us replace with
different types of taxes, it seems to me appropriate that
we levy the same level of stamp duty on each class of
car and not have an arbitrary cut-off. Obviously it is
competitively neutral with respect to imported cars — I
presume all Lamborghinis are imported; I do not know
of anybody making their own here in Australia — and
cars that we might make here for ourselves.
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Quorum formed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I am delighted
to have the opportunity to speak on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2012. This will be, as is the case
with all finance bills, a riveting debate. I can see the
concentrated attention of all members in the house
listening to every word I am uttering. Indeed I was
incredibly impressed when people just moments ago
rushed into the chamber to hear my words of wisdom,
as the Leader of the Opposition suggested.
This bill amends the Duties Act 2000 to replace the
commissioner’s discretion not to aggregate dutiable
transactions with a specific exception to the aggregation
of dutiable property where vacant land is bought by
home builders. It makes provision in part 4A of that act
for certain parallel arrangements, including parallel
home building contracts. It increases the rate of duty
payable on new and near-new passenger cars, the
dutiable value of which does not exceed the
commonwealth’s luxury car tax threshold. It proposes
to extend the exemption from motor vehicle duty to
certain veterans assessed under the Military
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2004 of the
commonwealth and to remove the exemption from duty
for a grant of any Crown lands by the Crown in right of
Victoria. Finally, the bill proposes to amend the
National Taxation Reform (Consequential Provisions)
Act 2000 to provide for the payment of penalties and
interest in relation to the state’s notional GST liabilities.
Having said all of that, let me focus on responding to
the commentary in debate. I went to some trouble to
prepare some significant notes for this debate, but it
seems that I can dispense with most of them because
the Leader of the Opposition made it quite clear that he
wished to simply focus his remarks around the issue of
the amendment to the duty rate on new or near-new
passenger vehicles, which is proposed to be increased
from 2.5 per cent to 3 per cent — that is, from $5 to $6
per $200 or part thereof.
Mr Lenders — Why do you hate Commodores?

Unless during the committee stage some further
argument I have not yet heard comes to light the Greens
will not be supporting Mr Lenders’s amendment;
however, we will be supporting the bill.

Mr P. DAVIS — I pick up the interjection of the
Leader of the Opposition. I just thought it might be
interesting because Mr Lenders suggested in his
dissertation that there was some pernicious approach by
the Assistant Treasurer in terms of raising revenue for
the state of Victoria. Given that as a former
Treasurer — —

Acting President, I draw your attention to the state of
the house.

Mr Lenders — I actually said the Treasurer, not the
Assistant Treasurer.
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Mr P. DAVIS — This is the Council. The minister
in charge of the bill is the Assistant Treasurer.
Mr Lenders, as a former Treasurer, would know that
the minister with carriage of the bill is the recipient of
all the wisdom of the opposition, and we will take that
under advisement.

Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the Greens
did not speak to those measures either.

The point the Leader of the Opposition was making
was that there was some specific view the government
may have about the Holden Commodore motor car, so I
have extracted some notes I have developed here about
the duty payable on new light passenger cars for private
use. What I find interesting is that for the Holden
Commodore Omega six-cylinder car, which I think is
what Mr Lenders is suggesting is — —

Committed.

Mr Lenders — I said a Commodore.
Mr P. DAVIS — You said a Commodore? Isn’t that
what I just described — a Holden Commodore Omega?
Is there something I do not understand here? At a retail
price of $39 990 the current Victorian duty payable is
$1000. At the proposed rate of 3 per cent it will be
$1200, and that compares, interestingly, with other
jurisdictions.
What is the duty in other jurisdictions? In New South
Wales it is $1200; in Queensland, $1400; in Western
Australia, $2224; in South Australia, $1540; and in
Tasmania, $1599. Therefore Victoria will be equal
lowest in terms of the duty payable on a Commodore
motor car. This completely destroys any proposition the
former Treasurer — who for good reason is now sitting
on the opposition benches — would put forward about
the government having any mischief other than to
simply adjust the duty rate to ensure that the state of
Victoria is not remiss in ensuring that the duty rate
reflects proper accounting for the opportunities for the
Treasury to accrue the necessary income to operate the
business-as-usual case in Victoria.
On my analysis there will not be any penalty
whatsoever in relation to new car purchases, and I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for drawing my
attention to the duty rate payable on a Holden
Commodore and highlighting the fact that this change
does not put Victorian motorists at a disadvantage to
those in any other state. In fact the duty is still — and
will remain — almost half of the duty payable in
Western Australia.
Congratulations to the Assistant Treasurer on bringing
in this bill, which, as I said, has a range of measures. In
a sense it is an omnibus taxation bill making necessary
adjustments. I am not going to speak to the other
measures because, gratefully, I acknowledge that the

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012 is a bill for an act
to amend the Duties Act 2000 and the National
Taxation Reform (Consequential Provisions) Act 2000
and for other purposes. I advise the committee that
Mr Lenders has two related amendments which must be
put in the form of suggested amendments because they
relate to a duty — in this case a duty on passenger
cars — which, pursuant to the constitutional powers of
the Legislative Council, if passed by the committee,
may be put to the Assembly only as suggested
amendments.
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That it be a suggestion to the Assembly that they make the
following amendment in the bill:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 6 to 9, omit all words and
expressions on those lines.

The amendment simply reiterates what I said in my
contribution to the second-reading debate: that this is a
fivefold increase in the duty on a vehicle. There is not
much more to add to my contribution other than to say
that Mr Philip Davis is clearly on another planet if he
thinks that justifying a 20 per cent increase in duty on a
motor vehicle, at a time of a strong dollar, when the
industry is under pressure, is okay. He may have said it
tongue in cheek, because his Liberal brethren in
Western Australia charge twice as much, but I honestly
ask him to reflect on it. I know that sometimes in
parliamentary debate we say things tongue in cheek, but
to flippantly suggest to any auto worker in Geelong or
Altona, or even a component manufacturer in
Mr Davis’s electorate, that a 20 per cent increase in
duty — $200 — is not significant is a bit like the
Premier’s comment that $177 on your water bill is a
hiccup. For us in this place on good salaries, that may
be a hiccup, but for people trying to purchase a vehicle
it is not.
Without any further ado, the opposition will vigorously
vote no to this clause, and if the suggested amendment
is not carried — which I suspect it will not be — then it
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will seek to vote against clause 6 at the appropriate
time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Before
calling Mr Barber, I advise the committee that
Mr Lenders’s suggested amendment 1, in my view, is a
test for his suggested amendment 2.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In terms
of the practical impact of the operation of this tax, in the
second-reading debate Mr Davis suggested that a
typical car — I think he said a Commodore — would
have about an extra $200 added to its price. Is the
minister able to attest that that is more or less correct?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I can give Mr Barber some examples.
Obviously the price increase is going to be 0.5 per cent,
and in the case of the example used by Mr Davis, the
Holden Commodore, with a purchase price of around
$40 000, the impact would in fact be $200.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In the
Australian Financial Review of 13 May 2011, an
article under the headline ‘Carbon tax will wreck car
industry’, states:
The car industry claims a carbon tax would add some $412 to
the cost of making a typical Australian car and threaten the
viability of local manufacturers.

Is the minister able to confirm whether those figures are
correct? Is it the case that the government now wants to
add 50 per cent — that is another half again — on top
of the impact of the carbon tax on the motor vehicle
industry? Does the minister believe that will threaten
the viability of local manufacturers?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I cannot confirm the $412 figure that
Mr Barber referred to. In his contribution Mr Barber
talked about a 50 per cent increase. In his contribution
Mr Lenders spoke about a 20 per cent increase in duty.
The reality is that the impact of this measure on the
price of a vehicle is going to be the 0.5 per cent by
which the duty rate is increasing. The government
believes that is a modest increase. Obviously this is a
revenue measure announced in the budget update last
December, and we believe this is an appropriate
measure at an appropriate level.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am glad
the minister thinks another $200 on the price of a car is
an appropriate and modest amount. I cannot myself
attest to the veracity of the car industry’s claim of a cost
of $412 in relation to the carbon tax. The difference, I
would say, is that the carbon tax is a tax you can avoid
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by becoming more efficient in the use of your energy.
In fact we encourage you to avoid the carbon tax by
retooling your plant for maximum energy efficiency.
But Mr Rich-Phillips’s tax is something you absolutely
cannot avoid; it is dutied on the price of the vehicle.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — To respond to Mr Lenders, I formally
indicate the government will not support his proposed
amendment. As I indicated, while Mr Lenders talked
about a 20 per cent increase in duty, the government
obviously reflects that this is also a 0.5 per cent increase
in the price of a vehicle. As I indicated to Mr Barber,
we believe this is an appropriate measure given the
measures the government was required to take in the
budget update last December.
Committee divided on suggested amendment:
Ayes, 16
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms (Teller)
Viney, Mr

Noes, 23
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Hartland, Ms
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Suggested amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I advised
the committee that Mr Lenders’s suggested
amendment 2 would be tested by his suggested
amendment 1. The effect of Mr Lenders’s suggested
amendment 2 was to delete clause 6. Whilst the
suggested amendment has been tested, the clause will
still need to be put to be part of the bill. Does anyone
wish to speak to clause 6?
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I realise
what the result of the vote was on my suggested
amendment 1, but I am eternally hopeful the Greens
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will see the error of their ways and Mr Dalla-Riva will
vote for manufacturing jobs. I advise that the Labor
Party will be voting against the motion that clause 6
stand part of the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I was
equally hopeful the minister would admit that the
impact of his measure will not bring on the kind of
‘carbocalypse’ that government members have been
telling us will happen at the stroke of midnight on
30 June. I have numerous Liberal Party media releases
about the impact of the mooted $400 impost of the
carbon tax. Either we are headed for disaster or we are
not. It is not too late for Mr Rich-Phillips to vote against
his government’s own bill and stop the impact of this
tax on the car industry. His national leader has made an
entire career out of saying the carbon tax is a bad tax,
yet the government’s bill appears to work very much
within the same kind of range. I am comforted. I was
never concerned the world was going to end and
business would go out of business at the stroke of
midnight on 30 June, and that is why I supported the
government’s measure. It is worth noting that on some
things there can be an extraordinarily long debate, and
other things just sail through the Parliament barely
without a comment.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I can say to Mr Barber that the
government agrees with him that this bill and this
measure will not have a detrimental impact on the
manufacturing industry, and the government will be
supporting this clause in its bill.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 22
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 16
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Clause agreed to.

Pakula, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr
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Clauses 7 to 11 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER)
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant 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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Duties
Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
This bill reforms the provisions in the Duties Act 2000, which
imposes duty on the acquisition of shares and units in certain
companies and unit trusts that hold land. It replaces the
current land-rich duty model with a land-holder duty model.
Under the land-holder model, duty will be levied on a
relevant acquisition in certain companies or unit trusts that
have land-holdings in Victoria with an unencumbered value
of $1 million or more.
This bill is intended to simplify the system for levying duty
on indirect acquisitions in land and secure a more efficient,
equitable and sustainable revenue base for Victoria going
forward.
Human rights issues
In my opinion, the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Council, does not raise
any human rights issues.
Conclusion
I consider this bill is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter.
Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
As part of the 2011–12 state budget the government
announced that it would reform Victoria’s land-rich duty
provisions by adopting a land-holder model from 1 July 2012.
This bill enacts those changes, securing a simpler, more
equitable and efficient system for taxing the indirect
acquisition of land through companies and unit trusts in
Victoria.
The current land-rich model was introduced in 1987 to deal
with the avoidance of land transfer duty through the
acquisition of shares in entities that owned land. At the time,
these provisions were largely seen as anti-avoidance in nature.
However, they have now evolved into a distinct head of duty,
so that all acquisitions in land are subject to duty regardless of
how the land is acquired.
Under the current land-rich model a liability for duty arises
where a person makes a ‘relevant acquisition’ in a private
company, private unit trust scheme, or wholesale unit trust
scheme which holds land in Victoria with an unencumbered
value of $1 million or more and the value of its land-holdings
(whether within or outside Australia) comprises at least 60 per
cent of the entity’s assets. Generally a relevant acquisition is
the acquisition of an interest in a private unit trust scheme of
20 per cent or more, or 50 per cent or more in a wholesale
unit trust scheme or a private company.
The current land-rich provisions are complex and require
taxpayers to engage in complicated valuations and
calculations to establish the proportion of their assets
represented by land. The land ratio test can also provide an
incentive for some taxpayers to structure their transactions to
avoid meeting this requirement. This distorts business and
investment decisions and reduces the capacity of the model to
provide equitable treatment for all taxpayers.
Having carefully considered these issues, the government
now believes Victoria would be better served by adopting a
land-holder model. The new model will remove the land ratio
test so that duty applies simply where a person makes a
relevant acquisition in an entity that holds land in Victoria
with an unencumbered value of $1 million or more. It will
also extend the categories of taxable entity to include an
acquisition of 90 per cent or more in listed companies and
listed unit trusts. However, these acquisitions will be subject
to duty at a concessional rate (that is, 10 per cent of the land
transfer rate).
With the exception of Tasmania, all other states and territories
have already adopted the land-holder duty model. The basic
elements of the land-holder duty system are broadly
consistent across all jurisdictions, including the removal of
the land ratio test and, with the exception of the Australian
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Capital Territory, levy duty on acquisitions in listed
companies and trusts. However, like all states and territories,
the government has designed a land-holder model which
reflects Victoria’s own unique market, economic and
geographic conditions. Accordingly, we have maintained the
minimum land value and acquisition thresholds that currently
exist under the land-rich duty system. This will ensure that the
land-holder duty model delivers on its objectives by
increasing equity and efficiency in the Victorian tax system
and safeguards anticipated revenue of $125 million to
$150 million per annum.
The government has conducted extensive consultation in
developing the land-holder model, releasing a policy
discussion paper for comment and consultation in September
to November 2011, and an exposure draft of the bill in April.
The government takes public consultation seriously and as a
result of this process has made a number of changes to the
model. This includes phasing in duty for relevant acquisitions
in entities which own land valued between $1 million and
$2 million, broadening the definition of a wholesale unit trust
scheme, expanding registration criteria and associated rules
and retaining a commissioner’s discretion to reduce the duty
payable on a transaction where the application of the
land-holder provisions results in an anomalous duty outcome.
In addition, all current duty exemptions for land transfers due
to death, marriage breakdown, insolvency and family farms
transfers will continue to apply under the land-holder model.
In contrast with the model in New South Wales, South
Australia and Western Australia, duty will not be charged on
goods, only land and fixtures.
Finally, this government is committed to making it as easy as
possible for taxpayers to comply with their obligations under
Victoria’s tax laws. This bill supports this commitment by
enacting changes which remove the complexities of the
current land-rich system and provides greater certainty and
transparency by defining key terms such as ‘fixtures’ and
clarifying the application of a range of provisions. This will
make it easier for taxpayers to understand their obligations
and reduce compliance costs for taxpayers going forward.
The land-holder duty reforms will provide Victoria with a
more efficient and sustainable revenue base.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips 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 (‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Local
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Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill 2012
(‘the bill’).
In my opinion, the bill as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to:
a.

enable the council to continue to be constituted by
a panel of three administrators, until the next
election; and
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frameworks for finance and governance, risk management
and community engagement. Effective implementation of
these strategies is critical to embedding robust governance
practices and restoring the confidence of the Brimbank
community in the capacity of elected representatives to
govern responsibly in the interests of the entire community.
While much progress has been made towards the
development and implementation of these strategies, it is
apparent that a number of key projects central to the
realisation of improved governance will reach a critical stage
during 2012, and some will not be fully realised for at least a
further two years.

This will extend the present term of administration for the
council, which commenced in 2009. The term is otherwise
due to expire at the first meeting of the elected council
following the municipal general elections (including at
Brimbank) scheduled for late 2012.

An important part of the administrators’ task has been
working with the Brimbank community to establish a broad
understanding, acceptance and ownership of the reforms in
contrast to the divisive manner in which previous councils
had operated. Representations from the Brimbank community
indicate that serious concerns still remain in relation to
council governance should elections be held in 2012. It is
critical that the reform process be thorough and complete, to
avoid a repeat of the previous division between council and
community.

However there are sound reasons for extending the
administration beyond this date, until March 2015.

Under the bill, return to elected representation for Brimbank
City Council is scheduled for March 2015.

Human rights issues

Conclusion

Section 18 of the charter act establishes a right for an
individual to, and to have the opportunity to, without
discrimination, participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. Section 18
also provides for every eligible person to have the right to
vote and be elected at state and municipal elections that
guarantee the free expression of the will of the electors, and to
have access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian
public service and public office.

On the basis of the above reasoning, I consider that the bill’s
limitation of the right to participate in public life is reasonable
and proportionate and that therefore, the bill is compatible
with the charter act.

b.

provide that the next election for Brimbank City
Council will be held in 2015 rather than in 2012.

Clause 4 of the bill limits the right under section 18 of the
charter act by postponing elections for a further two and a half
years. During this period, the right of voters to participate in
the Brimbank City Council election is suspended, as are the
rights of candidates to stand for election, and to occupy public
office.
However, the limit is reasonable and justified for the
following reasons.
Three years ago, the Brimbank City Council was dismissed
by the Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Act 2009.
This followed findings of profound failures of governance by
the Ombudsman, and a recommendation to remove the
council by an inspector of municipal administration appointed
to monitor and evaluate council’s capacity.
Removal of an elected council is a last resort, and undertaken
only in exceptional circumstances. Brimbank was one of
those very rare cases, in which the government had a
responsibility to protect communities from misgovernance by
their local representatives.
A panel of three administrators was appointed to constitute
the council until the next scheduled elections in 2012. Among
the administrators’ core responsibilities are the development
of strategies to improve council’s decision making and
governance processes to ensure consistency, fairness and
transparency and to improve accountability. These include

Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Bill 2012 will amend the Local Government
(Brimbank City Council) Act 2009.
The purpose of the bill is to extend the period of
administration at Brimbank City Council, in order to
complete the restoration of good governance to that
municipality.
The recent history of Brimbank is well known, and will be
only briefly recapped here. It is instructive to recall the state
of affairs when the Brimbank City Council was sacked by an
act of Parliament.
In 2009 the Ombudsman found that the council was seriously
dysfunctional, riddled with infighting, subject to improper
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influence and misuses of power, and generally incapable of
providing good government to the community.

Ombudsman was particularly scathing about the misuse of
such facilities by the previous council.

The former government responded by appointing an inspector
of municipal administration to monitor the council’s progress
in addressing issues raised by the Ombudsman’s report. The
inspector found that despite the election of a new council,
little had changed with a continuing culture of factional
conflict and favours, and seriously poor governance.

In addition to this bill which extends the period of
administration to allow the renewal program to proceed, the
administrators will also be asked to focus on facilitating a
smooth transition back to an elected council in 2015.

Consequently, the former government rightly dismissed the
councillors and replaced them with a panel of three
administrators.
The panel faced a daunting task — to rebuild dysfunctional
governance processes and structures within the council, and
to restore seriously damaged relationships with the local
community.
Three years later, much progress has been made, and the
panel are to be congratulated for their achievements to date.
The administrators have been indefatigable in their efforts.
Governance processes are being rebuilt, council finances are
being strengthened, and a range of projects are under way to
revitalise community infrastructure and build local capacity.

This relatively short extension will give the people of
Brimbank the best chance of having a council which delivers
effective and stable local government in the long term.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until later this day.

HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE
FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility

The Brimbank community is reaping many benefits from this
period of administration. This is not only apparent from the
annual reports, council plans, budgets and progress updates
from the administrators, but it is also the clear opinion of
community members.

For Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

A range of residents have written to express their approval of
the efforts of the administrators. In the words of one, the
panel ‘have delivered an outstanding level of professionalism
in the performance of their role’, and they have closely
engaged with the community.

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 Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012.

While it is pleasing to acknowledge how much has been
achieved, it is important to be clear that much still remains to
be done.
In June last year the process began of reviewing the
administration’s progress to date and its forward program of
reforms, in order to assess the council’s readiness to return to
elected representation.
On the basis of all the available information, it is clear that it
would be in the best interests of the community for the period
of administration to continue for a further two and a half
years.
It is also clear that a premature return to elected representation
would create unacceptable risks and set back the impressive
reform program now under way at Brimbank.
Responding to the weight of evidence, this bill provides for a
continuation of the period of administration, until the return of
a democratically elected council on the fourth Saturday of
March 2015.
March 2015 has been chosen to ensure there is adequate time
for key programs and reforms to be properly implemented.
In particular, there are a range of major projects, which would
be vulnerable to politicisation. These include major
community facilities, and it is notable in this context that the

In my opinion, the Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to implement the funding
arrangements set out in the national health reform agreement
between the commonwealth and the states and territories that
was agreed to by the Council of Australian Governments on
2 August 2011. The bill establishes the office of the
administrator of the national health funding pool, a state pool
account and a state managed fund.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
Charter Act.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the human rights protected
by the charter act it is unnecessary to consider the application
of section 7(2) of the charter act.
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funding paid out of the state pool and state managed fund
accounts and the delivery of public hospital services.

Conclusion
I consider the bill is compatible with the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
Hon. David Davis, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In August 2011, the Council of Australian Governments
agreed on the national health reform agreement. The
agreement will deliver major reforms to the organisation,
funding and delivery of health services in Victoria and across
the country.
The national health reform agreement supersedes the national
health and hospitals network agreement, and protects the
unique and valuable features of the Victorian health system
whilst securing additional funding from the commonwealth.
This bill provides for the implementation of the funding,
payment, accountability and transparency arrangements
which underpin the agreement. The bill includes provisions
which have been agreed with the commonwealth and all other
states and territories and which will appear in complementary
legislation in all jurisdictions, as well as Victorian specific
provisions.
The administrator of the national health funding pool will be a
new independent statutory office-holder, distinct from
commonwealth and state departments. The provisions relating
to the administrator are common to all jurisdictions.
Currently the commonwealth provides funding to states and
then funding is allocated to health services. Under the new
arrangements established by this bill, the commonwealth and
state will channel funds through state pool accounts to health
services, with the payments to be managed by the
administrator on the advice of the state.
The administrator will be a single individual appointed in all
jurisdictions by the health minister following agreement by
the Standing Council on Health. The appointment of the
administrator in all jurisdictions will ensure that only an
officer of the state will deal with state money. The
administrator also carries out functions in his role as the
commonwealth administrator. These functions are specified
in the commonwealth National Health Reform Bill.
The administrator will be responsible for calculating and
advising the commonwealth Treasurer on amounts to be paid
into state pool accounts, overseeing payments of
commonwealth and state funding, reconciling estimated and
actual volume of service delivery, and publicly reporting on

The administrator may not delegate any of his or her
functions, although the national funding body has been
created by commonwealth legislation to assist the
administrator in carrying out his or her functions. The bill also
contains a set of provisions intended to ensure the
constitutional validity of these arrangements by conferring
powers on the staff of the national funding body (as
commonwealth employees) to enable them to provide
administrative assistance to the Victorian administrator.
The provisions provide for the chair of the Standing Council
on Health to suspend the administrator from office in all
jurisdictions at the request of the commonwealth minister, or
three state or territory ministers. This suspension lapses after
60 days unless the council agrees to continue it, or else to
terminate the appointment of the administrator.
If the council agrees to terminate the appointment, whether
following a period of suspension or otherwise, all ministers
must act to remove the administrator from office in their
jurisdiction. The administrator may resign in writing to the
chair of the council, who must then notify all other council
members.
The chair of the council may also appoint an acting
administrator when required, drawn from a panel consisting
of people agreed by the council.
The state health ministers will direct the administrator to
make payments from the funding pool, but cannot alter the
distribution of commonwealth funding from that which was
calculated by the administrator. No commonwealth minister
is able to direct the administrator in the performance of his or
her functions, however, the administrator is required to
comply with directions from COAG.
The administrator must provide the health minister with a
copy of the advice to the commonwealth Treasurer on the
calculation of commonwealth payments, and may provide
other relevant information to all state ministers. In addition,
the administrator must provide information to state ministers
on request. Under the related commonwealth legislation, it is
intended that the commonwealth government will make
regulations prescribing the national health funding body as an
inter jurisdictional agency under part 6A of the
commonwealth’s Financial Management and Accountability
Act 1997, to ensure that state ministers will have the same
level of access to information about the operations of the
funding body as the commonwealth minister.
State pool account and state managed fund
Consistent with the terms of the agreement, the bill
establishes two separate trust accounts for Victoria for the
purpose of receiving and distributing commonwealth and
state funding for hospital and public health purposes: the state
pool account and the state managed fund. The state pool
account will be maintained through a separate bank account at
the Reserve Bank of Australia and is to be managed by the
administrator appointed concurrently by each jurisdiction,
acting solely on the direction of the state Minister for Health,
for the purpose of distributing funds to health services. Funds
in this account, while still forming part of the public account,
will not be within the Consolidated Fund but, rather, reported
on by the administrator separately and treated in the state
accounts as a trust account.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 19 June 2012
The state managed fund is established as a trust account in the
trust fund for the purpose of distributing funds for block
funding for health services and grants for teaching, training
and research as well as commonwealth public health funding.
The state managed fund is to be managed by the Department
of Health for the purposes of financial management reporting
and audit.
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These audit arrangements ensure an equivalent level of audit
coverage as under the previous arrangements, where the
commonwealth provided its funding on the basis of the
national health-care specific purpose payment.

Any moneys standing to the credit of these accounts will
constitute state moneys and will form part of Victoria’s public
account.

The commonwealth administrator will be able to be audited
by the commonwealth Auditor-General. This will include
financial and performance audits of the commonwealth
administrator’s functions, including the advice provided to the
commonwealth Treasurer regarding the commonwealth
funding contribution.

Financial management arrangements

This bill will commence on proclamation.

The usual financial management schemes of the
commonwealth and the states (including the Financial
Management Act 1994 of Victoria and the Financial
Management and Accountability Act 1997 of the
commonwealth) will not apply to the administrator. Instead,
he or she will be required to develop and apply appropriate
financial management policies and procedures in accordance
with a customised financial management scheme which has
been agreed by all jurisdictions and any COAG directions
which are agreed. This will ensure that the administrator is
not required to have reference to nine separate financial
management regimes in undertaking his or her functions.

I commend the bill to the house.

Under these customised arrangements, the administrator is
responsible for preparing monthly reports on payments into
and out of state pool accounts and state managed funds,
including the basis on which the payments were made. The
administrator is also to prepare special purpose financial
statements on the operation of the state pool account, which
will be audited by the state Auditor-General and then
included in the administrator’s annual report.
Similarly, to ensure the administrator, as an officer of nine
jurisdictions, is not subject to nine different administrative
law schemes, the bill also disapplies the Freedom of
Information Act 1982, the Health Records Act 2001, the
Information Privacy Act 2000, the Interpretation of
Legislation Act 1984, the Ombudsman Act 1973 and the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 to the office of the
administrator and adopts the relevant commonwealth laws, as
modified by the commonwealth regulations. These
regulations may only be made with the agreement of all
relevant state ministers.
Audit arrangements
With respect to audit arrangements, the functions of the
administrator will be subject to financial and performance
audit by the Victorian Auditor-General. Financial audits will
be on the basis of financial statements prepared by the
administrator, as provided for in the bill.
Performance audits can be conducted at any time by the
Victorian Auditor-General, consistent with the provisions of
the Audit Act 1994.
The Department of Health will continue to be subject to the
usual financial and performance audit arrangements as
provided for under the Audit Act 1994. This includes in
relation to the state pool account and the state managed fund.
Under current accounting standards, the state pool account
will be an administered account of the Department of Health,
while the state managed fund will be a controlled trust.

Debate adjourned for Mr JENNINGS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until later this day.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER)
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier today; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012, and given that most of the debate about why this
bill has been introduced is being conducted in the
debate on the appropriation bill and the budget papers, I
will be fairly brief in my comments on the legislation.
This is a piece of legislation that comes as part of the
budget package. That is no surprise as this Baillieu
government continues to be one that seeks to gouge
money out of taxpayers at every possible opportunity. I
must admit that one needs to have very tight zips and
locks on one’s pockets, because there are more hands in
there than we know, whether they be getting money for
water, getting money for fines or getting money by
putting an extra 20 per cent tax on cars. Here we have
another tax which is designed to generate a lot of
money, but the policy intent behind it, which is to close
some loopholes, as the government describes it, is one
the opposition will not oppose.
I note, though, that there may be TAFE workers going,
there may be Department of Primary Industries officers
going, but the front-line services are not the 50 extra
staff that have been employed by the State Revenue
Office to collect more revenue. The front-line staff are
not the government drivers. The front-line staff happen
to be those people at the catchment management
authorities in Gippsland, a region recovering from
floods — but that is another debate for the budget.
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In this bill we have before us a proposition to deal with
the land-rich provisions. There is a sense of deja vu
here; the only difference is I am on this side of the
house now. I can recall my experience on the other side
of the house when every six months for eight years
when we were trying to tighten up various evasions
associated with the land-rich provisions. The same
officials are in the box at the moment. The personalities
have just changed their sides of the chamber, and the
issues are remarkably similar. I will make an
observation, however, about the last time I brought
such an amendment to this place. I could re-enact my
contribution to the debate on the monetary units bill
from last sitting week, but I will spare the house that
because, firstly, the language was not quite as colourful
and, secondly, the outcome was reasonable in the end,
because after a long and protracted process the then
government managed to achieve many of the reforms it
sought to stop evasion. In fairness to Mr Rich-Phillips,
he was one of the more reasonable people opposite in
that particular debate.
However, some of the land-rich provisions remain, and
while the Labor Party will not oppose this legislation, I
flag to Mr Rich-Phillips that there are a number of
things I will ask of him in the committee stage — and
they can probably be acquitted quite easily — that go to
the vexed issue, as we often have in tax legislation, of
regulatory burden and intent. I take it as a given that the
thing that drove the government to take action in this
particular area was the desire to get more revenue. In all
fairness that is something that often motivates
governments. But there are a number of things in this
bill which are similar to the taxation legislation back in
2008, 2009 and 2010, which Mr Rich-Phillips and
those opposite took great exception to. The then
opposition paid enormous heed to the words of the
Property Council of Australia and the Law Institute of
Victoria as I recall. Opposition members placed an
enormous burden on the then government to acquit
each and every concern that those two organisations
had about amendments to legislation at the time.
What I will seek to do in the committee stage is ask
Mr Rich-Phillips, firstly, whether a business impact
assessment was conducted by the government as the
legislation went to cabinet — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Barber is right. I did not ask
about the other one, but I am asking about this one. In
my mind the other one was quite clear. Mr Barber is
tempting me to stray — I am sure that the Acting
President will not let me — to asking why his party
voted with the coalition to put up the tax on
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Commodores by 20 per cent. I will not be distracted by
Mr Barber, but what I will say on this bill, which is
particularly complex, is that I think the issue of a
business impact assessment is highly relevant. I know
business impact assessments are done for the benefit of
cabinet, so I will ask Mr Rich-Phillips whether one was
done. While I will not, because it is a cabinet document,
ask him to table it in this house, I will ask him a series
of questions about whether the issues raised by the law
institute and the property council were picked up in that
business impact assessment.
Both these peak bodies talk at length about the red tape
and complexity that this legislation brings forward. The
property council in particular says it sought a model
that would ensure greater consistency in the treatment
of direct and indirect acquisitions of land. It says this
bill does not do that. It wanted one which would
considerably reduce complexity; it wanted one which
would provide greater certainty to taxpayers. There are
particular issues about the discretion of the
commissioner of state revenue that are being gutted in
this legislation, and the property council wanted this
reform to be consistent with most other states and
territories. The property council contends that this is not
the case with this legislation. As I said, the Labor Party
will not oppose this bill, but I ask the minister either in
the committee stage itself or in correspondence separate
to the committee stage to assure me and the house that,
firstly, there was a business impact assessment and,
secondly, that it acquitted the concerns of the property
council.
The property council says the legislation is completely
at odds with the Victorian government’s aims of
reducing red tape and promoting job creation. I find that
of concern. Every peak body has its objectives, and
they may be different from those of government. As I
said, I am not a proponent of what the property council
is saying, but I find it concerning that a government that
has made a virtue of saying that reducing red tape is its
key priority and has all sorts of targets on the Treasurer
to reduce the red tape — he gives speeches at the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry where he thumps his chest as the lion of red
tape reduction; he is the champion of the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission on cutting red
tape — is strangling the industry with red tape,
according to the property council.
My question to the Assistant Treasurer in the
committee stage will be: how can he acquit the two of
those? Is the Treasurer right, is the property council
right or is it somewhere in the middle? I will not go
through the specifics of the property council
recommendations. It says the bill covers the industry in
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red tape, puts inconsistencies in place and delivers
uncertainty to the industry.
The law institute says it does not oppose these
amendments but that they are designed principally to
prop up the budget bottom line. That has come from the
law institute, not from the Labor Party. I will confine
my comments to the multiple propping up of the budget
bottom line, and I should perhaps suggest an
amendment requiring every Victorian taxpayer to have
lockable zips on their pockets. That is probably the
safest thing, but it is probably outside the scope of this
legislation, so I imagine I will be ruled out by the
Acting President or the chair of the committee. But the
law institute says this bill will add to complexity and
red tape — and I am happy to give the minister the
quotes; I am sure he is not disputing them — the bill
will not achieve interstate tax harmonisation despite the
government’s claims to the contrary; and the bill
introduces new features in an already complex area of
taxation policy that will have unknown and
unpredictable impacts.
As I said, the Labor Party will not oppose the bill. The
Labor Party has consistently sought to bring in
legislation to make people pay their fair share, so its
members have no issue with the principle of the bill.
However, I am concerned that two respectable peak
bodies, the Property Council of Australia and the Law
Institute of Victoria, are so scathing of its land-rich
provisions. These bodies normally seek to work with
government to make Victoria a more competitive place
to do business and they normally seek to work
collaboratively with government to try and explain
unforeseen consequences.
Both those bodies will acknowledge that it is the
prerogative of the government to raise revenues, to seek
to find out what the objective is, and then to find the
procedure for achieving outcomes that involves the
least red tape. Yet both those bodies are scathing of the
land-rich provisions of this duties legislation. As a
result I flag that I will seek the following from the
minister: firstly, an assurance that a business impact
assessment was done for cabinet, and secondly, either
in the house or in writing, a response to say how those
concerns were acquitted in that business impact
assessment. Without further ado, the Labor Party will
not oppose this legislation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this bill.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Mr Barber does
not leave me anywhere to go, other than to say that
unusually I agree with Mr Barber.
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Mr Lenders — Sit down then!
Mr P. DAVIS — I could sit down, but given that I
have something to add, how productive would that be?
Mr Barber — Do you charge per sentence, or are
you being paid per sentence?
Mr P. DAVIS — It is per word.
I rise to speak and to give support to the Duties
Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, which amends
the Duties Act 2000 and makes further provision for
the imposition of duty on the acquisition of interests
in certain land-holding entities and for other
purposes. Furthermore, it makes consequential
amendments to the Planning and Environment
Act 1987. The bill also amends the Financial Sector
Reform (Victoria) Act 1999, as a result of the
change of name of the commonwealth Financial
Sector (Transfers of Business) Act 1999. I would
like to succinctly summarise my remarks, given the
abbreviated contribution in particular of the leader
of the Greens and the somewhat abbreviated
contribution of the Leader of the Government. I
think I clocked that at — —
Mr Lenders — The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr P. DAVIS — I beg your pardon; it is the Leader
of the Opposition.
Mr Lenders — I know that you guys think you are
in opposition.
Mr P. DAVIS — We have a fine for doing that. The
Leader of the Government so simply set out the
concerns, which is reasonable.
Mr Lenders — The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr P. DAVIS — It is the Leader of the Opposition.
That is twice, so it is $10 today.
I wish to say that this clearly is a revenue issue, but the
bill also seeks to re-base the way the duty is collected.
The revenue projected to be raised is in the order of
$50 million to $75 million on an annual basis, and in
fact this measure was announced as a proposed
initiative a year ago in the 2011–12 state budget. The
land-holder entity potentially will be subjected to the
new land-holder duty regime if the unencumbered
value of its land in Victoria exceeds a certain threshold,
irrespective of how significant its land-holdings are as a
percentage of total assets. The new provisions will
apply when a person makes a relevant acquisition in an
entity that has land-holdings in Victoria that exceed
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$1 million. The proposed model also intends the
categories of taxable entity to include listed companies
and listed unit trusts, but a relevant acquisition listed
entity only occurs when a 90 per cent or more
acquisition is made, which represents a takeover of the
entity. Also, the land-holder model levies duty on a
relevant acquisition in a listed entity at a concessional
rate — that is, 10 per cent of the land transfer rate.
There is some commentary around consultation, taking
note of what stakeholders might have had to say. I
understand that the Department of Treasury and
Finance and the State Revenue Office (SRO) conducted
public consultations on the policy parameters in
November 2011, so there was opportunity for industry
stakeholders to be involved in that process. The
government then subsequently released an exposure
draft of the bill on 10 April 2012 for further technical
consultation, and clearly that was an opportunity for
some input. There were four formal submissions made
during the technical consultation on the bill, which I am
advised were comprised of the Property Council of
Australia, one each from the law firms Freehills and
Allens Arthur Robinson and one from Pitcher Partners.
External legal counsel was also engaged to provide
separate views on the bill.
I am not going to get into the issues about which
Mr Lenders wishes to cross-examine the Assistant
Treasurer during the committee stage, because that
would be presumptive. Far be it for a humble
backbencher to answer questions on behalf of the
Assistant Treasurer. The Assistant Treasurer is well
able to dispatch any questions that may arise from the
inquisition that I am sure Mr Lenders is loading up for
at the present time. I simply say that this is a measure
which has been long in preparation and carefully
constructed with adequate consultation. It was
announced by the government more than a year ago,
and it is being implemented through this piece of
legislation. Inevitably there will be stakeholders who
are concerned about any revenue initiative that affects
their financial position; however, that should not be a
reason to delay passage of such a bill.
As the former Treasurer Mr Lenders knows full well,
twice a year, every year we have a series of state
taxation bills that seek to close loopholes, improve
efficiencies, and — in the current environment in
particular — maximise the yield from all revenue
sources under law. I listened intently to the comments
of the former Treasurer about how dreadful it was that
the government was employing more staff in the SRO
to deal with pursuing recalcitrant taxpayers who had
failed to meet their obligations.
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I would have thought all members of this house would
support the probity of government ensuring that all
people in this state pay in equal measure their legal
liability for taxes and charges. I cannot therefore
understand why a former Treasurer would simply make
a populist remark such as that, given the importance to
the long-term fiscal position of the state of ensuring that
there is proper compliance. Given that the opposition
only wishes to raise some matters of detail in
committee, I will conclude my remarks and urge the
house to support the bill.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012. Firstly, the opposition has made it clear that it
will not oppose the bill for a range of reasons
previously expressed by my colleagues. But that aside,
this is yet another example of legislation being brought
before the Parliament that proves the Baillieu-Ryan
government has no idea what it is doing or where it is
leading our state. That is why in the past two years the
state has gone backwards, TAFE has been slashed by
the political version of Jack the Ripper, schools are not
being updated, dangerous rail crossings are being
ignored and jobs are leaving the state in numbers not
seen since the Great Depression.
This is a flawed bill because this is a flawed
government, as opinion poll after opinion poll has
clearly shown. The bill is flawed because it is lost, like
the government behind it. The bill before us affects the
people of Victoria in many ways, and yet the
consultation process has been professionally directed to
a small group of commentators. The bulk of community
members have no idea what the bill is about, even
though it will affect their pockets. It is yet another
example of policies and practices from this government
which are designed to financially bleed Victorians. This
government has no skills in financial management. In
the past two years since the coalition took government
the state has been plunged into economic darkness.
We are aware that the rarely seen Treasurer has refused
to meet with organisations to discuss the bill. His
financial management and his competence will be
measured by how this bill, if it is passed by the house
and becomes law, sucks the pockets of Victorians dry.
It is a considerable mystery why the Treasurer has
refused to meet and consult with the Law Institute of
Victoria and the Property Council of Australia. Is he
scared that their advice will be different from his own,
or is he worried that he will not have even the basic
ability to understand those experts? How can anyone in
this house be certain the Treasurer has any idea that
what he is doing is correct or that it is fair and just for
all affected? The bill is therefore flawed from the very
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outset, as anyone with any reasonable understanding of
business practices would know. You do not make major
financial decisions without professional expert advice,
yet we have a bill designed to further increase the
growing coffers of this government.
As I have stated on other occasions, I fear that the
government is raising massive funds through slashing,
cutting, fee-raising and so on. Victorians are being
made to suffer by a government that struggles to govern
but plans to stay in power, regardless of how it has
savaged the economy and hurt so many good and
decent Victorians. As the Baillieu-Ryan government
prepares to take many more millions out of the hands of
the families, elderly pensioners and owners of small to
medium size businesses that are affected by this bill, I
look forward to hearing how the government will
justify it to the community — not in Parliament where
it commands a majority but out where the people will
insist on real answers to real concerns.
Years ago under Labor Victoria led the nation and the
nation followed, but this bill is totally out of whack
with every other state, including other Liberal states,
and I cannot see any other states following its example.
While the government is entitled to claw back some of
the duty avoided by some land-holders because of their
trust arrangements, this bill goes too far, as the Property
Council of Australia has stated, and many will be hurt.
The bill will have a negative effect on building,
development and the housing market and thus on jobs.
It will lead to a lowering of confidence that the state
does not need to suffer.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — As I
said in my second-reading speech, the Labor Party does
not oppose the bill. My colleague in the other place the
member for Lyndhurst made a detailed contribution on
the bill. I had an issue with the land-rich provision, as I
outlined in my second-reading speech. The Assistant
Treasurer is in the chamber, so without further ado I
invite him to respond to the propositions about the
business impact assessment and acquit the comments
from the Property Council of Australia and the Law
Institute of Victoria.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his question. In
relation to the issue of a business impact assessment, I
am advised that, as is consistent with other taxation
legislation, no business impact assessment was
undertaken, but obviously there has been consultation
between the government — being the Department of
Treasury and Finance and the State Revenue Office —
and both the Property Council of Australia and the Law
Institute of Victoria with respect to these provisions.
Obviously, as we have seen in past considerations of
land-rich matters and the shift to the land-holder duty
model we have now, the government is not always
going to agree with the positions put by the peak
bodies. As is reflected in the second-reading speech,
some changes to the bill were made with respect to its
technical application which reflected the feedback that
was obtained as part of the consultation process on the
exposure draft earlier this year.
Mr Lenders referred to some specific matters which
have been raised by the Property Council of Australia.
We can do it here from the advisers box, but for the
purposes of getting precise and accurate answers I am
happy to give Mr Lenders a written response on those
matters.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
more than happy for the minister to provide written
responses after the committee stage. I think the minister
acts in good faith and I certainly will not pursue the
matters verbally in the chamber.
I would like to explore the minister’s comment that no
business impact assessment was done and, without
wishing to do a Ryan and verbal him, I find it
interesting that a minister says it was not done. He may
say that it has been past practice for taxation legislation,
and I will not dispute that. I am surprised, but I will not
dispute that with any more assertion than that. I can
vividly recall legislation coming into this place on
taxation and particularly land-rich provisions and my
being held to account as Treasurer on their being a lack
of business impact assessments and reference being
made to the onerous burden on business and the red
tape surrounding anything that came out of Treasury
Place and the State Revenue Office and its not being
tested. Without referring back to Hansard, which I am
happy to do, I vividly recall contributions from some
fairly auspicious figures like Philip Davis, Bruce
Atkinson, Bill Forwood and Bill Baxter — and I think
even Gordon Rich-Phillips, if I recall correctly.
I will take the minister’s word — I do not need to do a
Tilley and record it — that that was the case. I invite
him to comment on what is good for the goose is good
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for the gander: if it was good enough in opposition to
call for business impact assessments, what has changed
other than that those opposite are in government?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am not
sure who is the gander or the goose here, but it seems to
be something of a turn-up for the books that now the
Property Council of Australia’s best advocate in this
chamber is the Labor Party. We can be sure there is no
sense of class warfare here when the Labor opposition
is railing against more discretion being given to the tax
commissioner to pursue people who shift their property
from one tax-effective vehicle to the next, which is
what Labor did in the lower house. I believe it also
went on to the Property Council of Australia’s claim
that by retaining the threshold at $1 million instead of
$2 million, as it is in New South Wales, we are at a
competitive disadvantage. Mr Rich-Phillips may also
be able to comment on that in the context of the answer
he is giving to Mr Lenders.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — To take the matters in turn, Mr Lenders
raised the issue of the business impact assessment. My
advice is my advice, and that is my understanding of
past practice with respect to taxation legislation. I guess
it depends on how you look at the business impact of
this. Obviously there is a revenue impact for the budget,
which in this case is reflected in the 2011–12 budget,
being an initiative of last year’s budget rather than the
current budget. That revenue impact is set out in the
budget papers.
In terms of the regulatory impact of the actual
application of the measures, the purpose of this bill in
shifting from a land-rich model to a land-holder model
is in fact to remove the burden of red tape associated
with the current land-rich model. To that extent the
government believes it has a positive impact on
practitioners in this field. Obviously there will be
matters on which, as I said earlier, there will be
disagreement between the peak bodies and the
government as to the application of this, but in the
preparation of the bill the government consulted
through the exposure draft process, and some of the
feedback from that was incorporated into the final bill.
On the issue raised by Mr Barber, being the difference
in threshold between Victoria and New South Wales,
this bill was put together having regard to the structure
of the property market in Victoria. There are some
differences between this legislation and that which
operates in New South Wales in terms of the land-value
threshold as well as the acquisition threshold at which
the legislation applies. That reflects the different
structure of the property market in Victoria, and the
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government believes that is an appropriate base
structure for the Victorian property market. That is an
appropriate level for the provisions to apply at, noting
there is a taper between the $1 million and $2 million
level. Basically the specific provisions of the bill
around thresholds and acquisition levels have regard to
the different structure between the Victorian and New
South Wales property markets.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In the
debate on clause 1, I need to state for the record that
clearly Mr Barber did not listen to the Labor Party’s
contribution on the bill. We said from the outset that we
would not be opposing the bill because we are
supportive of it. We also said during the debate that we
would be holding the government to account for its
inconsistencies. At no time has the Labor Party, as
Mr Barber put it, spruiked for the Property Council of
Australia. What we have said is that there is a series of
questions that we are asking the minister to answer.
Unlike the Greens, who voted against these measures in
the last Parliament, the Labor Party is voting for them.
Clearly Mr Barber was not listening to the debate, and
that happens in this chamber. At no stage did we
indicate anything other than that we would be
supporting the bill. We did say there was a series of
questions that we would like answered, and we would
not slow down the bill as Mr Barber did in the last
Parliament. We are actually expediting it going through
today. We are asking the minister to give us the
answers outside the sitting, because we are not
opposing this particular bill.
I think Mr Barber must have misunderstood my
comments earlier on, so I thought it was worth making
it clear, as part of my comments on clause 1, that our
position has not been to oppose the bill and not to
spruik for anyone and delay legislation, but to simply
ask the minister to reply to a series of concerns from the
Property Council of Australia and the Law Institute of
Victoria about matters which appear to be inconsistent
with the government’s rhetoric.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 30 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my pleasure to rise and introduce what is an
important, albeit brief, piece of legislation, the Local
Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012. As we all know, Brimbank City Council was the
subject of significant controversy and an Ombudsman’s
report. Certain measures have been taken by the
government, and it is the view of the Minister for Local
Government that Brimbank deserves a council which,
through sound governance, provides effective decision
making, delivers quality services and facilities, and
plans for a sustainable future.
The former council was dismissed in 2009 following an
independent monitor finding that its councillors were
incapable of performing the council’s function due to
the failure of key governance systems and a
dysfunctional political culture. The council was
replaced by a panel of three administrators with all
powers and functions of the council. The appointments
were for a three-year term and were to end at the time
of the municipal general elections scheduled for later
this year. In 2011 the Minister for Local Government,
Mrs Jeanette Powell, commenced a process of
assessing Brimbank’s readiness to return to elected
representation. Current council plans and status reports
indicate that strong progress has been made in many
key areas, particularly those of governance processes
and policies, financial sustainability and community
engagement.
The minister also sought independent analysis from two
eminent persons with extensive experience in corporate
governance and the local government sector, namely,
Mr Bill Scales, AO, and Mr Doug Owens. Both
gentlemen are respected on all sides of politics, and I
must say up-front that I had the privilege of working
with Mr Owens when he was the chief executive officer
of the then Moorabbin council. I can attest to his high
level of professionalism and the high level of regard in
which he is held by people on all sides of politics.
These reports independently concluded that the
administration should be extended for at least another
two years in order to secure the completion of critical
projects, including major community facilities, which
could be vulnerable to politicisation if in the 2012
council elections similar players were elected to form
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the new council. The extension was also recommended
to allow further time for the dissipation of a
dysfunctional political culture and the restoration of
community confidence. The findings of both reports are
publicly available, having been published on the
internet on 18 May.
On the basis of all available evidence, the minister
concluded that the administration should be extended
for two and a half years until March 2015. On the
fourth Saturday of March that year elections will be
held in Brimbank. In this way local democracy will be
restored in an environment which strongly supports
effective and stable local government with strong
governance processes and community support. This bill
does not alter the make-up of the panel of
administrators, which will continue to operate as before
in accordance with the principal act. However, in the
transition period before 2015 the administrators will
switch focus from repairing and rebuilding to preparing
the council for a return to elected representation. To this
end a number of changes will be made to the make-up
of the panel of administrators, as announced by the
minister on 17 May.
Given the brevity of the bill, with those few words, I
commend the bill to the house. I note that the bill
reflects the government’s commitment to an
appropriate balance between supporting local
democracy and ensuring that communities have the
highest standards of governance at the local level.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We in
opposition will be opposing the bill. Fundamentally we
are concerned that the bill means that the next election
for the municipality of Brimbank will be in March
2015. We do not see any justification for that delay.
Essentially it will mean that people of the city of
Brimbank will go six years without democratic
representation. The opposition and the government
have very clear and different approaches on this bill.
We are keen to ensure that the people in Brimbank have
democratically elected representation. Consistent with
that is that it is rare and exceptional that those elected
representatives be removed.
That should only occur in exceptional circumstances
after a very thorough process, and that is what
happened in 2009 when there was an Ombudsman’s
report, there was an independent review by the
municipal inspector, and on that basis, because of those
reports, the council was dismissed by the former
government.
It was dismissed on the basis that the council was
dysfunctional, and it had failed in its duty to provide
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good governance to the Brimbank community. That
meant the people living in Brimbank did not get the
representation or the governance that they deserved
because the council had become dysfunctional, and it
was in those very rare and exceptional circumstances
that the government intervened.
Unfortunately that rigorous 2009 process has not been
followed in the lead-up to the introduction of this bill.
The concern seems to be that the re-introduction of
democracy to this council will lead to so-called political
tensions which have not been specified, and that this
will disrupt the efficient running of the organisation. It
is one thing — as the former government did in
2009 — to dismiss a local council following a very
rigorous process; it is another thing entirely to say that
you will not restore democracy because of some vague
assertions. The opposition’s view is that the case has
not been made. The opposition believes you need to
have a very high threshold before you take democracy
away from local communities. We do not see that the
case has been made on this occasion for the continued
denial of democratic representation for this local
community.
It is a fundamentally important issue. From time to time
there are tensions and difficulties facing councils. One
has only to read the newspapers. We can look at Casey,
at Glen Eira, or at some of the closed-door meetings
that are happening at Kingston where councillors have
asked for secret meetings. There are political tensions
from time to time, but that is not a justification for
removing democratic rights. The people living in
Brimbank are entitled to the same representation as the
other 78 local government councils in Victoria. They
are entitled to the same opportunity to vote in the local
council elections planned for October, and we do not
see that there can be any justification for that to not
occur.
In fact the concern that we have is that this sets a
terrible precedent. Once you lower the benchmark for
intervention in Brimbank, once you lower the threshold
for when you introduce democracy, you lower the
threshold for when you keep and maintain democracy.
Our concern is that if the Brimbank council is not
democratically elected, if the standards on which this
decision is made are low, that is a threat for other
councils. It is a threat for Casey, Kingston and Glen
Eira councils. As a state Parliament, we need to provide
confidence to all Victorians that the state Parliament
will act only in the most exceptional circumstances to
deny local people a voice and a say in how their
councils are administered. It is unfortunate that this bill
lowers that standard and sets an unfortunate precedent
for each of the other 78 councils. Having considered
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this bill, the opposition is very concerned about the
impact it will have right across Victoria. We do not
support it.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Before I begin my contribution to the debate on the bill
I think we have to be completely up-front about what
we are talking about. The former Brimbank City
Council was run as a personal fiefdom by some ALP
councillors and state politicians, and the people who
missed out were the local residents. The previous Labor
state government allowed the corruption to go on at
Brimbank for far too long. There was appalling
behaviour by some councillors and undue influence by
Labor MPs.
It also has to be said that there were councillors like
Geraldine Brooks who were not involved in the bad
behaviour at Brimbank and who were not investigated,
but they have been tainted because they were sacked
along with other councillors. There is also Miles
Dymott, of whom the Ombudsman only had good
things to say. My relationship over the past three years
with the administrator has been cooperative and
professional. I also want to make special comment
about the staff at Brimbank council — because often
they too are tainted with the label of Brimbank —
whom I believe have worked hard and diligently with
the community. I want to say a special thanks to the
chief executive officer, Nick Foa, who was a senior
manager at Maribyrnong in my time on council.
The Greens will be voting against the bill. Our reasons
are quite clear and straightforward. Residents of
Brimbank are entitled to have an elected council
because there should be no taxation without
representation. I have read both of the reports the
government relies on for the decision to cancel this
election. Neither the Bill Scales report nor the Doug
Owens report provide any evidence to back up their
conclusions. I am sure their assessments of what the
administrators are achieving is accurate and based on
documentation, but this is not the reason the
government is recommending a delay in the
democratically elected council. The government wants
to delay it for political reasons because it fears a new
council will exercise free will, but also because a new
council might be impacted by the power relationships
and alliances referred to in the Ombudsman’s report.
Mr Scales states:
It would also be naive to fail to acknowledge in any
discussion about the City of Brimbank, the continuing and
very public political tensions within the municipality. Given
the past difficult history of the city, there is every reason to
believe that these tensions would be manifested in the
outcomes of the upcoming council elections in 2012 and
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played out once again in the policies, processes and practices
of any newly elected council.

He goes on to explain that a democratically elected
council may not agree with the plans that the
administrators have made but may instead exercise
some independence from what the government might
want it to do:
These tensions would be exacerbated if an incoming council
were required to implement the projects, policies, practices
detailed in the administrator’s progress report for which it
should not reasonably be held accountable.

Mr Owens’s report is pretty frank about his concerns
about who might get elected, without naming anybody.
It is clear that persons previously named in either the
Ombudsman’s report or the Scales report will seek to
be involved in the newly elected council. The extent of
that involvement is difficult to foresee. Mr Owens went
on to say:
… the end outcome of the election cannot be accurately
predicted and the question arises as to when (if ever) political
tensions in Brimbank will dissipate.

Does that mean we will never have a council election in
Brimbank again? He used the term ‘political tensions’ a
lot. In the ordinary meaning of the words political
tension is not a bad thing: it is the difference between
my political views and yours. But when Mr Owens said
‘political tensions’ I think it was a euphemism for the
murky world of ALP factional dealings and unethical
behaviour, because later he described it as:
… power relationships and alliances that have the potential to
undermine good government and governance …

Mr Owens’s report included seven scenarios as to what
might happen if a council that was hostile to the plans
recommended by the administrators was elected. The
worst scenario related to major projects commenced by
the administrators, and he said there was:
Potential for a sound business plan to be rejected by an
elected council on parochial grounds.

He was more optimistic about other elements like
financial governance and financial management, and in
fact major projects presented the only difficult scenario.
Mr Owens also unwittingly gave an opinion on the
usefulness of counselling democracy purely because of
political tensions in Brimbank. One cannot put a date
on when the political tensions will dissipate. In my
opinion they will not dissipate in the foreseeable future.
Two years is not going to be the end of it; nevertheless,
Mr Owens recommended to the Minister for Local
Government in a coalition government a two-year delay
in the election in part because it would affect the
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outcome of the election. He described this as a
non-political outcome. I disagree: delaying an election
in order to influence its outcome is a politicised
outcome.
Part of the problem outlined in the Ombudsman’s
report was that state MPs were influencing Brimbank
council decisions, but here is a report that recommends
a state MP delay an election in that municipality in
order to influence the outcome. The Ombudsman’s
report does not say that state MPs exercising undue
influence is all right so long as it is done for niceness
rather than evil. It is not democratic. Democracy means
the voters decide, even if we disagree with who they
vote for. What would Australia be like if political
tension or fears a new government might overturn the
hard work and plans of a previous government could be
used as reasons to cancel elections? For example,
Mr Abbott, the federal Leader of the Opposition, is
campaigning very strongly that if elected, he will
overturn the Labor government’s climate change plans.
Should that be used as a reason to cancel a federal
election?
I agree that projects in Brimbank that are on track
should be completed, but there are other ways to
provide a strong oversight of the councillors and
transition from the administrators to an elected council.
A municipal inspector or a mentor could help
Brimbank council operate in a democratic and open
manner and engage with local residents. I have not seen
any discussion by Mr Scales or the government about
holding a referendum for Brimbank residents to decide
whether they want a return to councillors or the
administrators to continue.
The only mention of public consultation is a vague
reference to what Mr Scales calls ‘influential
community groups’. During the committee stage of the
bill I would like the minister to outline who these
influential community groups are. Mr Scales did not
consult with the community groups himself. He relied
upon the present administrators to provide him with
comments from influential community groups. This is
the entire basis for the opinion in both reports: that the
community would prefer the administrators to continue.
I do not want to see influential Labor figures running
Brimbank as a personal fiefdom, as they did, but I also
do not want to see administrators deciding in a closed
room which unelected groups are influential and which
ones are not. I want to see one vote, one value, and I
want the people of Brimbank to decide who represents
them, not the government.
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Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — From
the outset I have to say that it may shock some
members of this house to hear that when Ms Hartland
started her contribution I was in full agreement with
her. The shenanigans that occurred at the City of
Brimbank brought disgrace upon all those in the
council. Even though some people were not at fault,
they were brought into the same group of people by a
few persons who were members of the ALP. I do not
agree with Ms Hartland’s conclusion about the bill, but
that is going to happen, and I am more than happy for
her to be able to express that view.
Listening to Mr Tee’s contribution, I have to say it was
typical of Labor’s way of dealing with problems. It was
half-baked and half-done and not the result needed for
the people of Brimbank. Labor just wants to be finished
with the problem; it does not want to get a result. Its
response is: ‘That will do. We have done a couple of
years of this. It’s done. It is good enough. Don’t worry
about it. It will be fine’.
This bill ensures that there will be good governance at
the City of Brimbank, that the work of the
administrators and the disruption that occurred to the
council will not have been in vain, heed will have been
taken of the Ombudsman’s report and people will
receive the representation they so richly deserve in two
years time when we have council elections again.
This bill is about fixing Labor’s lack of self-control.
When its members had control with a majority of seats
on that council, Labor could not hold back. Its members
held the reins of power and they were going to do what
they wanted. The only problem was that there was then
disagreement among Labor members. They could not
control themselves. There were power plays to be had
within the party, and they were going to be fought out
on the battlefield that was Brimbank City Council. Stuff
the people of Brimbank! That is what Labor members
were going to do. They were going to stuff the people
of Brimbank for the fact that Labor members wanted
their own little games to be played out.
The previous Labor government, after much coaxing —
after much massaging — finally decided that something
needed to be done, and I applaud it for finally making
that decision, but it was very late in the piece; it needed
to happen a lot earlier.
The member for Keilor in the other place, Ms Hutchins,
made an interesting contribution when she basically
launched an attack on some community members. I will
quote from her contribution:
People might laugh, but believe me, there is a little clique in
Keilor made up of a number of prominent Liberal Party
members, some of whom …
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I have been advised by the Clerk that it may not
be permissible under the standing orders to quote in the
manner Mr Elsbury has quoted. Just for his benefit as a
new member, and for my benefit — —
Mr ELSBURY — It is in reference — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! That is right. It has to be a passing reference, as
Mr Elsbury is aware.
An honourable member — Which paragraph?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! Standing order 12.18.
Mr ELSBURY — Thank you very much for that
guidance, Acting President. I just say that there was an
attack upon a clique of Liberal members in Keilor.
Apparently there is one particularly powerful person in
Keilor who is going to rain fire down upon people who
want the council to be returned. Nothing could be more
further from the truth. To be quite honest, for
Ms Hutchins to be suggesting that people in the Liberal
Party are so powerful down in Keilor is flattering; my
office is in Keilor, and I am rather flattered by this idea
that if you are in Keilor and a member of the Liberal
Party, you have that far-reaching power. However, I
have to say this: we are not the Labor Party. That is the
way the Labor Party does things. Ms Hutchins is
creating a complete mythology about what is happening
in this particular process.
Ms Hutchins has also taken up reading people’s minds,
because she goes on to make comments about the CEO
of the City of Brimbank, Nicholas Foa, and his
decision — made much earlier than the decision about
this bill was made — to move on from the City of
Brimbank. He had already decided many months prior
that he was going to be seeking other work. If
Ms Hutchins had actually spoken to the man, she might
know this. I can tell you now that Places Victoria is not
exactly handing out jobs left, right and centre at the
moment. It is a long process going from being the CEO
of a municipality to working for Places Victoria, and I
again wish Mr Foa all the best in his future endeavours.
Ms Hutchins also chooses to ignore the
recommendations of two independent reports. I know
Ms Hutchins may have some difficulty remembering
what happened in the City of Brimbank that brought
about this particular issue and brought it to a head,
because she had to catch a plane from Sydney to take
up her role as the member for Keilor, but the simple
fact is — —
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Mrs Peulich — She knows the community well,
does she?
Mr ELSBURY — She knows the community well.
She has come in at a very late stage and listened to what
her branch membership has told her about what
happened, but she did not actually get the information
firsthand. She was not around to know what had
happened in the City of Brimbank.
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14 parcels of land ended up being disposed of. If there
were no consultation and no listening to the people, the
administrators would have just sold 14 pieces of land. If
there were no consultation with the people of
Brimbank — if they were not being listened to — why
is it that instead of 14 pieces of land being sold only 2
were finally sold? To say that the administrators are not
listening is a complete joke.
The report by Mr Scales goes on to say:

I will go on to the report by Mr Bill Scales, AO,
bachelor of economics from Monash University, fellow
of the Australian Institute of Company Directors and
fellow of the Institute of Public Administration
Australia.
Mrs Peulich — Is he qualified?
Mr ELSBURY — I do not know; I was just about
to see whether or not we could solve the mystery on
Wheel of Fortune just then. In any case, under the
subheading ‘Recent tangible performance’ Mr Scales’s
report says:
While these activities by the administrators are helpful early
indicators of the intentions of the council under
administration, it is important that these initial actions and
intentions and translated into tangible results for the citizens
of Brimbank.

Tangible results — that is what we are after. We are
after something to solve the problems that got us here in
the first place.
If we have a look at the document headed ‘Performance
statement — 2010–11 key strategic activities’ from the
City of Brimbank website, we see that the community
satisfaction rating with the council’s performance in
governance and leadership in 2010–11 hit 62.5 per cent.
As it says in this report, ‘Results exceed target’. The
community satisfaction rating with the council’s
engagement in decision making on key local areas was
64.4 per cent: ‘Results exceed target’. There were
11 local area forums held by 30 June 2011: ‘Results
exceed target’. We then go on to the community
satisfaction rating with the council’s performance in
economic development, which was 66.6 per cent. This
was 13 per cent higher than its target. We have had the
administrators in, and they have been going gang
busters. They have been exceeding what was expected
of them in their engagement with the community.
I will admit right now that there has been some friction
between the administrators and the community. It
happens, because people have differences of opinion.
There was an instance where there were 14 pieces of
land in the city of Brimbank that were being considered
for consolidation and possible sale. After much
discussion and consultation with the community 2 of

The administrators have begun the process of establishing a
culture of good governance and administration in the City of
Brimbank. However insufficient time has passed since the
activities of the past two elected councils to be sure that these
better practices have become the accepted culture and norm in
Brimbank.
It is important that any incoming elected council is placed in
the best position to succeed in providing good governance,
government and administration to the people of Brimbank.

The first line of his conclusion says it all:
It is my opinion that the period of administration of the City
of Brimbank should be extended until 2016.

We are not talking about that in this bill. We are not
talking about extending it to 2016; we are talking about
March 2015.
Doug Owens, graduate diploma of business
administration, fellow of the Australian Institute of
Management and fellow of Local Government
Managers Australia — again, qualifications just
pouring out — put forward the three options that were
available to the minister. The first was to extend the
administration to 2016. He felt that this was not
adequate, as by that stage the administrators would
have completed their task well in advance of the 2016
local government elections. The second option was that
the administration be extended by two years, to 2014,
allowing for better projects and long-term financial
plans and policy to be developed and for political
tensions to dissipate. This is certainly the line we have
looked at in particular with this bill. Mr Owen also said
that not extending the administration period runs the
risk of the return of power relationships and allegiances
that have the potential to undermine good government
and governance in the city of Brimbank.
We have to ask who were some of the people looking
to run for election in the city of Brimbank. We had a
former member for Keilor, George Seitz, who, if you
believe his rhetoric, was being supported by the federal
member for Maribyrnong, Bill Shorten. The local
Brimbank Weekly of 22 May said:
Former Keilor MP George Seitz welcomed Mrs Powell’s
decision, saying it was ‘good news’ for ratepayers.
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‘It will allow them to finish some of the work they have
started’, he said.
‘It’s an opportunity to forget about the bad old days and have
a change in culture’.

George Seitz likes it. I thought I would never say that I
agree with George, but hey, there you go!
There is the problem of the ghosts of Christmas past. I
have got some experience with that, because when I
moved into my office in Keilor, which was the office of
a former member for Western Metropolitan Region,
Justin Madden, I found a filing cabinet. One of the
drawers in the filing cabinet was named ‘Hakki’s
community files’. Every other drawer in that filing
cabinet was still filled with suspension folders. This
particular drawer had been forensically cleaned. I doubt
there was a microbe in it or even a thumbprint on that
drawer. It was empty; it was beyond empty. If only I
could have seen what was in that drawer at some stage.
No doubt he still has the contents somewhere. It
beggars belief that that person had a lovely drawer full
of information about the community, and God only
knows what it was. In the end it was the Labor
government that disbanded the council. We have been
left with administrators.
The bill will amend the Local Government (Brimbank
City Council) Act 2009 to provide for a general election
in the city of Brimbank in March 2015. Before I
conclude, I thank the administrators Peter Lewinsky,
Meredith Sussex and Joanne Anderson for their
outstanding work. I wish all the administrators who
take over their roles — although Peter Lewinsky is
continuing on — the very best in delivering to the
people of Brimbank exactly what they need rather than
allowing a half-baked effort to be the norm.
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Victorian Ombudsman. However, it was always
assumed that democracy would return after a period of
appointed administration and due diligence, and the
people of Brimbank would be allowed to vote for a
local government democracy and elect candidates who,
in their view, would be suitable to govern their city. In
this bill we find an extension of three years is proposed
and Brimbank will have administrators until 2015.
Ratepayers of Brimbank have the right to elect
representatives, and there is no doubt about that. I refer
to a report by Doug Owens. There is one paragraph I
find absolutely absurd which says:
Time has not caused the political tensions to dissipate but the
end outcome of the election cannot be accurately predicted
and the question arises as to when (if ever) political tensions
in Brimbank will dissipate.

Bill Scales also referred to what he characterised as
continuing political tension, but that is unarticulated
and unexplained. What nonsense is this? It is a
ridiculous excuse to impose an unprecedented five
years of unasked-for civil administration. Mr Owens is
unable to predict the outcome of a democratic election,
and he is not alone in that assumption. It is the right of
the people of Brimbank to vote for their local
councillors. Enough time has elapsed since the
imposition of administrators. We in the opposition are
not afraid to make the hard decisions about
dysfunctional councils, but we hold with the democratic
principle that after a period of administrative
government the people of Brimbank now deserve to
make their own choices about who governs their city.
Mrs Peulich — Acting President, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.

Mr Barber — Acting President, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
oppose the Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Bill 2012. My understanding is that the
bill will mean Brimbank City Council will not return to
democracy in October 2012 in line with every local
government council in Victoria. We live in a
democratic society. Our laws and system of
government reflect that the people are entitled to
elected representation, and that representation comes
from the electoral process of democratic elections.
I will not bore this house by going over the reasons the
previous government appointed administrators to the
Brimbank City Council, but it is sufficient to say that
the council was found to be dysfunctional by the

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise with a
great deal of pleasure to support the Local Government
(Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill 2012,
because this bill is about giving the people of Brimbank
what they have asked for. This bill is about giving the
people of Brimbank justice. This bill is about ensuring
that the people of Brimbank are not again subject to the
obscene abuses endured under previous Brimbank
so-called elected councils where myriad — I am loath
to use the word shysters but I cannot think of another
word at the moment — shysters took full advantage.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — It may well have been ruled as
disorderly, but it is appropriate. As I have gone around
Brimbank, as I know Mr Elsbury has, over the past
12 months or so, everywhere I have gone, whether it
was a sporting club, the local pub for lunch or just
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walking down the street between engagements, people
have stopped me and begged me to keep the
administrators in Brimbank. They have begged us, and
begged the government, to do the right thing by the
people of Brimbank. Let me assure this house that the
Minister for Local Government has well and truly heard
those words. I have made sure the minister heard those
words, and I am sure Mr Elsbury has made sure she has
heard them. It is refreshing, to say the very least, that
we now have a government that will listen to the people
of the western suburbs and act on what those people
want.
When I came into this place the Brimbank City Council
had been running rampant for years. Anybody and
everybody you cared to ask in the Brimbank region and
surrounds knew exactly what was going on in
Brimbank — everybody of course except the former
state government — because the people running riot in
Brimbank were the same people running the state
government here in Victoria. That is the simple fact of
the matter. When I say that Minister Powell has listened
to the people of Brimbank and the people of Brimbank
thank her for that, I say that with full knowledge that
those same people of Brimbank were ignored for years
by a Labor government that had a vested interest in
keeping a corrupt and crooked council in place, and
now members of the former Labor government want
Brimbank back. I cannot believe these people say they
represent the western suburbs and then they get up in
here and say they want the council back.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr FINN — There is only one member in here
from the western suburbs, and Mr Leane is only here
through sufferance. That is the truth on both our
parts. The truth is the people of the western suburbs
were neglected and ignored by Labor when they
begged for their council to be removed. It was only
when an election was imminent and it was apparent
to Do Nothing Dick — Dick Wynne, the former
minister — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Poor Shauno! I withdraw. I am sorry,
Acting President; I was just getting into what the locals
in Brimbank call the former Minister for Local
Government, the member for Richmond in the
Assembly. I bring that local flavour to the house this
evening. It was only when the corruption and
crookedness of Brimbank was threatening the electoral
prospects of the Labor Party that its members decided
to act. Mr Elsbury now occupies a very important office
that was almost central to the Suleyman empire, as we
came to know it — Hakki Suleyman, Natalie Suleyman
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and a whole range of other Suleymans, I gather. Those
people ran the Brimbank council for a good number of
years. They ran that empire out of the office of Justin
Madden, the then Minister for Planning and now
member for Essendon in the Assembly, although he did
not know it as he had never been there. He would not
know how to get there. If you dumped him on the side
of the street, he would not know how to find the place.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Dalla-Riva points out, Justin
Madden was very much like Sergeant Schultz — he
knew nothing. I thought he was having a lend of us, so I
got to know Mr Madden, and I know now that he does
know nothing about anything, but that is beside the
point. We had a situation where all this corruption, all
this poisonous activity that was hurting so many people
in Brimbank, was emanating from the office of a local
member of Parliament, and that local member of
Parliament just happened to be a minister of the Crown
in the Brumby government.
It is staggering to take into consideration the number of
people who have been drawn into this affair by
association. I am not just talking about local members
of Parliament, people like George Seitz, who had a fair
bit to say about it. No doubt George has openly
supported the move by the government to suspend
elections for a little bit longer, even though he was
lining up to be mayor. I think when this announcement
was made a lot of Brimbank people got down on their
knees and gave thanks to God for the fact that George
will not be there for quite some time, but, knowing
George, he may be around for some years yet.
We have a number of local members of Parliament who
are very powerful within this nation, and the corruption
and crookedness of the Brimbank council went right up
into the federal cabinet room — names like Shorten,
Conroy and O’Connor. These names cannot be avoided
when we talk about who had their tentacles involved in
what was going on in Brimbank and who would have
their tentacles involved in Brimbank if the government
had not stepped in and put the elections off until a little
bit later this year.
We had an extraordinary situation where the people of
Brimbank were being done over. We had paybacks.
Basically people were being bought off for their
support. Soccer clubs were being denied funds. Various
community groups were being paid extraordinary sums
of money if their members would support the right
candidate in a preselection or if they would support the
right candidate in a particular ward election. This was
commonplace. Merit never came into the argument.
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Mrs Peulich — The Labor way.
Mr FINN — It is the Labor way. Mrs Peulich
knows about this because she knows that out her way
the Labor Party acts in much the same way. I must
point out that whilst Brimbank is a glaring example of
how Labor operates, it is not on its own — far from it.
Mr Leane knows what I am talking about. He is over
there with a big smile on his face because he knows
exactly what I am talking about. He knows that the
Labor Party acts like this wherever its members go.
This is a part of the Labor deal, and it is a very strong
argument, in my view, to remove party politics from
local government.
That is very important, although it is interesting to note
that in the last election the Brimbank council had no
endorsed Labor candidates. Interestingly enough, for
those who were elected — Labor against Labor all over
the place — every election was a factional brawl. It had
nothing to do with serving the people. This was about
the Conroy faction, versus the Shorten faction, versus
the O’Connor faction, versus the Seitz faction,
versus — all sorts of factions.
Mr Eideh interjected.
Mr FINN — Telmo gets a mention; my word he
does, don’t worry about that. He is in there as well. I
thank Mr Eideh for reminding me about Mr Languiller,
the member for Derrimut in the Assembly. I appreciate
his help and support, as I am sure Mr Languiller will
when he reads this.
There were these competing factions, and the situation
had absolutely nothing to do with what was good and
what was right for the people of Brimbank. And guess
what? It was all happening again. My office is right in
the middle of Sunshine, right in the middle of
Brimbank. Mr Elsbury’s office in Keilor is in
Brimbank. We could see it happening. Everybody
could see it happening. We could see the forces lining
up. It was like one of those Mel Gibson films. It was
like a scene from Braveheart where both sides were
lining up ready to go into battle at the drop of the flag.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — There probably was a bit of war paint,
Mrs Peulich, but we knew — everybody knew — that
given the opportunity, Labor would do to Brimbank
exactly what it had done before, if not worse. I say
again advisedly ‘if not worse’, because you have to take
into consideration that there has been an enormous
amount of desire for retribution that has built up over
the last few years. There are a few rats in the ranks, as
Labor likes to describe them, out that way, and there
would be a few heads that would roll.
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Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane again comes in — come in,
spinner — and I am sure that he could tell us about this
in some detail, and I hope he does. I hope he gets up
after I sit down and gives a blow-by-blow description
of exactly how the Labor Party operates in the local
government area — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — Mrs Peulich, it is. I just want to point
out, as I was saying before, that whilst there were no
official endorsed Labor candidates at the last Brimbank
council election, immediately after the election some
candidates met as a caucus. What they said to the
people was, ‘No, we’re not in the Labor Party. No, we
are not Labor candidates’; however, the minute they
were elected, they were all Labor councillors. They met
not so much in caucus as in factional groups, and then
they went into battle. Anybody who has been to a
Brimbank council meeting will know exactly what I am
talking about.
I remember Mr Guy and I went out to a Brimbank
council meeting one evening, and it was one of the
more entertaining events that you would ever hope to
see if it had not been for the fact that these people were
playing with the welfare and even the lives of the
people of Brimbank.
Mrs Peulich — And the money.
Mr FINN — And the money, indeed, Mrs Peulich.
It would have been highly entertaining, but it was a
very expensive form of entertainment, and when the
former government finally took the action it did, I think
there was a sigh of relief that that council had been
removed. It was a little bit too little and a little bit too
late, and they sacked the wrong council anyway. They
sacked the council that had not actually done anything,
because the report was on the previous council, but that
is unfortunately something I do not have time to go into
right now. I have to say to this house — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — If you could move a motion for an
extension, Mrs Peulich, that would be a marvellous
thing. I could go for three or four days on this without a
worry in the world. There is an enormous temptation to
put the council back from my own point of view and I
think from Mr Elsbury’s point of view — and I would
not want to speak on his behalf. There was an
enormous temptation to put the council back and let the
Labor Party wreak havoc all over again. There was an
enormous temptation for us to say, ‘Okay, righto, let’s
show the people of Brimbank exactly what the Labor
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Party is made of. Let’s remind them of what the Labor
Party will do given the opportunity’.
But, no, we cannot do that. I could not do that to the
people of Brimbank. The people of Brimbank deserve
better than they had before. The people of Brimbank
deserve better than the Labor corruption and the Labor
crookedness that destroyed the Brimbank council and
the municipality of Brimbank for all those years. We
see now two or three coming out and saying, ‘Oh, no,
we need council elections back’. You know the only
people who have come to me and said that are the ones
who want to stick their hands up and run again. They
are the only ones. The only people — —
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community reserves and the grounds used by children,
youths, older persons, dog walkers and people seeking
relaxation.
Rather than addressing the pressing needs of the
manufacturing industry, which needs more
TAFE-qualified people, not less, and the need for a full
judicial inquiry if not a royal commission into the
political execution of former Chief Commissioner of
Police Simon Overland by the Deputy Premier, and
other things which need to be done, the Baillieu-Ryan
government is preventing — —

Mr FINN — I don’t want you visiting in the middle
of the night, thank you very much!

Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member has deviated far and wide from
the main provisions of the bill, which are pretty narrow.
I ask you to bring him back to them. He is not the lead
speaker for the opposition, and I suggest he should stick
to the bill.

They are the only ones — two or three — and that is it.
But I will tell you what, as I walk through the streets of
Sunshine and Keilor and a number of other places
throughout Brimbank, I am constantly stopped, and the
pleading has stopped. Now they say, ‘Thank you to a
government and thank you to a minister who has
listened’.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I uphold the point of order on this occasion.
Although the debate on the bill has canvassed matters
widely involving Brimbank, it has not, to my hearing,
extended beyond the issues involving that council and
therefore the bill. I ask the member to come back to the
provisions in the bill.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a small contribution to the debate on the Local
Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012. First, I wish to acknowledge the hard work of
Peter Lewinsky and his colleagues over the past couple
of years, and I further wish to acknowledge that
Dr John Watson, who it has been announced will join
the administrators at Brimbank, is a man highly
regarded for his honesty and integrity. But none of this
should in any way be regarded as my endorsing the
failure of the Baillieu-Ryan government to return
democracy to the community. There was a problem in
Brimbank, but that problem has been well and truly
resolved. It no longer exists. One councillor, one
solitary councillor, was charged with certain offences
but that was all. So why, why is the government
refusing to return democracy to the community?

Mr EIDEH — Clearly this is how the government
regards representative democracy in our state, and
clearly it has no interest in allowing the community to
look after its own affairs — or is the government’s
claim in presenting this bill that the community cannot
be trusted to nominate and elect honest people? Is the
government saying that it must control the puppet
strings of the community rather than allow men and
women of voting age to make their own determinations
as to who administers their municipality? And why did
we pass other legislation only months ago which
implied that Brimbank would go to an election? Was
that a con of the Parliament?

Mr Barber interjected.

Is it because the planning minister’s new guidelines for
massive development across the state, almost all of
which appears to be being proposed by supporters of
the Liberal Party, will now make it much easier for
unelected persons to sell off public land, as was
attempted last year? Allow me to go on the public
record as saying that should anything like that be
attempted again, I will personally call on the
Ombudsman to conduct a full and open inquiry. It
concerns me, because the community fought hard to
stop the wholesale sell-off of their public land, their

Members opposite may not like my comments, but
what else can we conclude from the very presentation
of this bill, which is an affront to the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities? It certainly offends the
United Nations Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
to which Australia is a signatory and thus Victoria also.
I am not a lawyer, but I would have thought that that
alone would have meant this bill is unlawful.
The alleged justification for the bill is an insult to all the
people who live in the municipality. Is the government
suggesting that the administrators have simply not done
a good enough job and there is a mess in Brimbank due
to their shortcomings? I hear claims of tensions in
Brimbank. I ask members: can they name one council
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where there are no political tensions whatsoever?
Tensions exist everywhere — even within the
government. Mr Tilley, the member for Benambra in
the Assembly, has made serious allegations against the
Deputy Premier, and members of the government are
calling for a change in leader. The Minister for
Planning — —
Mrs Petrovich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I think the member is again straying from the
main body of the bill.
Mr Leane — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am not sure that the member can take a
point of order when she is not in her seat.
Mrs Coote — I can though. On a point of order,
Acting President, I believe the member has strayed a
long way from the intent of this bill. He is speaking
about irrelevant material. I ask that you bring him back
to the main provisions of the bill.
Mr Viney — On the point of order, Acting
President, this has been a wide-ranging debate. There
has been a fairly reasonable practice in the past that
there is wide-ranging discussion on controversial
matters. I have been listening to this debate in my office
and I have heard people like Mr Finn speaking across a
whole range of areas, way outside the very specific
nature of the bill. I think it is reasonable for subsequent
members to be able to respond to the wide-ranging
debate that has taken place in the chamber.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, Acting
President, the member is not the lead speaker for the
opposition. He has strayed far and wide and has
canvassed issues way beyond those raised by any other
member of Parliament, including the lead speakers. I
fail to see what the Liberal leadership has to do with the
provisions of this legislation.
Mrs Coote — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, I remind members of the title of the bill. It is
the Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Bill 2012. The member was straying a
very long way from anything to do with Brimbank.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I have previously listened to and accepted a
point of order from Mrs Peulich on a very similar
matter, namely, that whilst the debate has been
wide-ranging in relation to matters concerning the City
of Brimbank, to my knowledge it had not strayed too
far beyond that. After taking advice from the Clerk I
upheld that point of order, also on the fact that it was
not a lead speech.
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In relation to the second point of order that has been
taken, I say that the speaker has again strayed beyond
the terms of the bill. As guidance to him, I say that
perhaps it was a passing reference and perhaps it was a
matter that he had determined he would go to prior to
Mrs Peulich taking her first point of order. I ask him in
his further comments in relation to the bill to be
cautious and mindful of the two rulings that I have
made in relation to the scope of the debate, which is
concerning matters involving the City of Brimbank
from the debate I have heard on the bill. I ask the
member to continue his contribution with that in mind.
Mr EIDEH — I was simply referring to political
tensions, which are everywhere. That is what I meant
by that. I thank you, Acting President, for that.
I further note that the government is concerned that
many projects will not be completed by the time
October rolls around. That is a normal practice for
every level of government, as we have seen with this
government claiming credit for the Sunshine Hospital
and the Royal Children’s Hospital, among many other
projects, which were begun by the Labor government
and completed under the current regime. We come back
to why this bill is before us. I cannot think of any
reason other than the total political bias of this
government and its need for power at any cost. I oppose
the bill.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr (Teller)
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Pairs
Davis, Mr D.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Pennicuik, Ms
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eminent Victorian who was put in place by the previous
government.

Committed.
Sitting suspended 6.25 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Committee
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I seek
leave for Mrs Peulich to join me at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
a series of questions for the minister on the purpose of
the bill. The Scales report talks about ‘influential
community groups’. One of the reasons the government
has given for introducing the bill is that Mr Scales’s
report says there should not be an election because of
those groups. I would like the minister to outline who
these influential local groups are, because it is a bit
strange that the government is basing its decision not to
return to a democratically elected council on the basis
of unnamed groups.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Scales has provided a report to the government.
Mr Scales is the same person who provided advice to
the previous government on the strategy for managing
the future of the City of Brimbank. The government has
accepted his recommendations. The report that has been
presented to the government is one that we have
accepted. In terms of going through Mr Scales’s report
in microscopic detail, I simply say, as I just said, that
the report handed to the government is one that we
accepted. We are not going to go through Mr Scales’s
report line by line. Mr Scales’s report, as per the
recommendations to the previous government, is one
which we have taken as providing expert advice, like
any planning panel or judicial panel. Mr Scales is an
eminent Victorian; there is no doubt about that.
Obviously we have accepted his advice.
In terms of naming the groups that he has spoken to, I
have to say to Ms Hartland that the government does
not believe Mr Scales has made up his evidence.
Mr Scales has conducted investigations over a long
period. Consultative committees have been formed in
relation to a number of those issues. The administrators
acted with a range of state, regional and local
organisations which make up those committees. I think
that is pretty obvious to the people who live in
Brimbank. As for the individual names of those
committees, that is not a part of the bill we are
discussing tonight. I am not going to go through those
individually, principally because Mr Scales’s evidence
to the government is based on the findings of an

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — To be of
assistance to Ms Hartland, to the minister and indeed to
the committee, it would be far easier if we were to
name the groups that did not want the administrators to
stay. It is my experience that most resident groups and
community groups in the Brimbank municipality are
adamant and enthusiastic about the need for the council
elections to be postponed. There are some that want to
take it further and not have them return at all. The
government has obviously not gone to those lengths,
but I have spoken to numerous groups as well as
individuals and, as I said in my earlier contribution,
they have pleaded with the government to take the steps
that have been taken. I can only suggest to Ms Hartland
that she might like to have a chat to some of those
groups because they are very supportive of what the
government has done.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — It is
very difficult to talk to or chat to groups that are not
named.
Mr Finn interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn
was heard in silence.
Ms HARTLAND — If the groups are not named, it
is extremely difficult to have a conversation with them.
Considering that the government appears to have
decided that the council will not be reinstated on the
basis of both the Owens and the Scales reports, it is a
reasonable question to ask of the minister that he state
which of the groups Mr Scales relied on to say that the
community did not want the return of the council.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — What is
the question?
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — As the
previous question was not answered, my point is that
the government has relied on evidence from Mr Scales
saying that the council should not be returned, and I
would like to understand some of that evidence. The
report does not even suggest the groups were consulted
on this, just that Mr Scales received evidence from the
administrators that these groups did not want the return
of administrators. I do not see anywhere a referendum
being held on a wide-scale community consultation
being held. Who are these unnamed influential groups?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
a complete concoction of conspiracy theories.
Ms Hartland should look at page 2 of Mr Scales’s
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report. He actually mentions a number of pieces of
documentation which assisted him in coming to the
conclusion he did. They include the Brimbank City
Council annual report for 2010–11, the council plan,
the council’s annual community survey 2010, the
Brimbank City Council quarterly council plan progress
report for the period from July to September 2011–12,
various brochures, media releases and newsletters,
comprehensive income statements for the period ended
30 September 2011, the Brimbank City Council plan
and quarterly financial report 2011–12 and the
administrators’ progress report against the council plan
for 2010–14. The administrators were appointed by the
previous government, and their annual progress reports
were provided to Mr Scales and were, as his report says
quite clearly, part of the material that he consulted in
making his findings.
Mr Scales is an eminent Victorian and a public servant
who has given more than 30 years of service to the state
and the Victorian community. On behalf of the
government, and certainly on behalf of the reputation of
Mr Scales, I take umbrage at the implication that he has
made up a report and made up community consultation.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — That
is in fact not an answer to the question I asked, and the
minister knows that. On page 4 of his report Mr Scales
says he gained information from the administrators
referring to influential groups. I am simply asking who
those groups are, how they were contacted and how the
information was gathered. I do not think this is a
particularly difficult question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
answered.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I just hope
Ms Hartland is not going down the same path as the
member for Keilor in the other place did during an
earlier debate when she became insistent on some wild
conspiracy theory and basically made an allegation
about a very eminent local resident in Keilor who is the
president of the Keilor residents association, Mrs Susan
Jennison — and yes, she is a member of the Liberal
Party. The accusation was that this decision was made
because she is a member of the Liberal Party and that
she is going to be appointed as an administrator, or
some vague accusation that was put before the other
place.
I just hope that Ms Hartland is not going down that
path. I know Susan Jennison very well and she is a
great community-spirited person. I hope Ms Hartland
knows Mrs Jennison as well, but that has nothing to do
with what we are debating here today. Susan Jennison
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has made, and continues to make, a great contribution
to the Keilor community. But what we are debating
here today is the need to protect the entire Brimbank
community from the shenanigans, the corruption and
the crookedness that has been going on for years at a
municipal level and is promising to come back as
Brimbank 2: the nightmare returns. That would be a
very real possibility if we were to have council
elections later this year as proposed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I do not
believe that Ms Hartland came within cooee of
suggesting anything to do with anybody; it was only
Mr Finn who started naming names. We are simply and
systematically working through the purpose of the bill,
and since the purpose of the bill is that there will be no
elections in Brimbank because the administrators are
doing such a good job, we are questioning statements
such as those in the second paragraph on the second
page of the second-reading speech for this bill:
A range of residents have written to express their approval of
the efforts of the administrators. In the words of one, the
panel ‘have delivered an outstanding level of professionalism
in the performance of their role’ …

Two paragraphs down it states:
In June last year the process began of reviewing the
administration’s progress to date …

We are presuming, since this is extraordinarily opaque
for a second-reading speech, that what this refers to is
the Scales report and, for want of a better handle, the
Owens report. In the Scales report there is one line
which states:
I have been provided with details of comments from
influential community groups in Brimbank detailing their
strong support for the direction of the current council under
administration.

That statement is reasonably open-ended. It is a claim
by the government in its second-reading speech, if I
understand it correctly, that the Scales report said that
Mr Scales had got comments from influential
community groups detailing their strong support. Are
these letters that the government ever sighted or is it
simply the government taking the words of Mr Scales
who took them from the words of the administrators,
who apparently took them from some letters from some
influential community groups? We are just asking who
they are. But if the government does not know, that is
fine.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I suppose the
assumption that has been made by Mr Barber is that the
residents referred to in the second-reading speech were
those identified or referred to in the Scales report. I am
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unclear as to whether that is the case. Can the minister
clarify whether the range of residents referred to in the
second-reading speech are those identified in the Scales
report? Is it a reference to the Scales report?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — This is
like a parasite on the Greens version of the question that
has already been asked. I think we have been through
this. The Labor Party and the Greens want to start
getting to a situation where anyone who gives a report
to an administrator and who does not agree with their
point of view should have their name and address outed
and people should not be able to have a point of view
put to an administrator about what they think should be
the future of the Brimbank City Council.
On this side of the house we know why that attitude is
what it is and we know why the other side of the house
believes that, but the simple fact is that the government
has taken the advice, as you would expect, of Bill
Scales, who is the person that the previous government
appointed to examine and provide a recommendation
that the council should originally be dismissed. To now
come back into this chamber and start questioning the
advice provided to the government by the person
appointed by the previous government beggars belief. It
is an attack on the credibility of the person who wrote
the advice to the government.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Sorry, Minister.
There is a reference in the second-reading speech to a
range of residents. My question is: is that a reference to
residents referred to in the Scales report or is it a
reference to residents other than those identified by
Mr Scales in his report?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That
question is getting to the level of detail where Mr Tee
just wants to ask a question for the sake of asking a
question and to feel relevant. That question has been
answered today.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I advise the
minister that it is a reasonably important issue. He is
asking this chamber to support this bill on the basis of a
second-reading speech which refers to the views of
residents without being able to identify whether the
views of those residents have been delivered to the
government by Mr Scales or by some other means.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is
regrettable that Mr Tee has not been in a position to
witness the Brimbank City Council in action. On one
occasion Minister Guy and I attended a meeting of the
Brimbank council. We sat in the gallery with
representatives of various community groups and
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members of the general public. They were calling out in
disgust at their so-called elected representatives. The
line of questioning that Ms Hartland, Mr Tee and
Mr Barber have been following would be unnecessary
if they were personally aware of and had witnessed
exactly what the Brimbank council was before it was
dismissed and what it certainly promises to be if it is
returned later this year. The minister may well like to
inform Mr Tee of what he experienced during the
course of that meeting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We are in
the committee stage of this bill, and the committee
stage is specifically about going through clauses of the
bill, not reprosecuting or arguing matters that would be
acceptable in the second-reading debate. The clause we
are dealing with is the clause specifically relating to the
date for a future election, and the purpose of the bill is
to establish that. I want to keep the questions and
discussion in the committee stage to the relevant issues
associated with the committee stage of the bill. I do not
want to go down the path of prosecuting historical
information.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am still
waiting on an answer to the question about the
reference to the residents in the second-reading speech.
I think Mr Finn might have distracted the chamber and
the minister from answering the question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Nice
try, Humboldt! At the end of the day — —
Mr Finn — He’s done better than most.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Yes, I know. As I have said
from the very start, the minister has received
correspondence from people in that area, as is
obviously the case. Mr Scales has had not just personal
correspondence from people in that area but has utilised
a range of mechanisms to seek community
consultation. I, like Mr Finn, have witnessed firsthand a
number of community groups in action and their view
of the council. I must say that I do not remember seeing
any other members present in this chamber at any of the
Brimbank City Council meetings I went to with
Mr Finn.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Barber should get his facts
right — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask that
the minister stick to the clauses of the bill.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — We are 25 minutes in, Deputy
President, and I am endeavouring to, but we have had
25 minutes of questioning not relevant to this clause of
the bill. As I was saying, the government has been
pretty straightforward about taking the advice of the
person who gave the original advice to the previous
government.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It is a
matter of record that the Greens had Miles Dymott and
Geraldine Brooks on the two councils covered by the
reports. Miles was given credit in the Ombudsman’s
report as the only councillor who tried to blow the
whistle on some of the things that were happening
there. Ms Hartland and I both have an intimate
understanding of all these events from our contact with
Mr Dymott and former councillor Brooks, who went
out with the bathwater when the previous council was
sacked.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The same
rules apply to Mr Barber. I am trying to keep the matter
to the current bill.
Mr BARBER — It is a worthy effort, Deputy
President, and those in government have not helped
you, because the second-reading speech provided the
rationale and they have gone extraordinarily wide.
Following my earlier questions, we come to another
paragraph that says:
On the basis of all the available information, it is clear that it
would be in the best interests of the community for the period
of administration to continue for a further two and a half
years.

That is the entire rationale for the bill right there, and
that is what Ms Hartland and I are trying to, in the
government’s own words, ‘interrogate specifically’, but
I am being distracted periodically by inflammation in
my left ear. If I can presume that the Owens report is
what the government calls ‘all the available
information’, there is some stuff in there about which
we would like to hear a bit more from the minister by
way of the rationale for this bill. The Owens report is
only two and a half pages long. It is like an email
written to somebody.
Hon. M. J. Guy — You wouldn’t need much to
know the council is dysfunctional if you have been
there that many times.
Mr BARBER — I thank the minister. That is
exactly what I want to hear him elaborate on.
Mr Owens said, and I have no doubt that it is his firmly
held opinion:
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As stated above, it is clear persons previously named in either
the Ombudsman or Scales reports will seek to be involved in
a newly elected council. The extent of involvement is difficult
to foresee.

What is it that the government foresees, and who are
these people? It is a pretty small list; it says they were
named in the previous reports from the Ombudsman
and Mr Scales.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I thank
Mr Barber. I can assure the committee that I will not
allow this committee to become dysfunctional. I would
like people to just deal with the facts and the questions
that relate to the bill before us.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — This
committee stage is to go through the details of the
clauses of the bill. If Mr Barber wants an interrogation
of the work of Doug Owens or Bill Scales on a
line-by-line basis to ascertain why Doug Owens wrote
the figure or word that he wrote, I am afraid I must
advise him that I cannot telepathically contact anyone.
Despite that he thinks it might be a manner of
communication in an Earthian’s world, it is not a way
that I will be able to contact someone at this point in
time.
But at the end of the day the government has accepted
the reports and, on reflection, anyone who had been to
those council meetings, like Ms Hartland or me or
Mr Finn — I guess not Mr Tee or Mr Leane, who is in
the chamber — or anyone who had seen that council in
operation would know that they are very accurate.
Whether the Greens members of that council or others
sought to blow the lid on it is irrelevant. The reality is
that the reports presented, on which the government
made its decision, are accurate, and that is why we have
made the decision we have.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — And who
sorted out that council before the Ombudsman even
initiated his investigation? The voters. The
Ombudsman’s report was into a bunch of councillors
who at that stage were no longer councillors, and that is
kind of our central point here. But the minister cannot
have it both ways. He has confirmed that where it says
in the second-reading speech, ‘On the basis of all the
available information’ it is his own personal visits, the
Ombudsman and Scales reports, and the Scales and
Owens reports more recently. In relation to them, the
second-reading speech says:
In June last year the process began of reviewing —

the administration.
We see, further to this rationale, in the Owens memo:
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On the first justification one can not put a date on when
political tensions will dissipate. In my opinion they probably
will not dissipate in the foreseeable future.

It sounds to me like 2015 is just the beginning. What
we are trying to seek some assurance about is that the
government will not get to 2015 and say, ‘You know
what? It is still inconvenient to have the voters decide
who should run Brimbank council’, because
Mr Owens says that he does not have a crystal ball. He
says that in his opinion these political tensions
probably will not dissipate in the foreseeable future.
There are political tensions in Banyule council, there
are political tensions in Nillumbik council, in Darebin
council, and we do not know when they will dissipate,
and in my opinion — —
Mr Finn — Very different to Brimbank. You should
know that.
Mr BARBER — Come and visit up north
sometime, Mr Finn. To repeat, Mr Owens said:
In my opinion they probably will not dissipate in the
foreseeable future.

Therefore there will not be any elections in Brimbank
in the foreseeable future. Is that not what we are saying
with this bill?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
a nice attempt to put words in the government’s mouth,
Mr Barber, but at the end of the day of all the councils
you have mentioned there is one stand-out fact that you
have failed to mention, and that is called an
Ombudsman’s report and investigation and an
Ombudsman’s recommendations about how that
council was operating and the difference between all
the councils you have mentioned and the Brimbank
City Council. I give credit to the Brumby government,
which actually took the recommendation from Bill
Scales and others to dismiss the council. Indeed this
government took that recommendation to continue with
the administrators until the people who provided the
recommendation to the previous government provide
recommendation to the current government that the
issues in relation to the dismissal of the council are fully
resolved.
I accept fully that there may be a political reason
Mr Barber differs from the government, and certainly
the Labor Party does, but at the end of the day it comes
down to good governance in the City of Brimbank.
Good governance as per the recommendation from
Mr Scales and indeed from Doug Owens says that
Brimbank requires the administrators to continue in the
roles they are in until the time put forward by this bill
tonight to ensure that when Brimbank goes back to the
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polls, like Melton in the 1990s, there is a culture change
not just in a half a dozen elected councillors but in the
council as a whole.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Mr Owens has stated that he does not believe the
political tensions will dissipate. How can we be assured
that there will be an election in Brimbank in 2015 if
these political tensions continue?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
reference that Mr Owens has given is in relation to
major projects that are being undertaken and that need
to be seen through by the council as a whole, and I
think he talks about 46 important tasks that have begun
but would not be completed by the time a newly elected
council would take office. Therefore the government’s
intention is that once this bill passes councillors will
return after the time allocated as per the bill.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — That
is not actually what he was saying. He said that he did
not see any end to the political tensions, so how can we
be assured that there will be an election in 2015?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Why
are we getting back to this crystal ball stage all over
again? We have a bill in front of us. What is the end
date on the bill? That is the bill we are debating. I am
not going to sit here and give a hypothetical to say,
‘Possibly it might be this’, and, ‘Actually, you know,
it’s a smoke-and-mirrors kind of situation’. The bill is
the bill and it is what we are debating tonight. The
government’s intention is to fulfil the provisions in the
bill that is before the Parliament. That is what we are
aiming to do. The reports given to us by two eminent
people — Mr Scales for the public service in Victoria
and Mr Owens in the local government sector — make
it very clear what the direction should be in relation to
the future of the council for the foreseeable future as
per the dates outlined in the bill, and that is what the
government intends to abide by.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — So the
government is not prepared to give a guarantee that
there will be an election in 2015?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — What
more guarantee does a government need to give? We
are bringing a bill to the Parliament. Ms Hartland wants
a guarantee — it will be in law. This is the bill; this will
be the law. There is no more guarantee that any
government can give other than to bring a bill before
the Parliament. It is not open-ended. We could have
given an open-ended date; there could have been a
grandfather clause or a range of other things. But we
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did not use those mechanisms. There is a bill before the
Parliament that specifies a date, and that is the
government’s intention.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Minister, I can recall asking very similar questions 6 or
7 months ago about whether the Minister for Local
Government had made a decision about what would
happen at Brimbank, and at that time I was given very
vague answers, and I feel I am being given very vague
answers again now. Can the residents of Brimbank
expect to have a democratically elected council in 2015,
or will the problem with political tensions, as described
by Mr Scales and Mr Owens, continue so that that will
be the excuse not to have a council election? It is a
fairly straightforward question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am a
pretty straightforward person, and I think the answer I
have just given was exceedingly straightforward. It is in
black and white. The government’s intentions are there.
If Ms Hartland wants a guarantee, here it is. It is in the
bill we are about to vote on. Page 1 says that on the
fourth Saturday in March 2015 a general election will
be held for the Brimbank City Council. That is the
government’s intention. That is what we seek the
Parliament to vote on today. There is no clearer
guarantee that we can give than to bring forward
legislation. If the Greens cannot be satisfied with that,
then I concede that I do not know what goes through
the minds of a Greens politician, because there is
nothing clearer that we can give to the Parliament, the
people of Victoria and the citizens of Brimbank than
this bill tonight, which flags very clearly the
government’s intention.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I suppose
there could have been more of a guarantee if the
government had lined it up with the state election in
2014 because this occurs in a period after the next state
election when the minister cannot even guarantee he
will be here.
Mr Finn — We can’t guarantee any of us will be
here!
Mr BARBER — Of course we know the world is
going to end at midnight on June 30 with the
‘carbocalypse’ predicted by Mr Finn. The carbon tax
will wipe us all out. There will be no electricity.
Just quoting again from the Scales report:
It would also be naive to fail to acknowledge in any
discussion about the City of Brimbank, the continuing and
very public political tensions within the municipality.
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I am not sure if that is referring to people named in the
Ombudsman’s report, which is this earlier clause, or if
there is something else going on in the municipality, but
he does go on to say:
Given the past difficult history of the city, there is every
reason to believe that these tensions will be manifested in the
outcomes of the upcoming council elections in 2012 and
played out once again in the policies, processes and practices
of any newly elected council.

I do not want to be too harsh on Mr Scales, but when
we read these comments it starts to sound like
everything becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy of
everything else. The Ombudsman’s report was the
reason for the sacking, but because we have read the
Ombudsman’s report we know there should not be an
election.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Deputy President,
you have called me to order, and Ms Hartland,
Mr Barber and I think Mr Tee at one stage, on the basis
that we have been speaking about matters not directly
related to this particular clause of the bill. What
Mr Barber is currently speaking on does not relate to
any clause of the bill. In fact his supposition is
wandering far and wide. He is making all sorts of
grandiose assumptions and all sorts of things are clearly
going through his mind, and — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! What is the
point of order?
Mr Finn — I ask you to bring him to order.
Mr BARBER — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I am well aware I am speaking on clause 1 of
the bill, which is the purpose of the bill. The purpose of
the bill is to make sure that there are no elections in
Brimbank. The government provided the rationale for
that purpose. Unfortunately for government members,
in providing the rationale they made reference to other
reports, and now I am querying them about the purpose
of the bill.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I accept
that Mr Barber is developing an argument in relation to
clause 1, so I will allow him to continue. I remind all
members that we are not prosecuting history here; we
are trying to deal with a bill before us in relation to a
future date of an election.
Mr BARBER — You cannot drive a car by
watching the rear-view mirror, Deputy President: you
are absolutely right. To pick up on the quote I was
reading into the record:
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These tensions would be exacerbated if an incoming council
were required to implement the projects, policies and
practices detailed in the administrator’s progress report for
which it should not reasonably be held accountable.

The ‘it’ in that sentence means the incoming,
hypothetical, democratically elected council. It seems
there is a further element to the government’s
argument — that is, the administrators have got this
program, and Mr Guy told us how we know about it.
They have a council plan, strategies and documents,
and so does every one of the other 78 councils. What
we are now told is that tensions would be exacerbated if
a democratically elected, incoming council decided to
change that program.
The so-called depoliticisation process the government
says this bill serves is in fact something very different.
The government is seeking to ensure that the current
program of the current group of administrators will not
be changed. The government has the political view it is
making the right choices on behalf of the Brimbank
community. It is not about governance anymore; it is
about the actual program — what they are spending
money on and what they are not spending money on
down there. Apparently it is too risky to have an
election because the new councillors might change that
program and the stress would be so much the tensions
would be inflamed again.
The rationale goes way beyond simply a matter of
avoiding past problems. The government squarely likes
the types of programs the administration is putting
forward and wants it to continue. The government is
making itself the council. It is choosing through this bill
to continue a certain program of political activity being
implemented by a group of non-politicians who are
nevertheless appointees of another group of politicians.
That is why the Greens do not support the bill. The bill
does not just do the things the government says it does;
it does other things as well.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 20
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms

Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr (Teller)

Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
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Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr (Teller)
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Pennicuik, Ms

Clause agreed to.
Clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This
clause sets the date for the election at March 2015.
There is nothing in either the Scales or Owens reports
to suggest that this should be the date for an election; in
fact the Scales and Owens reports say that they do not
know when political tensions will dissipate. However,
the government has determined that the date will be the
fourth Saturday in March 2015. Can the minister tell
me why the government chose this date and how it is
that the government determined that political tensions
will have dissipated not by this October, not by 2013,
not by 2014 when we go to a state election but in fact
by the fourth Saturday in March 2015?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — There
are a few points on this. Firstly, the administrators were
appointed, I understand, for a three-year term by the
previous government, which is why this has come up in
2012 — quite rightly. A second three-year appointment
would take the date to 2015. It should be noted that the
Local Government Act 1989 talks about ensuring that
council elections are held at a different time to other
major events, which would include a state election. For
example, November 2014 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask for
the general discussions to be dropped down a notch.
Hon. M. J. GUY — The government has taken two
points on. The first one is that the Local Government
Act states that council elections can be deferred if they
clash with another major event, in this case being a state
election. Secondly, we have a three-year term for the
commissioners, I understand, for the first period of their
operation and then a following three-year term, which
would be consistent with the previous government’s
appointment in 2009.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Is it the
minister’s statement that there is nothing in the laws of
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political physics that determines the rate of political
tension dissipating in an undemocratic environment?
Apparently if you take away people’s choice of voting,
that is the cure for politics, but that is not the rationale
the minister has given. Is it a matter of administrative
convenience that administrators get appointed for three
years, so this lot gets another three years? Is that the
rationale for this particular date?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Greens need to go back and read the Ombudsman’s
report into why we have commissioners in Brimbank.
They need to go back and look at the commentary and
the local feeling towards what was clearly a council
marred by corruption and all manner of inappropriate
behaviour to community groups and disgraceful
conduct at council meetings. If the Greens think that
was an operative democracy they should be proud of,
then this government disagrees with them. I am sorry
that Mr Barber does not agree that the appointing of
commissioners in 2009 was a good thing for the people
of Brimbank to sort out what had clearly become a
local government based on personality and infighting
and treating constituents with contempt, but this
government thought it was, and indeed the previous
government did as well. That is why administrators
were appointed in 2009. Those are the reasons and the
rationale.
It is has been found in the reports of Doug Owens and
Bill Scales that some level of propriety has come back,
and we have taken on their points of view and followed
through. Mr Barber asks for consistency in government
all the time. A three-year term plus another three-year
term means that he has it — there is consistency.
Mr Barber asks that it comply with the Local
Government Act 1989. It does not clash with the 2014
election, as per what is outlined in section 34 of the
Local Government Act. Mr Barber has that as well.
With due respect, Deputy President, now Mr Barber
comes in and starts questioning the rationale of the
government for taking a point of view which is very
clear and obvious and has a deliberate rationale which
would be absolutely transparent for anyone to see
should they have followed this issue from the very start.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Of
course we have followed the issue from the very start. I
think I already made the point that there was an election
where many of the people who were under
investigation either did not stand or were tossed out by
the voters. When a former minister, Mr Madden, now
the member for Essendon in the Assembly, was sitting
in the chair, in the same place Mr Guy is now, I asked
him about the claims made in another Scales report.
The former minister claimed that five councillors were
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under investigation, and that is why the second
Brimbank council had to be sacked. However, there
were never five councillors under investigation; that
was just something that was said at the time to push the
whole thing over.
We are now moving on to a clause that is fairly
specific. The minister wants to drag me back and
suggest that I did not know anything about what was
happening in the Brimbank City Council. What I saw
happening in the Brimbank City Council just about
made my socks roll up and down, and that was long
before, I think, the Ombudsman got involved. We had
one lone Green on that council for a very long time, and
we had another in the second council, who was elected
and was the only one, according to the words of the
Ombudsman’s report which the minister suggested I
needed to go back and read again — —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Deputy President,
you have counselled us about going back into the
history books — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We do not
need any more. I was about to interrupt Mr Barber and
ask him to come to the clause in front of us. I am sorry
to have interrupted Mr Finn’s point of order for the sake
of brevity, but I agree with him. I ask Mr Barber to
come to the matter in front of the committee.
Mr BARBER — Greens councillor Miles Dymott
was the only one who blew the whistle.
The matter before us is clause 3 in relation to the date
of March 2015. I just want to be absolutely sure that the
minister is saying that that is the right date because of
the convenience of offering three-year terms to
administrators running councils that get elected on
four-year cycles — not that the minister is willing to
give us a guarantee that as of the fourth Saturday in
March 2015 political tensions will have dissipated in
the City of Brimbank.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Bill
Scales’s monitoring report of August 2009 states:
My monitoring and investigations over the past three months
has proved that a majority of councillors on the current
Brimbank City Council have continued to exhibit in
important areas some of the very same poor practices that led
to the Ombudsman’s initial investigation and his
recommendations.

I am sorry to tell Mr Barber that this is not about
whitewashing the Greens’ responsibility with a
councillor, whether it was one, two or however many,
on the former Brimbank City Council, but at the end of
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the day Mr Scales’s findings of August 2009, post the
elections, say:
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Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.

… have continued to exhibit in important areas some of the
very same poor practices that led to the Ombudsman’s initial
investigation and his recommendations.

This is not a debate about the Greens or the relevance
of the Greens or the Greens councillor. This is a debate
about Brimbank City Council as a whole. A majority is
obviously needed on that council to provide good
governance. Mr Scales’s report to the previous
government is one that is absolutely unambiguous, and
the Liberal-Nationals, both in opposition and again in
government, supported the recommendation he made.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I say to
members of the committee that I will not accept any
more discussion about the historical events at Brimbank
City Council. That is not what this bill is about. I am
happy to accept commentary in passing reference on it,
but that ends the questions that members have been
raising in relation to this bill. In terms of the historic
events at the City of Brimbank and who is and who is
not responsible, they have been prosecuted in this house
many times. We are in the committee stage of this bill,
and this bill is specifically in relation to the matter
before the committee and contained in this bill.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 20
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Clause agreed to.
Clause 4 agreed to.

Pennicuik, Ms

Third reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 20
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Pennicuik, Ms

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Libraries: The Fall of Singapore
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I wish to
commend an excellent book, The Fall of Singapore —
90 Days — November 1941–February 1942, that has
just been published. It is a joint collaboration between
father and son Robin and Justin Corfield, and is a most
professional, poignant and authoritative volume. Robin
Corfield, a former Geelong Grammar student, received
an Medal of the Order of Australia for his book on the
1916 battle of Fromelles. His was the first history of the
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first battle fought by Australian soldiers on the Western
Front and, as Justin Corfield says in the introduction,
for him the death of every single soldier was important.
His book lists all the Australian and British dead as well
as most of the Germans. This book was designed to
cover the Malayan campaign and the fall of Singapore
in a similar manner. Robin Corfield died in October
2010, and Justin Corfield, a current master at Geelong
Grammar School with a long history of academic
interest in the Malayan campaign, completed the
volume. This book is a wonderful testament to both of
them.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! What action does the member request?
Mrs COOTE — The matter is for the attention of
the Minister for Local Government and is about
libraries. I encourage the minister to make certain that
this book is well distributed throughout public libraries
in Victoria.

Higher education: TAFE information session
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills. It is a matter that was
brought to my attention by a local councillor, and she
has insisted that I raise it in a public way because she
was incensed by her experience in the context of the
current debate about TAFEs and TAFE funding.
This particular councillor attended an information
session in Dandenong with the view of signing up for a
community development course. She is obviously very
interested in the field and wants to do something good
in the community in terms of community development.
However, she came away incensed by what she had
experienced, which was a presentation by two speakers
at the information evening on 31 May for the diploma
and certificate III courses in community development
and community services. The speakers were Alex and
Sandra. I will not give their surnames. Basically it
ended up being a political tirade driven more by a
narrow political agenda than any pretext of providing
accurate information in relation to the courses on which
the event was designed to provide information.
One of the speakers criticised Christians and Muslims,
saying their religions have been corrupted, that they
have an attitude of hate and that they challenge views
that are not consistent with their own with no regard or
respect for each of us having a right to hold our own
views. When one woman asked for information about
daytime classes, Alex replied, ‘I haven’t quite
memorised it’, and went on to obfuscate. The councillor
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came away feeling particularly shocked at having heard
the urging to take political action, to make calls and to
vote the state government out. A report on the
information evening has been passed on to me, and it
says in part:
Whilst I am supportive of funding for TAFEs, I cannot justify
taxpayers money being spent on someone that is so
unprofessional in using this very important forum as airing
her very judgemental and narrow-minded views.

The councillor went on to talk about her abhorrence of
the waste of taxpayers money. She said one of the
presenters actually confessed that in previous years she
had not hesitated to increase enrolments for students by
manipulating the system but that the current system
prevents that.
I would like the minister to take this matter up. I am
prepared to provide this file to him and the name of the
TAFE concerned so an explanation for the events and a
guarantee that the public will never ever again be
exposed to such a political tirade at a professional
forum can be sought.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon. The matter concerns the
Liberal-Nationals government’s decision to scrap the
education maintenance allowance (EMA) contribution
to schools and increase the payment to families, which
is causing great concern at many schools across the
electorate that I represent in northern Victoria. It has to
be understood that schools use this allowance to help
pay for camps and school excursions, textbooks, laptop
programs, uniforms, vocational education and training
hospitality fees, driver education and visits to life
education vans.
The EMA provided support for low-income families
and their local schools, but without the schools
component many schools are going to be left with a
black hole in their budgets. Schools surveyed across
northern Victoria have indicated that they are
concerned that increased cost of living expenses may
force many families to use the money on other
necessities, such as bills, petrol or food. Schools now
have hard choices to make: cop the EMA cuts and find
the money from somewhere else in the school
budget — so cutting something else in the school
program — or pressure already stretched families to
cough up the money.
The dollar impact from schools surveyed ranged from
$8500 to approximately $100 000. Schools do not
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segregate the indices of disadvantage when making
decisions about their provision of educational
programs, resources and services, so the loss of the
school portion of the EMA will affect all students at
those schools if they do not recoup the money from the
EMA families. The Liberal-Nationals government
either does not care or does not understand how
important these programs are to the many families in
northern Victoria.
I have a specific request to the minister. I ask that he
reinstate the schools component of the education
maintenance allowance so as to ensure that schools in
my electorate in northern Victoria and right across the
state can continue to provide the level of programs and
services that they have in the past and that are very
much needed by the students who attend the schools.
Without the EMA programs will have to be cut,
resources pruned and services reduced right across the
board. Everyone is going to lose out.
I call on the minister to reinstate the schools component
of the EMA allowance.

Schools: Officer
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Education. Members of the house would be aware that
the government has made a significant allocation of
resources to construct a new special school in the
Officer community and has provided funding in the
2012–13 budget for planning for a new secondary
college in Officer which will create a new educational
hub in this now rapidly growing community. The
Officer special school has been through a significant
development and planning process, and as I understand
it that process is now close to completion, and the
community looks forward to the construction of that
school starting later this year.
There is a high degree of interest from parents of
potential students and the broader community about the
construction of this school. It was a significant issue
before the last election when the coalition committed
resources to build a state-of-the-art special school for
the Casey-Cardinia community. It is an exciting time in
the development of this important infrastructure. The
Officer education hub will be central to the growing
community now that the Minister for Planning has
signed off on the Officer structure plan.
The action I seek from the Minister for Education is
that he convene, through his department, a community
information session to give members of the community
the opportunity to be fully briefed on the development
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of the Officer special school, to ask questions of
departmental representatives about that school and also
to learn more about the process for the planning of the
Officer secondary college now that resources have been
provided in the 2012–13 budget to enable that to
happen.

Industry training advisory boards: funding
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, and it deals
with the government’s assault upon skills development
across Victoria through this government’s dramatic
funding cuts to industry advisory boards. The Labor
government repeatedly acknowledged the value of
these advisory arrangements, recognising that the
industry training advisory boards (ITABs) were the best
in the country and were a cost-effective means of
providing advice on training policy, industry needs and
training provision.
The advisory boards were formed to provide accurate,
informed and timely advice on industry education and
skills training needs in both the short and longer terms
through the development of strategic industry training
plans. They were there to facilitate the development of
meaningful and accessible career paths for all
employees, promote the pursuit of excellence in skills
development to all employees, encourage equal
employment and training practices and increase the
level of investment in and commitment to industry
training. These are all very noble ideals performed well
by these organisations.
A perfect example is the success of Automotive
Training Victoria, which was for over two decades the
pre-eminent advisory body to both small and large
business in terms of training needs. Its board continues
to be supported by major industry organisations, both
employee and employer. Clearly those organisations
and businesses recognise that the strength and value of
ITABs providing independent advice on training issues
is a major strategic advantage to that industry, which
makes the position of the minister even more remote
from the day-to-day application of skills training and
development in this state.
The minister claims that the elimination of the
Victorian Skills Commission and the 16 ITABs will
make it easier for industry to articulate its training
needs to government. Nothing could be further from the
truth. It is difficult to see how this can possibly be the
case given that previous governments and all industry
stakeholders have consistently acknowledged that
ITABs provide key intelligence on industry training
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needs. These funding cuts are an act of social and
industrial vandalism and should be withdrawn.
As a matter of urgency I therefore call upon the
minister to consult properly with industry, both large
and small, to develop alternatives to the destruction of
successful partnerships through state-based ITABs. I
ask that the minister expeditiously advise the
Parliament of those consultations and the outcomes of
those discussions.

Penshurst Football Netball Club: funding
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Sport and
Recreation and relates to the substandard condition of
the Penshurst Football Netball Club’s netball playing
facilities. I ask the minister if assistance is available for
this local club in the next round of funding for regional
sporting grounds. Given the recent toughening of
standards regulating the condition of netball facilities in
Victoria, upgrades to country netball courts are
important, and in towns like Penshurst they are urgently
required.
Members of the club, including the current club
president, Mick Ross, and previous presidents of both
the football and netball clubs, have expressed concern
about the less than satisfactory state of netball facilities
in Penshurst. The nearly 20-year-old court surface has
deteriorated to the point that it is unfit for purpose and
poses a safety hazard to players, particularly now that
the playing surface has risen. The facility is serviced by
Penshurst’s abundant water supplies, but it has an
inadequate drainage system that allows large amounts
of water to accumulate on the court. New regulations,
with which the current facilities do not accord, require
larger run-off areas than are presently available.
Similarly, wear and tear has eaten away at the playing
surface to such an extent that the asphalt is no longer
level. With conditions like these, it is a true testament to
the skill of the Penshurst netballers that they are the
reigning premiers in the A and B grade divisions of the
Mininera and District Netball Association.
Country football and netball clubs are an important part
of regional Victoria, and they lead the state in terms of
the cohesion of sporting codes. It is often the case in
city clubs that football clubs do not necessarily
associate with netball clubs in the same way as country
clubs, which have an integrated, whole-of-community
association. The Penshurst Football Netball Club, as a
single institution working across many families over
many generations, is a splendid example of that. There
are many other similar clubs across country Victoria.
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In raising this matter I also compliment the minister on
his recent announcement of the refurbishment of West
Oval in Geelong, which is important to clubs such as
the Geelong West Sporting Club, Geelong West
St Peters Sports Club and the Geelong Cycling Club.
The minister said at the time:
Sports clubs and their facilities play a vital role in our
communities. They not only provide a social hub, they help
build healthy and active communities.

This government is endeavouring to provide facilities to
develop healthy communities through sport,
particularly football and netball, which play a vital part
in small communities and are helpful in getting more
people more active, more often. In raising this matter I
disclose my personal interest as a member of the
Penshurst Football Netball Club, including as a proud
member of the 2003 premiership reserve team. I am
still playing, but I am playing now with the Anglesea
Football Netball Club. It is important that netball clubs
continue to thrive and that whole communities can be
integrated. I applaud the minister on his administration
of this program and ask him to assist the Penshurst
Football Netball Club make more Penshurst people
more active, more often.

Melbourne Water: Lang Lang drain
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister
for Water, Peter Walsh. Deputy President, as you
would well know, as a result of the floods leading up to
the Queen’s Birthday holiday a lot of Gippsland was
under water. During the floods I received a call from
Dawn Bardwell in Lang Lang, who alerted me to some
of the issues that she faced as a result of the inundation,
along with her neighbours and the community more
generally.
Dawn is on a 200-acre farm, 150 acres of which are still
under water because of a broken Melbourne Water
drain. This is threatening her farm. The Bardwell’s
thoroughbred cows, many of whom are in calf, are
currently grazing in a single small paddock. Many of
their neighbours are in the same situation. A lot of
water is involved. It is pretty gruesome because septic
systems have been compromised.
On the Friday of the Queen’s Birthday weekend, Dawn
was quite alarmed by all this. The families who live in
the area have a lot of kids on the farms, and they are
outside playing where there is a lot of water, animals
and sewage — it is a pretty awful mix. She rang
Melbourne Water on a number of occasions because
the drain that was flooding is a man-made bank on an
easement that Melbourne Water has told the Bardwells
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they do not have to maintain. However, it is affecting
them and their neighbourhood.
The Bardwells have rung Melbourne Water on a
number of occasions. They have rung Ken Smith, the
member for Bass in the Assembly, and they have rung
me, and what they are seeking is for Melbourne Water
to come out to their property to look at the situation,
particularly while the water level is high, and to advise
them clearly of the obligations of Melbourne Water and
their obligations, the state of the easement, the state of
the dam walls and the state of the drains, and to deal
with these issues as a matter of some urgency.
I am requesting that the minister either go down to the
area himself — and I accept it is a big ask for him to go
down there — or if he cannot, that he direct Melbourne
Water to send representatives out to the Bardwell
property and to other properties in Lang Lang that have
been inundated to inspect what is happening, to see
firsthand, with the farmers present, what these floods
are doing to the farmers and their families and
hopefully rectify the problem. I cannot imagine why
this would be a problem other than that there is no
realisation of the consequences for real people. I urge
the minister to either go himself or send someone from
Melbourne Water to report back on what has occurred
and to fix the problem.

Budget: women’s health services
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister for
Health, and it concerns the Baillieu government’s
decision to cut more than $25 million of financial
assistance to community health services, including
more than $10 million to be cut from the integrated
health promotion program, which includes funding for
programs directed to improving women’s health,
preventing unwanted pregnancies, countering sexually
transmitted diseases and stopping domestic violence.
These are budget cuts which the Minister for Health,
Mr Davis, has described as being modest cuts.
However, the reason for my raising them for the
minister’s attention in tonight’s adjournment debate is
that these budget cuts are in fact far from modest
reductions. The programs that have been cut are modest
in terms of the funding they currently receive; however,
the budget cuts which are being inflicted by the Baillieu
government on these very important programs are
major in terms of the proportion of the budgets being
reduced. For that reason I am urging in this evening’s
adjournment debate that the Minister for Health
reconsiders these budget cuts to these very important
programs.
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Two of the women’s health services in northern
Victoria which are to be affected by these cuts are
Women’s Health Goulburn North East and Women’s
Health Loddon Mallee, both of which will be familiar
to the minister on duty in tonight’s adjournment debate,
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. These health services provide vital
support to families affected by domestic violence and
do vital work in terms of preventing unwanted
pregnancies and countering sexually transmitted
diseases, to name just some of the important programs
which are going to be cut as a result of these reductions
in funding.
Dr Robyn Gregory, convenor of the Women’s Health
Association of Victoria, has recently been quoted in the
Age in reference to a VicHealth finding that violence
against women is more damaging to the health of
women aged 15 to 44 than any other risk factor,
including high blood pressure, obesity, smoking or
heart disease. These programs are vital in terms of the
support they provide for women and the prevention of
ill health.

Cycling: Federation Trail
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment tonight is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The Federation Trail for bikes in the west
has a missing link between Millers Road, Altona North,
and Hyde Street, Yarraville. VicRoads made a
commitment to fix the first section of this missing link
to Williamstown Road with a bridge over the rail line
and a 3-metre-wide path to Williamstown Road. It
would be a direct and safe cycling route for cyclists in
the west and form part of the principal bicycle network.
The four local councils involved and the community
supported the project. It was meant to be completed by
mid-2011, but it is already a year overdue and
construction has not even started. While waiting for this
missing link to be built, cyclists are forced to risk limb
and life cycling on truck routes.
Stephen Deague of Werribee used to regularly
commute by bike to Docklands. Eighty per cent of his
route was on the Federation Trail, but due to the
missing link Stephen was forced onto unsafe inner west
roads. In 2010 Stephen was sideswiped by a truck that
entered the bicycle lane on Somerville Road,
Yarraville. His bike was run over by the truck and
destroyed. Stephen was very fortunate to fall away from
the wheels of the truck’s trailer, otherwise he would
have been killed. Stephen was seriously injured.
Among his other injuries, it looked like Stephen was
going to have to have his right leg amputated. He had
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four surgeries at the Royal Melbourne Hospital and his
leg was saved.
Years have passed since the detailed scoping and
design was done in 2009, and it seems that the cost of
the project has increased. VicRoads is now saying that
the budget originally allocated is not enough to deliver
the project. I say that the project must be delivered as
promised and the additional costs must be met by
VicRoads and the government.
The community wants a safe cycling route. The four
councils are seeking a commitment to meet the
increased funding needed to deliver the project as
proposed, which is a position also supported by Bicycle
Network Victoria. I call on the minister to listen to the
community and the Hobsons Bay, Maribyrnong,
Brimbank and Wyndham councils, as well as to Bicycle
Network Victoria, and to deliver the Federation Trail
missing link from Millers Road to Williamstown Road.
Anything less would be considered to be an
abandonment of this critical project and of current and
potential cyclists in the west. I also ask that the minister
make his intentions publicly known within the 30 days
available to respond to this adjournment matter.

Responses
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I have 24 responses
to adjournment debates that have been previously
raised, and there were nine issues raised in tonight’s
adjournment debate.
The first matter was raised by Mrs Coote for the
Minister for Local Government, Mrs Powell, regarding
a book written by Justin and Robin Corfield called The
Fall of Singapore. Mrs Coote encouraged the minister
to see if that book could be distributed widely to public
libraries in Victoria.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills regarding a constituent who wants
to study community development services and her
anger at a presentation about the diploma and
certificate III courses in community development
services where the presentation was not about the
courses but rather it was a political statement.
Ms Darveniza raised an issue for the Minister for
Education regarding the government’s payment of the
education maintenance allowance (EMA), and I note
that in this year’s budget payments of the EMA to
parents were increased significantly.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Education — who has been pretty popular tonight —
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regarding construction of a new special school at
Officer and also of a new secondary college at Officer.
He asked the minister to convene an information
session to brief the community on this special school
and for people to learn more about the planning process
for the secondary school.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills regarding skills training and
consultation with industry and training providers.
Mr O’Brien raised a matter for the Minister for Sport
and Recreation regarding upgrades to the Penshurst
netball facilities and the possibility of funding being
made available to make Penshurst more active, more
often.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Minister for Water
regarding the Gippsland floods, particularly the
Bardwell’s farm at Lang Lang and a broken Melbourne
Water drain.
Ms Broad raised a matter for the Minister for Health
regarding funding for community health services, in
particular women’s health services.
Ms Hartland raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport regarding the Federation Trail bike path and
the link between Millers Road in Altona North and
Williamstown Road in Yarraville.
I will pass on all of those matters to the ministers
concerned.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 9.35 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — I am advised that the
Economy and Infrastructure Reference Committee is
meeting this day following the conclusion of the sitting
of the Council.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
or perhaps clarification, yesterday Mr Barber moved a
motion to put a particular issue on the notice paper.
Does that motion take priority or is it not prioritised on
the notice paper?
The PRESIDENT — Order! It was not prioritised.
As the Leader of the Government may recall, the
Leader of the Opposition moved a motion to set the
order of proceedings for today in regard to opposition
business, and the issue raised by Mr Barber during
question time was not included in that motion. It is on
the notice paper, but it is not included in the order of
business agreed yesterday.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Higher education: Auslan programs
To the Legislative Council of Victoria,
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws the attention of
the house to the announced closure of the full-time diploma of
Auslan course at Kangan Institute. This diploma is the only
one of its kind in Victoria providing comprehensive
high-level Auslan training. With the closure of this course,
students will no longer have the opportunity to attain the
high-level language fluency necessary to progress to
postgraduate interpreting courses or effectively work within
other integral areas of the deaf community. The result will
place increased strain on an already understaffed Auslan
interpreting pool and be a devastating setback in the rights of
deaf people and other disability groups which rely on Auslan
as a means of communication.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria take action to save the full-time diploma of Auslan
course at Kangan Institute thereby ensuring the continuation
of comprehensive, high-level Auslan training.

By Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(1559 signatures).
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Lawn bowls: single-gender events
To the Legislative Council of Victoria,
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the inequality that
currently allows women to organise and play ‘women’s only’
lawn bowls events and prohibits men from organising and
playing ‘men’s only’ lawn bowls events.
The petitioners therefore request that there be legislative
change to the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to allow men to
organise and play ‘men’s only’ lawn bowls events and as
such bring Victoria into line with the position in all other
states that allows men and women to organise and play their
separate bowls events.

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

OFFICE OF THE RACING INTEGRITY
COMMISSIONER
Betting activities of racing officials employed by
Victorian racing industry
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer), by
leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES
LEGISLATION COMMITTEE
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill
2011
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
report, including an appendix.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I thank the committee staff — senior
secretary, Richard Willis, research officer, Lisa
Kazalac, and research assistant, Sean Marshall — for
their assistance in making this report happen.

Laid on table.
On 27 March the Legislative Council, with the support
of the entire house, referred this bill to the Legal and
Social Issues Legislation Committee. The terms of
reference asked the committee to consider and examine
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the practical benefits of the bill to Victorians. I note that
other jurisdictions in Australia are contemplating the
introduction of similar bills following the decision by
the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General several
years ago to adopt the UNIDROIT (International
Institute for the Unification of Private Law) convention.
As I understand it, the Australian Capital Territory has
passed such a bill and the Western Australian
Parliament is currently considering its bill, which it also
has referred to a parliamentary committee for
examination and report. In that context this bill is
obviously of interest to this house. It was referred to the
committee with the support of the entire house, but I
also hope it informs other jurisdictions that are yet to
consider this bill as to the benefits the bill may bring
once passed and once Australia accedes to that
convention.
On 30 May the committee received evidence from the
Law Institute of Victoria, State Trustees and the
Australian Italian Lawyers Association. The public
hearings were of benefit, and in particular the Law
Institute of Victoria clarified its position with regard to
this bill. In a submission to the Department of Justice in
2009 it expressed some reservations about the bill,
whether it is necessary, whether it would have any
benefits and whether it would create additional
workload.
In evidence to the committee at the public hearing, the
law institute clarified its position. It now supports the
bill and believes it will have some benefits. Of course
those benefits will depend to a degree on the
implementation of the recommendations that the
committee has made, which I will get to in a second.
The Italian lawyers association believes the bill as a
step in the process towards the adoption of the
UNIDROIT convention will facilitate estate planning
and give Victorians certainty that their will applies
elsewhere. It will provide additional flexibility in
managing estate matters, particularly for those who
have assets in other jurisdictions.
The committee has made two recommendations, the
first of which is that the Victorian government advocate
to the federal government to lobby for more countries
to adopt the UNIDROIT convention. Victoria is a
multicultural community, and an international will has
force only in another country that has also adopted the
UNIDROIT convention. The Victorian community is
made up of people from all over the world, and it is
important that the Victorian government advocate to the
federal government and the federal government
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advocate to the international community for more
countries to adopt this convention.
The other recommendation that the committee has
made is that once Australia has acceded to the
convention, the Victorian government liaise with the
Law Institute of Victoria and other relevant
stakeholders to undertake an education campaign with
respect to making an international will. What is clear
from the public hearings and the second-reading debate
is that there is some confusion about exactly what an
international will is and how to make one. For the
relevant stakeholders — that is, the Law Institute of
Victoria and others — it is important that exactly what
that means is clearly understood.
I am pleased that the committee was unanimous in
support of the recommendations and was able to work
effectively to discharge the reference given to it by the
house with a short turnaround time. I commend the
report to the house.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak today on what is the first report of the
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee on a
reference proposed by the government to consider the
benefits to Victorians of a simplified process for the
recognition of international wills in Victoria. I should
say at the outset that the terms of reference were
focused on the benefits rather than looking at the
disadvantages.
I also want to point out that in the 19 months since the
government has been in office members of this
chamber have attempted to have 13 bills before the
Legislative Council referred to this committee;
however, the government chose to send only one bill to
the committee for inquiry, and it picked the most
non-contentious one. It is no surprise then that this is a
unanimous report, and that none of the
recommendations are proposing any groundbreaking
changes to this bill. There is no recommendation to
make any changes to this bill — surprise, surprise! —
and I could have told the house that before we
commenced the inquiry.
I would like to express my appreciation to those
members of the public who made submissions. There
were a limited number of submissions provided, and
some organisations gave evidence to the committee.
The opposition supports the bill — we made that clear
during the second-reading debate. It arose from a
process that began in the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General when Labor was in government.
The bill’s major limitation is that the vast majority of
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migrants in this state have come from countries that are
not signed up to this convention — for example, China,
Greece, Malaysia, New Zealand and Vietnam.
However, I point out that there will be some
beneficiaries, particularly migrants from Italy and other
countries that are signatories. The evidence also made it
clear that people should get independent advice about
succession laws that are applicable to those countries.
I thank the secretariat — Richard Willis, Lisa Kazalac
and Sean Marshall — for its work, and I look forward
to the government taking this committee seriously in
the future.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I also rise to
lend my comments to discussion of the report of the
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee inquiry
into the Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill
2011. Contrary to the unnecessarily divisive comments
of the previous speaker, I think this inquiry was a
worthwhile exercise by this important committee on an
important bill.
I would like to begin by thanking the chair, the deputy
chair, all the members of the committee and the
secretariat staff — Mr Richard Willis, Ms Lisa Kazalac
and Mr Sean Marshall — as well as the witnesses who
gave their time to appear before the committee,
including the representatives from the Law Institute of
Victoria, Ms Wilson and Mr Morrison, and from State
Trustees Victoria, Mr Craig and Mr Esposito, who is a
solicitor who used to brief me and is a very formidable
advocate. In this instance he was a very formidable
advocate in support of the benefits of international wills
for his community — that is, the Australian Italian
Lawyers Association. I refer members to the relevant
transcripts of the evidence of those witnesses.
In a brief response to Ms Mikakos, her phrase was that
this was a ‘major limitation’ of the bill. The bill
received no criticism. The only criticism was the extent
to which the bill may or may not be applicable in
Victoria, which is fundamentally an issue about the
level of adoption of the convention by international
countries and by other states. The two
recommendations of this committee involve supporting
awareness of the legislation, so instead of sniping the
Labor Party should get on board to support sensible
government initiatives like this bill and support our
international wills community.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak to the report of the inquiry into the
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011.
Members may remember that I spoke on that legislation
in this house in March, and I would like to thank my
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parliamentary colleagues and the secretariat of the
committee for their hard work, even in such a short
time, and their diligence in bringing this inquiry to its
fitting end.
The committee made two recommendations, both of
which are worthy of support and implementation. It is
important for families to know that their final wishes
can be executed in a valid and legally enforceable
document whether they reside in Australia or overseas
or their estate is overseas or vice versa. The overall
intention of the committee is that we should be in step
with most of the Western world on this important
matter; because as we all know we cannot take it with
us when we go, but we should be able to ensure that
final wishes are legally and lawfully carried out.
The bill, together with this report’s recommendations,
will at least start the ball rolling. I point out for
Mr O’Brien that the Labor Party has already supported
this report. There is no need to attack us, because we
are on board with this report. We are speaking about it
today — even for a short 2 minutes — and I support
Ms Mikakos on the issue while at the same time saying
that we support the report.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the inquiry into the Wills Amendment
(International Wills) Bill 2011 by the all-party Legal
and Social Issues Legislation Committee. Ms Mikakos
made some interesting comments. This was a
unanimous report, and there was a level of goodwill
around this legislation review. I commend my
colleagues Edward O’Donohue, Matt Viney, Georgie
Crozier, Nazih Elasmar, Colleen Hartland, Jenny
Mikakos and David O’Brien; the committee staff,
Richard Willis, Lisa Kazalac and Sean Marshall; and
the people who took the time to attend the hearings and
make submissions, which were very interesting and
well presented.
The background of the report is that the purpose of the
bill is to amend the Wills Act 1997 to adopt into
Victorian law the uniform law contained in the
UNIDROIT Convention providing a Uniform Law on
the Form of an International Will 1973. Victoria was
the first jurisdiction in Australia to introduce the
legislation into Parliament, which it did in November
2011, and since that time the Australian Capital
Territory has introduced and passed its local legislation.
The committee is aware that a Western Australian
parliamentary committee is currently examining a local
wills bill and is expected to report back to the Western
Australian Legislative Council in August. Legislation
has also been introduced in the Tasmanian Parliament.
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As I said, this was a unanimous report and there was a
level of goodwill around the table. The committee’s
evidence supports the bill’s passage and notes its
benefits. The committee considered the important
issues, and it believes once all Australian states and
territories have passed the legislation the Australian
government will need to encourage other countries
represented in Australia’s multicultural community to
sign up to the convention. We live in a multicultural
community, and this is important work.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
also pleased to rise to speak on the Legal and Social
Issues Legislation Committee report on the inquiry into
the Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011.
At the outset I also acknowledge and thank the
committee secretariat — Richard Willis, Lisa Kazalac
and Sean Marshall — for their time and effort in
conducting this inquiry, and I thank the organisations
that came before us to give evidence on this issue. I also
support the comments of other members of the
committee by saying I am pleased that there was
unanimous support and there is no minority report in
relation to this inquiry. In addition I am pleased the
house referred the bill to the committee without dissent.
As Mr Elasmar said, the recommendations the
committee put forward after hearing the evidence need
support, because a number of people will benefit from
the bill. As has already been said, the bill will lead to
numerous benefits and will facilitate estate planning,
giving Victorians certainty that their wills apply
elsewhere. The requirement of the international wills
convention that the will be certified by a third
authorised person will provide for more validity of the
will. The option to have an international will would
provide Victorians with additional flexibility in
managing their estate matters. I think that will give
clarity.
As has been said, other jurisdictions are considering
adopting the convention. The evidence given to us by
those who appeared before the inquiry provided useful
additional information over and above the
second-reading debate. In conclusion, I thank all those
who were involved in this process and commend the
report to the house.
Motion agreed to.

Wednesday, 20 June 2012

EDUCATION AND TRAINING
COMMITTEE
Education of gifted and talented students
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) presented report,
including appendices, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I am pleased to rise this morning to make some
comments on the joint parliamentary Education and
Training Committee’s inquiry into the education of
gifted and talented students. One of the common myths
around gifted and talented children is that because of
their gifts and talents they will be all right, they will
survive and they will not require assistance.
Another myth is that gifted and talented children have
an evenness in their giftedness and talents. These myths
enable the perpetuation of a school of thought that says
that education policy and programs should simply cater
for the majority in the classroom and, hopefully,
provide a leg-up for those students who come from
disadvantaged backgrounds. I believe we need to aspire
to a higher objective that enables children of all abilities
the opportunity to excel. For many who have worked in
the sector this may seem to be pie in the sky, and it
could be, but there needs to be leadership to change the
current approach and of course the physical and
financial resources to ensure that what is required is
actually delivered.
That will be the challenge for this government, as
resources are needed and need to be allocated for things
like early identification of gifted and talented students,
proper and regular evaluations of gifted programs and
other provisions, developing a comprehensive gifted
education policy and providing teachers with support
and specialist training, particularly in differential
curriculums. Teachers and schools need to be provided
with information on strategies for educating gifted and
talented children, including individual learning plans;
curriculum differentiation; acceleration; ability groups,
including vertical timetabling; and enrichment and
enhancement programs.
Also, we have recommended the establishment of a unit
within the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development to lead the development of a
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new way forward, the details of which are outlined in
recommendation 8, which is referenced and interlinked
with some 24 other recommendations. This unit would
provide the support which is so badly needed by
teachers, parents and students.
I am also well aware of the pressure and strains teachers
face in the classroom and all the work that is done
outside of the classroom. It was never the intention of
the committee to add further work to the shoulders of
our teachers; rather, we suggest a different approach. I
believe this approach can only be successful if there are
significant additional resources in teacher training and
education, teacher development programs and backup
teacher replacement so that teachers can attend
programs, forums and networks and know where they
can access information and how they can deliver
differential curriculum. Real support for teachers is
imperative.
I wish to reaffirm my position that the monitoring of all
programs for gifted and talented students is critical. We
need to know what works and what needs adjustment
whilst maintaining an understanding that there is no
single strategy that can be employed to meet the
learning needs of all gifted and talented students. We
also need to be vigilant in ensuring that no one
grouping within our community dominates access to
programs and that students from lower socioeconomic
backgrounds, indigenous students and rural and
regional students are seriously represented in what our
education department will offer to gifted and talented
students. Giftedness and talent are not owned or handed
out by those who have comfortable lives and significant
opportunities. I hope the recommendations in this
report will encourage the government to deal with
identification and access issues as soon as possible.
I would like to thank the schools we visited, the many
academics who presented to us and the teachers, the
students and the parents who provided insightful
evidence. Everyone who presented brought to the table
their passion for educating gifted and talented students
in an appropriate and meaningful way. I thank the
committee members — the chair, the member for
Caulfield in the other place, David Southwick; the
member for Mildura in the other place, Peter Crisp;
Nazih Elasmar; and the member for Bentleigh in the
other place, Elizabeth Miller — for their work
throughout this inquiry.
I also thank the committee staff, including Kerryn
Riseley, the executive officer, who oversaw the
research program and wrote the final report; Natalie
Tyler, the committee administrative officer, who
provided high-quality administrative assistance and
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support to the committee; Anita Madden, the research
officer, who provided assistance with editing and report
finalisation while working on the committee’s second
inquiry into agricultural education and training; and
Maria Scott, the former research officer, who undertook
the preliminary research on this report. I believe
everyone on this committee and everyone associated
with the committee found this inquiry to be a rewarding
experience — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Ms Tierney.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to contribute to the motion to take note of the
report of the Education and Training Committee’s
inquiry into the education of gifted and talented
students. Firstly, I would like to acknowledge my
fellow committee members: the committee chair and
member for Caulfield in the Legislative Assembly,
David Southwick; deputy chair, Gayle Tierney; the
member for Bentleigh in the Legislative Assembly,
Elizabeth Miller; and the member for Mildura in the
Legislative Assembly, Peter Crisp. We all worked hard
to produce this report on gifted and talented children
within our school systems. This report is so unique that
I urge all parliamentarians to read it. As a former
teacher I was fascinated with the subject matter. The
committee welcomed the opportunity to consult with
the parents the teachers and the students themselves. I
would like to thank them all.
Over the 15 months of this investigation I was
impressed by the passion and commitment of our
educators to recognising gifted students, then trying,
without a framework, to encourage the development of
these outstanding children. The committee has
recommended a range of measures aimed at defining
giftedness and talent with the overall aim of providing a
learning environment that will stimulate and challenge
the intellect of these extraordinary young and talented
people. That may help these young people to become
the leaders of tomorrow.
I would also like to thank the committee secretariat for
its professionalism and support throughout the inquiry:
Kerryn Riseley, the executive officer, and Natalie Tyler
and Anita Madden. I would also like to acknowledge
the work of Maria Scott, who laid the foundation of the
committee’s final report.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
3128

COUNCIL

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Effectiveness of Justice Strategies in Preventing and
Reducing Alcohol-Related Harm, June 2012.
Obsolescence of Frontline ICT: Police and Schools,
June 2012.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Waste Management Policy
(Used Packaging Materials).
Office of Police Integrity — Reporting wrongdoing in the
workplace: problems for police, June 2012.
Ombudsman — Report on investigation into Greyhound
Racing Victoria, June 2012.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Health Records Act 2011 — No. 44.
Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act
1988 — No. 46.
Marine Safety Act 2010 — No. 45.
Pipelines Act 2005 — No. 42.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 47 and 48.
Sex Work Act 1994 — No. 41.
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — No. 43.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 40.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated 18 June
2012 from the Minister for Public Transport enclosing a
copy of the Network Revenue Protection Plan 2011–12.
Letter at page 3202.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the minister’s letter and belatedly tabled document be
taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

The PRESIDENT — Order! For the sake of the
procedural motion I will not have the word ‘belatedly’
included in that motion. The question is:
That the minister’s letter and document be taken into
consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.

Wednesday, 20 June 2012

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Orwil Street Community House: achievements
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
was delighted to visit Orwil Street Community House
in Frankston last month with my colleague for Mill
Park in the other place, Lily D’Ambrosio. The
coordinator, Georgina Portelli, has created a welcoming
home environment for many locals who use the
community house for meetings, to attend low-cost
activities, to undertake courses or to just drop in for a
cuppa and a chat with friends. I had the opportunity to
meet with the dedicated staff and volunteers as well as
some of the other house regulars, who shared with me
their concerns about the rising costs of living, especially
the cost of electricity, water and gas.
I was advised that a number of locals visit the house
just to keep warm during the winter months because the
cost of heating their own homes is too great to manage
on low wages or benefits. Georgina and her staff treat
every guest to the house like a member of the family,
and this is obvious once you walk through the door.
The staff are an integral part of the local community
and work to improve the lives of those less fortunate
than themselves who are trying to survive on a
shoestring budget.
Up until last year the house had provided occasional
child care for parents seeking to undertake education or
employment or who just needed a break. This is a real
example of the profound impact of the funding cuts to
the Take a Break program, which has limited the ability
of families to access affordable community-based child
care. It is tragic that this house still has the
infrastructure for child care but insufficient funding to
provide child-care services and pay for qualified staff,
and the ripple effects around the community, especially
in a disadvantaged community like this one, are
obvious. I would like to take this opportunity to thank
Georgina and her dedicated staff for all the important
work they do and for being there for those most in need
during difficult and challenging times. I wish them well
and look forward to many more visits in the future.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
12 days time Australia will see the introduction of this
great big new tax — a carbon tax — to Victoria. I am
worried that the result of this carbon tax will affect our
health-care system. It will affect the cost of running
those hospitals, and it is estimated that it will have
effects on emergency and elective surgery waiting
times and lists. It is not possible to determine the exact
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price or the impact the carbon tax will have on these
hospitals, but it is estimated that it will impact upon
Melbourne Health, Austin Health and Northern
Hospital, in my region, to the tune of approximately
121, 200 and 38 elective procedures respectively, based
on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
Victorians will see an impact on jobs and wellbeing as
a result of the carbon tax, and Victorians will hold those
opposite and their federal counterparts responsible for
job losses and economic downturn in this country. They
should hang their heads in shame. It is a shameful
position for the Labor Party, which espouses support
for working families, and the Australian Greens, who
talk about promoting opportunities in Australia, to take.
This action will affect Australians directly. In 12 days
we will see a downturn in the economy as a direct
impact of Labor’s hands being away from the wheel.
Opposition members should stand up today and say,
‘We oppose this carbon tax, because we want to
support working families and jobs in Victoria’.

Portarlington: Biggest Afternoon Tea
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — During the
last sitting week I made mention of an extremely well
attended Biggest Afternoon Tea held at Portarlington
on 3l May to raise money for cancer research. At the
time we believed the amount raised was of the order of
$11 000, but I can now inform the house that the final
amount raised was over $13 000. Again, I thank all
involved in the lead-up to the event, including the
tea-cosy makers and the volunteers on the day.

National Celtic Festival: volunteers
Ms TIERNEY — On another note, I thank Una
McAlinden and the National Celtic Festival committee
for their hard work in delivering a magnificent event in
Portarlington over the recent long weekend. Live music
and highly skilled artists were embraced by the town as
they worked their Celtic magic for three days and three
nights. The events demonstrated that towns like
Portarlington punch well and truly above their weight.
Local community capacity is so critical that it must be
nurtured and appreciated. The moment we take
volunteerism for granted all communities, whether
small, large or in between, will be the poorer. Well
done, Portarlington, and well done, Bellarine.

Thu Sa La
Ms TIERNEY — On another note I wish to
congratulate 11-year old Thu Sa La, a Karen refugee
who arrived in this country nearly four years ago and
will be representing Victoria in the under-12 Australian
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Rules football championships in South Australia next
month. What an extraordinary achievement! A
wonderful example of what can happen in this country
is that having been in a refugee camp in Thailand you
then excel in a sport that is revered in your new
country. Dubbed as being better than Jimmy Bartel,
Thu Sa La is now focusing on joining the Cats. In the
meantime Thu will continue to play junior football for
North Shore in Geelong, and I am sure everyone in this
chamber will join with me in wishing him well in next
month’s championships.

Paralympic Games: shire of Mitchell athletes
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I would
like to congratulate several constituents from the shire
of Mitchell in the southern part of my electorate on
their outstanding achievements. Three residents have
been selected to represent Australia at the 2012 London
Paralympic Games. Joann Formosa from Broadford
and her horse Worldwide PB have been named in the
para-equestrian team and will compete in dressage.
Kilmore local Ahmed Kelly, son of humanitarian Moira
Kelly, has been selected for Australia’s Paralympic
swimming team, and Hidden Valley’s Natalie Smith
has been named in the shooting team. These three
athletes have achieved outstanding results in their
chosen sports despite their disabilities. I wish them well
in their quest for gold at the London Paralympic
Games.

Moira Kelly
Mrs PETROVICH — I also congratulate Moira
Kelly on being selected to carry the Olympic flame as
part of the torch relay for the 2012 London Olympic
Games. Moira will carry the flame through Oldham in
England on 24 June. This is a fitting honour for a
woman who has done so much to help children both in
Australia and from around the world through her
Children First Foundation.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mrs PETROVICH — Congratulations also to
Kevin and Rhonda Butler who were named in the
Queen’s Birthday honours. I would also like to
congratulate a fine young man, Cameron Caine, who is
a Kinglake police officer. He will also receive an Order
of Australia Medal for his tireless work in the
community in the wake of the Black Saturday fires. We
are privileged to have all of these inspirational people in
our community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3130

COUNCIL

Yappera Children’s Centre
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On
12 June 2012 I visited the Yappera Children’s Centre
based in Thornbury, which is the only multifunctional
Aboriginal children’s service in metropolitan
Melbourne. The centre was successful in receiving a
renovation and refurbishment grant under the former
Labor government in 2010, which allowed it to expand
its service and continue to provide a quality
kindergarten program. It is a fantastic service that also
provides long day care, before school care, school
holiday programs, optometry, dental, nutrition, speech
therapy and early intervention services and parenting
and exercise programs. I congratulate the manager,
Stacey Brown, and her very committed and passionate
staff.

Gowrie Victoria: Carlton North children’s
program
Ms MIKAKOS — On the same day I also visited
Gowrie Victoria’s children’s program in Carlton, which
provides professional development and training for the
early childhood sector as well as a long day care and
kindergarten program. This service is part of a national
group of Lady Gowrie centres established over
100 years ago. I was particularly impressed with the
outstanding outdoor learning areas for the children. The
Lady Gowrie centres are exemplary, and I congratulate
the CEO, Sue Hart, on her leadership and her staff on
their work.

Annie Dennis Children’s Centre
Ms MIKAKOS — I was also pleased to visit my
old kindergarten, the Annie Dennis Children’s Centre
in Northcote. This is a centre which has expanded
considerably over the years. It now offers both
three-year-old and four-year-old kindergarten programs
as well as a long day care program.

Merri Creek Primary School:
out-of-school-hours care
Ms MIKAKOS — I also visited the wonderful
Merri Creek Primary School out-of-school-hours care
service, which looks after children in the mornings
before school and in the afternoons after school. The
dedication and commitment of the school staff and their
supportive principal to deliver an exemplary service
was evident. I thank all those centres for allowing me to
visit.
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SPC Ardmona and Fonterra Australia:
upgrades
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — It
is no secret that I am proud of my local community and
proud of the role the Shepparton region plays as the
food bowl of the nation. For this reason, SPC
Ardmona’s announcement last week of a $90 million
upgrade of its plant at Shepparton was very welcome. I
am also proud that the Baillieu government has
contributed $4.4 million to the project, which will see
45 new jobs created. This upgrade will enable the
company to boost its efficiency in terms of water use
and energy consumption. It will also be able to take
advantage of product innovation and environmental
improvements. This upgrade will help to secure the
future of SPC in Shepparton.
Another welcome announcement last week was the
upgrade to Fonterra Australia’s facility at Stanhope,
with $7 million to be put into the factory, including the
construction of a $3 million Cheddarmaster
cheese-making machine. That machine will help the
company make up to 7 tonnes of cheese in just an hour.
I thank and congratulate both SPC Ardmona and
Fonterra Australia for their trust in and commitment to
the Goulburn Valley. Their recently announced
upgrades are great news for the workers and the
community, as well as good news for the fruit growers
and dairy farmers of our region. As I said before, the
Goulburn Valley is the food bowl of our nation. Its
survival as a viable growing and processing region is
essential. I am glad to see our food production
companies doing what they can during tough economic
times to shore up the future of their communities. I am
also proud of the Baillieu government’s investment in
my region.

World Refugee Day
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
attended the celebration of World Refugee Day last
Sunday. The issue of refugees and how they come to
this country is very important to me; I joined the Greens
during what I now refer to as the Tampa election. The
way people vilify refugees and the way they are
mistreated is a real problem in this country. In politics
they are often used as a race card to win elections.
I hope we start to do a much better job in this country,
which has the capacity to care for refugees. We should
look to history and think about the fact that it was
former Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser who managed
the Vietnamese boat people very well. People arrived
and went into hostels, and six to eight weeks later they
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were out in the community. Has the Vietnamese
community made a huge contribution to this country?
Of course it has.
Unless you are an indigenous person in this country, at
some stage you or your ancestors have come to this
country as migrants or refugees, and we should treat
newly arrived refugees with a lot more dignity than we
do at the moment.

National Cybersecurity Awareness Week
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week was National Cybersecurity Awareness Week.
Cyberbullying, sexting and protecting a child’s digital
reputation are issues the Victorian government takes
extremely seriously, and I am pleased to say Victoria
has taken a leading role in this area. A number of
initiatives to help counteract problems associated with
online safety were announced by the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, during Cybersecurity
Awareness Week. They include the Victorian
government and Facebook teaming up to put together a
virtual presentation on Facebook safety and security for
secondary school students.
The Alannah and Madeline Foundation has worked
closely with the Victorian government to produce an
online antibullying program whereby schools can
become certified eSmart schools. This is part of the
Victorian government’s $10.5 million eSmart initiative,
and so far in excess of 900 schools across the state have
already signed up to become eSmart schools. That
includes 81 special schools, because some children who
attend special schools are particularly vulnerable in this
area.
I am pleased to say that many students and their
teachers are very aware of the impact of cybersecurity.
Last week, together with the member for Bentleigh in
the Assembly, Elizabeth Miller, I joined the Minister
for Education in visiting Valkstone Primary School in
Bentleigh East, where we were shown the Australian
Communications and Media Authority’s
award-winning film Respect the Internet.
Congratulations to all the students who participated in
the making of the film. The students made the film to
raise their peers’ awareness of cybersecurity.
Student input, school community support and the
Victorian government’s commitment and leadership in
this area will go a long way towards raising awareness
about online safety and security. That combined effort
will assist in reducing the online risks of the digital and
online medium and will provide safer learning
environments.
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Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — The
Wallan-Kilmore Bypass Group, in association with
other groups, is planning to hold a public rally in
Kilmore, including a street march and public meeting,
on Saturday, 21 July, because they want MPs and
councillors to hear from members of the community
and from community organisations that are affected by
the government’s bypass proposals and their impact on
environment, sporting and recreation groups. People
stand to lose part or all of their property and homes.
I take this opportunity to challenge the Minister for
Planning, the Minister for Roads and the member for
Seymour in the Assembly, Cindy McLeish, to take up
the invitation to attend and hear about the impact of
their bypass proposals. Those proposals do not deliver
on the promise made prior to the last election by
Mr Baillieu, who is now Premier, to provide a bypass to
the north of Kilmore. It is extraordinary that the
Minister for Planning does not accept that the
Wallan-Kilmore bypass proposals are a planning issue,
and meanwhile he announces new northern
developments with ‘sophisticated town centres’. The
president of the Wallan-Kilmore Bypass Group is
reported in the Herald Sun recently as saying there are
‘no sophisticated town centres for Wallan or Kilmore’.

Catholic Ladies College: Sr Una McAllister
Centre
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — Last
Sunday afternoon I attended the blessing and opening
of the new Sr Una McAllister Centre at the Catholic
Ladies College in Eltham. For me this was a very
special occasion, as the centre was named after the
dedicated nun who taught me when I attended the
former CLC campus on the site just across the road
from here, now occupied by the Park Hyatt Melbourne.
We East Melburnians knew her as Mother Una, our
mother rectress.
The dramatically beautiful centre, nestled amongst the
trees and overlooking Eltham, is now a place of
learning and culture, music and song, gathering and
community, prayer and reflection, symbol and story,
spirit and celebration, a holy place with Christ at its
heart. The moving ceremony and blessing was graced
by the Reverend Terry Kean, Sr Annette Cunliffe,
religious sister of charity and congregational leader of
the Sisters of Charity, and many other members of the
Sisters of Charity.
During this time of song and thanksgiving we also
heard from the CLC co-captains, Brigette Duckworth
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and Reyna Vincent; school principal, Margaret
McKenna; John Slattery, chair of the CLC board; and
David Alcock, business manager. The afternoon was
filled with singing and a choreographed unveiling of
symbolic elements. So many former students and
members of the community attended that the centre was
filled to overflowing. Life for students and staff at CLC
now includes a living memorial to Sister Una
McAllister’s life’s work and her vocation.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate the many constituents of
Northern Victoria Region who received Queen’s
Birthday honours. Five constituents from Northern
Victoria were appointed members of the Order of
Australia for services to the community in the areas of
environment, provision of support in the aftermath of
the 2009 Victorian bushfires, service to Parliament,
advocacy, and the arts. Nineteen constituents received
the Medal of the Order of Australia for services to the
community in a wide range of interests including
viticulture, local government, provision of support in
the aftermath of the 2009 Victorian bushfires, the
environment and aviculture. One constituent received
the Public Service Medal for his contribution to the
lamb industry, and three constituents received the
Australian Fire Service Medal. Congratulations to all
those in my electorate who received Queen’s Birthday
honours.

Reverend Peter Cook
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — The
announcement of the Queen’s Birthday honours
provides an excellent opportunity to celebrate the
remarkable contribution of selfless individuals. It is
therefore with great pleasure that I congratulate the
Reverend Peter Cook, OAM, of Hamilton on being
awarded the Medal of the Order of Australia for his
contribution to the community. Peter worked in local
government for 16 years before following his lifelong
passion to help others through the ministry of the
Uniting Church in Australia. Locally born, upon
returning to Hamilton in 1999 Peter took up the
challenge of caring for his local congregation.
The need to help others soon expanded to a wider role
in which he works tirelessly for that community, within
both the church and many other organisations across
the district. An initiative recently established in
Hamilton, in conjunction with Southern Grampians
shire, is turning roundabouts into vegetable gardens.
Once the produce is picked it is then supplied to Peter,
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who distributes the fresh food through a program he
runs to help local disadvantaged families.
Peter’s extensive community involvement also includes
chaplaincy for the local police and the Western District
Health Service. Peter is a passionate supporter of the
Cancer Council Relay for Life and is committed to
caring for people with drug and alcohol addiction. In
his spare time Peter enjoys entertaining the elderly by
singing country music. As a man who genuinely cares
for the people in his community, Peter is a most worthy
recipient of this prestigious award.

Victorian Country Football League: review
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I recently had a
briefing from the CEO of the Victorian Country
Football League, Steven Reaper. Since the previous
CEO, Glenn Scott, parted ways with the VCFL — and I
thank Glenn Scott for his contribution — a review by
former Essendon CEO Peter Jackson has taken place.
Mr Jackson’s report was completed in October last year
and included a long list of recommendations on the
future structure of the governance of football’s peak
bodies in Victoria and specifically regional and country
football.
The review was commissioned by AFL Victoria, which
is about to implement its response to the review
recommendations. In short, AFL Victoria will merge
the VCFL into its operations and there will be the
creation of AFL Victoria Country to oversee the
administration of country football in Victoria. The new
model is likely to see 13 regional administration centres
with eight larger centres known as La Trobe, South
East, Geelong, Western Districts, Ballarat, Bendigo,
Goulburn-Murray and North East Border. There will be
five slightly smaller regional administration centres
known as East Gippsland, Wimmera, Central Murray,
Sunraysia and Yarra Valley.
With a more strategic approach to the allocation of staff
throughout regional Victoria and an additional
investment of over $1.7 million, there are likely to be
an additional 10 people employed by AFL Victoria
Country working throughout regional Victoria. It is also
anticipated that each of the 13 regions will have its own
commission and will be empowered to act more
autonomously and have decisions made in the region.
Each region will still have its own board; however,
these changes, including new regional divisions, will be
a good thing for Victorian country football.
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Harold Bould (Cardinia) Kokoda Award
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — The
Harold Bould (Cardinia) Kokoda Award honours the
memory of Harold Bould, one of five brothers from the
township of Cardinia who enlisted for service during
World War II. Regrettably Harold was killed at Kokoda
village on 29 April 1942. The award sponsors two
year 10 students from the shire of Cardinia to walk the
Kokoda Track each year. The aim is to nurture and
develop community leaders of the future and honour
the memory of all our veterans.
Last week I was pleased to host an afternoon tea in my
electorate office in conjunction with the 39th Australian
Infantry Battalion Association and several Kokoda
veterans to wish the 2011 winners, Harry Brown and
Indi Byrne, every success for their trek later this month.
We also launched the 2012 award and competition. We
wish both Harry and Indi every success for their trek.

Buses: East Gippsland
Mr O’DONOHUE — On Friday, 8 June, I was
pleased to be in Orbost with my colleague the member
for Gippsland East in the Assembly, Tim Bull, to
officially launch new bus services connecting Marlo
and Orbost to Bairnsdale and beyond, and 24 additional
services per week to Lake Tyers Beach. The mayor of
East Gippsland Shire Council, Cr Dick Ellis, together
with other community leaders, joined us at the event,
which was a reflection of the joint community effort to
develop these services. They are most welcomed by
people in these communities, who for the first time will
be able to go to Melbourne and return in one day on
public transport. These services build on the additional
investment the government has already made in
improving bus services in and around the Latrobe
Valley earlier this year.

COALITION: GOVERNANCE
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house notes the ongoing atmosphere of mistrust and
recrimination between the coalition partners as a result of the
‘Overland-Jones-Weston affair’ and the detrimental effect it is
having on the good governance of Victoria, and in particular
the —
(1) forced resignation of the Liberal member for Benambra
as Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services and a Liberal adviser rather than The Nationals
Deputy Premier;
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(2) taping of a private conversation by the Liberal member
for Benambra without the knowledge of The Nationals
Deputy Premier; and
(3) leaking of the contents of that tape in an apparent
attempt to undermine the Liberal Premier, The Nationals
Deputy Premier or both;
and calls on the Premier to seek advice on what opportunities
are available to the Deputy Premier to recommit his evidence
under oath to reconcile the irregularities with the evidence
given under oath by the member for Benambra to the Office
of Police Integrity.

Yesterday when I gave notice of this motion it was
greeted with incredulous laughter and indeed guffaws
from the members of the government in the chamber at
the time. I have to say I think they protest too much.
The basic premise of the motion is that the dysfunction
that exists in the relationship between the Liberal Party
and The Nationals, which has been evidenced not just
in the Overland-Weston-Tilley-Jones-Ryan affair but in
other aspects of the government’s performance, is
affecting that performance. As a result of that, it is
affecting the governance of the state and the focus of
the government on the problems of Victorians. It is
denied by the government, but in reality it is undeniable
that this government’s ongoing internal focus is
distracting it from the job it is really meant to be doing
on behalf of Victorians.
The mantra that government members took to the
election about building the future and fixing the
problems has been effectively overtaken by the
government’s focus being entirely internally driven. We
need to go back no further than budget week. As I have
contemplated this motion I have tried to form in my
mind a view about whether or not this is really about
The Nationals-on-Liberal-Party violence or
Liberal-Party-on-The-Nationals violence, but when you
look at the whole sad series of events it is impossible to
escape the conclusion that it is both. It is violence
begetting violence. It is the actions of one party being
met with recriminations from the other.
If we look at budget week, we see the atrocity
committed on a Nationals minister by a
Liberal-dominated government. The Nationals minister,
who represents a regional electorate — a former
schoolteacher and someone well regarded in his
sector — then received the hospital handpass from the
Treasurer, Kim Wells. Savage and indefensible cuts
were made to a part of the education sector that can
least afford it, and those cuts have dashed the hopes of
thousands of kids and impacted completely
disproportionately on regional Victoria. It is undeniable
that The Nationals are incredibly bitter about the fact
that one of their own has been required to be the
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messenger of doom to the TAFE sector. It is little
wonder that Mr Hall thought about snatching it in
response to the savage cuts that he had to impose.
That economic and education atrocity was then met
with a political atrocity of its own. The Nationals are
seeking to do what they always do. Now that they have
the big cars, the big offices, the five cabinet spots and
the big salaries, rather than taking responsibility for a
bad and brutal call — at the end of the day a
government call — The Nationals minister now seeks
to throw the Liberal Party in front of the budgetary bus
with The Nationals mantra ‘We didn’t want to do it; the
nasty Liberals made us do it’ we always hear from them
when things get a bit difficult. The second Baillieu
budget goes completely up in smoke as a consequence
of the dysfunction at the heart of this government.
That series of events around the budget forms just part
of a pattern of undermining and lack of trust that goes
back to the plot to get the former Chief Commissioner
of Police, Simon Overland, purely and simply. It goes
back to the absolute division at the heart of the
government about the simple question of what the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Peter
Ryan, knew and when he knew it. The Leader of The
Nationals, the Deputy Premier, has waited a very long
time in this Parliament to become the Leader of The
Nationals in government. He has waited a long time to
be a minister, and he has waited a long time to be the
Deputy Premier of Victoria. It is a matter of scripture,
at least for The Nationals, and the altar at which The
Nationals worship is that the Deputy Premier must
remain the Deputy Premier no matter what.
Sacrificed at that altar have been the careers of the
member for Benambra, Bill Tilley, and former
adviser Tristan Weston, not to mention Simon
Overland and Sir Ken Jones, the former deputy
commissioner. The only things that stand between this
Deputy Premier and political oblivion are his strident,
insistent, incredible denials and his fantastic tale of
ignorance. That is what it is; it is a fantastic tale,
because I would suspect there are very few people in
this place who genuinely believe that the Deputy
Premier’s entire office could have known what was
going on — Mr Tilley and Mr Kapel knew what was
going on; everybody surrounding the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services knew what was going
on — but the minister remained blissfully and
completely unaware of it until the matter reached its
ultimate tragedy.
The only thing that stands between the Deputy Premier
and political oblivion is everybody suspending disbelief
and accepting that everybody knew what was going on
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except the Deputy Premier. That is the only thing that
stands between the Deputy Premier and the end of his
ministerial career, because the fact that the denials are
so insistent and consistent is a sign that he knows and
acknowledges implicitly that if it is shown that he knew
what was going on, he is finished. If it is ever proved
that he knew what was going on, he is finished. Clearly
Mr Ryan accepts that. Clearly he knows it, because if
he knew what was going on, then he was obliged to act,
and he did not act. He did not stop Mr Weston and he
did not stop Mr Tilley. He did not intervene when
Mr Kapel met with Sir Ken Jones. He did not do any of
those things, so it is essential for the Deputy Premier’s
future that he maintain at all costs that he knew nothing
at any stage of this process.
What we then need to examine is who can punch a hole
in Mr Ryan’s denials of knowledge. Mr Weston can,
and in the Crossing the Line report Mr Weston does.
He says he prepared briefing notes for the Deputy
Premier. Clearly if the Deputy Premier had seen those
briefing notes, they can have done nothing but set off
alarm bells. What is Mr Ryan’s response to the fact that
there were briefing notes prepared? He says he never
saw them, in the same way that a former Treasurer,
Alan Stockdale, never saw the secret casino tender
documents that were delivered to his office. He never
saw them. They were there, they were prepared, his
office saw them, but they never made their way to the
minister.
Unfortunately nobody has seen hide nor hair of
Mr Weston since the Crossing the Line report was
handed down. Who else can punch a hole in Mr Ryan’s
denials? Mr Tilley can, and Mr Tilley did.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Yes, Ms Pulford, he did it
on oath. Mr Tilley said very simply that Mr Ryan must
have known what was going on. Why? Because he told
him. That is what Mr Tilley is reported in the Crossing
the Line report as having said under oath. He said he
told Mr Ryan about a meeting between himself,
Mr Weston and Sir Ken Jones. If the member for
Benambra says that he told Mr Ryan and Mr Ryan says
he has never told him, how can that contradiction be
resolved? It is simple. Mr Tilley is offered up as a
sacrifice to save the Deputy Premier. That is how it is
resolved. They offer up Bill Tilley as a sacrifice to save
the Deputy Premier.
The natural conclusion, and the only conclusion that
one can logically draw from the offering up of Bill
Tilley as a sacrifice to save Mr Ryan, is that the Premier
accepts Mr Ryan’s version of events and rejects
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Mr Tilley’s version of events, because that is the only
natural conclusion one can draw — Mr Ryan says one
thing, Mr Tilley says another and Mr Tilley goes, QED
the Premier must be saying that he accepts what
Mr Ryan says and rejects what Mr Tilley says. But not
this Premier. No, that is too logical for this Premier.
This Premier then engages in obfuscation of the worst
kind. He adopts the entirely implausible, entirely
illogical position that they are both telling the truth and
all that has happened is that they each have a different
recollection of a conversation.
When he says he told Mr Ryan, Mr Tilley is telling the
truth, and he is a terrific bloke. He is a great bloke, a
man of integrity. He is telling the truth. Mr Ryan says
Mr Tilley never told him and the Premier says that
Mr Ryan is telling the truth as well, it is just that they
have a different recollection of events. It reminds me of
the movie Sliding Doors, in which there are alternative
realities. One door slides open to reveal one reality in
which Bill Tilley is telling the truth, then the door slides
shut to reveal an alternate reality in which Mr Ryan is
telling the truth, because that is the only way the
Premier can hold the whole show together. He cannot
say that he believes Mr Tilley because then his deputy
is finished. He cannot say that he believes Mr Ryan
because then the Liberal Party will revolt against him.
He has to come up with this ridiculous, fantastic theory
that they are both telling the truth, and it simply defies
logic.
To insult our intelligence further we are told that not
only are they both telling the truth but they are a couple
of swells. They are best buddies. They get along like a
house on fire, they trust each other implicitly, it is just a
little misunderstanding; move along, there is nothing to
see here. This is the story being woven by the Premier
and his office. They trust each other so much that when
the Deputy Premier places a call to the member for
Benambra, what does Mr Tilley do? He does what we
all do when a trusted confidante calls: he presses the red
button labelled ‘Record’. I know that when Mr Leane
rings me that is what I do: I tape him as a matter of
course.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I say to Mr Elsbury that
there is trust in action.
That is a functional government for you. But it gets
worse. Not only does Mr Tilley hit the red button, not
only does he record the Deputy Premier because he
thinks he is being verballed — his words, not mine —
but the fact of the recording and parts of the recording
are then leaked. They are not even leaked

3135

surreptitiously; they are leaked brazenly. People are
proud of the fact that they have been leaked.
Why have they been leaked? That is the question
members should be asking themselves — those who are
not involved in the leaks that is. The question members
should be asking is: why have those contents been
leaked? Is it because the member for Benambra just
wants to do damage to the Deputy Premier? Frankly, I
doubt that is the reason. Does it go wider? Is it
Mr Tilley and his allies, whoever they might be,
engaging in payback on The Nationals as a whole for
what they view as an unconscionable lack of loyalty or
whatever it might be? Or is it the case — and I think
Nationals members should contemplate this as they go
about their day — that The Nationals and Mr Ryan are
just collateral damage?
It is no secret. As late as a couple of days ago we were
treated to newspaper headlines such as ‘Ted “must get
moving”‘ and ‘More Lib MPs stir leadership pot’. That
is just one of many clippings, and I will put it down lest
I be accused of bringing a prop into the chamber. I have
a copy of the Crossing the Line report as well, by the
way.
This shows that a group of Liberal MPs have never
forgiven Mr Ryan for the role he played in propping up
Mr Baillieu’s leadership in the last Parliament with the
coalition agreement. They have never accepted the fact
that Mr Baillieu was the one who led the party to
government and was the one who retained the
leadership or that presides over a party where there is a
preponderance of views that are different from his own.
They continue to agitate for a change at the top of the
Liberal Party. What could be better than getting at the
Premier by kneecapping his deputy? It is a classic
political double play: take down Mr Ryan and take
down the Premier at the same time.
In this dysfunctional, recrimination-filled and bitter
government, the tit for tat, finger pointing and
distraction that is impacting on the services being
delivered to the people of Victoria just goes on and on.
Through it all one absolute fact remains uncontested,
and that is that Mr Tilley gave evidence to the Office of
Police Integrity under oath and the Deputy Premier did
not. If Mr Ryan’s denials and the fantastic tale he has
woven is true, and he believes it to be true, he should
not just have no problem with giving evidence under
oath, he should demand that he give evidence under
oath. He should want to put this matter to bed. He needs
to give evidence under oath not just for the sake of the
government but for the sake of his own reputation.
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Whatever one says about Mr Tilley, whatever criticism
one may have of him or indeed of Mr Weston, both
Mr Tilley and Mr Weston gave their evidence under
oath. The only time giving evidence under oath
becomes a problem is if you propose not to tell the
truth. The Premier should not just feel a need to provide
an opportunity for Mr Ryan to give evidence under
oath, he has to insist on it for the sake of Victoria and
for the sake of the government he leads. Frankly, this
saga has to end at some point for all Victorians. The
Premier cannot truly believe that it is in the interests of
the government, the people of Victoria or his cabinet
for this saga to go on and on.
If Mr Ryan is not prepared to give sworn evidence, if
he does not insist that he clear his name and his
reputation by giving sworn evidence, then we are all
entitled to draw the only obvious conclusion that flows
from that. At that point the Premier ought also to
conclude that what has been and what remains the most
likely explanation — namely, that Mr Tilley did tell
Mr Ryan what he was up to — is the truth, and at that
point it will be curtains for Mr Ryan. Mr Ryan knows
that. The only way he can resolve it is to give evidence
under oath, because otherwise this will just go on and
on. It is apparent to everyone that the ridiculous edifice
that this government has tried to build — that they are
both telling the truth — is crumbling under the weight
of its own inconsistency and it will fall to the ground
very shortly.
It cannot go on, and it certainly will not have been
helped by the Deputy Premier standing up in the other
place yesterday when confronted by this mass
inconsistency and saying, ‘Such is life’. I know what I
would think if I were Mr Tilley and I heard The
Nationals Deputy Premier respond with such flippancy,
with such arrogance, with such apparent lack of care for
the contribution and the impact this has had on one of
his coalition colleagues. Such is life!
This edifice is crumbling, and it is going to fall to the
ground. The scrimmage that is going on between the
coalition partners is sucking the life out of the
government. It is destroying the prospects of thousands
of young Victorians, as seen in the TAFE debacle.
Mr Ryan has to give sworn evidence. It is the only way
this matter can be resolved. The Premier has to insist on
it, and if Mr Ryan says no, then Mr Ryan must go.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to respond as the first speaker for the
government and let the house know that the
government will be opposing Mr Pakula’s motion. My
word! I never picked Mr Pakula as a conspiracy
theorist. The conspiracy theory that he articulated in his
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20-minute contribution on the motion has perhaps as
much weight as the conspiracy theory that says
Mr Pakula ran public transport into the ground before
the last election so the Labor Party could lose the
election and accelerate his prospects of becoming the
Leader of the Opposition in this place.
The conspiracy theory that he has proposed has about
as much credibility as the one I have just proposed.
Mr Pakula has tried to link completely unrelated events
and wrap them up into some broad, overarching
conspiracy of the Liberal Party to ‘get’ the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, Mr Ryan. What a load
of nonsense! What an absolute load of nonsense it is to
say that somehow the decisions made in the budget had
their genesis 12 months ago in the matters that are the
subject of this debate.
To deal with the issue, the Office of Police Integrity
(OPI) has tabled its report Crossing the Line, dated
October 2011. On page 22 of that report under the
heading ‘Methodology’ it states:
A range of overt and covert investigative tools were used to
undertake this investigation. A total of 20 witnesses provided
information to assist the investigation.

It goes on. It is a very detailed and comprehensive
report by the OPI. In question time in the other place
the opposition has put, as I understand it, up to
30 questions to the Deputy Premier on this issue, and
Mr Pakula comes in here as the lead speaker for the
government and contributes nothing new and nothing
additional. He adds nothing to what has been said
before by the opposition, except this grand conspiracy
that somehow the Liberal Party is using this as a vehicle
to prosecute other issues. What an absolute load of
nonsense. Mr Pakula in his contribution, as I said
earlier, went on to try to link other extraneous issues
around the budget to the issue that is the subject of this
motion and to say that is causing the government to be
dysfunctional.
Why do we not look at the facts? The fact is that the
government is getting on with the job of governing
Victoria. If we look at the portfolio responsibilities of
the Deputy Premier, if we look to the issue of police
and emergency services, by the end of June this year, as
I understand it, over 800 additional front-line police
will be on the beat. We are well on the way to
delivering on our election commitment of
1700 additional police during this term of government.
That is absolutely fantastic, and the community is very
pleased that these additional front-line police are on the
beat. As a member I have personally had significant
feedback from members of the community who are
very pleased to see this increased police presence.
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I go to another issue in the police portfolio, that of
protective services officers (PSO). We know what the
opposition’s view of protective services officers is; it
opposes them, except at our local train stations.
Opposition members oppose PSOs. They are
outrageous! They say, ‘We don’t want them, but why
haven’t you delivered them to my local train station?
It’s not fair. Why aren’t they at Hallam station? Why
aren’t they at Sydenham station? Why aren’t they at
Craigieburn station? Why aren’t they here? Why aren’t
they there? But we oppose them’.
But, being absolutely consistent, as the opposition is in
all these things, it is absolutely flip-flopping all over the
place. Mr Merlino, the member for Monbulk in the
Assembly, has flip-flopped so many times on this issue
that it is an absolute joke. Many members of the
opposition have flip-flopped in calling for PSOs to be
placed at their railway station. ‘Oh, it’s not fair. When
are we going to have the PSOs at my railway station?
But we oppose them’. What an absolute joke. The
government is getting on with the job — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I hear some heckling, Acting
President. The government is very pleased at the
progress that has been made on fulfilling its
commitment to deliver protective services officers on
the metropolitan rail network. I note a statement last
week from the Deputy Premier and Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, Peter Ryan, which says:
The Victorian coalition government welcomes the
announcement today by Victoria Police that protective
services officers (PSOs) will start patrolling Melbourne
Central train station from tonight.
The latest deployment comes after a further 10 PSOs
graduated from the Victoria Police academy on Friday,
8 June.
The coalition government is proud of our commitment to
make travelling the public transport system safer through the
recruitment of 940 PSOs by November 2014.
Today’s announcement ensures PSOs now patrol Melbourne
Central, Southern Cross, Flinders Street, Footscray and
Dandenong stations from 6.00 p.m. until the last train every
night of the year.
Victoria Police will continue deploying PSOs to other
stations, including Parliament, North Melbourne and
Richmond, as recruits graduate through the police academy.

The government is getting on with delivering its
election commitments in this area.
If we move more broadly onto the Regional Growth
Fund, which is another area that comes under the
responsibility of the Deputy Premier as Minister for
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Regional and Rural Development, we see that it is
delivering for Victoria. As a representative of Eastern
Victoria Region I am proud of the contribution that
fund is making to my electorate and to a range of
communities throughout country Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I hear the interjections of the
opposition, and I go back to the fundamental point
made by Mr Pakula in his opening contribution to the
debate, that somehow this issue has caused the
government to be dysfunctional. Notwithstanding the
heckling from Mr Pakula, Mr Lenders and all the other
members of the opposition, what I am saying in rebuttal
is that the fundamental premise put by Mr Pakula in his
opening statement on this motion is absolutely false. As
I have just articulated, the government is delivering on
its promise to train and deploy more front-line police,
the government is getting on with its commitment to
train and deploy protective services officers on the rail
network and the government is getting on with
investing in rural and regional Victoria through the
Regional Growth Fund, which is creating employment,
investment and generating jobs in country Victoria.
From my own perspective and to rebut the nonsense
proffered by Mr Pakula, I note that two Fridays ago I
had the pleasure of spending the day with my colleague
and friend the member for Gippsland East in the other
place, Tim Bull. It is fantastic that the constituents of
Gippsland East have such a fine representative in
Mr Bull. I was pleased to announce, with Mr Bull, the
launch of additional public transport services for the
communities of Marlo, Orbost, Lake Tyers and other
parts of Gippsland East. The additional services will
connect those communities to Bairnsdale and
Melbourne and provide access to the services that those
from more isolated communities need.
These are things that the previous government and
Mr Pakula, when he was Minister for Public Transport,
had the opportunity to do but which they failed to do.
The city-centric Brumby government failed to invest in
country Victoria.
As I said in my 90-second statement this morning,
earlier this year I was pleased to join with my
colleague, the member for Morwell in the other place,
Mr Northe, in announcing additional new public
transport bus services for the Latrobe Valley. Those
inter-town services are a fantastic investment in public
transport services throughout the Latrobe Valley.
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Mr Lenders — What about Tim Bull’s promise on
the Macalister irrigation district that Peter Ryan could
deliver?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Mr Lenders makes an
interjection about water. I cannot resist taking up the
interjection from Mr Lenders, the man who sat around
the cabinet table and said, ‘Desalination, here we go! It
will never rain again; here is the silver bullet; thanks
very much’.
The failed former Treasurer of Victoria, who let
millions of dollars slip through his fingers through the
auction process for electronic gaming machines, may
not like to hear the truth about desalination. He may not
like to hear the truth about his failure to properly
manage the auction process for electronic gaming
machines, which, according to the Auditor-General,
deprived the Victorian taxpayer of several billion
dollars. The Auditor-General said Mr Lenders and
former Premier Brumby failed to act appropriately and
responsibly in ensuring that the auction process had
integrity and delivered value for money for taxpayers.
The government accepts these unfortunate realities, and
it is getting on with the job of governing Victoria.
Mr Pakula spoke about the budget. Let us talk about the
budget, because the budget was broadly accepted by
key stakeholders. Business warmly responded to the cut
to WorkCover premiums. The community very much
appreciates the reaffirmation of the state’s AAA credit
rating by the ratings agencies. We note that most other
jurisdictions have had their credit ratings downgraded.
We note that the federal Labor government is
borrowing billions of dollars. The endorsement of
Victoria’s AAA credit rating and the forecast of a
budget surplus demonstrates the fiscal responsibility of
the coalition government. I am glad that Mr Pakula
mentioned the budget, because the coalition
government has delivered a fiscally responsible budget.
It is making prudent and good investments throughout
Victoria.
Again, if we talk about the portfolio responsibilities of
Minister Ryan, we see that there are more police on the
beat, protective services officers are being trained and
deployed, and the Regional Growth Fund is delivering
for rural and regional Victoria. We are seeing improved
public transport services throughout my electorate,
manufacturing employment increasing and additional
investment, as described by Minister Lovell in her
90-second statement today. A lot of positive things are
happening as a result of the government’s partnerships
with business, industry and the community.
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In his 20-minute contribution this morning Mr Pakula
did nothing but rehash questions that have been put in
the other place to the Deputy Premier. Minister Ryan
responded to all those questions and there has been an
Office of Police Integrity investigation into the matter
that is the subject of this debate, and the government
completely and utterly rejects the conspiracy theory
nonsense that Mr Pakula has put forward today. It is a
nonsense. It is about an opposition that is eternally
divided and clutching at straws.
Ms Tierney — I don’t think so.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Ms Tierney says, ‘I don’t
think so’. Why did Mr Somyurek write to the Leader of
the Opposition, Daniel Andrews, the member for
Mulgrave in the Assembly — a letter Mr Somyurek
presumably leaked — calling for the so-called rising
stars to get more airtime over the failed former Brumby
government ministers? The opposition is trying to take
the pressure off its own internal divisions. We all
understand Mr Pakula’s aspirations to lead the Labor
Party and the divisions between its left and right
factions. The opposition is trying to divert attention
from its own internal issues by creating some sort of
grand conspiracy, which the government rejects as
absolute nonsense. For those reasons the government
will be opposing this motion.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
cannot say I am pleased to speak on this motion. It is
regrettable that we have this motion before us, but it is a
result of the activities emanating from the police
minister’s office that were described in the October
2011 report entitled Crossing the Line. Mr Pakula’s
motion starts out by saying:
That this house notes the ongoing atmosphere of mistrust and
recrimination between the coalition partners as a result of the
‘Overland-Jones-Weston affair’, and the detrimental effect it
is having on the good governance of Victoria …

There are other parts of the motion which I will go to
later. Mr Pakula started out by saying that the main
issue is the rift in the coalition between the Deputy
Premier and the Premier or between The Nationals and
the Liberal Party. He went on to say that the Deputy
Premier’s position must be protected at all costs and
that other people lost their jobs, including Mr Weston,
Mr Tilley, who is the member for Benambra in the
Assembly, Sir Ken Jones and Mr Overland.
I have not seen anything so far in any media report,
Ombudsman’s report, Office of Police Integrity (OPI)
report or anything anywhere else that would warrant the
resignation of the former Chief Commissioner of
Police, Mr Overland. However, the activities of the
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other aforementioned people — Mr Weston, Mr Tilley
and Sir Ken Jones — as outlined in the Office of Police
Integrity report do call into question their roles. The
loss of their roles follows from their actions as outlined
in that report. While the Greens will support the
motion, I do not necessarily feel that the main issue
here is the dysfunction in the government and the rift
between the coalition parties, although obviously that is
occurring. If it looks like a duck, it quacks like a duck
and everyone is watching it unfold before us in media
reports, then it is a duck. It is obviously having an effect
on the coalition, but it is not the main issue.
The main issue is the one that is outlined on page 47 of
the Office of Police Integrity report. It is the clandestine
meeting between Mr Tilley, Mr Weston and Sir Ken
Jones, a former deputy commissioner of police. In the
last paragraph of that page the report by the director,
police integrity, says:
In giving evidence Mr Tilley emphasised that he approached
Sir Ken of his own volition and not on behalf of the
government. He said he was hoping to speak to Minister
Ryan the following Monday with the news that Sir Ken
would reconsider his resignation. He said he did not inform
Minister Ryan in advance of the visit, but subsequently told
him what had occurred.

The crux of the matter is that is what Mr Tilley
maintained under oath. At page 22 of the report there is
the paragraph that Mr O’Donohue quoted at the
beginning of his contribution, which says:
A range of overt and covert investigative tools were used to
undertake this investigation. A total of 20 witnesses provided
information to assist the investigation. Four of these witnesses
were examined on oath or affirmation under division 3, part 4
of the Police Integrity Act 2008.

One of the witnesses who provided testimony on oath
was Mr Tilley. The police minister was one of the
witnesses who did not provide evidence on oath. Under
oath Mr Tilley said that he informed the police minister
after the event of the meeting he had with Mr Weston
and Sir Ken Jones. The director, police integrity,
described the conduct of Sir Ken Jones in agreeing to
that meeting and undertaking other actions that are
outlined in the report, which I will not detail now, as
completely inappropriate. When we spoke to this report
back in October last year I think I said his behaviour
was at best unwise.
As we know, and as is outlined in this report, he also
met with the Minister responsible for the establishment
of an anti-corruption commission, Mr McIntosh. It was
a secret meeting in regard to his possibly becoming the
commissioner for the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission, which again I thought
was questionable on the part of both parties, given that
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subsequently we have gone through the whole process
of setting up the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission with hardly any public
input at all and a secret report, the Charles report, which
I have been trying to get hold of through the
Parliament. That should have been an open and public
process, but it has not been.
The issue we have before us now is a contradiction in
evidence, with Mr Tilley saying under oath that he did
inform the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
and the police minister maintaining that he knew
nothing about it. Why we are here today is, of course,
that further to the tabling of the Crossing the Line
report there have been articles in the media with regard
to Mr Tilley secretly recording a conversation six days,
I think, after the tabling of that report. Mr Tilley
maintains that the Deputy Premier tried to get him to
change his story, and he describes that as being
verballed. He then decided that he would secretly
record the conversation.
This has been described by the police minister as,
‘Much ado about nothing’ and yesterday as ‘Such is
life’ in answer to questions in the lower house. There
are lots of clichés being bandied about. Obviously
Much Ado about Nothing is a Shakespearean play and
‘Such is life’ are the words attributed to Ned Kelly
before he was hanged in Melbourne in 1888.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Attributed to. However, it has
gone into folklore as that. The Deputy Premier says that
all of this is much ado about nothing. It has been
reported in the media — and there have been many
media reports about this which I have gone through —
and I refer in particular to a radio 3AW program on
13 June when the minister is reported to have said:
My recollection of the conversation is that the two of us had a
different recollection about an element of our discussion …
We reached the point where we agreed we just have a
different recall of that particular aspect of what had been
talked about.

The two people, Mr Tilley and Mr Ryan, do not have a
different recollection about an element of the discussion
or a particular aspect of what they had been talking
about; they have a different recollection about whether
the police minister knew about the clandestine meeting
between those three parties — Sir Ken Jones, Mr Tilley
and Mr Weston — which was completely hidden from
the then chief commissioner, Mr Overland. That is not
much ado about nothing; it is a serious issue that we
have before us. Did the police minister know about that
meeting? Was he informed about the meeting?
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What also concerns me is that both Mr Ryan and the
Premier seem to have no problem at all with Mr Tilley
resorting to the secret recording of a conversation with
the police minister and Deputy Premier. From what I
have heard and read, part way through the conversation
Mr Tilley got so concerned by what was being said to
him by Mr Ryan that he turned on a tape recorder. But
the police minister and the Premier have no problem
with that. The police minister says, ‘It all amounts to
much ado about nothing’; ‘I don’t have a problem with
it’. The Premier, Mr Baillieu, says that recording a
colleague is not ‘something I would do. My approach is
to assume that you are on the record when you talk to
people’. The Premier says, ‘I assume that you are on
the record when you talk to people’. He is assuming
that every conversation you have with someone is
public and on the record and that there is no problem
with Mr Tilley for his own reasons secretly recording
the police minister.

commissioner, or else he did not know about it, which
is very difficult to believe.

The fact is that the Premier, the police minister and
other members of the government, including in here
Mr O’Donohue, are making out that it is a conspiracy
theory. We are just talking about facts; things that have
happened. I cannot believe the attitude of the Premier
and the Deputy Premier — that is, that it is no problem
for one of their own members of Parliament to be
secretly recording the police minister. I think the secret
recording of anyone by anyone else is a concern, and
the casual attitude that the Premier and the Deputy
Premier have to it is also a concern to me. They should
be concerned about it. If you are going to record a
conversation with someone, you should ask their
permission. I do not feel that individuals should go
around secretly recording conversations they have with
each other.

It is also reported on page 26 that this person never
spoke to the police commissioner either. We had a
dysfunctional office, as well as everything else, in terms
of the liaising between police and the office of the
Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

We then get to the question: why did Mr Tilley do that?
He says that he felt he needed notes of the conversation
so that if the truth was needed later, he would have it on
a recording. This does not fill anyone with any
confidence that the pronouncements by the police
minister have been accurate and entirely truthful. When
we discussed this report in October 2011, I said that the
evidence presented in it suggested that it was
incredible; it was not believable to suggest that the
police minister did not know, first, about that particular
meeting and, second, about what was going on in his
office. I also said at that time that if the police minister
knew what was going on in his office — if he knew that
his ministerial adviser, Tristan Weston, was actively
undermining the police commissioner and that his
parliamentary secretary was involved in that — it was
reprehensible. He either knew about it, which means he
should be considering his position as police minister for
allowing his office to undermine the police

Certainly from reading pages 26 and 27 of the Crossing
the Line report you would have to say that the operation
of the police minister’s office with regard to the
activities of Mr Weston, Mr Hindmarsh and Mr Ryan
was dysfunctional to say the least. Mr Weston said he
rarely spoke to the police minister. He said:
I would generally see him at least once a week, but often it’d
be passing in the corridor.

He said his communication with the minister was
almost invariably through the chief of staff,
Mr Hindmarsh, and that Mr Ryan and Mr Hindmarsh
spoke several times a day. The person who was
appointed by the police minister to liaise between the
police and the minister’s office hardly ever spoke to the
minister and only spoke to Mr Hindmarsh.

Prior to this report I said that the way police were
seconded to ministerial adviser positions was wrong
and should cease. I am glad to see that that happened
following the release of this report. As the OPI said,
and as I said prior to this report, it was an obvious
conflict of interest.
The other thing covered in this report that the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services did know about,
and must have known about, is that Mr Weston said he
made no secret of the fact that he did not have any
confidence in Mr Overland as the Chief Commissioner
of Police. He personally was hostile to the police
commissioner. Mr Tilley was also known to be hostile
to the police commissioner. Yet the police minister,
rather than appointing people who he could be
confident would be unbiased and professional in their
behaviour in liaising with police command, appointed
as his ministerial adviser someone with a known
hostility to the police commissioner and then did not
supervise him at all. He did not have regular contact
with him; he left that to Mr Hindmarsh.
The police minister then appointed as his parliamentary
secretary someone else who harboured hostility towards
the chief commissioner. Two people who were hostile
and known to be hostile towards the Chief
Commissioner of Police were appointed by the minister
to liaise with police. All of that was swirling around.
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How was that allowed? It was not professional,
unbiased or even handed. It was a recipe for the disaster
that we saw.
It is of concern that there is ongoing disagreement
between Mr Tilley and Mr Ryan about who knew what
about the meeting between Sir Ken Jones, Mr Tilley
and Mr Weston. It was a meeting kept secret from the
chief commissioner. I acknowledge that the OPI report
says that Mr Tilley did not tell the police minister prior
to the meeting, but he maintains he did tell him after it
and that the police minister did know about it. The
police minister says he did not know about it. This is
the core issue. It is a very serious issue, because it goes
to whether the minister has not only misled the Office
of Police Integrity but whether he continues to mislead
the Parliament and the people of Victoria.
That meeting was about undermining the chief
commissioner. With regard to the police minister, the
former chief commissioner and the activities of the
police minister’s office and staff, I fail to see how
anything could be more serious. It is not a distraction,
as Mr O’Donohue called it, and it is not a conspiracy. It
is a question about the truth of the matter and about
who is telling the truth. If the minister is found to be not
telling the truth — and I understand we are still
awaiting an Ombudsman’s report on this issue, so there
is more to come — that will be a serious matter for
consideration by the people of Victoria and the
Parliament of Victoria.
I was concerned about Minister Ryan’s statements in
October. I am even more concerned about the ones I
have read in the press over the last week or so regarding
this particular issue. I am trying to determine why
Mr Tilley made the recording. He said he did so
because the minister was asking him to change his
story. That the minister was asking a member of
Parliament to change the testimony he gave under oath
to the Office of Police Integrity is a serious accusation
and a serious matter. Mr Tilley took it so seriously that
he pulled out a recorder and made a secret recording.
He does not resile from that. He says, ‘I did this
because I was concerned that at a later date the truth of
it would need to come out’. The truth of it will come
out at some stage. I cannot believe that the Premier, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and other
members of the government have such a casual attitude
towards this and are trying to hit it out to cover when it
goes to the heart of integrity in government.
I find it interesting that Mr Tilley says he needs to look
after his integrity and that he is being accused of lying
by the police minister given he said what happened
under oath. It has certainly been implied, if not stated
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outright, that he is lying. Mr Tilley says he is not lying,
and he has made a secret recording to protect himself
from that accusation. He is trying to protect his
integrity, to prove that he did not lie on this occasion
and to prove that he gave the correct evidence under
oath. That is why he made the secret recording.
However, it must be said that on the day this report was
tabled Mr Tilley resigned or lost his job. Why did that
happen? It was because of the activities he was
involved in — secret meetings with Sir Ken Jones and
Tristan Weston and other activities that are outlined in
the Crossing the Line report — which, when they
became public, made his position untenable. That is
hardly being full of integrity.
It is not an action of integrity to get involved in a secret
meeting to undermine the police commissioner, which
is what he did, as outlined in the report as clear as day,
and he does not deny it. That is why he resigned or lost
his job — I presume it was both. He was pushed, but he
was jumping anyway.
In terms of Mr Weston the Office of Police Integrity
suggests in its report that, had Mr Weston not resigned
from Victoria Police, then the OPI would have sent the
ethical standards department a brief for disciplinary
action against him for misconduct, so he did not have a
choice either. Sir Ken Jones resigned, then withdrew
his resignation and was in clandestine meetings with
Mr McIntosh, Mr Tilley and Mr Weston. As I said, that
was described by the OPI as inappropriate and
described by me as unwise at best. He had no choice
either.
I have also said in previous discussions on this issue
that I did not believe there was any reason. I was
surprised when the former Chief Commissioner of
Police, Simon Overland, resigned on the publication of
the Ombudsman’s report into the release of statistics.
The Ombudsman did not find that Mr Overland had
acted dishonestly or in any other way maliciously. On
page 29 of the Crossing the Line report, the OPI refers
to that fact:
In a report tabled in Parliament in June 2011 the Victorian
Ombudsman raised concerns about Chief
Commissioner Overland’s decision to release statistics but did
not suggest that his actions were dishonest or designed to
interfere unjustly and unlawfully with the democratic process.

As I said at the time, I did not think that was worth the
resignation of the chief commissioner. I said at the time
that the thing that needed to happen was what happens
in New South Wales, which is that police statistics are
released by the independent collector of the statistics at
a particular time every month, and that just pulls the
police completely out of that picture. That is what
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should happen here. As far as I know that has not
happened, but that is what should happen in Victoria.
That would have been the remedy for that situation.
There is no other evidence before the people of Victoria
that warranted the resignation of the police
commissioner, but as we learn more, we have to come
to the conclusion that the police commissioner resigned
because of the campaign waged against him, and that
campaign was basically run out of the police minister’s
office.

it was a very serious issue, firstly, that the member felt
he had to do it; secondly, that he actually did do it; and,
thirdly, that someone has leaked it and it is now public
knowledge. I am not sure who leaked it, but the fact
that we know about it is a good thing. We should know
about it, because it adds to the unfolding of what has
gone on in the dysfunctional police minister’s office at
the time.

The police minister himself remarked on the campaign,
saying that he had seen nothing like the campaign
waged against the police commissioner in his 18 years
in Parliament, yet the campaign was waged out of his
office by his staff and his parliamentary secretary.

Ms PENNICUIK — I have spoken at great length
about IBAC, and I think I am doing really well today.
Members might be pleased to know that my voice is
starting to crack up a bit, but this is a very important
issue, and I have followed closely these issues about
police integrity and IBAC and taken them very
seriously.

Mr Tee — There are none so blind as those who
will not see.
Ms PENNICUIK — That leads me to another
platitude. We have had ‘Such is life’ and ‘Much ado
about nothing’, and we could add, ‘The emperor has no
clothes’. Somehow or other the emperor and the deputy
emperor are striding through Victoria in their finery, but
everyone is laughing at them because they do not have
any clothes on. They are not laughing as in ‘Ha-ha’, but
they are concerned about this issue, because we are
talking about the truthfulness of what the Deputy
Premier and police minister has said to the Office of
Police Integrity, the Parliament and the people of
Victoria.
Mr Pakula’s motion talks about the resignation of the
member for Benambra, which I have covered. I do not
think he had any choice but to resign, but when I said
that at the time we did not know about the secret
recording. We have only found out about that now.
That was an unknown unknown, just to throw in
another platitude, and I wonder how many more
unknown unknowns there are in this whole sorry saga.
Mr Lenders — I never thought I would hear you
quoting Donald Rumsfeld. I’ve heard everything now!
Ms PENNICUIK — I think they have gone into
folklore now, the known unknowns and the unknown
unknowns. They have disassociated themselves from
their origins.
Paragraph (2) of Mr Pakula’s motion goes to the taping
of a private conversation between the member for
Benambra and the Deputy Premier, and I have covered
that. It is a serious concern that has been dismissed in
an offhand way by the government. Do they all go
around secretly recording each other? I do not know. Is
that why it is not taken seriously? I would have thought

Mr Lenders — It should all go to IBAC.

Only yesterday a forum was held at Melbourne
University about the flaws in relation to the IBAC. If it
is set up the way that is planned, it will cause a lot of
problems. The issues that were raised yesterday were
about the definitions, which I have talked about —
there are no definitions. The other issue I have raised is
the circularity of the limits placed on IBAC. It cannot
investigate anything unless it is serious corrupt conduct,
which is not defined, but how is the IBAC ever going to
know if something is serious corrupt conduct if it is not
able to investigate it in some way to find out whether it
is? The legislation says, ‘If the facts’ et cetera, but how
will the IBAC know what the facts are if it does not do
an investigation? It cannot do an investigation because
it is prohibited from doing so unless it is a case of
serious corrupt conduct. That is among a whole lot of
issues I have raised before about the IBAC.
Another issue I have raised about the IBAC is that it is
premature at best to be disbanding the Office of Police
Integrity. In New South Wales the Police Integrity
Commission and the Independent Commission Against
Corruption are operated according to the
recommendation of the Wood royal commission into
police corruption. That is why New South Wales has
the two bodies. They work in parallel and together on
some things.
It is a big concern that we do not even have an IBAC
set up but the legislation abolishes the Office of Police
Integrity. It is even more a concern because there is
hostility from the government towards the Office of
Police Integrity, and in fact Mr Tilley described it as a
grotesque, half-breed Frankenstein monster. He would
say that, because he was found by the Office of Police
Integrity to have been involved in inappropriate and
clandestine conduct. He was not going to be happy with
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that finding. He said that when the OPI was disbanded
he would sing a rousing chorus of Ding Dong The
Witch Is Dead. I find that very concerning. It is part of
an ongoing tirade against the Office of Police Integrity
that has come from the government, and it has clouded
the government’s judgement in terms of disbanding the
OPI.
I remind members that if they look at the Crossing the
Line report or the latest report of the Office of Police
Integrity, Reported Wrongdoing in the Workplace —
Problems for Police, they will see they are excellent
reports that have come out of the Office of Police
Integrity. I note there have been some issues with staff
et cetera at the Office of Police Integrity, but to all
intents and purposes it has done a very reasonable job.
There is also the Conditions for Persons in Custody
report and the Review of Fatal Shootings by Victoria
Police. This was a landmark report by the Office of
Police Integrity which called for more independence in
the investigation of police shootings, something I called
for in the previous Parliament. This is something I will
be calling for in the future with my notice of
motion 348 which is already on the notice paper, so I
will not anticipate that debate now.
Other reports by the OPI include: Review of the
Victoria Police Witness Protection Program,
Investigation into Victoria Police’s Management of the
Law Enforcement Assistance Program (LEAP),
Victorian Armed Offenders Squad — A Case Study, a
report into Offers of Gifts and Benefits to Victoria
Police Employees and a Review of the Use of Force By
and Against Victorian Police — another landmark
report by the Office of Police Integrity. If I recall
correctly, that report suggested that after 20 years of
reports, investigations and reviews, the police still do
not have proper training with regard to the use of force.
Other reports include Update on Conditions in Victoria
Police Cells; Managing Conflict of Interest in Victoria
Police; Improving Victoria Police Discipline and
Complaint Handling Systems — A Progress Report and
the Crossing the Line report. A further report is entitled
Past Patterns — Future Directions: Victoria Police and
the Problem of Corruption and Serious Misconduct,
which we also discussed by way of motion in this
Parliament, and the report on the Ceja task force. All of
these very valuable contributions to the public debate
were made by the Office of Police Integrity, and the
Crossing the Line report, which is the basis of this
motion, is still current.
The Greens will support the motion. We believe the
Premier should look at what opportunities are available
for the Deputy Premier to for once and for all give
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evidence on oath with regard to his knowledge of the
events that are the subject of this motion. That is the
crux of the issue, and it is a serious issue and not one
that should be dismissed offhand as has been done by
the government, and I agree that it is having an effect
on the government.
It made me think of Camelot. The government is not
Camelot. It is not a congenial spot anymore for
happily-ever-aftering, as is the case in Camelot, but it
seems as though the government is trying to make it
appear as if it is Camelot. We know there is a legal limit
to the snow in Camelot; the winter is forbidden till
December — I suppose we would call that June or July
here. The lyrics to Camelot read:
The rain may never fall till after sundown.
By eight, the morning fog must disappear.
In short, there’s simply not
A more congenial spot
For happily-ever-aftering than here
in Camelot.

That may sound a bit frivolous, but it is what the
government is trying to pretend, and at the core of this
is a serious issue which the government cannot pretend
away. That is why we will support the motion.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in opposition to this motion,
which ironically places front and centre in its opening
sentence a reference to the good governance of
Victoria. It is one of the key points of difference
between this coalition government and the former
Labor government in Victoria or the current federal
Labor-Greens alliance. In responding to this motion I
will follow my colleague Mr O’Donohue, who
comprehensively dealt with the salient issues in his
usual efficient and effective manner. I also have the
pleasure of working with Mr O’Donohue on two
committees that he chairs, where he is also very
efficient and effective.
As was well said by Mr O’Donohue, the essential point
put up in the somewhat extraordinary contribution by
Mr Pakula is that there is a grand conspiracy in place
and that as a result this conspiracy has led the
government to become dysfunctional with the budget
somehow ending up in smoke. That conspiracy theory
is extraordinary.
In my brief contribution I will put on record again, for
the benefit of the opposition and for those listening, the
reasons this government was elected in relation to the
important question of good governance, which is at the
heart of every government economically, in matters of
integrity and ultimately in relation to every decision of
government. It is extraordinary that such a tenuous link
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can be made, but it is something that comes out of the
Labor rule book. It is something Labor members are
very familiar with given their background of factional
infighting, backstabbing and division. We have seen
this documented right across the country, particularly in
relation to the federal government, which is also
complicated by a Labor-Greens alliance.
I will briefly respond to some of the points made by
Ms Pennicuik. I welcome Ms Pennicuik back to the
house; it was of some concern when I heard she was
unwell. I am glad to see that she is back and performing
to her usual standards. I will pick up on her Camelot
reference because it reminded me of one of the greatest
conspiracy theories that will never be properly resolved,
being the John F. Kennedy assassination. It was said
that JFK turned the White House into Camelot. I do not
know where that takes the Greens in their contribution;
I do not wish to take it any further.
This budget has not gone up in smoke. Certainly
Labor’s legacy, if it has not gone up in smoke, is going
down the drain, and we need look no further than the
recent news about what is being felt by Melbourne
Water customers — that is, the Labor pain that is
coming and is unavoidable, regrettably, as a result of
the desalination deal that will deliver in net present
value terms approximately $23 billion of Labor pain
over 28 years to Melbourne Water customers. This
government, the Premier and the Minister for Water
have worked decisively to alleviate that pain within the
confines of the contractual agreement the former Labor
government set for Melbourne Water customers in
relation to the way the desalination deal was to be put
together.
Labor certainly did not go to the election and say, ‘We
will conduct a feasibility study on a desalination plant’.
In fact it did what is a classic Labor trick, which was to
ridicule the attempts of the Liberal Party, at that time
not in coalition, to put the question of a desalination
plant on the agenda for the 2006 election, which the
Liberal Party said it would do as a feasibility study.
Labor called that a hoax, and to defend its lie in relation
to its changing position when it came into government
in 2007 — —
Mr Leane — You don’t want to speak on the
motion, do you? We understand why!
Mr O’BRIEN — No, I am speaking on the motion,
Mr Leane. The motion concerns good governance, and
you do not want to hear about good governance. Good
governance is something that is not in Labor’s DNA. It
cannot manage money, and it does not want to hear
about it. It prefers to spin and talk about things that are
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not happening, like conspiracies such as those
postulated in this motion and in the contribution by
Mr Pakula or in other spin that is sometimes put out by
Mr Tee in relation to planning decisions that Labor
itself had taken to a much greater extent.
Labor members are the kings and queens of spin. They
manage spin very well, because regrettably it
sometimes has some effect when the public mistakenly
takes some trust in what Labor is saying. The greatest
spin of all — there was no greater spin — is what has
occurred in recent Labor history, being the promise that
was made in very close proximity to an election that,
‘There will be no carbon tax under any government I
lead’. That was a fraud on the people either at the time
it was taken to the election or at a later time when it
became a broken promise because, as we have found
out, there is in fact a carbon tax under the government
which the maker of that promise, the Prime Minister, is
leading, despite attempts by other members of her party
to try to derail that course. If we are talking about
division, infighting and kneecapping, metaphorically or
otherwise, I refer to the Labor rule book.
We can refer to some of these books, because Labor
members often publish their diaries when they are
booted out. I refer to the Latham Diaries. One can have
a look at the frequent spats between former Prime
Minister Bob Hawke and his loyal deputy, Treasurer
Keating. What did that do to the people of Australia?
That dispute left us with interest rates of 17 per cent
that put this country into extreme debt. I will not even
talk about previous state Labor governments’ economic
management, being the former Cain and Kirner
governments. Then we have the Labor legacy and
divisions that are spelt out in diaries, in infighting and
in factional brawling. We have seen it in the present
Labor opposition with Mr Somyurek’s leaked letter to
the Age. That is a very frank letter talking about the
need to replace the Labor deadwood of the failed
former ministers with the so-called up-and-comers.
Labor members are the kings and queens of spin.
In relation to economic governance, this government
will endeavour to fix the Labor problems, like the ones
we have seen in the last two weeks. The Labor
government will not go out there and fess up and tell
the people of Victoria, ‘Yes, it is our desalination plant.
We made a mistake. We are very sorry. We will
endeavour to do better next time’. Rather they put up
misleading press releases that seek to blame the
desalination plant on this government. This government
will deal with it. We will endeavour to fix Labor’s
problems, but Labor must also be accountable for them.
That is what integrity in opposition is all about:
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standing up for your legacy in government, which this
Labor opposition does not do.
The legacy of debt and mismanagement inherent in the
Labor brand can easily be ascertained in the debates we
had yesterday, including the contribution by you,
Acting President. In relation to the scourge upon the
good people of Brimbank as a result of such activity,
you canvassed so well in your speech the very serious
and important indictment of the Labor brand. I refer
members to Acting President Finn’s speech, as well as
the speech by Mr Elsbury and, I think, Mrs Peulich as
well. It is something endemic in the Labor brand, and
one only needs to look at the Labor heartland where,
regrettably for the people of Brimbank and the people
in the west, Labor members have managed to get
themselves into all these positions of power through
factional control.
Look at the shameful way Labor administers public
funds when that happens. That is the problem with the
divisive, factional Labor method of seeking power for
power’s sake and leaving the consequences that must
occur once one obtains power as matters to be spun off
in opposition whilst Labor members lick their wounds
and hope for another turn.
In terms of economic governance, I would also like to
place on record, because Mr Pakula said this matter
relates to the budget, the very important consequences
of the tough but decisive action that has been taken by
this coalition government in relation to this very
difficult budget delivered in difficult economic
circumstances, which have not been made any easier by
the federal government’s activities in relation to the
carbon tax and certainly not been made any easier as a
result of the Labor legacy.
If one looks at the issues Mr Pakula touched on in
relation to public service job losses, you can look across
the Labor states that, regrettably for those states and for
this one, were governed by Labor governments over
that period of time. One can look at what they have to
do. This government has announced a reduction in the
public service of approximately 4200 people by the end
of 2013 as a result of the GST write-downs, the tax
revenue and the failed Labor waste, as has been stated.
Other jurisdictions have also had to take measures.
Here are some of them to put this in context. In New
South Wales, which has also inherited a failed Labor
legacy, there are reports of an additional 10 000 people
losing their jobs on top of the 5000 job losses already
announced, which is more than three times the number
of job losses in Victoria. In Queensland there are
reports of a Labor debt of approximately $90 billion, if
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I am correct. That is a huge Labor debt that will
reportedly result in between 10 000 and 20 000 people
being put out of work. Those job losses have not yet
been confirmed because Queensland has yet to
announce its next budget. If you cannot manage the
economy and cannot manage your budgets, you cannot
manage the country.
The same is true of other Labor states. Tasmania — and
I put on record that my wife went to school in Papua
New Guinea with the Premier of Tasmania, who is
about the third leader of that state under Labor — has a
much smaller base, but media reports there suggest that
Tasmania is due for a reduction of about 10 per cent, or
2300 jobs, of its public sector. South Australia has
announced reductions of 5100 jobs — 4100 announced
last year and another 1000 this year. That is very
important, because South Australia regrettably has lost
its AAA rating. It is a Labor state that has lost its AAA
rating, which will mean real pain for the citizens of
South Australia because of interest rate pressure. It is
another Labor legacy that hopefully a coalition
government will come in and start the very difficult,
long and painstaking job of correcting.
In the Northern Territory it has been announced that
$300 million will be cut from the public sector,
although that has not been equated to the number of
jobs that will be lost at this point.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Can we have order in the house to hear Mr O’Brien’s
contribution in silence from this point on.
Mr O’BRIEN — I was about to refer to the federal
budget, prior to the carbon tax further affecting the
economy, that announced 4200 jobs are to go. If
members look at what the priorities of the Victorian
government are, they will see that this government has
made its priorities very clear, and it is delivering on its
important priorities.
The other vital aspects of government are integrity and
law and order. It is interesting that in his contribution
Mr Pakula tried to refer to some perceived violence
between the Liberal Party and The Nationals. I can tell
members that there is no violence between our parties.
Mr Drum and I occasionally have the odd hip and
shoulder on the way to the chamber, but there is no
violence. There is violence in Victoria, though, and
this is a serious matter, out on the streets. There was
violence before this government came to power. It
was the no. 1 election issue which this government
committed to addressing, and it was identified as the
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no. 1 priority by the Deputy Premier in his
portfolio — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN — To unveil for you, Mr Leane, you
Mr Lenders, you Mr Pakula, you Mr Tee — —
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I have asked Mr Leane on three occasions to restrain
himself. I will not ask again.
Mr O’BRIEN — I advise all members’ families and
electors that there will be 1700 additional police.
Nothing was done during Labor’s 11 years in
government in relation to this very important issue of
law and order, but the previous Premier straightaway
attempted to match this coalition commitment. This is
an important aspect of the budget response. It costs
money to fund additional police, and there are
additional benefits too.
Recently in an operational decision the police
announced that the one-person police stations in
country Victoria will be maintained, which is a fantastic
thing. I send my best regards to Senior Constable Rick
Jacobs who does a great job at the Penshurst police
station. There is nothing harder than a one-cop town —
or a one-pub town. There is an old phrase I like that
goes, ‘The old cop is no good until the new cop comes
to town’. The new cop often has to establish that he is
the law and order in the town. Senior Constable Rick
Jacobs has done a great job in gaining the respect of his
community, and he will continue to do so.
The police force is very happy with the 1700 additional
police committed to by this government, which is the
best the government could do under the budgetary
constraints it has identified as a result of the Labor
legacy, to reduce violence in our communities.
I have not even begun to discuss the 940 protective
services officers — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — How is that going?
Mr O’BRIEN — In relation to how that is going, I
can tell Mr Pakula that by June 850 of these police
officers will be rolled out.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
There are too many interjections just at the minute. I am
having difficulty hearing Mr O’Brien, and I am sure
Hansard is also having difficulty hearing Mr O’Brien. I
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ask members, particularly on my left, to restrain
themselves.
Mr O’BRIEN — Mr Pakula asked how the rollout
of the 1700 police officers was going. We understand
that by approximately June this year there will be about
850 of those additional police on the beat protecting our
communities. These are the priorities this government
has set for itself. This is good government, protecting
our communities from violence, including street and
alcohol-related violence, and most importantly from
domestic violence.
We have adopted a whole-of-government approach to
this issue, including crime prevention. It is not merely
the rollout of police, it is also the law and order reforms
which have been made and on which the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations has spoken at
length at the committee table. On behalf of the
Attorney-General he spoke about the suite of reforms to
sentencing to restore truth in sentencing, to protect our
communities and to ensure that Victorians can feel safe
in their houses and streets, so that they can get on with
the important things in life. If one does not have safety
as a person and safety of the community as a priority,
then one is not providing good government. That is
why this government has made that its top priority.
In relation to the integrity measures, this government
has delivered the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission legislation together with
that in relation to the Victorian Inspectorate, which is
something the previous government completely failed
to do, notwithstanding the issues at Brimbank and all
the other issues that have arisen. We are completing the
establishment of IBAC, and we will see how opposition
members enjoy that institution as it does its work. We
are about providing substance over spin and restoring
integrity — both economic integrity and integrity in
relation to governance policies.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Building Commission: consumer protection
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. I refer to the case of Boris
and Lana Zaitsen, who engaged a building practitioner
to construct their home. The house has never been
finalised and may have to be demolished. They have
lost $1.2 million, and they are paying $30 000 interest
every month. Three years later, in May this year, the
Building Practitioners Board found the builder guilty of
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nine charges of breaching the Building Act and
building regulations and of unprofessional conduct. The
builder received a reprimand and the maximum penalty
of $12 000. Despite agreement with the minister’s
office and the Premier’s office to fix this, the Zaitsens
have not got their house, they have lost a lot of money
and have absolutely no way forward. The Zaitsens want
to meet with the minister. Why will he not meet with
them?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Zaitsens asked to meet with me before the Building
Practitioners Board hearing was concluded. I said I
would not meet with them until that had been
concluded. Now that it has been concluded, Mr Tee
might know that another one of his colleagues and I are
working around a time to meet the Zaitsens, and I
expect to do that some time soon.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The minister
confirms that he will meet with them shortly, and I
welcome that. I suppose the case of the Zaitsens
demonstrates that the system has failed for them — and
I know it has failed for many others. My question is:
why has the minister not fixed this system?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That question is
significantly outside the scope of the original question. I
do not accept that that is supplementary. It goes to a
question about the changes to the system, which is very
different to the specific question about a meeting with
this constituent. I will give Mr Tee an opportunity to
rephrase and to try to bring his supplementary question
within the parameters of the original question.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you for
the opportunity, President. The Zaitsens’ case has
demonstrated issues concerning the dispute resolution
process and the penalties involved. Would the minister
agree that it suggests there might be opportunities for a
review of the system?
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
seek your advice as to whether the member’s question
is asking for an opinion from the minister?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is a fair enough
point of order, and raising that issue is pertinent. In this
case the area is within the jurisdiction of the minister.
There is an example of a case before the minister that
the member suggests might raise some questions about
process. The member has pruned down his question to
a more relevant supplementary question than the
original one. Whilst the minister might be called upon
in some respects to give an opinion, by and large it is
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also within his ambit to give a yes or no answer, which
is not necessarily an opinion but which establishes —
and he can obviously go on a little bit further if he
wishes to — whether he believes this particular
example of a constituent’s problem raises some
questions that need to be answered. It is a valid point of
order, but on this occasion the question just falls on the
correct side of the line.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Tee for his supplementary and for the question. I
would go further than what Mr Tee says and say that
the system I have inherited is breaking down. It is one
that after 10 years needs a lot of reform. One of the key
things this government has done was to appoint a new
building commissioner at the start of this year. I will
soon be bringing in a reform package in relation to the
building commissioner.
I would add that Mr Tee and the Labor Party personally
attacked and opposed the building commissioner. In
fact in question time Mr Tee attacked the building
commissioner, the very man who will present options
to repair the system. Mr Tee now walks into question
time and agrees, and I agree with him, that the system is
broken and needs to be fixed after 10 years of neglect.
Michael Kefford and I have every intention of doing
that this year as opposed to what was done during the
10 years of neglect that we have inherited.

Higher education: trades training
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills, the
Honourable Peter Hall, and I ask: could the minister
advise the house on any initiatives supported by the
Baillieu-Ryan coalition government which support
young people thinking about learning a trade?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question.
Trade training is a very important concept, and I am
more than happy to support in any way young people in
Victoria who have thoughts of taking up trade training.
Through the refocused vocational training subsidies
that have been set, members will note that the highest
priority was given to setting subsidy levels to encourage
young people into trade areas.
Other issues need to be addressed as part of this. I am
sure many members will be aware that the current
completion rate for apprenticeships in Victoria sits
around about 67 per cent and has not changed much
over the years. What that means is one in every three
people who start an apprenticeship do not complete it.
Therefore a great deal of time and cost — both personal
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and public — are lost along the way. What I think we
should be doing, and I know the federal government
shares my views about this, is exploring ways in which
we can better prepare people to enter trade areas. So it
is that one of the initiatives which this government is
undertaking is to extend the concept of trade experience
and to embed that in a full-year training program.
A pilot program will start next month — in July. It is
being auspiced by Victoria University in conjunction
with both Chisholm and Kangan, which will participate
in this pilot project from January next year. Students
will enrol in a program at one of those TAFE institutes
for a trade experience pilot project year. During the first
semester of that year they will undertake experience in
four different trade areas over that full semester. In the
second semester they will select one of those four areas
and specialise in that area. The project will be
accompanied by the appropriate supports in areas like
literacy, numeracy and personal development, so that at
the end of the year the person will graduate with a
Victorian certificate of applied learning as well as
apprenticeship pathway credits. It differs from the
normal trade experience as we know it. Whereas they
are normally perhaps a three or four-week program, this
is a full 12-month program. We believe it will give
students a better idea of an appropriate choice of trades
for them in the years to come.
I am pleased that we have made available $300 000 to
fund this particular pilot project. I expect it will grow
into an important alternative for students who are
considering trade careers in the future. Victoria
University starts this particular pilot project next month.
Thirty students are in the initial intake from expressions
of interest from 58 students initially. Some 39 of those
were from school enrolments, and the other 19 were
students who were disengaged from any level of formal
education, which emphasises the point that there is an
opportunity there. There is a need to provide alternative
trade pathways, and I am pleased that this initiative will
go in part at least to fill that gap.

Planning: Darebin City Council
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. This
morning on the Jon Faine program on ABC radio it was
claimed by the presenter, Mr Faine, that the
Ombudsman is currently investigating Darebin City
Council in relation to its planning decisions. Mr Faine
named a councillor and two MPs he said were
associated with those matters. Is the minister aware of
any investigations into Darebin council, or is he
undertaking any investigation to get to the bottom of
these claims?
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The PRESIDENT — Order! On what basis has
Mr Barber directed this question to this minister?
Mr BARBER — In relation to his responsibilities
and powers under the Planning and Environment Act
1987.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is a Minister for
Local Government, who I would have thought has a
more direct interest in this matter. I would have thought
it was more appropriate to ask this question of the
Premier, the Leader of the Government or someone
else. As I understand it, Mr Guy represents the Minister
for Local Government.
Mr Faine is not always correct, nor is Mr Barber, in the
sense that yesterday they talked about savings of
$100 000 on six suppers. That would account for a
significant number of very lavish suppers, which has no
basis in reality at this place. But on this occasion, do I
understand the matter has relevance to planning issues?
Mr BARBER — The delivery of my question may
have been somewhat drowned out by the hubbub. I
asked the minister if he is aware of any investigation or
if he is going to initiate any investigation relating to the
Darebin council’s use of its powers under the Planning
and Environment Act.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I feel I
can answer the second part of that question by saying I
do not have the ability to investigate a council’s
planning decisions as such. But I urge anyone who has
concerns to refer them to the appropriate bodies, which
are the Local Government Investigations and
Compliance Inspectorate or the Ombudsman, for
investigation. I think that is the appropriate level for my
contribution to that question.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It has
been claimed that the Ombudsman is investigating
these matters. The powers of Darebin council to
administer the planning scheme are at the minister’s
gift, and he can withdraw part or all of them at any
time. If the minister is content to wait out the result of
any investigation, does that mean he currently has
confidence in Darebin council in its administration of
the Planning and Environment Act?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer the question, but I am concerned
about the extent and the scope of this question in terms
of the minister’s capacity or competence to answer that
question.
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Hon. M. J. Guy — Competence?

Housing: work and learning centres

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a
question without notice to the Minister for Housing and
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, and I ask: can the minister update the
house on the location of the next two work and learning
centres?

The PRESIDENT — Order! I have absolutely no
reservations about the competence of this minister. The
context in which I used the word ‘competence’ is the
question of whether or not this falls within the
minister’s jurisdiction and responsibility. Again, as
Mr O’Donohue pointed out in an earlier point of order,
the substance of the question arrived at in the end calls
for an opinion, given that the minister, as I understand
it, has not been the person who has sought an
investigation, if indeed there is an investigation on foot.
As Chair, I have no idea of that, and the minister has
indicated in his substantive answer that if there were
concerns about this or any other matter, then they
should be subject to due process. That is obviously
paraphrasing what the minister said.
In that context I have some serious reservations about
the fact that this question seems to be going in all sorts
of directions. To some extent it asks the minister for an
opinion on a matter which he perhaps may not have
formed because he is not necessarily aware of the
allegations that were apparently aired on a radio
program earlier today. I do not know whether or not he
is, but this question goes to areas that give me some
difficulty. Given that I have high regard for the
competence of this minister, notwithstanding that I am
not sure that it is within his area of responsibility, I will
allow the minister to be the judge of that and to decide
how he will answer the question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
simply say that I cannot make a decision or a
determination about a council’s competence based on
the opinion of others. There obviously needs to be a
degree of fact that backs up any allegation — —
Mrs Peulich — A finding.
Hon. M. J. GUY — And as Mrs Peulich said, a
finding. If people have concerns that I should have a
different approach or that there should be a
whole-of-government approach that is different, then
the appropriate body to manage or investigate that is the
Ombudsman or the local government inspectorate. In
relation to the administration of Darebin City Council’s
planning powers, every council has been given those
powers to manage appropriately and responsibly.
Should they not do so, then those two bodies I have
mentioned are a means by which they can be
investigated.

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question and his ongoing
interest in the economic participation of public housing
tenants. The Baillieu government is continuing to
implement its election commitment to establish five
work and learning centres, which target public housing
tenants in key locations in Victoria. The work and
learning centres highlight the Baillieu government’s
fundamental goal of connecting public housing tenants
to work, education and training opportunities. We want
to enable them to build better lives for themselves.
The first two centres are located in Carlton and
Geelong, and I have spoken quite a bit in the house
about those two centres and their success. But I am
pleased to announce today that the next two work and
learning centres will be located in Moe, in Mr Philip
Davis’s electorate, and in Ballarat, in the electorate of
Mr Ramsay, Mr Koch and Mr O’Brien. I note that Moe
is also in Mr Hall’s and Mr O’Donohue’s electorate.
These members have all been strong advocates for their
electorates getting these centres.
The Ballarat centre will be based at the Phoenix P–12
Community College. Its programs will be delivered by
Ballarat East community house in partnership with the
Brotherhood of St Laurence and Highlands Local
Learning and Employment Network. This is an exciting
initiative for Ballarat and will focus on the direct
employment and training of disadvantaged public
housing tenants.
The Moe centre programs will be delivered by
Gippsland Employment Skills Training. The centre will
also operate an outreach service in Morwell. Gippsland
Employment Skills Training is an adult education
provider that is based in Moe and has strong
relationships with people who live in public housing
and with local Job Services Australia providers.
Gippsland Employment Skills Training will also link
with a number of local enterprises that they manage.
The fifth site for our work and learning centres will be
finalised shortly. The work and learning centres have
been extremely popular. I am advised by the
implementation committee that applications to host one
of the five centres came from all areas of the state. The
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work and learning concept has been embraced by those
who support economic participation to assist breaking
the cycles of disadvantage and helping people to make
better lives for themselves. I look forward to updating
members on the success of these sites in the future.

Bendigo hospital: future
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. On a
number of occasions the minister has informed the
chamber about the redevelopment of the Bendigo
hospital. The budget papers indicate that it is a
$630 million project. The government has indicated,
and it took this to the last election, that it is its intention
to build it on one site within Bendigo. Can the minister
take the opportunity today to categorically reconfirm
that it is the intention of the government to complete a
$630 million project and that the recent reports that
there is a $70 million saving from that project are false?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for that question, and I take it on with
relish. Let me be clear: there is no $70 million
reduction, period — $630 million is the total estimated
investment for this project. It is $102 million greater
than Labor’s commitment in the period before the last
election — $528 million to $630 million. I went to
school and most of us learnt then that 630 million was a
much bigger number than 528 million. We are still
waiting to hear an apology from Labor for its small
hospital, for its inadequate hospital, for its downsized
hospital. Jacinta Allan, the member for Bendigo East in
the Assembly, and Maree Edwards, the member for
Bendigo West in the Assembly, are yet to apologise for
their continued advocacy for a smaller hospital.
Even Mr Jennings agrees that $630 million is a bigger
hospital than $528 million. Let me be clear here. The
request for proposal is now with the tenderers. The
number of tenderers has been reduced from four to two
following the expression of interest process, and there is
a process where probity is quite important through this
phase. The relevant team will be managing this project
and will stick strictly to the probity requirements, and
there will be probity checks through that process.
I make the point that the request for proposal will come
forward. I am confident that the tenderers will put
forward very competitive proposals that will meet all of
the scope and requirements that were put forward by
the coalition before the election, including matters such
as the cancer centre being a single-site cancer centre,
not spread across two sites as Labor proposed. In fact,
this is quite amusing. Labor at one point had on its
website an air bridge. Do members remember the air
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bridge? Labor’s model 1 had it across two sites.
Model 2 had an air bridge. It was desperately trying to
connect the two sites, so it drew an air bridge across. In
model 3 the air bridge had gone, but it was still across
two sites. I do not know what they were going to do.
Were the patients going to duck across the road and
weave amongst the traffic, or were they going to all be
moved by ambulance? I am not sure.
Let me get serious. We reject Labor’s air bridge; we are
not going to put in an air bridge. I am very doubtful that
there will be an air bridge of the type proposed by
Mr Jennings’s government. What I can say is that this is
a good time to have a tender proposal out. The
government is aware that there will be competitive bids.
The two tenderers are determined to get a good result.
We will be pushing and driving for the maximum
value.
Mr Drum understands the importance for the town of
Bendigo and all of northern Victoria. He understands
that the tenderers are going to have to sharpen their
pencils and offer not just the scope that the government
put in the tender document but more. The government
is going to try to drive for more. We will take the most
competitive bid that will provide for the people of
northern Victoria and Bendigo for the next 10, 20, 30,
40, 50 years. People in northern Victoria will have a
bigger hospital under the coalition than they would
have had under Mr Jennings. Mr Jennings ticked off in
cabinet on a $528 million project, and he is still yet to
apologise for the small offering to all of Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased that the minister has confirmed it is the
intention of the government to fund a $630 million
project and that he has recommitted to that today. When
the minister’s pencils get sharpened I suggest that they
may not get sharpened in the way he intends, judging
from his answer today. In relation to reiterating the
intentions of the government, is the intention of the
government to absolutely rule out the potential for two
sites to be redeveloped as part of this redevelopment,
and will it maintain its commitment to the project being
completed on one site, as the minister has promised and
reiterated today?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased today to give the commitment to the chamber
and the people of northern Victoria and Bendigo that,
as per the coalition’s election commitments, there will
be an integrated cancer centre on one site. It will not be
spread over two sites like Labor proposed, and it will
not have an air bridge like Mr Jennings proposed.
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We will be building it, and we will be getting the very
best result. And I think there will be more scope. That is
just my prediction — I do not have any inside
information as to what will occur — but I would hope
to see more scope as the tenderers compete hard. It
might be that there are additional educational facilities.
There might be a whole range of additional educational
facilities. It will be an integrated cancer centre on one
site, and we are determined to get the very best result.

Health: complaints system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is also to the Minister for Health and Minister
for Ageing, Mr David Davis, and I ask: will the
minister inform the house of steps the government is
taking to strengthen Victoria’s health complaints
system?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
very pleased to announce to the house today that the
government will be seeking to review and then
modernise the Health Services (Conciliation and
Review) Act 1987. We will today launch a discussion
paper for community consultation. That paper will lay
out a number of alternatives, discussion points and
issues, and it will enable the community to have wide
input into these matters.
The Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Act
1987 is an old act. It is an act with which Victoria led
the way in the 1980s, and it has had bipartisan support
over a long period. I want to begin by paying tribute to
the health services commissioner, Beth Wilson, who
across a number of governments has provided a very
responsible and excellent service to the people of
Victoria as health services commissioner. She will be
intimately involved in this modernisation of the act, and
I will seek input not just from the health bodies that you
would imagine — our hospitals, our community health
centres and so forth — but also, importantly, from all
the registered health practitioners across the system. It
is clear that the registration arrangements have changed
to a national system. We have additional practitioners
that have been registered, and now is a timely point to
review the act.
I have asked Michael Gorton to chair a review panel
consisting of Mary Draper from the Health Issues
Centre; Sherene Devanesen, the CEO of Peninsula
Health; Leon Shapiro, a medical practitioner; and Lisa
Cuddihy, the executive director of nursing and
midwifery at Barwon Health. This panel will be asked
to conduct public consultations, and we are most
concerned to hear from consumers. How can the system
be made more responsive to consumers? How can the
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system be made more effective for consumers? How
can the system be made cheaper and faster?
Mr Lenders — Cheaper!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Indeed, Mr Lenders; it is
important that the system not be cumbersome, that it be
cost effective and a very good system that provides
good outcomes for the community. It is also important
for insurers that there is a system that enables early
settlement of complaints. Often the involvement of the
health services commissioner will facilitate outcomes
for complainants that will satisfy their concerns and
also provide a guide for insurers.
The point here is that this needs to be modernised. It is
a slightly cumbersome, older act, and other Australian
jurisdictions have since brought forward changes and
improvements. We can learn from the other
jurisdictions. We can update our act. We can take the
best and our very solid background — which is typified
by Beth Wilson’s commitment to this area — and get
an outcome that is better for consumers, better for
practitioners and better for the system all around.

Information and communications technology:
procurement process
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Assistant Treasurer, Gordon
Rich-Phillips. The minister’s announcement last week
of an overhaul of the e-services panel is his third
attempt at reforming this panel in the space of one year.
After the first attempt at reform the minister was
glowing about the reformed e-services panel until a
tsunami of discontent by the industry forced a
humiliating backflip. After the minister’s second
attempt at reform he triumphantly declared:
Mr Somyurek seems to be the only one complaining about
the e-services panel refresh … The panel provides a great
opportunity for Victorian and Australian suppliers to contract
for government, and it provides a depth and breadth of
capability to government …

Given his glowing praise of the panel after his first and
second attempts at reform, I ask: what assurances will
the minister give to the Victorian ICT industry that he
has not botched his third attempt at reforming this very
important panel?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Somyurek for his editorial.
The reality is that the e-services panel was a mechanism
inherited by this government when it came to office at
the beginning of 2011. It was a process that had been
rolled out on successive occasions under the previous
government, either through the finance minister or the
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minister for ICT in their various guises earlier in the life
of that government.
When we concluded the process that had been started
under the previous government at the end of 2010, we
produced an e-services panel which did not meet the
needs of government and did not meet the needs of
industry. As a consequence of that outcome, I moved
last year to exercise, as a first step, the refresh
mechanism under that tender process to allow an
expansion of the e-services panel to provide more
opportunities for Victorian and Australian ICT
companies and a better opportunity for a competitive
supply of ICT services to the government through that
refresh mechanism. Importantly, that was the first step
to getting this mechanism back on track.
I advise Mr Somyurek that the refresh was the first step.
The second step was the working party which was
chaired by Rhonda O’Donnell, and I congratulate
Ms O’Donnell on the work she did on that working
party in looking at the e-services panel and making
recommendations back to government as to how the
e-services panel can be improved. As a consequence of
Ms O’Donnell’s recommendations and the
recommendations of the working party, last week I was
very pleased to announce that the government will shift
from the failed e-services panel mechanism established
by the Bracks and Brumby governments to an
e-services register. This will provide far greater
opportunities for ICT companies in Victoria and
Australia to tender for ICT work and provide a far more
competitive environment for the Victorian government
to secure ICT services.
Supplementary question
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Many of the ICT firms that have been inconvenienced
by the minister’s botched attempts at reform of the
e-services panel have been small businesses, which
have had to wear the significant costs of re-tendering
every time he embarked on another abortive attempt at
reform. Will the minister now look at compensating
Victorian ICT firms for the cost of having to resubmit
tenders, as it is now clear that the government
embarked on a flawed reform process from the very
beginning?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Somyurek for his
supplementary question, but he completely
misunderstands the process involved in joining the
e-services panel. The reality is that with the refresh last
year of the e-services panel, companies which had been
successful in the first round continued on the panel into
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the second round without any re-tendering costs. As
announced in the statement I issued last week, with the
transition from an e-services panel to an e-services
register, those companies that are already currently on
the e-services panel will transfer across, so there will
not be any tendering costs incurred by those existing
e-services panel members.

Planning: new suburbs
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Matthew Guy. Can the minister inform the
house what action the Baillieu government has taken to
facilitate greater housing choice and diversity and to
assist with housing affordability?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Yesterday I had great pleasure in informing the house
of the approval of the growth corridor plans, which will
set the framework for Melbourne’s outer urban growth
areas for the next 20 or 30 years. As a resident of
Melbourne’s fast-growing Wyndham growth corridor,
Mr Elsbury today asks a very important question
around affordability and locations for new housing in
Melbourne’s growth areas.
I have much pleasure in informing the house that last
week as a government we brought forward six new
suburbs for Melbourne. Those six new suburbs in
Lockerbie, Lockerbie North, Merrifield West, Diggers
Rest, Rockbank and Manor Lakes will be areas for up
to 100 000 people to call home in the future. They set
the scene for how Melbourne can grow sustainably and
grow in our growth areas — places where people want
to live. Not everyone can afford to live in a $2 million
house in Fitzroy. Not everyone wants to live in the
inner suburbs of Melbourne. Some people, many
people, want to choose our growth areas as fantastic
places to raise kids, work, go to school, live and enjoy
their lifestyle. This government is giving Victorians the
opportunity to do that.
Those six new suburbs I announced all fit within the
urban growth boundary that was expanded and passed
by this Parliament in August 2010. The urban growth
boundary, I should say, was facilitated by the previous
government, which makes it all the more interesting
that the current opposition opposes the approval of six
new suburbs on land that it voted to bring into the urban
growth boundary. The inconsistency beggars belief.
The 37 000 new lots of land that we brought forward in
these six new suburbs equate to nearly three times the
amount of land being considered in places like Sydney
or Brisbane. What they do is bring forward nearly
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$7.5 billion worth of investment into our growth areas.
That is $7.5 billion worth of jobs, new places for people
to live, community infrastructure, private sector
investment — —
Mr Ondarchie — Economic development.
Hon. M. J. GUY — And economic development, as
Mr Ondarchie says, including for the northern growth
corridor in his and my electorate, will be exceedingly
important for this city to prosper into the future.
More than anything else, and Mr Elsbury asked about
this in his question, it is to make sure that we have a
competitive advantage in terms of affordable housing.
Do not take my word for it. Do not believe just my
word. It was said:
It makes sure that we have that competitive advantage in
terms of affordable housing.

Who said that? Who would say that about expanding
the boundary to bring in new suburbs? Yes, the shadow
Minister for Planning, Mr Tee, the man who opposes
those suburbs, was in fact in favour of expanding the
boundary to bring them in. Such inconsistency is
comedy.
But on this side of the house we are deadly serious
about ensuring that urban growth expansion is done
sustainably and in a way that can bring forward new
homes for future Victorians. We are absolutely rock
solid about making Melbourne not just a great place to
invest but a better place to live into the future.

Children: early intervention services
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development. There are an estimated
1500 children waiting to receive early intervention
services across Victoria. The minister’s department has
advised some early intervention services that they need
to take on more clients to reach their full capacity, with
the result that these services will provide fewer hours
per child and family, essentially spreading existing
services more thinly. Why is the minister’s government
not providing additional resources to early intervention
services to ensure that children diagnosed with
developmental delays or disabilities have appropriate
support?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I am pleased to
advise that the Baillieu government has provided
significant additional resources to early childhood
intervention services. In fact in the last budget we
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provided 246 additional places for kindergarten
inclusion support services, which was a $10 million
investment, and also $8.2 million for ECIS (early
childhood intervention services) to expand those
services as well. More children than ever before are
receiving ECIS because of the Baillieu government’s
investment in this area. As I said at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings, we are still looking
at how we can provide further assistance in this area.
As was my answer in PAEC, watch this space.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister’s department’s northern region currently has
243 children waiting for support through early
childhood intervention services. How many children in
the northern region will start school next year without
having received any ECIS support due to the
government’s lack of investment?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — This is the legacy of
Labor. As I have just said, more children than ever
before are receiving early childhood intervention
services because of this government’s investment. We
are going through an ECIS reform project. We are
working with Early Childhood Intervention Australia,
and watch this space.

Technology sector: government initiatives
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for
Technology, Mr Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the
minister provide an update on how the government is
supporting Victorian companies to gain access to
foreign markets?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr Finn for his question and
for his interest in this very important issue. The
Victorian government is committed to assisting
Victorian companies with international engagement and
export development. It is committed to helping
Victorian companies to develop new international
markets. That is one of the four key pillars of the
Baillieu government’s economic statement. Indeed, it is
reflected in this year’s budget with additional funding
through the Victorian international engagement strategy
under the auspices of my colleague the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business.
We have already heard this year about a number of
ways in which the Victorian government is assisting
Victorian businesses with international engagement. Of
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course we had the very successful India super trade
mission back in February, which created an opportunity
for a large number of delegates and companies — of
the order of 200-plus — to visit India for the first time
to have exposure to the Indian market. The sheer
critical mass of that trade mission provided
opportunities to those companies to open doors which
would not otherwise be available. The government has
flagged a further super trade mission to China later this
year, and of course we have support for a number of
smaller missions through the course of the year as well
through the Technology Trade and International
Partnering (TRIP) program.
I am very pleased to advise the house that this week the
Victorian government is supporting a mission of
Victorian biotechnology companies to BIO 2012 in
Boston. I am very pleased that His Excellency the
Governor has accepted the Premier’s invitation to lead
this mission to BIO 2012 on behalf of the Victorian
government. This is an ideal opportunity for Victorian
biotechnology companies to be exposed to the global
biotechnology market. One of the key challenges for
biotechnology companies in Victoria, and life sciences
more generally in Victoria, is gaining access to capital
and gaining access to capital and venture capitalists,
and BIO 2012, which is the international biotechnology
convention, is the key event for these companies to
participate in if they are to have exposure to venture
capital opportunities.
The Victorian government is delighted to be supporting
the participation of more than 60 Victorian
biotechnology companies led by the Governor of
Victoria. This event is supported across Australia. The
commonwealth is also participating in this event, and
the Victorian government is pleased to have a
high-level delegation, led by the Governor of Victoria,
participating in the event.
We are also pleased to be supporting a mission by
12 small Victorian technology companies to Europe
from the small technologies cluster here in Melbourne.
Small technology is an emerging opportunity for the
Victorian technology sector, and we have 12 companies
that are being supported through the TRIP program to
participate in this delegation to Europe for access to
markets in Europe. The European market is recognised
as one of the key markets for the small technology
sector, and the Victorian government is again pleased to
be supporting Victorian companies as they show their
products and seize opportunities around the world.
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Answers
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
a number of overdue questions: 4262 from 31 August
2011; 8188 from November 2011; 8197 from
December 2011; 8242 from 29 February; 8243 and
8245 from February this year; 8246 from 1 March;
8253 from 15 March; 8256 and 8257 from 27 March;
8354 from 19 April; and 8355, 8356 and 8357 from
April. I am wondering what progress has been made on
these questions. At least one will be a year out of date
by the time we come back in seven weeks time.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Ms Hartland and I will follow those through for her. I
take it the questions are to a number of ministers.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Yes,
they are, and each of the ministers has been faxed, as is
required.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It
might be worth noting standing order 8.12(8), which
states:
A member intending to ask for an explanation as to why an
answer has not been provided in response to a question
should acquaint the minister or his or her office of that
intention the day before failure to supply an answer is to be
raised in the Council.

But I will follow each of them through.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — It is
my understanding that that is the procedure my office
follows, and there have been several faxes sent for each
set of questions. I know that in relation to the one from
August last year we have attempted on a number of
occasions to get that answer. It is not from lack of effort
on our side.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
follow those through for Ms Hartland, but I draw her
attention to the standing order anyway.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to advise that it is likely that a motion will proceed after
the luncheon adjournment which involves the Auslan
interpreter program. As there has been considerable
interest in that debate from people who are hearing
impaired, Mr Paul Heuston, an Auslan interpreter, has
been engaged to interpret today’s take-note motion of
the petition presented by Ms Hartland concerning the
future of the full-time diploma of Auslan course at
Kangan Institute of TAFE. That interpreter will provide
interpretation to people in the visitors galleries.
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COALITION: GOVERNANCE
Debate resumed.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — In
recommencing I would say that as someone who is
partially hearing impaired that is an important
institution, and I wish to place on record my support for
it and for the work of the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, Minister Hall, in endeavouring to work
through the difficult circumstances that have been left
to us as a result of the poor governance of the previous
government and the poor governance of the federal
government. This government, and this Deputy
Premier, are committed in coalition with the Premier to
delivering good governance to Victoria.
Earlier I mentioned briefly some of the important
results of the commitment to resource the police force
adequately with 1700 additional police. I touched on an
individual police member, Senior Constable Rick
Jacobs. It would be remiss of me not to mention the
difficulties that his community has faced in recent years
as a result of tragedies on the road, tragedies by fire and
a number of personal tragedies. The role of police in
dealing with tragedies and the way they comfort their
communities is an exceptional one that they have to
undertake. They perform it across the state time and
again in difficult circumstances, and they ought be
given full support. The Deputy Premier, as Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, has delivered that full
support.
I turn to the role of the emergency services, which is an
important aspect of the Deputy Premier’s functions and
which is being delivered as part of the good governance
of Victoria. If we look at the response to the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission and the
all-hazards, all-agencies approach that the coalition
government has put in place, we see that the minister
responsible, Deputy Premier Peter Ryan, continues to
deliver. We see the rollout of the bushfires royal
commission recommendations by way of the provision
of $11.3 million to 30 staff and $25 million for
34 councils along with the investment of $5.5 million to
accelerate the development of the municipal fire
management plans and $6.1 million to improve the
efficacy and extend the reach of the township
protection plans.
The reason we have all-hazards emergencies — and I
wish to carefully place this in context — was felt
through the floors of this chamber last night when those
of us here at the time felt what seemed like a minor
bump but turned out to have been an earthquake.
Earthquakes are not humorous for those who have to
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live through them. My brother had to live through the
first of the recent New Zealand earthquakes, and he
said it was the most terrifying thing he had ever been
through. It threw him to the floor. As a member of
Parliament I am not able to visit those areas which have
been affected, and other members are also stuck in this
house, but I send the best wishes of the house to the
emergency services.
Ms Broad — On a point of order, President, the
member is now canvassing an earthquake. Before that
he was canvassing the budget. I have again carefully
read the motion before the house in case I had not
previously noticed a reference to the budget or the
earthquake. I ask that the member be brought back to
addressing the motion that is before the house.
Mr O’BRIEN — On the point of order, President,
Ms Broad did not properly refer to the terms of the
motion or to the terms of the debate, as put by the lead
speaker, Mr Pakula. The terms of the motion, as I have
been speaking to it, refer to an issue between the
coalition partners, which is said to be a broad issue
resulting from the Overland-Jones affair and the
detrimental effect that is having on the good
governance of Victoria. Mr Pakula then extended that
into a conspiracy, as it has been referred to — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the member not
to debate the point of order.
Mr O’BRIEN — It was a broad allegation stating
that the issue has resulted in the Victorian budget going
up in smoke. The motion is directed at the conduct of
the Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, and his portfolio
responsibilities. I am merely making passing but
important reference to items that need to be placed on
record in response to this motion — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr O’Brien not
to debate the point of order. It is a point of order, not a
debate. I accept that in his opening speech Mr Pakula
set a fairly wide framework for this motion and that
other members have also raised various issues,
particularly regarding the budget and presumably about
the government’s delivery of services and projects,
which the motion claims has been impeded by certain
things. Like Ms Broad, I find it hard to fathom how last
night’s earthquake reaches this motion. I ask
Mr O’Brien to move on from the earthquake.
Mr O’BRIEN — I will move on, and in moving on
I wish to say that that was — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Just move on, do not
argue with me.
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Mr O’BRIEN — I was attempting to — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am on my feet and
Mr O’Brien is arguing with me. I ask him to move on
with his speech and not to argue with me about the
direction I have given.
Mr O’BRIEN — In moving on I wish to say that
this government has delivered good governance. That is
what the motion is about. As part of delivering good
governance, it is important to make sure that your
commitments to your electorate are well stated. I refer
members to the commitments made pertaining to the
Regional Growth Fund. There will be further debate on
that, and to save time I will not elaborate on the subject.
Those commitments are well articulated and will be
delivered on, and that is what good governance is
about. It is not about focusing on trivial issues that are
set to distract.
In relation to other parts of the motion about the Office
of Police Integrity (OPI) report, the matters are set out
in the report and have been spoken about extensively by
the Deputy Premier in his answers to numerous
questions that have been asked. No accusation of
impropriety has been made against the Deputy Premier,
or Mr Tilley for that matter.
On page 22, as was outlined by Ms Pennicuik, the
report lists methodologies used to assist in the
investigation, including a range of overt and covert
tools. A total of 20 witnesses provided information.
Despite all those covert and overt methods, there is no
reference to any person making any finding against the
Deputy Premier in relation to the substantive issues of
the report. The passage on page 47, which was referred
to by Ms Pennicuik, in which Mr Tilley says he did not
inform Mr Ryan in advance of the visit to Sir Ken
Jones but subsequently told him what occurred, is the
only part of that report to illustrate a disparity between
the respective recollections of the Deputy Premier and
Mr Tilley. However, that disparity has been dealt with
in the joint statement that was issued by the Deputy
Premier and Mr Tilley on 8 November 2011.
As has been confirmed in the extensive media
interviews conducted by Mr Tilley and the Deputy
Premier in recent days, both of them stand by that
statement. There was and is no conspiracy to
undermine the budget by division, as asserted by
Mr Pakula. Rather, this government is committed to
getting on with tackling the issues it was elected to deal
with — the issues that matter to the people of Victoria.
The issue I was endeavouring to touch upon and which
the opposition does not wish to hear about is that of the
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important work our police and emergency services
personnel carry out in the interests of all Victorians,
sometimes in adverse circumstances arising from all
hazards.
It will be an important legacy of this government that it
has committed to implementing the bushfire
recommendations and that it is committed to providing
appropriate measures to deal with street violence,
domestic violence, natural hazards, all hazards,
terrorism response, and emergencies, because at the
heart of this motion and at the heart of this government
is the peace, order and good governance of this state.
That is what lies behind every constitutional power. On
those issues, I conclude and urge members to oppose
the motion and support the work of the government and
our emergency services.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before Ms Hartland
starts, I reaffirm that I have arranged for an Auslan
interpreter to provide an interpretation of the debate on
this motion to members of the hearing-impaired
community who have joined us in the Parliament today,
and we extend a welcome to them. In order for the
proceedings to be successfully interpreted, members
need to be heard in silence. On this occasion I ask
members to desist from interjecting, and if members
have conversations they wish to pursue, they should
take those matters outside the chamber so that the
interpreter is able to clearly hear the speakers in the
debate and to provide an interpretation to the people
who have joined us in the public gallery.

HIGHER EDUCATION: AUSLAN
PROGRAMS
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house takes note of the petition tabled on 6 June
2012 bearing 791 signatures from certain citizens of Victoria
requesting the Legislative Council take action to save the
full-time diploma of Auslan course at Kangan Institute,
thereby ensuring the continuation of comprehensive
high-level Auslan training.

This diploma course is the only one of its kind in
Victoria providing comprehensive, high-level Auslan
training. With the closure of this course, students will
no longer have the opportunity to attain the high-level

HIGHER EDUCATION: AUSLAN PROGRAMS
Wednesday, 20 June 2012

COUNCIL

language fluency necessary to progress to postgraduate
interpreting courses or effectively work within other
integral areas of the Deaf community. The result will
place increased strain on an already understaffed
Auslan interpreting pool and be a devastating setback to
the rights of deaf people and other disability groups
which rely on Auslan as a means of communication.
The petitioners therefore requested that the Legislative
Council of Victoria take action to save the full-time
diploma of Auslan course at Kangan Institute of TAFE,
thereby ensuring the continuation of comprehensive,
high-level Auslan training.
Today is the winter solstice: the darkest day of the year,
with the longest night. It has been a heavy winter for
the Deaf community, with the loss of the diploma of
Auslan and with it the potential loss of some of their
human rights. But I also hope this winter solstice marks
the beginning of a season where the days will become
brighter. To me, having an Auslan interpreter on the
floor of the Parliament is like a beam of winter
sunshine.
Auslan — Australian Sign Language — is the voice of
the Deaf community. It is uniquely Australian because
it evolved here as a natural language, influenced by
other languages but uniquely belonging to us. Now for
the first time it is being spoken officially in this
Parliament, and I am very grateful for the enthusiasm
and warmth the party leaders and the President showed
towards this idea. Even before we started this debate,
we all equally agreed that we wanted to include the
Deaf community in this place and that a professional,
accredited Auslan interpreter was the way to do it. That
is a good foundation for this debate. I also note that the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills has recently
made a public statement on Auslan education that
showed an understanding of the issues and which has
been warmly received by the community.
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The Auslan diploma at the Kangan Institute is central to
deaf Victorians’ access within the wider community
and central to the provision of human rights to the
community. There is already a critical shortage of
skilled interpreters. Interpreters are trained at RMIT
through diploma and advanced diploma of interpreting
courses, but you have to be bilingual and multicultural
to gain entry. The Kangan Institute Auslan diploma
provides the only professional education pathway to
those courses.
If we are honest in our commitment to the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities, we must provide
access to education, health, justice and work
opportunities to people who are deaf. We can only do
that if we train enough interpreters. We are fast
approaching a situation where service providers are
vulnerable to legal action because they cannot meet
their legal requirement to provide equal access because
there are not enough interpreters.
Auslan is not only for people who are deaf. It is also
something you can study if your children are deaf, if
you lose your hearing, if your friends are deaf, if you
want to train for a meaningful job or if you just think
Auslan is beautiful. In the last few weeks I have learnt
how beautiful it is.
The students at Kangan mostly have hearing, so Auslan
is not their first language. In order to become fluent
they need a full-time, immersion-style class. It is not
enough to have a few contact hours and practice at
home. This is not Auslan for tourists to a foreign land
of deaf people where you need enough to get by and
then you go home; Auslan is an Australian language for
people who live here and speak it every day — at
home, in business meetings, in university lectures, at
weddings, at funerals, in doctors appointments, at
cricket matches, at barbecues and at the beach.

I will not use this debate to bring up past issues or
divide this Parliament. I will ask the government for
specific measures to keep Auslan education alive in the
short term and longer term. I ask that the minister
speaks to these questions in his response. My
statements, questions and requests will not be my own;
I asked the Auslan-speaking community and the
professional sector to tell me what they wanted me to
say, so I am speaking with their voice.

Last night I received an email from Darren Miller,
which said:

Firstly, I will outline the issues using the joint position
statement of Deaf Victoria, Vicdeaf and the Australian
Sign Language Interpreters Association as my guide.
The minister has a copy of the joint position statement,
and I would welcome the minister’s answer to any of
the questions posed in it.

He wished us luck today, but he will not be here, as he
has gone home to be with his family.

I am an indigenous man that is doing my diploma in Auslan. I
started at the start of this year in group 40. I travel from
Numurkah to Melbourne leaving my wife and three young
children every Sunday to stay in Melbourne the week to do
the course and return back home on the weekend to see my
family. I hope that the government see sense and continues
this course. My brother is profoundly deaf and I have seen the
problems he has with getting interpreters.

The peak industry bodies, including Deaf Victoria,
Vicdeaf and the two Auslan interpreting bodies, are
willing to be flexible in finding a solution, but they are
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united in their belief that there must be a full-time
diploma of Auslan. My first question to the minister is:
is he committed to retaining a full-time, two-year,
face-to-face diploma of Auslan as part of the future of
Auslan education? Will he ensure that Auslan courses
are funded at an appropriate level to allow a registered
training organisation or a TAFE to run viable and
sustainable high-level Auslan training? I am interested
in hearing about all the latest multimodal methods of
delivering education programs using online gadgets and
whatever else, and everyone keeps talking about being
flexible, but I would like to establish the full-time,
two-year, face-to-face diploma as the common factor.
Once that is established, my next question is obvious:
can the minister put in place measures that will ensure
the continuation of the Auslan diploma course at
Kangan Institute until the new measures are in place?
Students are part-way through their courses, while two
teachers have already been made redundant. There is
literally nowhere else on the eastern seaboard of
Australia for the students to continue their studies. It is
the most terribly sad situation. I quoted Darren Miller
earlier. He said he is in group 40. This means he is not
due to complete his course until December 2013. He
will be left stranded.
Another student, Brenda McKinty, has been in touch
with my office. When the course closes this incredibly
bright and capable mother of two will be left stranded
with no diploma and not enough fluency to apply for an
interpreter course. Fast-tracking her course is not an
option; it is hard enough for single parents to study full
time, let alone do extra hours. She says:
There is something you need to understand about the unique
nature of this course. Each teacher has a particular
speciality — to remove one and ask another teacher to take
their subjects is like making the geography teacher redundant,
then asking the maths teacher to teach geography as well.

She went on to describe the unique special skills of
teachers in the Kangan course. As I said, two have
already been made redundant, one of whom is Anne
Bremner. Those teachers give an insight into
linguistics, interpreting deaf culture and community
issues. Brenda’s email typifies the thirst for learning
among Auslan students. They value the unique
knowledge and perspective their teachers can provide,
especially teachers from the Deaf community, like
Ms Bremner.
Can the minister tell the house that he will take action
that is within his power to keep the diploma of Auslan
going in the short term? The peak bodies have made
two suggestions as to how the minister might help them
in the short term. They are recommendations 4 and 5 of
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the joint position statement: firstly, to reclassify the
diploma of Auslan and its embedded courses into a
foundation level, thereby removing the eligibility
criteria which have led to low enrolments, and
secondly, to create greater flexibility in the eligibility
criteria so people with existing qualifications can study
the full-time diploma. This would also help provide
Victoria with more interpreters who, with the help of
their higher qualifications, can interpret in high-level
settings such as higher education, legal proceedings and
the Parliament of Victoria.
My final request to the minister in relation to this issue
is that he outline what research and long-term measures
his government is committed to making, or at least
what avenues his government is presently exploring,
with a view to creating a long-term, stable atmosphere
for Auslan education.
I will finish by thanking the Deaf community for their
participation in such a positive, creative and
well-organised campaign. I particularly thank my
friend, whom I will not name, who delights my office
by turning up on his bicycle when we least expect it to
tell us about the latest in the campaign for cinema
access or very loud rock concerts and who first alerted
me to the threat to the Auslan diploma. It is for him and
other members of the Deaf community, their friends,
their families and the staff at Kangan TAFE that I
brought on this debate today.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I
welcome the opportunity to speak on the issue of
Auslan courses in Victoria on behalf of the Labor
opposition. I point out that we did not need to have this
debate to enable the minister to fix this problem; he has
had the ability since this issue was first identified to
step in and provide the necessary funding to ensure that
the Kangan Institute is able to continue the Auslan
course. I want to put on the record that a number of my
colleagues have been very strong advocates on this
issue, in particular the shadow minister for higher
education, Steve Herbert, the member for Eltham in the
Assembly, and also Mr Leane, a member of this house,
who has also been very closely associated with this
issue, as have many other Labor members of
Parliament.
Auslan is the Australian sign language and is the
primary language for deaf people in our community. It
is even the preferred language of many deaf people
who do not have deaf parents but have learnt Auslan
later in their lives. We certainly heard from
Ms Hartland in her contribution the very practical and
necessary way in which people use Auslan in going
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about their daily business and how important and
invaluable it is to them.
A diploma in Auslan is generally the precursor to
starting work as an interpreter, and the value and
importance of this is no more evident than today when
we have an Auslan interpreter with us in the gallery. I
believe this might be the first occasion that this has
occurred in the Legislative Council, but I am not certain
of that. It has occurred in the past in the Legislative
Assembly. When I checked Hansard I found it was the
member for Pascoe Vale in the Assembly, Christine
Campbell, who in 2000, as Minister for Community
Services in the early years of the Bracks government,
organised for Auslan interpreters to attend question
time during the International Week of Deaf Persons. I
believe that it has occurred on several occasions during
question time and other proceedings of the Legislative
Assembly. It would be nice to have it occur on a more
regular basis during that week in both houses of
Parliament in future.
Whilst having an interpreter here is important and
perhaps historic, it is unfortunate that it is occurring in
such dreadful circumstances when the Auslan course is
being defunded, rather than being done in a more
celebratory, positive way on another occasion. Having
an interpreter here serves to remind us all of the
importance of the Auslan language and of making sure
that all members of our community can observe and
participate in the political process and the broader
community.
In addressing the background to the way this issue has
arisen, I remind members that last year the Baillieu
government announced $50 million in cuts to the
Victorian certificate of applied learning programs and a
further $40 million in cuts to the TAFE sector. In
response to this, Gippsland TAFE announced that it
would be unable to continue to offer Auslan courses
post 2011. The member for Eltham in the other place,
Steve Herbert, who is the shadow minister for higher
education, raised this issue on 13 March. The response
from the government had been that there was a solution
for those students, which was to rely on the Kangan
Institute for an alternative course. In essence, the
government’s response in March was to say that deaf
students in Gippsland — that is, in Moe, Morwell, Sale
or Traralgon — would need to get on a train and get to
Richmond in order to undertake an Auslan course.
Bad as that was, things have since got even worse.
Following the Baillieu government’s decision in this
year’s budget to remove a further $290 million in
funding from Victoria’s TAFE sector, Kangan Institute
recently announced that its Auslan course has become
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unviable and will therefore no longer continue beyond
this year. Kangan Institute is the only Victorian TAFE
to offer the Auslan diploma since Gippsland TAFE
withdrew its course last year. This issue was raised by
Mr Herbert in the Legislative Assembly on 22 May.
The Minister for Higher Education and Skills has
sought to deflect responsibility for this issue and has
been blaming everyone but himself. I put on record
some comments made by Kangan Institute on 22 May
in a statement headed ‘Official statement — Auslan
course closures at Kangan Institute’. It is Kangan’s
explanation as to why the decision was made. In part it
says:
Kangan Institute has today confirmed that Auslan courses
have become unviable due to a combination of state
government cuts to ‘full service provider’ funds which helped
provide expensive student support services as a community
service obligation, and subsidy price equalisation with private
providers.
Graduates tend to move on to meaningful, but not highly
paid, positions assisting the deaf community. Full
fee-for-service options are demonstrably too expensive for
students who are seeking these qualifications.

I will not quote the whole document because it is quite
lengthy, but Kangan Institute has put on record that this
step is being taken as a result of what is in the state
budget. It apologises to the Deaf community for the
distress it has caused by what it goes on to say are
‘unplanned outcomes resulting from measures in the
state budget’. Kangan Institute is certainly pointing the
finger at the government on this issue.
Minister Hall in his media release of 23 May stated that
Kangan Institute had long wanted to withdraw the
Auslan course. In fact this has proved not to be the case.
The minister also stated in his release that the
government:
… commenced discussions with Vicdeaf about the future
delivery of Auslan in Victoria in October 2011.

It is now many months since the Baillieu government
began its discussions. We are none the wiser about it,
but we have had the whole issue thrown into question
because the minister claimed that NSWDeaf, a New
South Wales registered training organisation, was in
negotiation with the government about providing a
course in Victoria. The Deaf Society of New South
Wales subsequently released a statement negating this
fact, stating that it has no intention of facilitating a
diploma of Auslan in Victoria now or in the future. It
appears that on numerous occasions the minister has
been trying to walk away from accepting responsibility
for the loss of Auslan courses as a direct result of his
government’s savage budget cuts to the TAFE sector.
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The latest information that I am aware of is that the
minister released a statement last week, on 14 June,
saying that the government was working with Kangan
Institute on the delivery of its Auslan program. I
certainly hope those discussions come to fruition.
I raised this issue with the minister in an adjournment
debate during the last sitting week and asked him to
give a guarantee that he would continue this course at
Kangan. I look forward to receiving the minister’s
response soon. I hope he agrees to do so today, but to
date he has failed to give a guarantee that he will
commit the necessary funding needed to keep this
important diploma course going in Victoria. During that
adjournment debate in the last sitting week I read a
quote from the chair of the Auslan Interpreting Industry
Forum Victoria, Susan Emerson, who is quoted in the
May edition of Deaf Australia’s Outlook. I want to read
that quote into the record again. It says:
… without access to interpreters, the experiences of deaf
people are entirely commensurate with the wheelchair user
who faces a flight of stairs and no ramp.

I think that says a lot about the importance of this
course and the Auslan language to the Deaf community
of Victoria. I know we are not meant to refer to people
in the public gallery, but I had an opportunity to meet
some people earlier, and I learnt that the sign I am
making with my hand is the sign for hope. I hope the
minister will move to fix the issue of funding Auslan as
soon as possible. I thank Ms Hartland for bringing this
debate to the house today. We on this side of the
chamber will continue to work and advocate on behalf
of those members of our community who rely on
Auslan, and I hope the minister will give us a
favourable response today.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I welcome the opportunity to contribute
to further debate on this issue. On a number of
occasions I have had the opportunity to respond to
members when this issue has been raised with me.
From the very first of those responses I do not think
anyone would doubt the commitment that I have
continually demonstrated to resolving this issue and
therefore meeting the needs of the Deaf community in
Victoria.
I can recall my very first response to a question, which I
think was raised by Ms Hartland. I said we would stand
by the Deaf community and ensure that we find a
solution for the delivery of Auslan programs in
Victoria. I remain committed to that, and I have
emphasised that on every occasion that I have had a
chance to response in this chamber and publicly as
well. Both members who have spoken before me in this
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debate have mentioned the commitment and statement
that now sits on Deaf Victoria’s website, so I do not
think anyone can challenge the commitment the
government has to finding a solution to this issue.
I am also not interested in playing politics with this
issue. I thought it was a bit rich for the previous speaker
to start talking about government members blaming
anyone but themselves for this particular problem. I am
not going to go through the history, except to say that
concerns about the viability of the delivery of these
programs were around long before this government
took office. I could put on the record documentation in
which concerns have been expressed by various people
and providers over a period of time well before the
current government came to office. I could go back to
that, but I do not think that is worthwhile, because what
the people of Victoria and in particular the Deaf
community want to see is a solution, and that is what I
am interested in finding.
When I last spoke on this issue in this chamber I said
the government has a commitment to working with the
Deaf community and providers to find that solution,
and that is what the government has been doing. Only
last week I had the opportunity on two occasions of
meeting with various members of the Deaf community
and providers for the Deaf community. I was involved
in personal meetings with these people. At one meeting,
held in my electorate, I chatted to a representative from
Deaf Access in the Gippsland region. We had a
conversation in which I was able to get a handle on
regional needs. It is of interest that each Wednesday
that person uses Skype to access an Auslan
instructional program. He is using technology to
improve his Auslan skills. Do not get me wrong; I am
not talking about that as the solution, but using
technology may well be part of it.
On another occasion I met with representatives of Deaf
Victoria in my ministerial office. We had a very
productive and constructive conversation about both the
needs of the Deaf community and the way in which
those needs might be addressed. We had a very
constructive dialogue that resulted in my request to the
people from Deaf Victoria that they document exactly
what they feel is needed. That goes to the joint position
statement, which was referred to by Ms Hartland in her
contribution to the debate, in which a series of five
recommendations are made. I think the basis of the
questions that have been put to me during the course of
this debate are embedded in those recommendations put
forward by the Deaf community, and I will respond to
those in just a minute.
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I want to mention the fact that my department has also
been working with providers. There have been some
lengthy conversations with Kangan Institute and
Northern Metropolitan Institute of TAFE. Because of
the fact that there is a centre of excellence for the deaf
and hearing impaired located within NMIT,
departmental staff have been having those
conversations about ongoing provision and the
appropriateness of such provision. It is not as if we have
been sitting and doing nothing on this issue. I continue
to work with the Deaf community to ensure that we
find a solution to this issue.
As I said, the position statement put forward jointly by
Deaf Victoria, Vicdeaf and the Australian Sign
Language Interpreters Association makes five
recommendations. The first is for the sector to urge the
government to commission research to explore new and
flexible models of delivery of Auslan certificates II to
IV and the diploma on a statewide basis using
multimodal approaches. I am more than happy to give a
commitment for that work to be undertaken, because
there is no doubt an elaboration of that recommendation
says face-to-face delivery is important. I fully accept
that, but at the same time there is an opportunity to
extend delivery of some of those programs, particularly
to the regions, and that is where I see technology being
able to assist in meeting regional needs.
As I said earlier, a Deaf Access representative in one
region uses Skype, which I would describe as a
low-level video technology method, to keep in touch
with studies that he is undertaking, but I think there is
better technology that has the potential to do that in a
more sophisticated manner or using better imagery.
Now that we are seeing successively fewer providers
who have the scope to deliver Auslan programs
exercising that ability to deliver — GippsTAFE, which
ceased delivery of some of those programs in October
last year, has been referred to — it is important that we
look towards providing some regional delivery.
By using technology there is a chance that people in
regional centres throughout the state may be able to
hook into and participate in some of those training
programs delivered elsewhere. Mind you, I do not
exclude the possibility of a central point of delivery
potentially being a regional area itself. For some it does
not matter where you are delivering from if you are
using technology to hook into a particular program that
is being delivered.
I have no problem in committing to those first
recommendations and, having undertaken that research,
looking at ways in which we could explore methods of
delivery so that more people are able to participate in
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those programs. That first recommendation in the joint
position statement also suggests two bodies that are
well positioned to undertake the research. One is the
Centre of Excellence for Students who are Deaf and
Hard of Hearing, which is an agency auspiced by
NMIT. It also mentions the National Institute for Deaf
Studies and Sign Language Research, which is located
at La Trobe University. I can assure members that those
organisations will be included in our discussions to
explore what contribution they can make to finding
solutions.
The second recommendation is about investment in
curriculum and resources development to support
multimodal delivery of Auslan training programs. Yes,
it is acknowledged that there may be a cost in
developing programs which can be delivered by
multimodal means. Yes, there might be infrastructure
costs. Again, we are prepared to look at that. I think
there will be an ongoing need for technology to enable
the delivery of more training programs through digital
means, and that is something that I am both cognisant
of and committed to putting in place.
The third recommendation is for an investigation into
the role that the newly established Victorian Deaf
Education Institution could play in supporting the
delivery of these programs. It is interesting to recall the
history of the premises in St Kilda Road from which
VDEI will operate. A not dissimilar organisation, Deaf
Children Australia, worked from those premises and
delivered the diploma of Auslan course from that
address. Again the suggestion is that VDEI be included
in the discussions about finding a longer term solution
to the problem, and again I have no problem with
including that organisation in such discussions.
The fourth recommendation is about identifying
sustainable approaches and providing funding and
suggests that one way of doing that may be through a
reclassification of the Auslan program as a foundation
literacy program. I think there is merit in that. We are
actively looking at that now.
The fifth recommendation is that perhaps we should be
looking at the eligibility criteria. That is an option. I am
certainly prepared to give a commitment to examine
each of the recommendations as a possible means of
ensuring that we end up with a sustainable program that
continues to deliver for the needs of deaf and hearing
impaired people in Victoria.
The five recommendations appear to form the basis of
the questions posed to me by Ms Hartland during the
course of the debate, the first one being, ‘Is the minister
committed to retaining a full-time, two-year,
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face-to-face diploma of Auslan as part of the future of
Auslan education?’. I have already said in my
comments during the course of this debate that I am
committed to finding a solution to the problem, and I
see and acknowledge the fact that the face-to-face
diploma is a necessary component of that solution. Yes,
I am committed to doing everything I can to ensure the
ongoing availability of that diploma program now and
into the future. While we will explore whether the
funding levels are appropriate or whether a means of
making current ascribed funding levels affordable or
funding sustainable might be by increasing delivery
through multimodal means, which we have spoken
about during the course of this debate, one way or
another I am committed to ensuring that we continue
with that diploma.
The second question was, ‘Can the minister put in place
measures that will ensure the continuation of the current
Auslan diploma course at Kangan Institute until the
new measures are in place?’. Again, I am committed to
finding a solution in a timely manner, and funding for
this program continues right through to the end of this
year, some six months hence. I acknowledge that ‘in a
timely manner’ means well before that period of time
has elapsed. I am determined to find a solution within
that period, in a timely manner, but that program will
continue until such time as we find a solution. I do not
discount that the solution may be a continuation of that
program. It may be the delivery of that program by
somebody else; I do not know. But I am committed to
finding a solution to that problem.
The third question was, ‘Can the minister outline what
research and long-term measures his government is
committed to making?’. I think I have done that during
the course of my answer when I said that in accepting
the recommendations of the joint statement by the three
bodies we are committed to using the suggestions put
forward in that statement and the suggested
organisations as appropriate research bodies to ensure
that we undertake the necessary preparation so that the
needs of the Deaf community in Victoria continue to be
met now and into the future. We will continue to work
with the various organisations to ensure that the
research is undertaken.
As I said, on each occasion I have had a chance to
publicly comment on this issue I have re-expressed my
commitment to working with the Deaf community. I
am happy for that work to be undertaken in a bipartisan
way; I am not interested in playing politics on this
issue, because every one of us in this chamber knows
and respects the Deaf community and people with a
hearing impairment and recognises that they need
services from government. We are committed to
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finding a solution. We will find it, and if we can do it
collaboratively and in a bipartisan fashion, then I think
it will reflect well on this Parliament.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank Mr Hall and Ms Mikakos for their comments.
Before I get into my reply, I wish to again thank
everybody in the Parliament for helping to facilitate this
debate. I especially want to thank Mr Leane, who
enabled us to have a fixed time for this debate today.
The effort he put into that is greatly appreciated.
I appreciate that Mr Hall is committed to this course
and that he intends to resolve this matter in a timely
manner, but we have to remember that two teachers
from Kangan Institute of TAFE have already been
made redundant. Is ‘in a timely manner’ going to be
this year? Are the students who are already enrolled and
halfway through their courses guaranteed that they will
be able to finish their courses? As has been noted, we
already have a vast shortage of interpreters, and we
need to fix this problem.
I think one of the things that came out very strongly for
me during this debate, and I acknowledge that the
minister is someone who has a deep commitment to
education in general, is that it feels as if the problems
with this issue — Kangan, not enough research and not
enough good advice — may have come from the
minister’s department, because all along there have
been stumbling blocks about how to make it work. It
seems as if the work that is needed to fix it did not
happen at the start, so now we are trying to fix it as we
go along.
This is an issue that can be dealt with in a bipartisan
way because I think everybody in this chamber just
wants it to be fixed. But I also say to the government
that this is an issue that is not going away, and it is clear
from the campaign being run by the Deaf community
that it does not intend to give this up. For them this is an
issue about basic human rights and their ability to be in
the world and be able to communicate with everybody
else.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Before I
put the motion, I am sure all members of the house
would like to join with me in thanking Mr Paul Heuston
for his interpretation services today. He stood on his
feet interpreting while four members spoke in this
debate, or three members and the right of reply. A
thankyou to him.
Motion agreed to.
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COALITION: GOVERNANCE
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan):
That this house notes the ongoing atmosphere of mistrust and
recrimination between the coalition partners as a result of the
‘Overland-Jones-Weston affair’ and the detrimental effect it is
having on the good governance of Victoria, and in particular
the —
(1) forced resignation of the Liberal member for Benambra
as Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services and a Liberal adviser rather than The Nationals
Deputy Premier;
(2) taping of a private conversation by the Liberal member
for Benambra without the knowledge of The Nationals
Deputy Premier; and
(3) leaking of the contents of that tape in an apparent
attempt to undermine the Liberal Premier, The Nationals
Deputy Premier or both;
and calls on the Premier to seek advice on what opportunities
are available to the Deputy Premier to recommit his evidence
under oath to reconcile the irregularities with the evidence
given under oath by the member for Benambra to the Office
of Police Integrity.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the motion which was debated this morning
with a great deal more vigour and probably a bit less
respect than the motion we have just discussed in the
chamber. I remind the house of Mr Pakula’s motion,
which is quite specific:
That the house notes the ongoing atmosphere of mistrust and
recrimination between the coalition partners as a result of the
‘Overland-Jones-Weston affair’ and the detrimental effect it is
having on the good governance of Victoria …

In particular it refers to the:
(1) forced resignation of the Liberal member for Benambra
as Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services and a Liberal adviser rather than The Nationals
Deputy Premier …

The motion also refers to the taping of a private
conversation and to the leaking of the contents of that
tape. It then specifically asks Premier Baillieu to help
clear the name of Deputy Premier Ryan by seeking
advice on what areas can rapidly be brought forward
where he can give evidence under oath, so it is not just
Mr Tilley, the member for Benambra in the Assembly,
who has given the Office of Police Integrity (OPI)
evidence under oath but Mr Ryan also can do it.
That was the nature of Mr Pakula’s motion. During his
contribution to the debate Mr Pakula referred to the
dysfunctional nature of the government and the effect
that had on the budget. There was a long debate then
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about how Mr Ryan and Mr Baillieu could clear the
dark cloud hanging over the Deputy Premier by finding
a forum where the Deputy Premier could on oath say
what had happened rather than having this strange
dichotomy we have at the moment. Mr Tilley has been
sacked or has stood down after what he would describe
as, and what is colloquially now being called ‘being
Ryaned’ or ‘verballed’. We have a situation where the
person who gave evidence under oath is stood down
and the one who chooses not to give evidence under
oath and weaves, dodges, manoeuvres — using every
weasel word and every possible form of spin, to quote
Mr O’Brien — is the one who remains Deputy Premier
and day after day simply gets up in the Parliament and
says, ‘I’m an honest man; I have been honest for
20 years as an MP; I was honest for 20 years as a
lawyer; trust me’. He has not given evidence under oath
of his side of the story.
There is very much a double standard going on here. It
is not surprising that the lexicon now includes ‘being
Ryaned’ as a commonly used term, and ‘doing a Tilley’
is now known quite clearly as meaning the need to tape
the conversation of a work colleague lest they verbal or
‘Ryan’ you in the future. Mr Pakula’s motion basically
suggests the Premier find a way forward to clear the
name of his deputy. It suggests that he needs to find a
vehicle where Mr Ryan can under oath state his version
of the events.
It is interesting to note that even during the debate on
this motion to take note, the government has again
resorted to its heavy-handed response of rule 21-19
where Mr O’Donohue says that the government will
oppose even taking note of this motion. This is hardly a
motion that sets up an inquiry or refers a matter to the
Ombudsman or calls for someone’s dismissal. This is a
motion that notes the dysfunctional nature of the
government, notes the extraordinary workplace
relations where two colleagues feel the need to record
conversations in secret as a way of protecting each
other’s reputation — and then the tape is leaked.
Mr Pakula, very helpfully and thoughtfully, has
suggested that a measure be put forward to allow the
Deputy Premier to clear his name, to give his evidence
under oath so at least it is on the same level as the now
demoted and vilified Mr Tilley. Yet what we see is
Mr O’Donohue brazenly coming out and saying, ‘The
government is going to vote against this’. That shows
the power of the 21-19 rule, that if you do not like it,
you shut it down. That is totally consistent with what
the Deputy Premier has been doing in question time in
the Legislative Assembly.
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I will not repeat what Mr Pakula and Ms Pennicuik said
in their contributions to the debate, but they mentioned
the amount of platitudinal statements that have been
used by Mr Ryan to just dismiss this as if it was
something that did not matter. It is no light matter that a
Chief Commissioner of Police has been hounded from
office. It is no light matter that a parliamentary
secretary and an adviser to the police minister have
been out and about talking with deputy commissioners
of police about the Chief Commissioner of Police, let
alone the appropriateness of that. Yet in his contribution
to the debate Mr O’Brien, one of the people defending
the government, jokingly talked about operational
versus non-operational matters and how it would be
inappropriate to step into that. That was a particularly
feeble defence of what was going on.
What we see then is a debate that fundamentally comes
down to the question: why is the Deputy Premier afraid
to go on oath? Why is he afraid to be cross-examined?
Whenever there is an attempt to question him on that
matter, he resorts to the cowards castle rule 45-43 in the
Legislative Assembly so that it can be shut down. The
integrity of the Deputy Premier cannot possibly be
questioned, because he says he has been an honest MP
for 20 years and an honest lawyer for 20 years before
that, so how dare anybody question his word.
I put to you, Acting President, that the minister’s
parliamentary secretary questioned his word. He was so
uncertain of what the minister was going to say that he
felt the need to secretly turn on a tape recorder lest he
be verballed or ‘Ryaned’ as it is known in this day and
age in this Parliament. Then there was the minister’s
senior adviser. What did the senior adviser and the
parliamentary secretary have in common other than that
they answered directly to the Deputy Premier and the
police minister? They were members of the Liberal
Party, the other part of the coalition. They had to fall on
their swords, take the bullet — whichever term you
wish to use — to protect this oh so precious, oh so
special Deputy Premier, whose word no-one can
question.
Mr Drum — He is special.
Mr LENDERS — No-one can question his word,
Mr Drum. Mr Ryan says, ‘I’m an honest man, if I say
so. Look at me; if I have been so for the last 20 or
40 years, then it must be true’, because Mr Ryan is a
member of The Nationals. I might say it was that
attitude that got Bill Gunn, Deputy Premier of the
Queensland National Party, to launch the Fitzgerald
inquiry that sniffed into every foul-smelling burrow in
which the National Party in Queensland had been
carrying on. It overturned rocks, stuck its nose into it all
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and in the end that royal commission got rid of a
corrupt government of 19 years standing under then
Premier Bjelke-Petersen, the longest standing
government in Australia.
I am not saying that is the case with this government,
but I am responding to Mr Drum’s interjection that The
Nationals members are special. They certainly are, and
they certainly were special. We do not hear much about
the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation any more, where you
paid $10 000 to the National Party fundraisers to get a
knighthood.
Mr O’Brien — What about the desal? How much
did that cost?
Mr LENDERS — I will go back to some specifics
of The Nationals in Victoria today and this particular
motion. I will take up Mr O’Brien’s interjection about
deception.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! I ask Mr O’Brien to stop interjecting.
Mr Lenders has the call.
Mr LENDERS — Despite the vilification of The
Nationals and the Liberal Party, it is interesting that if it
does not open until 31 December, the desalination plant
is now coming in at $600 million under budget. That is
a fact. Only one thing is noteworthy about that — that
is, what does the government do when a project comes
in under budget? By sleight of hand and stealth it tries
to pinch the money for the budget bottom line and not
give it back to the consumers, when at every possible
moment it has said with hand on heart that it will do
what it can. Speaking of dysfunctional government and
ministers from The Nationals, it is interesting that the
first thing that Mr O’Brien’s deputy leader did when in
government was say, ‘If only I could get the burden of
this iniquitous desalination contract off consumers, I
would do so’.
In that position, what do you do? You get an accounting
firm to go through the contract, and it reports back
saying there is nothing you can do about it. Okay, that
is fair enough. The government says it is going to take
the burden off consumers and there is nothing it can do
about it. Yet under this very same contract it has
vilified, the Minister for Water, Mr Walsh, says that,
where today it cost $1.81 million a day, or 45 cents per
consumer in Melbourne, suddenly something can be
done about it. For the 195 days of the current financial
year — where the money does not have to be paid —
the water companies can take it off people’s bills. Then
for the probable 195 days of the next financial year —
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and we are talking here about what AquaSure is
saying — between November and February the
desalination plant will be commissioned when the
payments start. There will be another 195 days of 40 to
50 cents per consumer or, as Mr Walsh would say,
$1.81 million a day.
The accounting firm tells this Nationals minister, ‘This
is what you can do to take the cost of living off
consumers’. What does this can-do minister from The
Nationals, who knew about that in April 2011, do? He
does nothing. In fact he goes back into the burrow,
hides and puts his hand back into the pocket of every
Melbourne water user. This goes back to the
Liberal-Nationals dichotomy. The Nationals like
slugging Melbourne water users. He takes out the
money and hopes nobody will notice. I would suggest
to Mr O’Brien that if anyone needs to apologise, they
need to apologise to Melbourne water users, because
this Nationals minister had his hand well and truly in
their pockets and was pulling out the money when he
got sprung three weeks ago over the environmental
levy.
Back to the motion in relation to the dysfunctional
nature of this government coalition between The
Nationals and the Liberal Party. Last week I was in
Benambra in the city of Wodonga where a concern was
put to me about the dysfunctional nature of this
government — that is, that the minister responsible for
the Regional Development Fund is from The Nationals,
and the Liberal member for Benambra in the other
place, who is responsible for the town of Wodonga, has
such a poisonous relationship with his minister from
The Nationals. Who on earth is going to be the
advocate for a regional development grant in Wodonga
when the minister and the local member have such a
toxic relationship that the member feels the need to turn
on his tape recorder if he is speaking to the minister lest
the minister ‘Ryan him’, or verbal him, in the future.
I am pleased to say that I was told there is no evidence
yet of this happening, but what I was seeking is that
Mr Tilley has not actually applied for any grants, so
Mr Ryan has not had the need to say no to him in that
regard. But what I would suggest to Mr Tilley is that if
Mr Ryan says to him, ‘I am offering a grant to
Wodonga’, he should turn on the tape recorder and ‘do
a Tilley’. I would not rely on any delivery of funds in
this place, because this minister with this regional fund
has promised all things out of this fund. Yet there is less
money in the fund than was in there per year when the
member for Bendigo East in the Assembly, Jacinta
Allan, had the fund in place.
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There is less money, and it is money that under Labor
was devoted only to regional development. Mr Hall,
Mr O’Brien, Mr Ramsay and Mr Koch, who are
members for rural areas, all know that under this
government and under legislation they voted for that
money can now be used for the outer suburbs and for
programs that were previously paid for under core
government funding. So much for a super billion-dollar
fund. There is actually less in it than there was per year
under Labor, and it can be used for projects that were
funded by the general government under Labor. That
money is being used for projects that were funded by
the general government under Labor. That means this
much-vaunted fund that Mr Ryan stomps around the
state saying is so fantastic is actually worth less than
what was in place under the previous government.
There are a few things I would like to go through in
rebuttal of things said by the two government members
who have spoken to date. Mr O’Donohue outlined what
the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan, had done. He outlined
the fantastic things that Mr Ryan was doing with the
Regional Growth Fund — good on him — and I wish
him well in dealing with that. Of course what
Mr O’Donohue did not mention are some of the choices
Mr Ryan is making, and these go back to the
dysfunctional nature of this government.
If the Leader of The Nationals is trying to look after his
community, I find it quite extraordinary that in this
dysfunctional government he can sit back in his own
portfolio to get out of a political problem of his own
making and that of his representative in this house,
Mr Dalla-Riva, when the government is suddenly
exposed under the bright light of scrutiny because it has
this grand PSO (protective services officer) policy —
and good on it, delivering its policy — and these PSOs
do not have toilets to go to. As was put by my colleague
Mr Leane, there is a dunny deficit.
When Mr Ryan has a choice does he back his colleague
Mr Hall in cabinet and get some more money for
TAFEs, or does he protect his own little patch, getting
his PSOs rolled out? He builds his $260 000 toilets on
railway platforms in Melbourne instead of backing his
colleague Mr Walsh and keeping some DPI
(Department of Primary Industries) offices open and
instead of backing his colleague Mr Hall and keeping
some TAFE places open. He does not stand up to his
Liberal colleagues, and he does not stand up for his
Nationals colleagues. To Mr Ryan building his
$260 000 toilets in Melbourne is more important than
DPI offices and TAFE places. That is indicative of a
dysfunctional government even before we start talking
about access to Minister Ryan.
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We can also look at the dysfunctional nature of the
government. Mr O’Donohue did not mention any of
that. We can talk about the bushfire response. I recall
vividly the former opposition saying that every single
royal commission recommendation would be adopted
in full before the commission even released its report.
What do we see now from this dysfunctional
government? We see the dysfunction between the
Liberal and Nationals parties and between individual
ministers. Firstly, the Liberal Minister for Energy and
Resources, Michael O’Brien, has views on the
undergrounding of powerlines, and The Nationals
Deputy Premier, the Minister for Bushfire Response,
has different views, but regardless of whose view
comes forward, it will not be what the then opposition
said before the election — that every single
recommendation would be carried out in full. There are
now multiple qualifications and layers of weasel words
to explain why that cannot be done.
We can look further at bushfire response and the nature
of the dysfunction of the government and between
ministers. I recall quite clearly that the previous
government put out a green paper on the fire services
levy and brought legislation into the Parliament to
allow the State Revenue Office to drill into insurers so
that we could get details, data and facts for some
evidence-based decision making on the issue. The
previous government accepted the recommendation of
the royal commission, based on this evidence, to scrap
the fire services levy.
Mr Ryan, the Deputy Premier, then the Leader of The
Nationals and de facto deputy opposition leader, came
out and said, ‘We will abolish the fire services levy by
1 July 2012’. Let me assure the house that today may
be the shortest day of the year, but 1 July 2012 is less
than two weeks away and not a skerrick of legislation
has entered this Parliament to address this issue that
was so important to The Nationals. For the seven years
that they were previously in government The Nationals
members thundered on that they would do it. Of course
who were the emergency services ministers during the
Kennett-McNamara government? One of them was
Mr McNamara, and one was Mr McGrath, both
National Party ministers. The Nationals then thundered
on about it for 11 years during the Bracks and Brumby
governments.
Now when the emergency services minister is again a
member of The Nationals, Mr Ryan, what are we
seeing? Abolishing the fire services levy is being
postponed. There are round tables, oblong tables and
probably rectangular tables. Consultation is going on,
and research is being done. But despite the Deputy
Premier’s solemn promise of it all being done, it has not
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happened. Of course in a dysfunctional nature the
Liberal Treasurer is handballing this as fast as he
possibly can to The Nationals Deputy Premier. All this
dysfunctional government is good at doing is blaming
somebody else. If government members cannot blame
the federal government, the weather, a passing Martian
spacecraft or someone else, they start to blame each
other, and that is what we have seen in the Tilley-Ryan
saga.
Mr O’Donohue also stoically talked about the great
work that members of The Nationals and the
ministers in the government are doing. He actually
mentioned Mr Bull, the member for East Gippsland
in the Assembly, and the great work that Mr Bull is
doing. I will say yet again that The Nationals
dysfunctional — —
Mr Scheffer — Mr who?
Mr LENDERS — Mr who? Mr Bull.
When in opposition the Deputy Premier in full flourish
condemned the Labor Party for not fully funding the
Macalister irrigation district. He complained that some
feasibility study work was done in the Macalister
irrigation district on a system to assist dairy farmers in
particular and other farmers in Gippsland. Now the
local member of Parliament for part of the Macalister
district is Mr Ryan and the local member for most of it
is Mr Bull. The local member has a $1 billion fund with
which he can fix the problems, but has a cent been
spent in the Macalister irrigation district?
Mr Bull, the lion of Gippsland, back then was
trumpeting the things that would be different if Mr Bull
was the member, rather than Mr Ingram. Mr Ryan was
thundering about neglect and how dare the Labor Party
spend money on infrastructure projects in Shepparton,
heaven forbid, and the Mallee when it ought to have
been spent in the Macalister irrigation district. Where
are these lions of Gippsland — these voices of
Gippsland roaring for action? They are mute, tame little
pussycats. They are rolling over on their backs, saying
to the Liberal Treasurer, Mr Wells, ‘Scratch my
tummy’. They will drive around in big white cars, but
are they going to stand up for Gippsland and stand up
for farmers? No. Mr O’Donohue valiantly tried to
defend the indefensible, but he was unsuccessful.
Moving on to Mr O’Brien’s contribution — —
Hon. P. R. Hall — A good one, too.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Hall may stoically use the
Bjelke-Petersen defence or the Russ Hinze defence and
defend a fellow member of The Nationals by saying, ‘A
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good one, too’. I tip my hat to Mr Hall, and may
Mr Fitzgerald follow him to wherever he is going. If
that is the defence of The Nationals, I assure Mr Hall it
needs a bit more.
We can go back to Mr O’Brien. He loves the word
‘spin’.
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr LENDERS — He spoke spin; that is correct,
Mr Viney.
This motion talks about noting the dysfunctional nature
of the government and helpfully suggests to the
Premier — and my colleague Mr Pakula is a very
helpful chap — that he investigate a forum where
Mr Ryan under oath can clear his name and remove
these innuendos that he is saying one thing and doing
another, that he is doing a Nat. But Mr O’Brien keeps
saying ‘spin’. I will just say to Mr O’Brien in rebuttal,
and I will close on this — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr O’Brien says, ‘Spin’. Let us
just analyse this dysfunctional government, which
made promises when it was in opposition. I was the
education minister during an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) negotiation and I categorically
remember — and the Hansard record will show it —
when Mr Hall got up in this place and said, ‘We will
make our teachers the highest paid in Australia’. It was
not just that; he moved a general business motion in
support of that aspiration and all his colleagues voted in
favour of that. That was unequivocal. At an Australian
Education Union council or forum the now Premier,
Mr Baillieu, said with his hand on his heart, ‘We will
make Victoria’s teachers the highest paid in Australia’.
That is what he said.
Now we have this interesting scenario where there are
EBA negotiations and the government has offered
2.5 per cent, and if you have a performance-based
measure — which is not the same as federal Labor’s
because the Victorian government could not adopt that
one — which is new and you go through a committee
of three people, then the government says it might
make Victoria’s teachers the highest paid in Australia.
Mr O’Brien is talking about spin. I would have thought
a commitment to make our teachers the highest paid in
Australia would mean that you would look at what
teachers are being paid in Western Australia — they are
the highest paid in Australia — and you would pay our
teachers $1 more, $10 more, $100 more or 1 cent more
or whatever or equal, but you would not suddenly use
these weasel words. That is spin.
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I mentioned the bushfire response, so I will not repeat
it. I mentioned the desalination plant and the Minister
for Water, Mr Walsh, saying he would do whatever he
could to reduce the cost of people’s water bills. There is
$1.81 million a day not being paid, and the government
hopes no-one will notice. You have a project that is
running under budget and what this government does is
to pocket the money until it is exposed, and the story is
not over yet.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — It is not over yet, and the
legacy — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I will say this to Mr O’Brien; if
the earthquake yesterday in Gippsland had in any way
damaged one of the dams, he would be in this place
today saying, ‘Wasn’t it prudent to have some
insurance?’. That is what he would be saying today.
When we are talking about the next year or two when
the water goes down again, he will be saying — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member is not in his place. It is disorderly
to interject, particularly if the member is not in their
place.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Lenders is now referring to the
earthquake, which I, in a passing reference, sought to
refer to in relation to the role of emergency service
volunteers out there now. In relation to that I was ruled
out of order, and therefore, Acting President, to be
consistent you should rule Mr Lenders out of order now
in relation to his reference to the same earthquake.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order, Acting
President, Mr Lenders clearly did not intend to refer to
the earthquake, because his motion predates it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I understand the previous ruling. I was already
going to suggest that Mr Lenders should stick more
closely to the motion before the house.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, Acting President. In
conclusion, what we have before us is a motion that
talks about the dysfunctional nature of the government
that has arisen out of the Ryan-Tilley affair. It is a
motion that refers to the fact that every time The
Nationals make a mistake, a Liberal is required to fall
on their sword to deal with that mistake. It refers to the

COALITION: GOVERNANCE
3168

COUNCIL

totally dysfunctional nature of the government where its
ability to find someone to blame has become so
endemic to its culture that the Parliamentary Secretary
for Police and Emergency Services was forced to stand
aside in order to protect the Deputy Premier and Leader
of The Nationals. He was then so fearful of being
verballed, stitched up — or being Ryaned, as the
terminology is now — that he felt the need to tape a
conversation in secret to protect himself and then
further felt the need, because of the white-anting that
has been going on about him, to release the nature of
that conversation to protect his reputation.
This toxicity in the government has got to the point
where it is becoming dysfunctional. As Mr Pakula
outlined, we have a budget process where the portfolios
of Nationals ministers have taken the lion’s share of the
hits, and we can go through it output by output and by
Nationals ministers versus Liberal ministers. I just have
to mention agriculture and TAFE as two examples of
that. They have taken the lion’s share of hits in the
budget, and the mistrust is such that when the budget
and expenditure review committee of cabinet meeting
finishes and all that is left is the Premier and the
Treasurer — two Liberals — the real axe falls on the
portfolios of The Nationals.
Mrs Peulich — Rubbish.
Mr LENDERS — People may say, ‘Rubbish’, but I
would say that any line-by-line analysis of the budget
will show that either Mr Ryan, as a Nationals member
on the budget and expenditure review committee, is
totally ineffective or that when he walks out the door
and it is just the Premier and the Treasurer who are left
his portfolios have been gutted above and beyond those
of any Liberal minister.
I urge the house to note the motion and in doing so the
toxic dysfunctional nature of a government which is
ripping itself apart.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis cannot lock it all up in
a man safe. It is out there, and the Office of Police
Integrity has made comment. If the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission ever gets any
teeth, it may also have something to say when one
person in power who is not under oath makes a
statement while hiding behind a majority in the
Assembly and a more junior person who speaks under
oath falls on his sword and needs to tape a conversation
in order to protect himself. Perhaps I should ask the
minister responsible for the Victorian WorkCover
Authority, the Assistant Treasurer, a question about
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this, because in any other workplace it would be called
bullying.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — A former Premier
of New South Wales, Jack Lang, once famously said
that in the horserace of life — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis, I have not even started.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! Mr Davis should let the speaker progress at least
a little bit further into his contribution before
interjecting.
Mr VINEY — He said that in the horserace of life
always put your money on self-interest, because at least
you know it is trying. This is the starkest example of
this. The self-interest of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Mr Ryan, has overridden every
other element of the government. It has overridden the
fact that the government is actually run by the Liberals
but — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis, I am appropriately
acknowledging the source of a quote. You might not
choose to do so; you might choose to take the words of
other people and use them yourself.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! Mr Viney should address his remarks through
the Chair. Mr Davis should desist from the constant
interjection. It is unparliamentary, especially from the
Leader of the Government.
Mr VINEY — What I would say, Acting President,
is that this is a great example of self-interest overriding
the interests of the government, because here we have
the protection of the Deputy Premier and Leader of The
Nationals at the expense of not one but two Liberals —
Mr Tilley, the member for Benambra in the Legislative
Assembly, who was his parliamentary secretary, and
Mr Weston, who was his senior adviser. Both of them
had to fall on their swords because Mr Ryan had to
protect his own interests.
Why would I say that? Let us look at a few facts. We
know Mr Weston and Mr Tilley had at least one
meeting with Sir Ken Jones, former deputy
commissioner of police. While we do not know all the
details about what took place at that meeting, we know
the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services and the senior adviser to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services had a meeting at the
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home of Sir Ken Jones. We know this occurred in an
environment where members of the government and
various people in the police structures of this state were
expressing dissatisfaction with the Chief Commissioner
of Police, Mr Overland, for various reasons. We know
in the context of all that controversy that the two most
senior people advising and supporting the police
minister in this state had a meeting with the deputy
commissioner of police.
Having been a parliamentary secretary for seven years
and a manager of government business in this place for
four years, I can say that it is inconceivable and defies
all possible belief that such a meeting could have taken
place without the minister being aware of it. No
ministerial office would entertain such a thing. We
know that shortly after that meeting Mr Ryan had a
meeting with Mr Tilley over a cup of coffee. It went for
20 minutes or half an hour.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr VINEY — They cannot remember whether it
was coffee or tea. Mr Ryan cannot remember much
about any of his meetings. In fact Mr Tilley’s
experience of Mr Ryan not being able to remember
meetings means that he has to record them. To quote
Mr Leane, he has to press play and record on the tape
machine to make sure there is an aide-mémoire. I know
the Premier called it an aide-mémoire, but most of us
would call it a recording of events. It is more than just
an aid.
We know these principal advisers to the minister were
meeting with the deputy commissioner of police, the
second-most important bureaucrat in the police
minister’s portfolio. For those people to meet with the
deputy commissioner of police and not advise the
Deputy Premier of those meetings, or for the Deputy
Premier to be unaware of those meetings, is
incomprehensible. It would not happen. If it did
happen, it would demonstrate extraordinary dysfunction
in the minister’s office.
The minister has put out a proposition that he wanders
around an office with half a dozen staff and never has a
conversation that he can recall with any of them. That is
what he would have us believe. What we also know is
that in question time in the other place Mr Ryan denied
taking part in a conversation in which, it was put to
him, he said, ‘Job well done’ to Mr Weston after being
briefed about some of these meetings. Mr Ryan
indicated that that conversation never took place. He
does not have the same recollection as Mr Tilley, his
parliamentary secretary, who was prepared to state his
recollections of those matters under oath. The minister
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was not prepared to state his own recollections under
oath.
What we have now is a series of propositions that the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who
oversees one of the most important portfolios in the
state, has no recollection of conversations with his
senior adviser or his parliamentary secretary, or that he
has a different recollection of those conversations. His
parliamentary secretary was prepared to attest to his
recollection of those conversations on oath, but the
police minister was not prepared to do the same.
It is no wonder we are here before the house today
debating a motion that notes that there is extraordinary
dysfunction within the government, that there is a war
of recrimination between the coalition partners in this
government and that the Liberal Premier, Mr Baillieu,
has been prepared to sacrifice two of his own party’s
people to protect the reputation of his Deputy Premier.
In one of the more callous exhibitions I have seen in
this whole matter, yesterday the Deputy Premier said in
response to questioning about whether or not Mr Tilley
should be reinstated, given the fact he has a recording
that attests to his version of events, ‘Such is life’.
The protection of the Deputy Premier, who is Leader of
The Nationals, has such significance to this government
that not only are people being sacrificed, in a political
sense, but such sacrifices are callously disregarded
because, after all, they are juniors in this government —
or advisers, as in the case of one young person. As such
they are not worthy of protection or defence. Just think
about what has happened in this debate today. Only two
members of the government have been prepared to get
up and defend this matter. We all know from our
reading of the reporting of these things that there is
significant disquiet in the government about the manner
in which Mr Tilley and Mr Weston have been treated.
Despite that, only two members have been prepared to
make a contribution to this debate and no-one has been
prepared to get up and defend Mr Tilley.
No-one has been prepared to get up here and say that
Mr Tilley has been hard done by in this matter or that
Mr Tilley has acted honourably, because if you come to
the conclusion that Mr Tilley had to resign or be stood
down as a parliamentary secretary, then you must
believe that Mr Ryan’s version of events is to be
believed and not Mr Tilley’s. Mr Tilley’s reputation is
being trashed in this debate, and not one single member
of the government has been prepared to enter the debate
and say that Mr Tilley has been hard done by or that
Mr Tilley is an honourable man. We know privately
that that is not the view of members of the
government — —
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Hon. W. A. Lovell — How do you know that?
Mr VINEY — And that is why only two members
of the government have been prepared to get up. We
also know that members of the government do not
believe these things, Ms Lovell, not just because of our
private conversations but because of the conversations
reported in the media. People in the government are
talking to the media about how hard done by Mr Tilley
is, but they are not talking in the chamber. That says a
lot about how dysfunctional this government has
become because — —
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr VINEY — Ms Lovell, we are actually
debating — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I ask Ms Lovell to desist from making
interjections. I cannot hear what the speaker is saying.
Mr Viney to continue.
Mr VINEY — What is interesting here is that
no-one has got up and defended the government. The
only thing that has happened in the debate is that people
like Mr O’Brien and Mr O’Donohue have criticised and
attacked the former Labor government, and that is all
fine — I have got up and done what Mr O’Brien had to
do many times in the past, and I understand how he is
doing it — but whenever I got up and defended the
government when we were in government I was able to
do so with confidence and faith in the people with
whom I was serving in government. By contrast, he had
to get up and attack policies and extraneous things
about water and other issues that have absolutely
nothing to do with the motion before the chamber. He
could only defend Mr Ryan, and in so doing he was
saying that Mr Tilley’s version of events therefore
cannot be relied upon.
Nobody has been prepared to say that Mr Tilley’s
version of events was correct or that Mr Weston
deserves to be considered in this matter. Mr Weston
was hung out to dry as well. The reason these things
happened was simply to protect the Deputy Premier,
who is also the Leader of The Nationals and Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, Mr Ryan.
The motion has two key parts. One is to simply note, as
Mr Lenders said, the extraordinary circumstances we
now face with this government where there is an
atmosphere of mistrust and recrimination. Secondly, the
motion calls on the Premier to seek advice on what
opportunities are available to the Deputy Premier to
recommit his evidence under oath to reconcile the
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irregularities with the evidence given under oath by the
member for Benambra to the Office of Police Integrity.
I would have thought that was a pretty simple and
straightforward proposition for the Deputy Premier to
clear the air here and give his evidence under oath and
to ensure that his evidence can be relied upon, because
what has been put by the government is that two people
simply have a different recollection of events. That is
not the way Mr Tilley sees it. He does not see it as him
simply having a different version of events to Mr Ryan.
That is why Mr Tilley pressed play and record on his
tape machine — because he knows that Mr Ryan’s
evidence, position and statements on these matters
cannot be relied upon and are not anything like his
version of the events that occurred.
The reason I have an inkling that Mr Tilley is correct on
this matter is that it is incomprehensible, as I said
before, that Mr Tilley and Mr Weston would have gone
and had a meeting with a deputy commissioner of
police, Sir Ken Jones, without the knowledge,
understanding or agreement of the minister for police. It
is incomprehensible that the parliamentary secretary
and the senior adviser to the minister for police would
have had such a meeting. It is beyond credibility that
such a thing would occur, and therefore I think more
weight ought to be put on Mr Tilley’s and Mr Weston’s
versions of events, particularly given that the Deputy
Premier did not give his evidence under oath and is still
not prepared to do so, which is telling.
Therefore I am suggesting to members of the
government here today that the simplest and easiest
way to clear this matter up would be for Mr Ryan to be
prepared to give his evidence under oath, as this motion
is calling for, and that will clarify many issues
associated with this matter. The alternative for
members of the government is to actually stand up and
defend their colleagues — to defend Mr Tilley and
Mr Weston — because they are under attack from The
Nationals.
In conclusion, just recently the Herald Sun editorial
suggested that the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall, had demonstrated political
cowardice — in the words of the editorial — for not
standing up on the TAFE funding cuts issue. I think the
same applies here to Mr Ryan. He has demonstrated
that he is going to put his personal political interests
ahead of those of anyone else in this place — ahead of
his colleagues, ahead of his parliamentary secretary and
ahead of his former adviser. He is prepared to put his
political interests ahead of them in what I think is an act
of political cowardice, because if Mr Ryan believed that
Mr Overland should be replaced by Sir Ken Jones —
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which appears to be what was taking place in this
whole saga — he should have been prepared to stand
up for it, and when it all fell over he should have been
prepared to say, ‘I was behind it. It was part of my idea
and I supported my parliamentary secretary and my
senior adviser in the actions they took’.
But he did not. He walked away from what he had
obviously been sending them out to do, which was to
orchestrate a change at the top of the police service, to
replace Simon Overland with Sir Ken Jones, to replace
a man who came to the position of Chief Commissioner
of Police with an extraordinary reputation in tackling
organised crime in this state, a man who served the
state well in his role as Chief Commissioner of Police.
Ministers have the right to have people around them in
whom they have confidence, but Mr Ryan does not
have the right to orchestrate such a change in a
behind-the-scenes and underhanded way, as appears to
have taken place in this matter, and then to walk away
from that commitment and from what he wanted to see
occur and let Mr Tilley and Mr Weston take the fall.
What is more, not only did he let Mr Weston take the
fall but he trashed Mr Weston’s reputation in the
process by saying he was acting like Lee Harvey
Oswald as the sole gunman, that he was alone and on
his own initiative. He said these were acts of cowardice
and of betrayal by people who were serving Mr Ryan in
their roles as parliamentary secretary and senior
adviser. As I said at the outset, it is one of the most
extraordinary demonstrations of the Jack Lang saying
that in the horserace of life put your money on
self-interest because at least you know it is trying.
There is not a greater example of a minister of the
Crown putting self-interest — the self-interest to allow
people such as Mr Tilley and Mr Weston to take the fall
on his behalf — in front of any other principles than in
this matter. I urge the house to support this motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
interactions between the public statements made by
Mr Tilley, the member for Benambra in the Assembly,
and those made by the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan, are
interesting. I served with Mr Tilley on a parliamentary
committee for a period of time during the last term of
Parliament. Although I obviously did not agree with
Mr Tilley on everything, and we are probably miles
apart in our way of thinking on a lot of things, I found
him to be a very up-front person who had a lot of pride
and integrity.
When you hear about the interactions, even of late,
between the Deputy Premier and Mr Tilley, Mr Ryan
says, ‘Bill Tilley is a ripper bloke. He is a great bloke.
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He is full of integrity; he is fantastic’. Why then does he
not give him his job back? If he is such a great bloke,
why does he not reinstate him as the Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services? If he is
such a great bloke and so full of integrity, why did
Mr Tilley step down or get sacked or whatever
happened at the time? I do not understand it.
When the new coalition government came in it was
pretty clear there was a line of thought amongst
coalition members that — and whatever way they were
thinking I am not attacking, defending or agreeing with
their thinking — then deputy commissioner of police
Sir Ken Jones was good and the then Chief
Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland, was not so
good. You would hear that in contributions in this
house and in commentary to the media and anonymous
commentary in some statements made to local
newspapers.
Mr Weston and Mr Tilley were holding a line all
coalition MPs believed in, and it was probably held all
the way to the Premier and the Deputy Premier at the
top. Mr Weston and Mr Tilley acted in line with that.
When it was exposed through the Office of Police
Integrity (OPI) report that there was a degree of
undermining of the Chief Commissioner of Police at
the time then all of a sudden Mr Tilley and Mr Weston
were found to have done the wrong thing by their
colleagues and Mr Tilley had to stand down as
parliamentary secretary.
For the life of me I have never understood that. I have
never understood why Mr Tilley had to stand down as a
parliamentary secretary. I have never heard one MP,
especially not a Liberal member of the coalition
government, get up in this chamber and say, ‘I agree
that at the time Bill Tilley should have been stood down
from his parliamentary secretary role’. It would be great
if one of them did that and said, ‘Yes, the call made by
the Premier and the Deputy Premier at the time was
right. Mr Tilley was not acting in line with what we
believed’.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr LEANE — Maybe Mr Drum will get up and
say, ‘Mr Tilley should have been stood down’.
Mr Drum is nodding his head. Maybe Ms Lovell will
get up and say, ‘Yes, Mr Tilley should have been stood
down’. Mr Tilley jumped on a grenade for the Deputy
Premier. Since then Mr Tilley has been doing what is
probably the noble thing by the team. Yet Mr Ryan
continued to deride Mr Tilley in conversations with the
media, saying, ‘Bill Tilley did the wrong thing’, when
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he did not do the wrong thing according to the
expectations of the government.
Now whenever Mr Ryan is asked about Mr Tilley, he
says, ‘Mr Tilley is a fantastic bloke. He is full of
integrity and a ripper bloke’. If he is a ripper bloke, give
him his job back, or maybe being Mr Ryan’s
parliamentary secretary would be a setback for
Mr Tilley after the recent episode where Mr Tilley
admitted he felt that he had to tape a phone
conversation with Mr Ryan to protect himself in the
future.
The government could move the parliamentary
secretaries around. Mr O’Donohue could be made
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services and Mr Tilley could become a parliamentary
secretary for something else — I am trying to help
here! Maybe Mr O’Donohue would not want to be
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services after the situation with the previous
parliamentary secretary. Maybe Mrs Peulich might say,
‘I’ll do that parliamentary secretary job’. I do not know.
It did not seem to be a parliamentary secretary role that
was a — —
Ms Pulford — Not a great career move!
Mr LEANE — It is not a great career move it
seems. To this day I still do not understand what wrong
Mr Tilley did by his government. I understand he did
the wrong thing as far as trying to undermine the then
police commissioner went, but he was not alone in that.
Mr Weston was not alone in that; it was a general
theme from the whole gang. The recent event where
Mr Tilley taped the Deputy Premier is an example of
how he feels he has been treated through this whole
episode. For the Premier to wave it off and say on Jon
Faine’s show, ‘Bill was just using it as an
aide-mémoire’ is absolutely amazing. I nearly ran off
the road when I heard that. An aide-mémoire! The
Premier needs to go outside the English language to
find weasel words to defend his deputy. It is just
amazing.
We have a situation now where there will be endless
questions about how a minister can say he did not know
what his adviser or his parliamentary secretary were
doing. It beggars belief that that is a defence. There is a
defence that there are two truths: Bill Tilley believes he
is telling the truth, and Peter Ryan believes he is telling
the truth. There are two truths. When there are
conflicting accounts there can only be one truth. One of
those people gave evidence to the OPI under oath; the
other person will not say if they did or not, and the
suspicion is that Mr Ryan did not. I have to say that I
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feel a bit for Mr Tilley. Mr Tilley jumped on a grenade
after doing exactly what was expected of him, and it
seems that he continues to get the boot put into him just
because there is someone who is supposed to be more
special than him who needs to be protected.
We know there is more to come out on this issue. I
would have thought the government’s best bet would
have been to comprehensively deal with the issue and
get it over and done with, because it is not going to go
away. We know there is more to come, and it will be
interesting to see what happens if Mr Weston is put in a
box one day. It would be interesting to see what his
position is in all this. He was an up-and-coming
member of the Liberal Party. He was a candidate in the
2010 election. He had pictures taken with Mr Baillieu,
who is now the Premier, and Mr Baillieu vouched for
what a terrific bloke he was. Within 12 months the
Premier had started to say that Mr Weston had
problems, that he had not been well and that he had to
be finished up, which is just unbelievable. Mr Baillieu
was photographed standing next to him, he vouched for
Mr Weston as a future member of the Assembly, yet
less than 12 months later he said he had had problems
for a long time. That is just amazing, and I can
understand why Mr Weston would be angry.
Mr Weston probably thought he was doing what was
expected of him even though it was wrong. Even
though the whole episode to undermine the police
commissioner was wrong, that is what he thought had
to be done. Basically Sir Ken Jones was good and
Simon Overland was not as good, so Sir Ken had to get
the gig. That is what he and Mr Tilley thought had to be
done. That is what Mr Weston and Mr Tilley
endeavoured to do, and we would all be fooling
ourselves if we believed that they were on their own.
Anyway, we wait to see if the Premier will take up the
advice and ask Mr Ryan to resubmit his evidence to the
OPI on oath. I doubt very much that he will. It is more
likely that Mr Ryan will put it in as an aide-mémoire
than put it on oath to the OPI, but we will wait and see.
I am sure there is much more to come out on this issue.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I note that the
government has flat-out run out of people prepared to
try to defend these shenanigans at the highest levels of
the government, but this is an important issue. A
dysfunctional government in Victoria is an important
issue, and I have more to add.
Peter Ryan is an important man. He is the Deputy
Premier of Victoria, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the Minister for Bushfire
Response — an incredibly important task for anyone to
be charged with — and of course the Minister for

COALITION: GOVERNANCE
Wednesday, 20 June 2012

COUNCIL

Regional and Rural Development. As the Leader of The
Nationals in this Parliament Peter Ryan has the special
role of protecting regional and rural communities in
Victoria from the Liberal Party. At the moment he is
stuck in the crossfire of Liberal Party factional warfare,
and as a consequence the portfolios he is responsible
for administering are suffering.
A long list of examples from the recent state budget
point to the dereliction of Mr Ryan’s duties — the great
responsibilities that the people of Victoria and the
coalition parties that form this government have
entrusted Mr Ryan with. There is no greater example of
a devastating blow being struck to regional
communities than the $100 million cut to TAFE
funding that Mr Ryan’s colleague in The Nationals and
the Leader of The Nationals in this place, Mr Hall, has
had the job of defending. Mr Hall has of course been a
long-time advocate for access to education for kids in
regional Victoria, and it is extraordinary to come into
this place day in and day out and watch him take one
for the team in defending this funding cut.
The government also scrapped the $205 million Future
Farming strategy. This includes cutting funding to the
National Centre for Farmer Health, and the best excuse
the government could come up with for that was that
the centre has the word ‘national’ in its title, so maybe
Canberra can pay for it instead.
An article in the paper yesterday indicated that the
population shift that has been going on from Albury to
Wodonga is about to be reversed. According to local
people in the real estate industry, the bonuses and
government support to stimulate new home ownership
is weighted strongly in favour of regional Victoria until
1 July this year, when the bonus for people building a
home in regional Victoria will cease. New South Wales
has seen an opportunity, and it is increasing incentives.
It was a remarkable thing to read that this shift has
started to occur already in Albury-Wodonga, which is
as good a place as any to notice such differences in state
government policies.
The government has failed to protect midwives in
remote areas of Victoria, and that is really just nasty
penny pinching. It could be fixed with $500 000 out of
the state budget, but unfortunately the Rural Midwifery
Support Program does not have any friends in the
Baillieu-Ryan government.
Free financial counselling services have been cut in
regional and rural areas.
Mrs Petrovich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I just walked into the chamber, but I am not
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sure if Ms Pulford is actually speaking to the motion
before the house.
Ms PULFORD — On the point of order, Acting
President, in response to Mrs Petrovich, I am
responding very directly to the comments of
Mr O’Donohue, who led off for the government, and
those of Mr O’Brien, who spoke at some length about
Mr Ryan’s portfolio responsibilities.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I understand from previous rulings and from
what I have heard that the debate on this particular
motion has been wide reaching. I congratulate
Mr Viney, who kept his contribution to the motion at
hand, but I have to say that other speakers have covered
a lot of territory in their contributions. On the basis that
rulings have allowed the speakers to engage in referring
to previous contributions, I will allow it, but I ask
Ms Pulford to stick as close as she can to the motion at
hand.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you for your assistance,
Acting President. I intended to limit my comments to
rebutting the points made by earlier speakers. I will
make one final remark on the regional and rural
development portfolio, where the budget papers show
cuts to spending of the order of $7 million.
Mr Drum — Have you heard of the Regional
Growth Fund?
Ms PULFORD — Yes, Mr Drum. Last year
Mr Ryan, who was perhaps a little less distracted than
he is now with these catastrophes all around him,
assured the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
that the Regional Growth Fund was conditional
spending and that the programs that were in place when
the government changed would continue. This year he
has changed his tune, and those programs have been
scrapped. That is why funding to regional development
programs is less in 2012–13 than it was in 2011–12,
and I refer members to budget paper 3 if they do not
believe — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I draw Ms Pulford’s attention to — —
Ms PULFORD — I was provoked.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I understand that, but Ms Pulford’s contribution
is sailing very close to, I suspect, another motion that is
coming up before this chamber next in relation to
budget papers and budget currency. For the sake of
adding value to this motion, it would be more
worthwhile to keep close to this motion. If the member
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wishes to debate the budget issues in relation to the
Regional Growth Fund and other things, perhaps she
could hold that over until the next motion to be debated
before the chamber today.
Ms PULFORD — Acting President, I will take any
opportunity to talk about these things, but I know
Mr Scheffer is keen to add to this debate too, so I will
continue. I thank you for your advice.
In relation to the Deputy Premier’s role of fully
implementing the bushfire royal commission
recommendations, as recently as last week we saw
something a little less than was promised in the lead-up
to the election, and Mr Tee went through that in some
detail last week.
There has been a great loss of confidence in this
government right across Victoria. The internal
disputation that is occurring because of these directly
competing accounts about who said what and who
knew what and when in the Overland-Jones-Weston
affair is a massive distraction for this government and is
impairing its ability to deliver the things that Victoria
needs and, with respect to Mr Ryan’s responsibilities,
the things that Victorians in regional and rural Victoria
need and expect from the Leader of The Nationals and
a minister with those very important responsibilities.
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Mr Viney interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Ms Allan was a wonderful,
full-time and fully committed Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. It was my great pleasure to serve
as her parliamentary secretary. I could not believe it
when I read in the paper last week Mr Tilley’s account
of his relationship and interactions with the minister
with whom he was supposed to be working very
closely. There are a number of parliamentary
secretaries, both current and past, in this chamber, and
there are no doubt a few aspiring parliamentary
secretaries around as well. It is an important role and
opportunity given to some members of Parliament.
That Mr Tilley’s relationship with Mr Ryan was so
totally dysfunctional that a tape recorder was coming
out speaks volumes about the nature of the relationships
within this government at the highest possible levels.
Mr Tilley and Mr Weston, former adviser to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, gave their
evidence on oath. Mr Ryan seems determined to avoid
answering the question about whether or not his
evidence was on oath. Premier Baillieu expects us to
believe that these directly contradictory claims about
what was going on are both to be believed. This is a
Premier who lives in a completely parallel universe.
Hypothetically if you had a 10-year-old and an
8-year-old at home when the last chocolate biscuit went
missing, and one said, ‘It was him’, and the other one
said, ‘It was her’, it would be very hard to accept the
proposition — —

Mr Ryan’s credibility is simply in tatters, and that is
without even going to his administration of his
portfolios, in the extraordinary accounts of the
discussions with the member for Benambra in the other
place, Mr Tilley, about this shameful chapter in
Victoria’s history, when parts of the government were
clearly out to get former Chief Commissioner of
Police Simon Overland. In the last parliamentary sitting
week there were explosive accounts about Mr Tilley
feeling such a lack of trust in the minister for whom he
was parliamentary secretary that he felt compelled to
tape a conversation. We have our differences of opinion
in the Labor Party based on policy, personality and all
sorts of things, but when we get a culture of people
pulling out a tape recorder on each other, that is really
quite something. That demonstrates an extraordinary
lack of trust between members who are supposed to be
on the same side.

Ms PULFORD — If it was taped or if one or other
of them was on oath, perhaps that might be different,
but if you were presented with the empty biscuit packet
and the assertion from both that they are absolutely,
100 per cent, telling the truth, the idea that you could
say, ‘Yes, you can both be right; you can both have a
different recollection of it’, is fanciful. Suddenly the
dog is in the corner with his tail between his legs
looking very guilty, like some third party taking the
blame because all the other explanations provided are
completely unbelievable. I do not know that Victorians
are going to fall for that.

It was my great pleasure to serve as a parliamentary
secretary in the previous government, and I worked
closely with the then Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, Jacinta Allan, the member for Bendigo
East in the Assembly. In all the conversations I had
with her during that period, never did the thought occur
to me that I ought to pull out the tape recorder, because
that was not the kind of relationship we had.

Victorians are being asked by the Premier, Mr Baillieu,
to accept an unbelievable proposition that both
Mr Ryan and Mr Tilley were telling the truth about the
same conversation. In this sorry saga Mr Baillieu seems
to be clinging to his deputy like some sort of political
life raft. While this government is focused on its
internal disputes and whether Mr Ryan is caught up in
some strange internal Liberal Party generational change

Mr Scheffer — If it was taped.
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or some battle between the conservative and old-style
Liberals or whether this is some sort of Liberal
Party-Nationals thing where The Nationals are upset, as
they should be, about regional Victoria having been
consistently done over by the Liberal government in
just 18 months perhaps remains to be seen. Mr Baillieu
and Mr Ryan need to get their story straight.
Mr Ryan owes Victoria an explanation. Mr Baillieu
owes Victorian communities an honest and competent
minister in these extremely important portfolios. The
bushfire-affected communities and communities right
across regional Victoria deserve better from this
government. Every Victorian ought rightly to expect
that the law and order portfolios are being administered
and looked after by people with unimpeachable
integrity. Mr Baillieu needs to demand that his friend
and ally Mr Ryan clear the air on this saga, which has
its origins in this government’s obsession with Simon
Overland, and provide Victoria with the honest and
decent government that it deserves — a government
that is focused on delivering the things that Victoria
most needs in 2012.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
coalition has been a presence in national politics and
government for around 80 years, since the Bruce-Page
coalition in the 1920s, and for very many years in
Victoria. Rather than the unity that coalition members
would like the public to accept, the true history of the
relationship between The Nationals and the Liberal
Party is riddled with betrayals and subterfuge that
reveals an abiding and mutual mistrust which erupts
from time to time into ugly and public bloodletting. But
let us not waste time by delving into history, even
recent history, to make the point. Let us instead focus
on the track record of the present Victorian coalition led
by the Premier, Mr Baillieu, for the Liberals in one
corner and the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan, for The
Nationals in the other corner.
During the latter years of the previous Labor
government the Liberals and The Nationals formalised
their coalition and tried to pass themselves off as
effectively one party. The first reason for this was to
present a unified message to the electorate so as to
minimise any sense of confusion that might frighten the
public. The second reason was to avoid wasting any
campaigning energy competing against each other at
the electorate level. This was just one source of tension
that was planted early on, because in country seats The
Nationals, who prided themselves on having done the
heavy lifting to bring Victoria back to the
conservatives, now had to accommodate the Liberals.
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None of us can forget the way the Kennett Liberal
government trashed services in country Victoria during
its seven years in government, and none of us can
forget the way the Kennett Liberals ripped up country
rail, closed down country schools and hospitals,
privatised the energy industry, wound down the State
Electricity Commission and purged the public service,
causing thousands of job losses in every town right
across the state, and no-one can forget how The
Nationals let them do it, town by town, industry by
industry, business by business and farm after farm.
In the months before the September 1999 election I was
part of a team researching the support that government
might provide to assist country women who lived on
farms and ran small, non-farm-related businesses. I was
staggered as I went around country Victoria at the anger
and disappointment of these women as they vented
about their treatment by the Kennett government. In the
days before the 1999 election I lodged a draft report
which was ultimately to go to Pat McNamara, the then
Deputy Premier and leader of the National Party, as it
was then, and I was told that we must have got it wrong
and that we needed to rewrite the brief so that we had a
better story to tell to the government. A week or so later
the election came and country Victoria swept the
Kennett government from office, leaving the National
Party with a case to answer.
That story is now being repeated. I saw it 20 years ago,
and I am seeing it again now. The only difference is
that events seem to move faster now, but that may be a
function of me being older. It is not 5, 7 or indeed
11 years into government; it is a mere 20 months after
an election when a new government should be strong,
unified, focused and swelled by popular support. But
what we have here is a joyless government that does
not know what on earth to do that is new, relevant and
contemporary, so it falls back, despondent, on the
policy clichés of the neocons. If the Kennett
government was tragedy, the Baillieu government is a
farce.
This government is like the Kennett government, only
smaller — like the Thatcher government, only
minuscule. Over some months the mood of the
government has by turn been sullen one day and
vitriolic the next. In this chamber we get a lot of time to
look at each other, and it is not easy to hide what is
going on with individuals and the collective of our
opponents. In the days of hope, in the early summer of
2010, we saw coalition members filled with a sense of
unbridled optimism that comes when something you
have pined for falls unexpectedly into your hands.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr SCHEFFER — But even before the 2006
election, Mr Finn, the ground was unsteady. I will
quote Paul Austin, who wrote in the Age:
Will he —

Mr Baillieu —
survive as leader? The answer is almost certainly yes, but in
part by default. The Liberals’ talent pool is embarrassingly
shallow, and the hoped-for influx of new members has failed
to eventuate.

In my view the Premier is still there by default and,
despite the influx of new members at the 2010 election,
the Liberals’ talent pool is patently and embarrassingly
shallow. The one thing that the Liberals and The
Nationals have in common is their respective talent
pools are indeed embarrassingly shallow. In fact they
are worse than shallow, because shallow implies a kind
of benign lack of talent and creativity, whereas the
Liberals and The Nationals have in their ranks members
who are loose cannons and whose lack of balance and
appreciation of their responsibilities have led them into
dangerous territory. There is quite simply a lack of
leadership on both sides of the coalition parties.
Without going into detail and referring simply to what
we have all read in the daily media, consider the
Premier himself, who ran an office out of which his
chief of staff, Mr Michael Kapel, injudiciously involved
himself in the plot to undermine the former Chief
Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland. The Leader
of The Nationals, Peter Ryan, contributed to the parlous
state of the government when he involved himself in
the same plot to overthrow the former Chief
Commissioner of Police, an episode that has tarnished
him and undermined the integrity of the high office he
holds.
Then there is the ongoing saga, extensively reported in
the media in recent days, that Bill Tilley, the member
for Benambra in the Assembly, secretly recorded a
conversation between himself and the Deputy Premier
in which he says he was verballed — verballed! — by
the Deputy Premier over conflicting evidence given to
the Office of Police Integrity. When a senior member of
the government, a former parliamentary secretary of the
coalition, fronts the media to make his point and vent
his grievances, we know that the internal processes
inside the coalition have broken down and that there is
no-one in the leadership who has enough respect and
gravity to ensure that wrongs are righted and the
interests of the team prevail. The fact is that Mr Tilley
talks to the media because no-one can prevent him from
doing so and some, I suspect, are supporting him to do
it.
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By the time these issues gain public traction we know
that the reality within the party room is toxic and that
for the government the sad reality is that it is almost
impossible to fix, even for a government that was
elected on the basis that it would be able to fix the
problems. It is clear to anyone who has been following
these events that one running sore in all this is the
public humiliation and the loss of status of the former
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, Bill Tilley, not to mention the downright
unfairness of having to lose so much for so little. It
seems Mr Tilley’s only reward for helping to tip out the
former Chief Commissioner of Police is to keep the
Deputy Premier, the leader of his party’s coalition
partner, in his place.
We have all been around politics for a while and we
know the normal way these things are done is that there
is a plan for the future, a reinstatement or a promise of
another position. But it seems in Mr Tilley’s case he
was hung out to dry, pure and simple — and for what?
For a member of The Nationals! It is easy and
understandable that resentment grows to boiling point,
and then that is directed to the leader of your own party
who failed you as a loyal foot soldier.
Where does the member for Benambra think this will
take him and his party other than gaining the
satisfaction of seeing the Deputy Premier try to struggle
out of the clag? Where does the member for Benambra
think his destabilising of the Premier will lead? How
will the government survive and succeed?
As I said before, the talent pool inside the coalition
parties, the frontbench and the MPs, and also I suspect
the advisers to the government whose skill is supposed
to be keeping the government on track, is not very
evident. The effect of Mr Tilley’s public statement is to
have irreparably harmed the Premier, whose protection
must be his first duty. His second duty is to protect his
government, and his third is to his parliamentary
Liberal colleagues. That is exactly what Mr Tilley and
those who support him are attempting to do. It is
nothing less than undermining and ultimately toppling
the Premier, because increasingly it is the Premier,
whose support has fallen to 29 per cent, who is seen as
the problem.
The other big source of the unravelling of the coalition
is the tragic circumstance of the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, Peter Hall, who is, as we know, a
member of The Nationals in the coalition. By way of
background, when The Nationals agreed to go into
formal coalition with the Liberals they did so to
strengthen their hand on election tickets to ensure they
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got their share of members up in the Legislative
Council.

that Mr Hall might cost him his seat if the current
downward drift of the coalition continued.

Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President, to
say Mr Scheffer is wide of the mark would be
understating things somewhat. He is making references
to matters that are far removed from the motion that is
currently before the house. Apart from that he is
reading his speech, which is also against the standing
orders. On both counts I ask you to bring him to order.

There is a great deal to say about this motion — —

Mr SCHEFFER — On the point of order, Acting
President, the first two lines of the motion are ‘that this
house notes the ongoing atmosphere of mistrust and
recrimination’. That is what I am referring to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. I have sat
here for an hour and the debate on this motion has been
far ranging on both sides of the chamber. I will allow
Mr Scheffer to finish his contribution; hopefully it will
be soon. We will then put the motion to a vote.
Mr SCHEFFER — Mr Finn will be gratified to
know there is not too long to go in my contribution. He
can just sit and listen to it.
The point I was making was that in the lead-up to the
last election in 2010 there was a big issue inside The
Nationals and the Liberals about the position of their
candidates on the upper house ticket. In the 2006
election Mr Hall was last on the ticket for Eastern
Victoria Region, with Philip Davis and Ed O’Donohue
in spots 1 and 2 respectively. In 2006 Peter Hall was
elected last on preferences, so he wanted a safer
position for the 2010 election, and the coalition deal
delivered it.
As it turned out there was a significant swing in
2010 — —
Mr Barber — To the Greens.
Mr SCHEFFER — To the Greens, and I was the
last to be elected. I am certain that at various points
during Labor’s last term, when Labor was doing pretty
well in the polls, there must have been moments when
Ed O’Donohue felt some level of resentment that he
might be vulnerable to paying for Mr Hall’s election.
When Mr Hall so royally messed up the TAFE budget
and through his extraordinary letter to TAFE leaders
managed to completely undermine the government’s
TAFE-trashing market strategy, we could have been
forgiven for thinking that Ed O’Donohue, one of the
more competent members of the government, worried
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Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President,
taking into consideration your earlier ruling — and I
accept it and would not argue with it for one
moment — I note that speaking about the electoral
history of The Nationals at this time is straying from the
motion to a degree that would be hard to ignore. On the
question of relevance, I ask you to bring Mr Scheffer
back to the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I agree with Mr Finn. Mr Scheffer has drawn a
pretty long bow in going through the upper house ticket
in relation to the debate on this motion. I ask him, for
the sake of those of us who have sat in the chamber for
some time during the debate, to bring himself back to
the motion and hopefully finish his contribution.
Mr SCHEFFER — There is, as I have indicated,
lots to say about this motion. It is a rich motion — —
Mr Finn — Why don’t you say it?
Mr SCHEFFER — Unfortunately, Mr Finn, I think
you are intellectually challenged to follow through the
line of a debate, and I know — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, it is outrageous that Mr Scheffer would
reflect on a member in that way. It is something that he
should withdraw.
Mr SCHEFFER — I withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I thank Mr Scheffer. In the heat of battle there
were a number of voices that were engaged at that
particular time. I ask the chamber to allow Mr Scheffer
to finish his contribution.
Mr SCHEFFER — I say to Mr Finn that I did not
intend to make a reflection on him. I made the
comment in jest and with humour.
As I said, there is a great deal to say about the motion
that Mr Pakula has brought before us to debate. Even
though my comments have been wide ranging, I have
not begun to touch on the strange conduct of the
member for Frankston in the Assembly; the activities of
the member for Mordialloc in the Assembly; the
fundraising activities and donations right across my
electorate; the member for Carrum in the Assembly;
Mrs Peulich more recently; and the mention of the
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member for Gembrook in the Assembly in relation to
donations to his party.
All this speculation and public discussion of the
integrity of government members is a distraction from
the government’s main policy obligations. In normal
circumstances none of this would be a problem for a
new government, but for this government these are
serious problems, because there is barely a policy
direction that has been thought through that has not
been dug up and recycled. The internecine struggle
within the coalition will not go away, as government
members might delude themselves into thinking it will.
These things are almost impossible to stop once they
gain traction.
As I indicated at the beginning of my contribution, the
tension between the Liberals and The Nationals runs
deep. It is part of the DNA of the coalition. The slide
will continue day by day and will be overlaid by poor
policy decisions that will involve disastrous
miscalculations of the politics and generate a whole
new series of problems that will set off further tensions
and internal conflict. This coalition is wracked with
disunity and is clearly on its way down.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
will be very brief. I certainly do not intend to traverse
all the matters that I — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — If you did, it would take you
hours.
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That facade is crumbling, and this suggestion that the
government is putting forward that they are both
somehow telling the truth is completely logically
unsustainable. Either Mr Ryan knew, in which case
Mr Tilley’s recollection of events is correct, or
Mr Ryan did not know, in which case Mr Tilley’s
recollection of events is wrong. Only one of those
things can be true, and the only way for that to be
resolved is for the Deputy Premier to take the
opportunity to give evidence under oath. The Premier
can ensure that happens, and it ought to happen.
Mr Ryan ought not be willing to do that, he ought to
insist on doing that, because it is the way for him to
clear his name. It is the way for him to put this matter
behind him and behind the government, but so far there
has been an absolute unwillingness to do it. Generally
one is only afraid of giving evidence under oath if one
does not intend to be truthful under oath.
Interestingly, members of the government ran a defence
against this motion in the following terms. It was
simply, on the one hand, that there are no divisions. I
think Mr O’Donohue as lead speaker said, ‘Mr Bull’ —
the member for Gippsland East in the Assembly —
‘and I are great friends’.
Mr O’Donohue — And we are.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I do not doubt you are,
Mr O’Donohue, but, ‘Some of my best friends are
Nationals’ is hardly a defence to the motion.
Mr O’Donohue — I talked to the motion.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I say to Mr Davis that it
took me only 20 minutes the first time around, so it is
scarcely going to take me hours. If he wants me to take
longer, I can. I simply want to reflect on the key
element of the motion and the conduct of the debate.
The key to this motion is what we describe as the
undeniable fact that the ongoing conflict and tension
between the coalition partners is impacting on the
government and its ability to focus on the things it
ought to be focusing on, which relate to delivering
services for the people of Victoria. The other part of our
motion is that the best way — the only way in fact —
for the government to get past this ongoing feud is for
the Premier to insist that the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan,
do what the member for Benambra, Mr Tilley, did,
which is to give evidence under oath, because the
charade that the government engaged in to ensure that
Mr Tilley resigned from his position as parliamentary
secretary, an implicit suggestion by the Premier that his
story is not to be believed whilst Mr Ryan’s story is to
be believed, is crumbling.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr O’Donohue says he
talked to the motion. He did that by simply reflecting
on what he calls the government’s achievements in
terms of rolling out police and PSOs (protective
services officers), but no-one from the government side
sought to go to the — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — You are supporting PSOs
now.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Davis, as you know,
we voted for your PSO legislation, and as you also
know it has very little to do with this motion. What this
motion required from members — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Through the Chair.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — What this motion required
from members of the government was a defence of
Mr Ryan’s truthfulness or Mr Tilley’s truthfulness, or
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both, and in fact what we got was an attempt by all
government speakers to dance around the central
question: what did Mr Tilley tell Mr Ryan?
Interestingly, as both Mr Leane and Mr Viney pointed
out, no-one — no Liberal MP — bothered to get up
here and defend the integrity of the member for
Benambra. None of the members opposite bothered to
get up and defend the integrity of the member for
Benambra, and their defence of the Deputy Premier
revolved around what he has been doing in the role.
There was no defence, no attempt to deal with the
matter of whether Mr Tilley told Mr Ryan about the
meeting with Weston and Jones.
No-one from the government side attempted or sought
to deal with that matter. The reason that no-one did is
that they cannot, because no-one from the government
wants to get up here and assert that Mr Ryan was telling
the truth and Mr Tilley was not, and equally no-one
wants to get up here and assert that Mr Tilley was
telling the truth and Mr Ryan was not. Everybody from
the government side wants to maintain this charade that
somehow they were both telling the truth.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr (Teller)
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Motion negatived.

Mr Drum — They were.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Drum says they were.
I would like to know how that is possible. I would like
to know how it is possible that Mr Tilley is being
truthful when he says, ‘I told Peter Ryan’, and how
Mr Ryan is equally being truthful when he says,
‘Nobody told me’. They cannot both be right,
Mr Drum — it has to be one or the other.
Mr Drum — Yes, they can.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Drum says, ‘Yes, they
can’. I talked in my substantive contribution about the
fundamental, logical inconsistency lying at the heart of
the government, and Mr Drum has just done more than
I could ever do to prove it. This is the nonsense that
resides at the heart of the government — that both
Mr Ryan and Mr Tilley are telling the truth. Let me say
again: Mr Tilley gave his evidence under oath, the
Deputy Premier did not, and the only way this can be
resolved is for the Deputy Premier to give evidence
under oath. The Premier needs to insist on it, and if
Mr Ryan says no, Mr Ryan has to go.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house requires the Leader of the Government to
table in the Legislative Council by 12 noon on Tuesday,
14 August 2012, a copy of the ‘Sinclair Knight Merz’ report
investigating the effects of carbon pricing on Victoria’s
hospitals, commissioned by the Department of Health and
provided to the Herald Sun.

The Minister for Health has made a number of
references to this report in recent days, since he leaked
it to the Herald Sun; but he has not wanted to subject
himself and that report to the kind of scrutiny that might
be available if the report were public in its full format. I
think this pattern of behaviour of the government
making a claim or even making a decision and then
running away from it is something that is confusing the
Victorian public.
We saw this in relation to the motion debated a little
while ago, where the government seemingly backed
both the member for Benambra in the Assembly,
Mr Tilley, and the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, Mr Ryan, but now nobody wants to say
anything further. We have heard a lot said about
irrigation upgrades in northern Victoria, and yet we
have now learnt that we will not be receiving the
business case. Of course the government decided to
continue myki, tipping in even more millions to prop it
up and keep it going, yet when we asked for the secret
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myki report that guided that decision we were told,
‘You can’t have it’. Here we go again.

Likewise in the Australian of Wednesday,
13 June — —

This is an area that deserves some scrutiny. I have
found the minister’s assertions in this area to be quite
odd, because he has claimed there will be significant
cost increases in the construction of hospitals. Yet we
know that the carbon pollution price package was pretty
well designed to protect the concrete and steel
industries, because they are emissions intensive and
trade exposed, so you have to wonder how it is that the
minister makes and sustains this claim of dramatic rises
in construction costs.

Hon. D. M. Davis — Who is going to pay?
Whatever number you choose, who is going to pay?

Hon. D. M. Davis — But concrete is not trade
exposed — not the actual transport.
Mr BARBER — The Minister for Health is
interjecting now and saying concrete is not trade
exposed. It is; cement is produced in Australia — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — The cement is, yes, but the
combining and movement of it is not.
Mr BARBER — Now we are hearing it. We know
the overall cost of the carbon price to the economy in
terms of inflation is minimal — it is less than 1 per
cent — and the impact on wages is not expected to be
in any way significant. It is barely significant within the
terms of economic modelling, so how is it that
Mr Davis, the Minister for Health, has been led down
this path? There have been a number of articles in the
Australian and the Herald Sun which give quite useful
information. For once those two newspapers have come
out with some very useful information in relation to
these aspects of the carbon package. An article in the
Herald Sun of Wednesday, 13 June, entitled ‘Carbon
cheats investigated — tax rorters in the gun’, says:
Claims that homebuyers are being ripped off by a builder
blaming the carbon tax for a 6 per cent price rise are being
investigated.
Homebuyers, renovators and small businesses should not be
fooled into accepting massive carbon tax-linked increases in
the cost of steel, cement and aluminium, said Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission chairman Rod Sims.

I am starting to get a bit worried that maybe the
Minister for Health has been sucked in by the same
group of what the Herald Sun describes as ‘tax rorters’.
The article continues:
Mr Sims said yesterday the 6 per cent price rise for a house
was wildly higher than the reality in the building industry,
which was price rises of 0.7–1.8 per cent. This was down
from earlier estimates of about 2 per cent.

Mr BARBER — I say to Minister Davis that I am
quite happy to have a good dialogue about the impact
of the carbon price when he releases his report. Apart
from the fact that the minister keeps provoking me, I
would be perfectly happy to make this a brief debate.
The minister can then table the report, we will take note
of the report and we will have the discussion about
whether this is significant or not and whether this is
realistic or not. My recommended course of action is
that we have an informed debate — informed by the
piece of work that the minister himself has
commissioned, regularly referred to and leaked to the
Herald Sun but simply will not provide to this chamber.
It is another example, as I said, of ring and run. The
government makes claims, sometimes even makes
decisions and then runs away from its own choices, and
the public does not like it.
In the Australian on the same day we see the headline
‘Builders warned over carbon rip-offs as complaints
mount’. The article says:
The consumer watchdog has warned the building industry
over carbon tax price rises as it emerged it has received
170 complaints about alleged rip-offs.

I would be really worried if the minister started to flag
that there were unnecessary blow-outs in some of the
capital programs in his portfolio area. Unfortunately,
from the statements he has made so far, he seems to be
anticipating such blow-outs, despite the ACCC
(Australian Competition and Consumer Commission)
and others warning that such blow-outs would be
unnecessary because rises in the building price index,
even taking into account the price on pollution, should
not be large.
The article in the Australian also reports on comments
by Mr Sims. It goes on to say:
His comments came as it emerged that 18 initial
investigations have been launched by the ACCC into
potential carbon tax price rorts after it has processed about
half the 170 complaints received so far. Four investigations
have proceeded to ‘in-depth’ probes.

A responsible course of action for the minister, apart
from releasing this document, would not be to go out
there talking up huge increases in the building price
index but to say what those quite modest increases are
expected to be. But that is not possible while the
minister holds back this report, like the government is
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holding back the secret myki report and the business
case for irrigation in the northern area. The government
is simply afraid of scrutiny of reports that it prepared,
possibly for a political purpose, but that do not serve its
purposes when they hit the light of day. Hence all this
obfuscation, running around and wasting the time of the
Parliament, as we have seen in relation to other
documents requested by this Parliament. I hope to get a
positive response from the government to my motion.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the government and
advise Mr Barber that the government will not oppose
his motion. Indeed Mr Davis in previous contributions
in this place has indicated a preparedness to make this
document available in due course.
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hospitals for their electricity use and other energy use
that will go up as a result of the carbon tax, and
Victorian patients, Victorian hospitals and the Victorian
health-care system will suffer as a result. For the
commonwealth government to do this, while it mouths
the words that it cares about sick people and people in
need and all of the rest of it, is an absolute disgrace.
The government does not oppose Mr Barber’s motion.
Rather than running away from it, as Mr Barber said,
Mr Davis has been very open in giving this place
detailed information about the impact of the carbon
tax — not the carbon price, the carbon tax — on the
Victorian health system. The Greens should be
ashamed of their championing of the carbon tax, with
increased prices for Victorians and its impact on the
health-care system.

Mr Barber interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! Even with its inaudibility, I heard a word which
I should not have heard. It was unparliamentary, and it
should be withdrawn. I will not ask Mr Barber to make
any further comment about it. I ask him to withdraw the
statement he has made.
Mr Barber — I withdraw.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I absolutely reject the
assertions made by Mr Barber in his reference to this
document. Mr Davis has already come into this place
during question time on a number of occasions and
provided significant information about this Sinclair
Knight Merz report. He responded to a question that I
put to him in questions without notice in relation to the
impact of the carbon tax on Ambulance Victoria, and
we heard that the carbon tax is going to have a
significant impact on Ambulance Victoria, so the
impact of the carbon tax will be significant.
It is interesting that Mr Barber mouthed the federal
ALP jargon of ‘the carbon price’. It is like talking about
‘income price’ or ‘company price’ or stamp duty as a
price. It is the carbon tax. While Mr Barber may
somehow believe that in Greens economics a new tax
does not impact on costs, the reality is that a tax
increases costs. The carbon tax is a tax on everything
and will therefore cause a significant increase in costs.
What we have heard from Mr Davis when he has
responded to questions in this place about the impact on
hospitals and on his portfolio is that the carbon tax will
have significant implications for the Victorian hospital
system and the Victorian health-care system, and the
compensation that the commonwealth government is
providing is inadequate. The commonwealth
government is not providing compensation to Victorian

We know the Greens and the Labor Party want to close
Hazelwood, and I will just finish on this point. With the
interruption to power supplies in the Latrobe Valley as
a result of the significant weather events we have had
recently, what would have happened to Victoria’s
power supply if Hazelwood had been shut down as the
Greens and the Labor Party would have it? The lights
would be out. We have a federal government that has
no understanding of the realities, and its supporters in
the Victorian Parliament — the Labor Party and the
Greens — would happily see the lights go out in
Victoria. That is what would have happened if
Hazelwood had been shut down as they wanted. The
government does not oppose Mr Barber’s motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
opposition supports the motion and the call from
Mr Barber for a copy of the Sinclair Knight Merz
report. I take into account that Mr O’Donohue said the
minister has spoken about this report a lot.
Mr O’Donohue asked the minister a question and the
minister responded to that question, therefore this house
should be satisfied without actually seeing the report.
We should all be satisfied with the trust-me attitude
from the minister and the member who asked him a
question. They say, ‘Trust us; we have asked the
question and the minister has answered it’. We should
all be satisfied that is what is in the report, 100 per cent,
without the report being released. I would have thought
that the important thing about producing a report would
be releasing it.
We are glad that the government has said it is happy to
release the report, and we look forward to it being
tabled. I will not hold my breath, but we look forward
to it. I will finish my contribution because I understand
there are some government members who are quite
keen to speak on the motion. I know Mr Finn is
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chomping at the bit to speak. I reckon he was chomping
at the bit to speak on the previous motion too, but he
did not, so let us give him a go on this one.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to a rise to speak on Mr Barber’s motion. I note
that Mr Leane was chomping at the bit to hear from
Mr Finn on this issue, but I want to place a couple of
points on the record because this is a significant issue
for all Victorians. In particular it is a significant issue
for health services. As Mr O’Donohue has pointed out,
on numerous occasions the minister has made it clear
that the report about the impact of a carbon tax on our
health services will be released in due course.
As I said, it is a significant issue. I am not sure that
Mr Leane understands how hospital services operate at
their full capacity; it is 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
They provide significant service delivery that requires
significant amounts of energy. As we all know, we
need a reliable electricity supply. As Mr O’Donohue
pointed out, and this was a point I was also going to
make, with the recent floods in the Latrobe Valley, if
the Hazelwood plant had not been in operation, or if it
had been taken out as had been proposed, there would
have been a significant risk to our overall electricity
supply, and that would have had an impact on services
such as health services. It would have impacted on the
delivery of health services to all Victorians. It is a
significant issue and one that should be taken very
seriously.
Some really alarming figures have been quoted. We
know that the Monash Medical Centre, which services
a lot of constituents in my area of Southern
Metropolitan Region, feels that the carbon tax will have
a $660 000 impost on its operations. That impacts
enormously on the delivery of basic hospital care on a
day-to-day basis, let alone on any elective surgery that
may be undertaken by the facility. In Mr Leane’s area
of Eastern Metropolitan Region, Box Hill Hospital is a
very good hospital The impost on it will be somewhere
in the vicinity of $250 000, and that is just from the
carbon tax alone. It is an additional impost on that
facility which means that certain services will not be
able to be provided to Mr Leane’s constituents. It is a
shame that Mr Leane is supporting such an imposition
as the carbon tax and what it is going to do to various
community and general health services.
I do not understand why we would send billions of
dollars overseas for carbon credits. It is beyond me to
know why that money should not be returned to our
services here in this state. We need to look after
Victorians, and there is every reason for providing
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support for services such as those provided by health
institutions.
Significant demand is going to be placed on our health
services, and an impost like this will mean slower rates
of elective surgery; there is no doubt about that. The
carbon tax will also impact upon ambulance services. It
will impact on the throughput of our hospital services,
and that is something that needs to be taken into
consideration. It is a very significant aspect of this
whole debate.
In relation to other issues referred to by Mr Barber’s
motion, as Mr O’Donohue said, Sinclair Knight Merz
has undertaken a report. It is a well-regarded
organisation that was commissioned by the Department
of Health to prepare a report, and it has significant
concerns about how the effects of carbon pricing will
play out across our health services in Victoria and how
the compensation measures, which are not forthcoming
from the federal government, will also impact on health
services across the state. I have mentioned the
ambulance service, but there are many other public
health services that will be impacted upon by the
carbon tax. They include community health centres and
private hospitals. In addition to our very good public
health system, private hospitals undertake an enormous
amount of work in servicing Victorians across the
board.
Not only will it put an additional strain on our public
health services but that will flow through to private
health services, which are also going to be struggling
with additional costs, and of course it will flow through
to the patient. At the end of the day it is a tax, and it will
flow through to consumers. In this instance the
consumer is the patient. Whether you are a public or
private patient, the carbon tax will have an impact on
whether you get your surgery on time, whether you are
seen to and whether the equipment that is used to look
after you in hospital will enable you to receive the care
that you are entitled to.
I mentioned Monash Medical Centre in my electorate
of Southern Metropolitan Region. The Alfred hospital
is a significant hospital in Prahran that services many
people from my electorate and right around the state.
The Alfred hospital will also have to find an additional
$700 000-odd just to pay for this tax. It is nonsensical
in so many ways. To say that this is a non-issue and
will not have an impact is misguided.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Naive.
Ms CROZIER — It is naive. I thank Mr Davis. The
cost will flow through to the end consumer. Although
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Mr Leane’s contribution was short, it was fairly
significant. I think he should understand the impost that
various health services in his electorate of Eastern
Metropolitan Region are going to experience. As
Mr O’Donohue has said, the government will not be
opposing Mr Barber’s motion. As has been said on
numerous occasions, the report will be released in due
course.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER — Mr Barber has asked when. It
will be released in due course.
Mr Barber — This is the last sitting week before
the introduction of the carbon tax.
Ms CROZIER — I know. How many days away is
it?
Mr Barber — 1 July.
Mr Finn — Eleven days.
Ms CROZIER — Eleven days. That is far too soon
for Australians, and we all fear it. As I said at the outset,
this is a significant issue. The government will not be
opposing Mr Barber’s motion. With those few words I
will conclude my contribution. I am sure Mr Finn will
have something further to say.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — As has been
pointed out by Mr O’Donohue and Ms Crozier, the
government will not be opposing this motion today.
However, while I was sitting here waiting for the call I
could not help but consider what a pity it is that we had
to have debate on this motion today. We should not be
having any of this discussion. If the Prime Minister had
carried through on the promise she made before the last
election, there would be no carbon tax. We remember,
and I am sure Mr Leane well remembers, the comments
made by the current Prime Minister in the days before
the last election. She said — and we can all say it
together — ‘There will be no carbon tax under the
government I lead’. Those words will go down in the
history of this nation as some of the most dishonest
ones that have ever been uttered by a political leader,
and rightly so.
It is interesting to have a look at the history of the
honesty of some of the people who are involved in this
carbon tax creation, particularly when one considers
that the current Prime Minister will have been in her
position for two years this Sunday. It was two years ago
this Sunday that Kevin Rudd, the former Prime
Minister, felt the cold blade of steel go through his
shoulderblades. It was put there by his loyal deputy, the
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woman who said, ‘I will get a game as full-forward for
Footscray before I will be Prime Minister’, and, ‘I will
fly to the moon before I will be Prime Minister’. The
rest of Australia now says, ‘What a pity she didn’t fly to
the moon instead of becoming Prime Minister’. What a
disaster she has been and continues to be. What an
unmitigated disaster this carbon tax is going to be. We
are already feeling the impact of it.
In the area of health it will not be just the hospitals that
will be hit. I have not read the report that Mr Davis has.
I think it will be very interesting reading. It may well be
that Mr Barber will very much regret that he asked to
see this report when he gets hold of it. I have not the
slightest doubt that the carbon tax will have a huge
impact on hospitals, the Royal District Nursing Service,
community health centres, dental clinics and a whole
range of health services across Australia, because this
carbon tax is first and foremost a tax on electricity. In
the last couple of weeks we have seen small businesses
warned that they face increases in electricity prices of at
least 25 per cent. If small businesses are going to be
carrying an increase in their electricity bills of 25 per
cent, of course there will be similar increases for
hospitals, community groups and others in the
community who are not ‘compensated’. I use the term
compensated in inverted commas, because the
compensation we have seen from the federal
government has nothing to do with this tax at all.
This so-called compensation is a dirty great bribe by a
government that has lost its base and wants to get it
back. It has nothing to do with compensating people for
the carbon tax. It could not care less because these
hospitals that we are talking about and the Royal
District Nursing Service and the community health
centres and so many other health facilities across the
country are not being compensated by the federal
government because they cannot vote, and that is what
this comes back to.
Money is being deposited into people’s accounts at the
moment, and I must say I am not one of them. I am not
receiving a cent in compensation. I do not know
whether Mr Barber is — I would be very surprised if he
is — but I am not receiving a cent in this so-called
compensation. Perhaps the Prime Minister has realised
that there is very little chance that I will vote for her at
the next election.
Mrs Coote — She is losing sleep over it.
Mr FINN — Yes, it has to be said, Mrs Coote, that
this Prime Minister deserves to lose a lot of sleep over a
lot of things, but whether or not I vote for her will not
be one of them. I think that would be safe to say. It
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would be a fairly safe bet at the moment that I will not
be camping out to vote for her at the next election. I
will not be getting to the polling booth at 4 o’clock in
the afternoon of the day before so that I can be first in
the queue to cast my vote for the Labor Party at the next
election. That is a fairly safe bet.
It will be very interesting, particularly for those of us
who watch these things, to see how long the queues are
before the polls open at the next federal election. It is
reasonable to suggest that when the swing is on, the
swing is on, and certainly at the next election the swing
will be on and people will be getting to the polling
booth nice and early, as they did in 1975, as they did
again in 1983, as they did in 1996, and as we will be
seeing again in 2013. People will be getting there nice
and early to make sure their vote is cast and counted, to
throw out what is undoubtedly the most appalling,
inept, dishonest government this country has ever seen.
This carbon tax is very much a part of the way
Australians feel about the Prime Minister and the
government of Australia. I could go through the federal
ministers — for example, Anthony Albanese. I could
go through Craig Emerson — —
Mrs Coote — Julia went through Craig!
Mr FINN — No, we will leave that one alone. I
think it was the other way around, Mrs Coote, I really
do, but we will leave it alone. There is no shortage of
people in the federal ministry — Penny Wong, the
federal Minister for Finance and Deregulation, is
another classic example — who have led us astray on
this particular issue, and the Australian people are
seething; they are bubbling. The Australian people want
an election. They do not want this carbon tax, and I
challenge Mr Barber or Mr Leane or indeed Mr Eideh
to get up in this chamber today and tell us that the
Australian people want the carbon tax that begins in
11 or 12 days time. I challenge each and every one of
them, including those Labor and Greens members who
are listening in their rooms. I urge them to come into
the chamber and get up on their haunches and tell us
that the Australian people want this carbon tax and that
they are delighted that the current Prime Minister lied to
them just days before the last election. As
Mr Ondarchie says, we are hearing crickets emanating
from the opposition benches — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — And there is a particularly large
cricket — it might even by a cockroach — over in that
corner. But just at the moment we are hearing crickets.
Mr Leane interjected.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Through the Chair, Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — Acting President, unfortunately
Mr Leane gets my blood up sometimes. It is most
unfortunate, and I will endeavour to avoid it. But it
should not surprise me because we have heard from a
variety of people — and I have named some of them
here this afternoon — that this carbon tax is not a tax at
all. All of a sudden it is not a tax any more. Members of
the federal Labor government talked about it for
12 months as a carbon tax. Then the big light appeared,
and of course when lights appear you have to pay the
tax.
They realised that the Australian people were not at all
keen on the fact that this tax was coming so they
decided they would call it a carbon price instead. So the
carbon tax has become the carbon price just as global
warming has become climate change, because again the
light appeared and they realised, despite what the Prime
Minister said about the earth warming, that even the
most ardent of scientists has told us that there has been
no warming of the earth for about 13 or 14 years now.
Mr Barber might be able to back me up on the number
of years. So it is not called global warming any more. If
we are dependent upon global warming to back up this
carbon tax, the argument is shot to bits because there
has been no global warming. So global warming is out
the window. That has gone along with carbon tax, and
now we have climate change. And as I have said in this
house before: what exactly is climate change?
Mrs Coote — Ask Tim Flannery.
Mr FINN — We will get to Tim Flannery in a
moment, Mrs Coote. I can guarantee you on that! We
need to ask: what exactly is climate change? Climate
change can be anything the Labor Party and the Greens
want it to be. If it is too hot, it is climate change. If it is
too cold, it is climate change. If it is just right, it is
climate change — and that is without the three bears. It
is an extraordinary charade that the left in this country
and throughout the world go on with to justify these
new taxes that they have been pushing for some time.
Unfortunately we in Australia will cop it in the neck
because this carbon tax that is imminent is the highest
carbon tax in the world, and you have to ask: what have
we, as Australians, done to deserve that, apart from
believing Prime Minister Julia Gillard before the last
election? Nobody can tell me that if Julia Gillard had
told the truth before the last election — indeed if she
had told the truth at any time, but particularly before the
last election — she would still be the Prime Minister
now. That would not have occurred because she would
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not have been in a position to cobble together a
coalition of misfits and no-hopers to put her
government on the Treasury benches in Canberra.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — This Prime Minister and the federal
government are based on a lie, and that lie will come to
fruition in 11 or 12 days time, and every Australian will
pay for that lie, as Mr Ondarchie, by interjection, is
pointing out. Mr Ondarchie has some experience in the
area of energy. I first met him many years ago when he
was working for an energy company in my area, when I
was a member of the Assembly, so I know about his
vast experience in this area. Irrespective of who they
are or where they are, everybody will pay this great big
new tax on everything that will achieve absolutely
nothing for the environment and everything for
economic recession.
I can remember the last time we had a government that
deliberately put the country into recession. You might
remember a bloke called Paul Keating. Which party
was he from? What is it with the Labor Party? It likes to
put Australia into recession. Its members like putting
people out of work and putting businesses to the wall.
They like people losing their homes. What is it with the
Labor Party? What is it with the left in this country?
They like people to suffer. That is what this carbon tax
is all about. It is about making people suffer; that is
exactly what it is about.
Age pensioners all over this country will not be able to
afford heating. Many of them are struggling to heat
their homes now. When this tax is introduced on 1 July
there will be many more aged pensioners who will be
going to bed in the middle of the afternoon because
they cannot afford to turn the heating on in their homes.
Many of them will not be able to afford to maintain a
decent standard of living as a direct result of this carbon
tax. Is that fair? What have these people done? These
people served this nation. They worked and paid their
taxes all their lives. They raised a family. They got to a
certain point in their lives where they thought they
should be able to have a good standard of living to live
out their last few years in comfort, and what happens?
Along comes Julia Gillard and slaps on the carbon tax.
They will be going to bed at 3 o’clock in the afternoon
just to keep warm. That is what is going to happen with
this carbon tax. We can thank Julia Gillard and Bob
Brown for that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — You might ask what happened to Bob
Brown? I am glad Mr Ondarchie asked that, because
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what happened is that as this carbon tax got closer it
appears that the former leader of the federal Greens got
more and more toey. He did a runner. If you look at
Canberra now, there is no more Bob Brown. He threw
the biggest petrol bomb he could find and he is now out
of there. When that well-known fan is running overtime
very soon — and that is going to cost because that will
be an extra tax on electricity to run the fan — Bob
Brown will not be there to carry the can. No, Bob
Brown is down in Tassie — —
Mrs Coote — Writing books!
Mr FINN — Is he catching fish? No, he does not
catch fish. I am not sure what he is going to be doing,
but he is going to be in Tasmania. He certainly will not
be in Canberra to face the heat of the reality he helped
create. In many ways that is a huge pity, because it
would be a justice if he faced the people of Australia at
the next election and the wrath of people from across
this nation was served up to him. I advise Mr Barber
and his colleagues in the Greens to enjoy their current
positions, because they will not have them for too much
longer. The Greens have reached their peak. Let me
assure them: from here on it is all downhill for them. It
is interesting because that will be a direct result of the
good old-fashioned kicking the Greens and Labor are
giving the working people of Australia, and Mr Barber,
the leader of the Greens in this Parliament, is laughing.
He thinks it is highly amusing that people will be
suffering as a result of the tax his party and the Labor
Party have instituted in this country.
It is not just hospitals that will be affected. We will be
talking about groupings like the Royal District Nursing
Service, dental services, community health centres and
other health services that will suffer as a result of this
tax, because as we have discovered over recent months
local government will feel the full force of this
particular tax. I have spoken to a number of councillors
and council officials in the western suburbs — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — We do not know. That is the thing, and
nor does Mr Barber know. That is the problem. We can
have no faith in what the federal government is telling
us, because we have been lied to before by the Prime
Minister of this country. When we see her telling us
what it is going to cost local government and what it is
going to cost us personally we can have no faith in the
words that come from her mouth, because we have
been lied to before, as indeed Kevin Rudd was lied to.
So many others have been lied to, including Andrew
Wilkie, the Independent member for Denison, on the
gaming issue. As we go along, so many have been lied
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to by this Prime Minister. The Australian people have
got to this point. We hear noises coming from Canberra
that it is not going to cost you and you will be better off,
and we know that in all likelihood that is another Labor
lie.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr O’Brien raises the issue of the
compensation ads. As Mr O’Brien points out, they do
not actually mention why we are getting the
compensation. It is one of the most extraordinary things
I have ever seen in my life, that you would run a
multimillion-dollar taxpayer-funded advertising
campaign and not mention why all this money is
forthcoming. It was ‘Do not mention the war’. Now it is
‘Do not mention the tax’.
Since announcing it proudly at one end of the earth, the
Prime Minister has flown around the world to attend all
these great conferences and to grandstand at all these
environmental forays, although I think she will not be
doing that again after this week because she really bit
off more than she could chew there.
The Prime Minister stood up proudly and said, ‘We are
doing this; we are introducing a carbon tax into
Australia’, but now the government does not want to
know about it. It does not even want to mention the
word. All of a sudden ‘tax’ is a four-letter word in
Australia, particularly when it is a carbon tax. It is
going to be interesting in the next few weeks because I
understand — and Mr Barber may well be off to this —
there is some sort of environmental gabfest going on in
Rio de Janeiro.
Mr Ondarchie — A love-in.
Mr FINN — It may well be a love-in. That really
curls your hair!
It is interesting to note that these environmental
conferences and confabs are never held in Poland in
winter. They are never in East Germany. They are
never in the back blocks of Scotland. Where are they
off to for this next one? They are off to Rio! I do not
know who from the Greens has got the budgie
smugglers out and is preparing to head off to Rio for
this, but you have to wonder exactly why we go
through this charade. It has apparently been 20 years
that we have been going on with this nonsense, and the
only thing that has been achieved with these
environmental conferences in the last 20 years is that a
lot of people have gotten very rich as a result of scaring
a lot of other people.
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Look at Al Gore. There is a man whose personal wealth
has doubled as a result of trying to scare the living
suitcases out of every person he possibly can on this
planet. He has been proven in court to be a shonk — a
total and complete shonk — but that does not stop him.
Then we have Tim Flannery. Tim Flannery has told us
that it is never going to rain again. He has told various
state governments around this country that it is
absolutely necessary for the future of their states that
they have a desalination plant. Guess what? Those
Labor governments fell for it.
Mr Leane — It was your policy!
Mr FINN — If Mr Leane wants to talk about the
desalination plant pertaining to climate change —
global warming — I am very happy for him to do that,
because here we are as Victorian taxpayers, yet again
victims of this global warming con. Here we have Tim
Flannery — ‘Sandbags’, as they call him, because since
he made that prediction all we have had is floods — on
$180 000 a year for a part-time job of just two or three
days a week. He is getting it totally wrong on every
occasion for $180 000 a year. I will make the Prime
Minister an offer here today: I can get it just as wrong
for half that. If she wants to take me up on it, for
$90 000 a year I will get it totally and absolutely just as
wrong as Sandbags Flannery, and I will work for half
the time too, just to be totally consistent.
On this issue of greenhouse gases, global warming,
climate change and all the things that people who get
together in places like Rio like to talk about, you have
to wonder how they get there. They are obviously
worried about the impact on us all of the carbon
footprints that they like to rabbit on about, yet you have
to wonder how these people are actually going to get to
Rio.
Mr Ondarchie — Rowboat!
Mr FINN — I do not think so. It could not possibly
be that these people will fly to Rio in jets —
predominantly, I would suggest, in business class, if not
first class in the case of many of them — because that
would put dreadful things in the air, create dreadful
climate change, dreadful global warming and create the
situation where it might never rain again!
We have heard this time and again from those people,
and I am delighted to say that the people — not just in
Australia but around the world — have had enough.
They do not believe it anymore. They have been told
enough lies to last a lifetime. It is not just a lie about the
carbon tax, it is a lie about the whole global warming
and climate change thing. We have seen universities
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and the United Nations caught out fabricating evidence
to support climate change and their global warming
theories and global warming business, because it is a
huge industry. A lot of people are making huge sums of
money because of climate change and global warming,
because if global warming does not exist — if climate
change does not exist — those people will not get their
millions of dollars in grants from the government. They
will not get to live the lifestyle which they have
enjoyed. They will not get to fly to Rio in first class —
and we cannot have that, can we?
Mrs Coote — Did Tim go?
Mr FINN — I would be interested to know,
Mrs Coote, if Sandbags is off to Rio. I have been
distracted ever so slightly. I am coming to the end of
my time, very sadly, but I want to make the point — —
Mr P. Davis — You have more to say?
Mr FINN — I assure Mr Davis I have much more
to say. I just want to make the point that this tax — and
it is a tax — will have a huge, savage and deleterious
effect on millions of Australians. At the last election
and the election before we heard the Prime Minister of
this country talking about working families. This tax
proves that the federal government could not care less
about working families. It proves that the Greens never
have cared about working families.
An honourable member — Or people.
Mr FINN — Or people. We could go on for another
couple of days on the Greens’ attitudes to people. We
saw that dreadful individual Peter Singer getting a
Medal of the Order of Australia just the other day. His
views on people are horrifying, but we will go there
another day.
As I say, the government will not oppose this motion. I
will not oppose this motion, but what I will oppose is
those who are making a lot of money out of lying to us.
It has been going on for far too long, and it has to stop.
This country has to get back on an even keel. We have
to say to these shysters, ‘No more; we will not put up
with the nonsense that we have been peddled for far too
long’. I say to those people who will be hit hard by this
carbon tax — to those working families, to those who
work in hospitals, to those who work in local
government, to those who work in schools, to those
community groups around Australia who will be hit
hard by this appalling, vicious and unnecessary carbon
tax — that they should remember who has done this to
them, and they should never let them do it to them
again.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — There are
a number of claims made there that I could probably
respond to in order, if I am quick about it.
Mr O’Donohue repeated the claim that has been
previously made by the Premier, the Deputy Premier
and the Minister for Energy and Resources, which is
that if Hazelwood were to be shut down, the lights
would go out. Last week half of Yallourn went out
without warning, and the lights did not even flicker.
Mr O’Donohue now has to make a new claim, which is
that if both Hazelwood and Yallourn were to go out,
then the lights would go out. It is another example of
running away from your own assertions.
As we know, the Liberal Party has previously claimed
that as a result of the carbon tax $400 will be added to
the cost of the average car and that would shut down
the auto industry. However, we saw last night another
$200 put forward by way of tax from the Liberal Party
on top of that. Ms Crozier was somewhat scathing of
Mr Leane in that she implied he did not want to know
or care about the impact of this on local hospitals in his
area. In fact it is the minister who has held back this
report for months and months now. Access to that
report would have allowed Mr Leane to not only know
it but to form his own view on it.
That did not stop Mr Finn, of course, who said that he
guaranteed this was going to have a devastating impact
on hospitals but admitted that he had not read the
report. That really brings us to what is going on here.
We have moved beyond, as far as the Liberal Party is
concerned, questions of rationality, questions of
information, questions of empiricism, and it is now just
all about belief. That is why, if you are like Mr Finn,
and if you are amusing enough and loud enough, you
will get people to go along with you, even the members
of his own party who fundamentally do not believe
what Mr Finn says about there being no global
warming. There are plenty of members on Mr Finn’s
side who know the impact that climate change is
having, and yet they went along with the act that we
just saw from Mr Finn.
Mr Finn talked about former Prime Minister Paul
Keating, but he did not talk about John Hewson, of
course, the man who proposed a great big tax on
everything. Mr O’Brien said, ‘At least he took it to an
election’. The Greens took the carbon price to every
election since 1996. I know because I was with Bob
Brown when he launched it for that election. That led to
the claim by Mr Finn that it was all over for the Greens
and we had peaked. It is the same claim made at every
single election that I have ever been involved in, and at
every one of those elections, guess what? The Greens
vote went up. Before we come back to the Council in
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August there will be another election. It is called the
Melbourne by-election.
Mr Finn defied me to find someone who backs the
carbon tax. In fact only 12.5 per cent of Liberals do,
according to recent polling, so he has been spending his
time at branch meetings, but 20 per cent of those same
Liberal voters do not support the repeal of the carbon
tax, which is an interesting dilemma for Mr Finn to deal
with after the election. I think that is enough. I could go
on. I thank the house for its time to debate this motion.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Department of the Legislative Council: report
2010–11
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the annual report of the Department of the
Legislative Council, but realistically what I will speak
on is the reference it contains to former members. I use
this as an opportunity to speak about the life and times
of the late Burwyn Davidson, who served in this
chamber and who passed away recently.
At times during condolences in this house I have said
that many of us have never met some of these former
members of Parliament. Burwyn served in this house
from the election in October 1988 until the election in
1996. He was a member for the last four years of the
Cain and Kirner Labor governments, and for the first
three and a half years of the Kennett-McNamara
coalition government. Burwyn passed away at the age
of 69. While I never served with him in Parliament, I
had the privilege of working with Burwyn in a vast
array of Labor Party-related activities during the years
he was a member of Parliament and also the years
before he was a member of Parliament.
Burwyn came to the Parliament from a position in the
trade union movement. He had been, of all things, an
officer in a trade union about which we do not hear
anymore because it was a union that disappeared as a
result of amalgamation, the United Sales
Representatives and Commercial Travellers Guild of
Australia, which represented people who would go
around selling things — probably better known these
days as call centre operators. That union amalgamated
with the Federated Storemen and Packers Union of
Australia to form the National Union of Workers.
Burwyn was very much a part of that union. He was on
its committee of management for many years, and
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Mr Pakula and Ms Pulford both worked with him on
the committee of management for the union of which
they were officials.
Burwyn was elected to this place as a member for
Chelsea Province. When one reads his inaugural speech
from 1988 one understands that he was a very
uncomplicated Labor man. The things that mattered to
Burwyn were essentially jobs, education, health and
public transport. Those were the sorts of issues about
which Burwyn spoke. He was seen around the
Parliament for many years before he was elected as a
member. He was senior vice-president of the Victorian
branch of the Labor Party for a number of years; he was
a member of the ALP disputes tribunal and he chaired
the central preselection panel for a number of years.
He was very much an organisational man and spent a
lot of time mentoring younger people. He was an
uncomplicated Labor man. He loved the labour
movement and the trade union movement and would do
all the work that he could. In his inaugural speech he
noted that up until the election of the Cain government
in 1982 there had only been nine years of a Labor
government in the history of Victoria. He lamented that
a couple of those were in coalition with the then
Country Party — but I am probably getting a tad
partisan at this juncture for this particular day.
Burwyn loved fishing and had a passion for live music.
An article in the Age of 11 June 1995 states:
Looking a little like a Chicago enforcer, a shadowy figure
was seen traipsing through state Parliament’s car park late
Wednesday carrying a guitar case. It turned out to be Labor
MP Burwyn Davidson, balladeer for Chelsea Province, who
explained later that there had been a jam session in Theo
Theophanous’s office to mark the last sitting day of the upper
house. ‘A singalong and a few yarns with the boys’, he trilled.

On our side now we are spoilt by Mr Elasmar providing
us with a wonderful spread of Lebanese food on our
last day, but obviously that last sitting day tradition has
existed for a while. That was Burwyn through and
through. He was a team player; he was a Labor man,
and he loved doing that. It was interesting that when
Mr Tarlamis spoke in his members statement yesterday
about the funeral service for Burwyn, he noted that at
the end of the service there was live music. That is what
Burwyn loved; that is what he had done for many years
after he served in Parliament and it was something that
was a legacy for the future from him to young people.
Burwyn did an enormous amount to keep the Labor
Party going. He worked to get Labor elected and to
make the party organisation work. He was a foundation
member of the first Labor Party branch in Mulgrave,
which was set up at a time when Sir Billy Snedden had
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been the Liberal bastion for years. Burwyn established
one of the first Labor branches in the area to get a
presence. It was a critical seat going forward after
federal intervention in Victoria, a seat that Labor
needed in order to win back federal government. That
was Burwyn’s life.
I pay tribute to a great Labor man who has passed on.
He was a shadow minister in this place for roads and
ports for a number of years but will probably be best
remembered for the work he did in the Labor Party,
building the organisation and mentoring younger
people, and in his post-parliamentary years he
cultivated live music as something that added passion,
life and soul to his community. In paying tribute to
Burwyn, I say that I also knew his wife, June, and his
son John well. He will be missed.

Victorian Law Reform Commission:
guardianship report
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I
will speak on the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s
final report on guardianship. This is a hefty report; in
fact there are more than 600 pages and
440 recommendations. In 2009 the former government
requested that the VLRC look into guardianship and
make a very careful analysis of it, and that is exactly
what has happened over a period of time. It is very
pleasing to see this report finally released and to go
through its recommendations. Obviously I will not have
a chance to go through all of its recommendations in
the 5 minutes allocated to me today; however, I intend
to speak on this report again in the future, because it
contains many elements that need to be commented on
and looked at in detail.
Term of reference 1.8 at page 5 of the report states:
The commission was also asked to consider appropriate
interaction between the G&A act —

the Guardianship and Administration Act 1986 —
and other relevant laws that deal with substitute decision
making, or circumstances in which substitute decision making
might be needed, including the:
Instruments Act 1958 (Vic.)
Mental Health Act 1986 (Vic.)
Disability Act 2006 (Vic.)
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 (Vic.)
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Act 1997 (Vic.)
Medical Treatment Act 1988 (Vic.).
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Dealing with those particular pieces of legislation is a
fairly arduous task. That said, it is very important to
note how well this report was received by the
Attorney-General, Robert Clark. In a media release of
Wednesday, 18 April, he states:
The report rightly recognises that decision-making capacity is
not an all-or-nothing concept. People with impaired
decision-making capacity may be fully capable of making
some types of decision themselves, while needing various
levels of help with other decisions and activities.

In this place where we are all fairly articulate, literate
and have every understanding of where to go to seek
information, we often forget how difficult it is for the
more vulnerable members of our community to try to
get appropriate help and support when they need it. As
Robert Clark said, people who can live quite
comfortably and manage in the community can be
vulnerable in some areas, and it is important to know
that there is a safety net to help and support them, so I
am very pleased to see in this report a section about
accountability and safeguards. I believe that, if this
report and its recommendations are to have viability
into the future, there must be accountability and
safeguards. After all, we are dealing with some of the
most vulnerable people in our community.
At point 68 of the executive summary on page xxviii
the report states:
The commission is aware of increasing community concerns
about abuse of vulnerable people in the community and the
misuse of substitute decision-making powers. There is a need
to strengthen accountability mechanisms in guardianship
laws.

This is a particularly pertinent issue to be addressing in
this place at this time. We only need look at the great
work done by the Minister for Community Services,
Ms Wooldridge, in the disability sector, in mental
health and throughout the community services portfolio
to see just how much work has been done, particularly
on the issue of vulnerable children within our
community. I note the work done by the minister in
commissioning Philip Cummins to produce the
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry
report.
As a result of that work, the minister has put significant
funding towards vulnerable children and programs to
prevent them from being abused. That was an
immediate reaction, which is very good. I am running
out of time to speak on the guardianship report, but
when I have another opportunity to speak on it I will
talk about the role of the public advocate.
Minister Wooldridge is very supportive of the public
advocate, and Colleen Pearce and her team are to be
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commended on the work they do. I meet with them
personally on a regular basis. Rosemary Barker,
Colleen Pearce and the team do a phenomenal job. I
will speak about this report at a later stage.

Auditor-General: Annual Plan 2012–13
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) Annual Plan 2012–13. It is the role of the
Auditor-General’s office to monitor and audit the
performance of the public sector in relation to
accountability and transparency for the people of
Victoria. I have read and spoken about many VAGO
reports from across the public sector, and I must admit
the one thing that impresses me is the utter disregard by
VAGO to curry political favour or pander to politicians
who are currently in office, no matter what their
political ideology. VAGO’s parliamentary reports are
generally of an excellent standard and are arguably the
truest financial and performance accounts of the state of
play in the Victorian public sector.
The Annual Plan 2012–13 foreshadows changes to the
coming audit program by forecasting financial and
performance audits of agencies. This will enable
agencies to put in place a proper management and audit
process prior to VAGO’s audit. This is sensible and
gives agencies the opportunity to improve their
reporting mechanism and to engage more
constructively with VAGO’s audit processes. There are
times when momentous and catastrophic events have
laid waste lives and properties in Victoria. When
disasters occur the people of Victoria do not bother
about budget blow-outs or previously projected
financial outcomes for some of our emergency services
agencies so long as these additional moneys are
expended for the relief of suffering fellow Victorians.
As we all know, the Victorian Auditor-General is an
independent officer of the Victorian Parliament, and we
and the public of Victoria have been well served by his
fearless, without-favour and honest appraisal of how
well or otherwise the government of the day is
travelling.

Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak once again on the Legislative Council’s
Environment and Planning References Committee’s
report on its inquiry into environmental design and
public health in Victoria, which was released in May. I
am so dismayed at the conduct of my colleagues from
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the opposition party during this inquiry that I feel a lot
of material needs to be placed on record in this house. It
is important to note the activity around the very
important reference given by this chamber. The inquiry
was an opportunity lost and time and resources were
squandered, and the people of Victoria need to know
about it.
I will pick up the thread from where I left off in my last
account of this shambles, when I focused on the
jaundiced approach taken by the chair of the committee,
Gayle Tierney, in terms of how she concocted visits
and incorporated case studies into the body of the report
that provided an improved public profile and — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mrs Kronberg has described Ms Tierney’s
action as jaundiced. She has described a fellow member
of this chamber in those terms. I would say that is a
reflection and she should do that only by substantive
motion, so I ask you to rule accordingly.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, Acting
President, describing an action is not a reflection on a
member; it is a reflection on conduct. That comment is
substantiated in full by the fact that there were
50 divisions on 34 recommendations, which certainly
indicates that a very jaundiced approach was taken to a
very important report.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Mrs Peulich cannot debate the point of order.
Mrs Kronberg.
Mrs KRONBERG — I am sorry, Acting President,
I did not hear your last ruling. I have not taken a point
of order; I am awaiting your ruling.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Mrs Kronberg to continue.
Mrs KRONBERG — Thank you very much,
Acting President. I appreciate your approach to the
ruling.
What is really important for this house and the people
of Victoria to understand is that the time and the
resources of a committee were used for the distinct and
direct political advantage of the committee chair. The
bald facts stand for themselves. They are that site visits
were conducted within the electorate of the chair, and I
feel that the political dividend, the public profile, the
support of local government and the attention of the
community in general benefited the chair, not the
committee’s deliberations as a whole. In fact the
examples that are enshrined in the case studies in the
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report are poor examples and proof positive that this
was a waste of time.
As an extension of that, when we talk about case
studies in and around the city of Greater Geelong and
the Norlane-Corio area, we need to point to something
which led the committee into political quicksand. At
this point it is worth incorporating some of the text
from the minority report. It talks about difficult political
issues and states:
… such as those confronted the committee following a visit to
the so-called ‘Kingston green wedge’ were conveniently
sanitised and simply left without any meaningful comment or
recommendation.

This is important. It is about what is not said. The report
continues:
This silence is a matter of concern given that previous
10 years of Labor inaction on this issue which continues to
see thousands of affected residents still suffering negative
impact on their health and amenity. Labor and Greens MPs,
who were initially reluctant to visit the site, were unmoved by
the consequences of Labor’s green wedge legislation imposed
over an atypical and non-conforming area which suffers from
land use conflicts locked into place by Labor’s legislation.

The people of Victoria need to know what a jaundiced,
skewed and inappropriate direction this committee set
off on. We did our very best to correct this by coming
up with reasonable recommendations.
For me, the fundamental responsibilities of being a
committee chair are to provide input from as wide a
cross-section of sources and examples as possible, to
display some objectivity and hear from wide, diverse
and perhaps deep sources. This report is proof positive
of how the Labor opposition, in spite of whatever is
said to its members, whatever proof or evidence is
presented to it, or however it reflects upon its dismal
track record, is still looking at life myopically. It is
almost as if it is looking at life through a drinking straw.
Frankly, the report contains a welter of support for
recommendations that Labor either did not deliver
when in government or made no decision to fund.
This new era of enlightenment that this report bears
testimony to is supported by the Labor opposition and
its bedfellows on the left, the non-government
members, the Greens, and what strange and
discomforting bedfellows are those Greens — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Department of the Legislative Council: report
2010–11
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Try following that! Like the Leader of the Opposition,
Mr Lenders, I want to make a comment about the
annual report of the Department of the Legislative
Council, in particular the fact sheet about former
members. I want to use this opportunity to make some
comments about a former member for Chelsea
Province between 1988 and 1996, Burwyn Eric
Davidson, and express my condolences to his family
for their loss.
I joined the Labor Party in 1987, some 25 years ago,
and one of the first — —
Mrs Peulich — You must have had short, short
trousers on.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am older than
Mrs Peulich thinks I am. In 1987 one of the first friends
I made in the Labor Party was another former member
of this place, Fred Van Buren, a former member for
Eumemmerring Province, who is someone Mrs Peulich
probably knows. Fred was a great friend of mine right
up until his sad and premature departure. Fred said to
me as a very young member of the party, ‘Mate, you’ve
got to get to know Burwyn Davidson’. You have to
know Fred! He said, ‘Burwyn is the secretary of Labor
Unity and you’ve got to get to know him’.
I have been back through some media clippings from
the early 1980s, and they show the central role that
Burwyn played in many of the arguments that were
going on inside the party about modernisation and
reform in the early years of the Hawke and Cain
governments. Burwyn, as a very influential person in
the party, played a very significant role in those
conversations.
I duly met Burwyn Davidson at Fred Van Buren’s
suggestion. Over the years our paths crossed many
times in numerous situations. Burwyn was a bloke who
had a very wide range of interests outside being a
member of Parliament. It is not well known by
everyone, but he played an enormous role in standing
up for the rights of commercial travellers and sales
representatives. The United Sales Representatives and
Commercial Travellers Guild of Australia was one of
the first unions that I joined in the late 1980s when I
was working in an outbound call centre while going
through university. Burwyn was someone who was
always very prominent as the vice-president of that
union, in union publications and in standing up for our
rights as members.
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Some time later, in 1993, when I became a full-time
official of the National Union of Workers, Burwyn was
on the committee of management of the NUW
following the amalgamation of the Federated Storemen
and Packers Union of Australia with the commercial
travellers guild. Once a month Burwyn and I would
spend a Wednesday evening together on the committee
of management and I saw firsthand Burwyn’s
commitment not just to the Labor Party but to the union
that we were both representatives of and to the rights of
commercial travellers and working people more
generally.
Burwyn was also incredibly passionate about music,
particularly folk music. He was well known for
bringing guitars along to events. I see Acting President
Tarlamis nodding in agreement. Burwyn was well
known not just as a raconteur but as a rambling man
and a song master. On more than one occasion he
regaled us with his not inconsiderable prowess as a
musician. I also recall him as a keen cook. I have
somewhere a politicians’ cookbook which Burwyn was
instrumental not just in producing but in promoting.
Burwyn was an interesting and significant figure in the
Victorian ALP throughout the 1980s and 1990s, a
strong contributor to this Parliament and someone who
was taken far too soon. I express my condolences to his
wife, June, his sons, John, Jason and Robert, and his
grandchildren, Kyle and Jessica. Vale Burwyn.

Auditor-General: Science and Mathematics
Participation Rates and Initiatives
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make some remarks on the Science and
Mathematics Participation Rates and Initiatives report
of June 2012 tabled by the Victorian Auditor-General.
But before doing so, I make the observation that
regrettably members are being forced to use statements
on reports to put on the public record statements about
their colleagues, in many instances parliamentary
colleagues who have served this Parliament. I know I
am digressing, but I think that is a poor reflection on
what this Parliament entitles us to do.
My own view is that every member of Parliament
deserves the respect of their colleagues making a few
remarks about them by way of a condolence motion on
their passing. It is a bit like the old communist regimes
where the length of your funeral was determined by
your status in the party, and if you were not a headline
party apparatchik, you were not entitled to a particularly
well-attended or long funeral. What I am trying to say
is that I think any member of Parliament who serves in
this place ought to have the opportunity of having their
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colleagues put some remarks on the public record as
part of a condolence motion rather than the current
practice of members acknowledging those who have
not served as ministers with 1 minute’s silence. If
members believe that is not consistent with an
egalitarian society, there is an opportunity to change
that in the future.
They do not need to be long dissertations. If a member
of Parliament had represented this place for 25 years,
but had never served as a minister, under the current
rules no member of Parliament would be entitled to
place on the record any remarks during a condolence
motion. I do not think that is consistent with our
egalitarian society, so hopefully there is an opportunity
at some point in time to change that. In relation to this
one, do you agree, Mr Leane?
Mr Leane — I do.
Mrs PEULICH — I am sure there are a couple of
points that we could agree on. The time has galloped
away.
The Auditor-General’s science and mathematics
participation rates and initiatives report is a very
important one for the future of Victoria and, of course,
for our young people. The science and mathematics
participation rates and initiatives audit was conducted
as part of the Auditor-General’s audit plan. The
objective was to assess the extent to which
departmental initiatives have improved student
participation and achievement in science and
mathematics. Regrettably the news is not flash, it is not
great, and I think it would be probably unsurprising to
many people who understand our education system.
The report finds that the department has not
succeeded — and when it says ‘the department’, it
means schools and teachers — in raising achievement
in science and mathematics or participation in the
enabling sciences. The enabling sciences are science,
technology, engineering and mathematics. The poor
enrolment for engineering and technology courses
means that we have a very substantial skills shortage
facing this state and this nation; and in particular it
excludes a lot of women, young women in particular,
who constitute only 19 per cent of the labour force in
the area of ICT, therefore they are missing out on
significant opportunities to secure good jobs in a
growth area because ICT is going to revolutionise
absolutely everything that we do and every single
sphere of activity.
This is a very important report. It finds that students at
the middle school level were often disengaged and did
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not follow through with many of these subjects, except
mathematics, which is obviously upscaled at Victorian
certificate of education in order to enhance entry. I
believe the problem stems from primary school
education. There is no collection of comprehensive data
to assist students with their workforce decision making,
so it is important that we introduce some programs to
turn these trends around. Our future depends on it.
I am pleased to see the department has accepted all the
recommendations in a devolved environment and
obviously in the context of available resources. It
intends to establish performance measures for science
and maths education, including data to measure
progress and success, and that is going to be critical to
our future. Importantly we need to continue to improve
ICT skills across the science and mathematics teacher
workforce to better support teachers to integrate ICT
into the curriculum. I intend to continue with this
contribution at a future point in time.

Victorian Multicultural Commission: report
2010–11
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Multicultural Commission
report for 2010–11. Since its introduction in 1983 the
Victorian Multicultural Commission, a Labor initiative,
has been providing opportunities and services to a
culturally, linguistically and religiously diverse society.
It is a well-known fact that Melbourne houses one of
the most cosmopolitan and cultured lifestyles in the
country. The city is known for its diverse choices in
foods, cultures and festivals, and these need to be
celebrated. It is these cultures that make Melbourne
what it is today.
The Victorian Multicultural Commission ensures that
people from different cultural backgrounds have equal
opportunity to access government services. The
objectives on the commission’s website are to promote:
full participation by Victoria’s diverse communities in the
social, cultural, economic and political life of Victoria
…
unity, understanding, mutual respect and harmony among
Victoria’s diverse communities
cooperation between bodies concerned with multicultural
affairs and diversity.

The final one is:
to encourage all of Victoria’s diverse communities to retain
and express their social identity and cultural inheritance.
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The vast majority of what has been established not only
in this state but around the country has been as a result
of the work that migrants have contributed to the cities
that they now call home. The commission offers advice
on multicultural affairs and citizenship issues in the
state. Like so many established organisations across the
state, the commission’s success in delivering important
services to the community would not be possible
without the valuable contribution of its dedicated staff. I
congratulate those staff on their dedication and
performance and on their tireless work throughout
2010–11.
During that period the Victorian Multicultural
Commission also supported 1800 Victorian community
groups from many different cultural, linguistic and faith
backgrounds through its community grants program.
Community groups play a significant role in not only
the community but also the wellbeing of the lives of
those who participate. The more funding that is made
available to these groups, the greater the opportunity
they will have to merge with more established groups
and create a more inviting and sociable community for
all to become involved in and celebrate cultural
diversity.
I note that the commission was able to increase its
funding to the multicultural senior citizens
organisational support grant by 40 per cent. Over
700 multicultural senior citizens groups across the state
have benefited from this grant, which will add to their
already established community programs and activities
that will enhance the lives of many Victorians who
unfortunately are isolated or dislocated in society due to
their cultural or language barriers. The commission also
has buildings and facilities improvement grants,
education program grants, strengthening multicultural
communities grants, multifaith-interfaith grants,
multicultural festivals and events, senior citizens
organisational support grants and organisational support
grants.
While reporting on the Victorian Multicultural
Commission, I also mention the success each year in
the state of Cultural Diversity Week. This festival ran
its 10th anniversary festival this year and recognises the
advantages multiculturalism and different languages
and faiths bring to our state. Each year many Victorians
get involved, including Victorian school students,
ethnic groups and local councils, which is truly great to
see.
Integrated communities are vital to the state of Victoria
for not only community development but also its
members. I congratulate the Victorian Multicultural
Commission on its efforts in supporting and nurturing
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the state’s multicultural community. I commend this
report to the house.

Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I rise speak on
the inquiry into environmental design and public health
in Victoria. I wish to raise issues contained within the
report rather than the sorts of concerns raised in
previous contributions from members of the committee
in relation to the final determination of the report. In
essence the report raises some significant and important
issues that we should as a government respond to, and I
look forward to the government’s response to those
recommendations.
I understand there is a fair bit of blood-letting in
relation to the final determination of recommendations
in the report and, as suggested, the 50-odd divisions
within the minority report. However, I will respond to
some of the important issues that I believe culminated
in both the public health issues and the environmental
design that this inquiry was about. I make mention of
this because I note that part of the report deals with
crime. As chair of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee, I note a new reference tabled in Parliament
this week asks the committee to look at crime
prevention in relation to local government planning and
design, so the work this committee has done has some
relevance to this new inquiry it is going to embark on.
Some of the important issues I want to highlight within
this report include the references to obesity, the
epidemic of diabetes in this country, the proliferation of
fast-food outlets and those that are taking advantage of
what I call ‘easy food’. Throughout the report reference
is made to allowing open space in the landscaping of
new housing developments. I drive through Armstrong
Creek daily, and I believe we are creating another
Hoppers Crossing or Point Cook.
Mr Elsbury — Point Cook!
Mr RAMSAY — I said Hoppers Crossing or Point
Cook. It was in one breath, but I will take guidance
from my parliamentary colleague Andrew Elsbury and
will refer only to Point Cook, where there appears to
have been a lack of judgement in relation to open space,
green space, trees and a general environment where
people can get out, exercise and smell the roses and
fresh air. That is important, because in the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee’s previous reference it
found an increase in antisocial behaviour where those
environmental designs were not available, particularly
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in new housing estates. Without open space there tends
to be antisocial behaviour. Without the opportunity to
exercise we are increasing the rate of obesity and
diabetes. Without light and green we are also creating
the tendency for antisocial behaviour.
I also note that the report talks about the increase in the
number of alcohol retail outlets. Our committee looked
at the increase in antisocial behaviour, particularly
within a 50-metre circumference of these outlets. I am
pleased to see, despite the difficulties in getting
bipartisan support for the recommendations, that there
are a number of good outcomes in the report in relation
to both public health and environmental design. The
government could consider this as part of the process of
opening up more land for residential use, given that I
see the Minister for Planning is in the house as I speak.
On that basis, this report and the drugs and crime
prevention inquiry into crime prevention and local
government planning will play an important role in how
we develop residential housing lots in the future.

VicRoads: report 2010–11
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I want to
make some remarks on the VicRoads 2010–11 annual
report. First of all, I acknowledge the contribution that
has been made not only to this report but to VicRoads
generally by its CEO, Gary Liddle, and by its chief
operating officer, Bruce Gidley.
In the report for 2010–11 it is very pleasing to read
some of the statistics. In 2012 Victoria saw its lowest
road toll on record, with 288 fatalities. Of these, 172
were in rural Victoria. The number of serious injuries
was 4946, which was 1305 fewer than in 2009. These
statistics are far too high, but they are in fact the lowest
on record.
There were 76 fatalities in northern Victoria, which
means that northern Victoria had 26 per cent of the
fatalities for the 2010–11 year. This is not a pleasing
statistic at all. As a member representing the electorate
of Northern Victoria Region, it is very distressing and
disturbing to see such a high number of fatalities in the
region. The number of serious injuries for my electorate
was 1009, which is nearly a fifth of the total for the
entire state and again a disturbingly high number which
we would like to see decrease. I am sure I speak for all
members of this chamber when I say we want to see the
road toll and the number of serious injuries resulting
from car crashes reduced.
All the fatalities and serious injuries are very distressing
for the people involved. A serious injury to or a death
of a family member or loved one has a lifelong effect
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on a family. A serious injury from a road crash may
have a lifelong impact on the affected person, who may
not be able to work or do the job they have always
done. It may leave them with chronic pain or a
disability and seriously curtail their capacity to enjoy
life.
Moving on to road system development, it is very
pleasing to see that major works have been completed
on the Goulburn Valley Nagambie bypass in my
electorate. It is a road that I use all the time going to and
coming from Shepparton. Whilst the speed restrictions
that are part of those roadworks can be frustrating when
driving, it is great to see the Nagambie bypass, which is
a $222 million partnership project between the state and
commonwealth governments, taking trucks and through
traffic away from the Nagambie town centre.
A substantial part of my electorate comprises the food
bowl of Victoria, with around 25 per cent of the total
value of Victoria’s agricultural production generated in
the area. The completed bypass will support the
significant food processing and agriculture industry that
uses the Hume Highway every day to transport goods
to Melbourne to make sure that they get to the domestic
and international markets. More than 1900 trucks travel
through Nagambie’s town centre each day, with road
freight likely to double over the next 30 years. The
bypass will support industry and improve safety and
enjoyment for people living in and visiting that region.
I wanted to talk briefly about the safer road users
programs, but I will have to refer members to the
report.

Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I rise
this evening to discuss the Environment and Planning
References Committee report entitled Inquiry into
Environmental Design and Public Health in Victoria. I
have already spoken at some length about this report,
and today I would just like to focus on a few points that
were made in that particular report.
While the report itself was quite vigorous in the
language that was used to give a reason that Victoria
should move towards a greater housing density, that
conviction was not conveyed in the actual
recommendations that were brought down. Indeed it
was skirted around quite successfully by the opposition
majority members of the committee. Instead we have a
half-baked idea of encouraging greater density rather
than enforcing an ideological bent towards cramming
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as many people as possible into an area without any
consideration for the amenity of any of the new
developments that are occurring in Victoria. Some very
strong language was used. In trying to justify this
particular ideal the report says:
In Melbourne, the high density residential patterns of the 19th
century inner city created an urban environment that was
walkable and connected by public transport. However from
the mid-20th century in Australia, the trend has shifted to
cities that are low density and/or decentralised, with separated
land uses and arterial and cul-de-sac based street designs. 280

The footnote reference says:
280

P. Newman, ‘Re-imagining the Australian suburb
seminar’, presentation to Royal Melbourne Institute of
Technology, Melbourne, 18 October 2005 …

The reason people moved out into suburbs was that
they did not want to live next to factories. They did not
want to live next to where they worked. The industrial
capacity of Melbourne basically allowed them to move
out further from the city, and the fact that public
transport expanded and there was personal transport
through cars allowed people to move away from their
place of work where they spent the majority of their
time. In many instances there were health effects
related to being so close to a factory, such as respiratory
problems et cetera.
There has been a change in that Victorians and people
across the world want to live near where they work.
This is a major part of changing the face of Melbourne.
This report has completely ignored the fact that the
market is driving a push towards greater density.
Inevitably land prices will increase. Out in my neck of
the woods you used to be able to pick up a decent-sized
block of land for about $99 000. Some people will scoff
at that because they would have got one much cheaper
than that less than 15 years ago. Nowadays you are
looking at between $150 000 and $200 000 for a similar
sized block. The market is expanding and the cost of
having a backyard has got beyond some people, and
that is why greater density developments are now being
marketed.
The City of Wyndham has its town centre project and
the City of Brimbank has its enlightened Sunshine
Rising projects. One of the leaders in this area is the
City of Hobsons Bay, which back in 2006 released a
vision for the Pier Street precinct. That was scoffed at
by most people because it involved higher density,
high-rise development, but at the moment there is a
dirty great big crane in the middle of Pier Street helping
to build two additional high-density developments to
accommodate the market that wants to move into that
style of accommodation.
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Between 2006 and 2011 the city of Melbourne had a
population increase — that is, the numbers of people
living in the city — of 26.5 per cent, which shows there
is a gradual move towards this type of lifestyle. There
are concerns about that style of living which I will raise
at a later date.

Department of Transport: report 2010–11
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I
wish to speak on the annual report of the Department of
Transport for 2010–11. I want to concentrate on an
interesting section of the report headed ‘Victorian
Railway Crossing Safety Steering Committee’. It states:
The Victorian Railway Crossing Safety Steering Committee
(VRCSSC) was established in 2005 to advise and make
recommendations to the Minister for Public Transport on the
policy directions, management and standards for road and
pedestrian crossings in Victoria.
The committee is chaired by DOT with representatives from
VicTrack, Victoria Police, VicRoads, V/Line and the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV). Transport Safety
Victoria (TSV) maintains ‘observer’ status on the steering
committee.

As I said, the steering committee was established to
make recommendations to the minister about safety
around railway crossings. It is an interesting topic and a
very important one. The report states:
There were no road level crossing motor vehicle/train crash
fatalities in Victoria during 2010–11.

That is absolutely fantastic considering these are very
dangerous parts of our road network.
Some of the advice given by the committee to the
minister is about which particular level crossings
should undergo grade separation. I am not sure whether
the committee gave any advice around a certain
crossing in Brighton; I would be surprised if it advised
that the crossing should be taken out. However, the
committee highlighted some very important level
crossings that need to be addressed.
In Eastern Metropolitan Region some significant work
has been done around grade separation at level
crossings. The Middleborough Road level crossing
received a grade separation a number of years ago, and
it was a successful operation. It was a huge operation
when you consider the work was done over a period of
up to four weeks. They tried to get it done over the
Christmas and New Year period when the rail system
was quiet. The amount of work done before that month
of intensive labour was huge. It involved consultation
with the people who lived locally and also businesses,
and there was a lot of planning around the project.
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Middleborough Road was an interesting project. I had a
look at it a couple of times. It was amazing to see the
amount of earth that had to be moved and the number
of workers in such a small space.
The other recent successful grade separation in Eastern
Metropolitan Region was the Springvale Road grade
separation. The Bracks and Brumby governments and
the federal government invested a lot of funds in that
particular project.
Mr Lenders — Two good governments.
Mr LEANE — Yes, two good governments. That
has made an amazing difference to the journey down
Springvale Road. The Springvale Road–Maroondah
Highway intersection used to be labelled as one of the
worst intersections in the Melbourne metropolitan area.
The biggest issue with that intersection was the level
crossing, because the traffic down Springvale Road
banked up and it caused all sorts of nightmares there.
Since the grade separation, which was championed by
the member for Mitcham in the other place at the time,
Tony Robinson, who was a very good member, there
has been a change to the area. It has been a fantastic
project.
I know the government has promised a number of other
grade separations. I understand some funding has been
allocated for Rooks and Mitcham roads because the
grade separation was promised for this term of
government. I would be very surprised if that
commitment is fulfilled, despite the funding. A number
of other grade separations have been promised which
have no funding attached to them, and they will
definitely not be completed within this term of
government.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Water: authority dividends
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Treasurer, Mr Wells. The Thomson
Dam was built in 1984. It took many years before the
dam was full. As far as I am aware, from my reading of
the Melbourne Water annual report, it has still not been
completely paid for; there are still debt levels there. I
draw the Treasurer’s attention to the Department of
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Sustainability and Environment’s description of the
desalination plant:
When the Victorian desalination plant starts making
high-quality drinking water from seawater, we will have a
guaranteed water supply even in years of drought.

I also quote for the Treasurer’s attention a press release
from the Minister for Water dated 19 June when he
said, amongst other things:
Advice from the consortium building the desalination plant
indicates commissioning will begin in August, with full
payments expected to begin in February 2013.

I also draw the Treasurer’s attention to the Premier’s
website and a PricewaterhouseCoopers report dated
28 February 2011, which details the payments to be
made for the desalination plant. In short, on a February
starting date for the payments, it means that 215 days of
the next financial year at $1.79 million a day will not
need to be paid, which is $385 million. If you add that
to the 195 days of the current financial year that will not
need to be paid of $349 million, the desalination plant
is coming in at $734 million under budget.
The reason I have raised this matter concerns the big
debate at the moment about how this $734 million
under budget for the desalination plant is being
accounted for. The Minister for Water and the Premier
are clearly confused in that they say there is no
dividend. They refuse to define a dividend, and they do
not say in which year the dividend is being paid.
The action I seek from the Treasurer is for him to
clearly outline what the dividend is this year for
Melbourne Water, City West Water, South East Water
and Yarra Valley Water. Is the dividend unchanged at
65 per cent of profit for those organisations for the
2011–12 and the 2012–13 years? If it has changed,
where has that change been reported other than
cryptically in a press release or in media statements by
the Premier and the Minister for Water?
What I am seeking from the Treasurer is some clarity.
The government’s own documents on the Premier’s
website say without question that $734 million of
desalination payments will not need to be paid. We
have a dividend policy that has not changed; it says that
65 per cent of the profit from Melbourne Water and the
other water retailers will go to government as a
dividend.
We have not had the Treasurer come out and define
what the dividend will be. We know that dividends
have gone from $300 million to $700 million in the
budget papers. What I seek from the Treasurer is some
clarity as to exactly what the dividend is, whether the
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policy has changed and whether the verbal statements
of the Premier and the written statements of the
Minister for Water are accurate. I urge him to put the
information on the website quickly so Victorians know
what happened to the $734 million under budget for the
desal.

Girl Guides Victoria: academy
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Youth Affairs, Ryan Smith, and it concerns a recent
statement he made about girl guides. I would like to
commend the minister for allocating $5 million to Girl
Guides Victoria and Scouts Victoria. It provides huge
recognition of the valuable work that the girl guides and
scouts do with young people in leadership roles in
Victoria. The minister also recently allocated an
additional $280 000 to fund a volunteer program aimed
at recruiting people from multicultural backgrounds to
guiding, which is to be commended. Awareness of Girl
Guides Victoria is important for people who are newly
arrived to this state and might not have a great idea
about what activities are available for youths. Girl
Guides Victoria is such a worthwhile organisation, and
this grant will encourage people to be part of it.
The $280 000 is going to be used to determine why
people from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds are participating in guiding and why they
are not. Once the minister has this evidence, policies
will be able to be put into place to encourage people to
participate more. I was particularly pleased to see that
the minister has created a Girl Guides Academy. This
will allow for the mentoring of young people into the
future. It will build upon a healthy organisation, and I
think people from multicultural groups will get a great
deal out of belonging to the girl guides. I will be
interested in watching the outcome of this funding.
The action that I seek is for the minister to provide a
reward for the graduate volunteers from this academy
in Southern Metropolitan Region. I think it would be a
good opportunity to reward the people in this area who
have participated. People in Southern Metropolitan
Region would be pleased to know how successful this
program has been.

Frankston Primary School: refurbishment
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education. I am seeking urgent action with regard to
the refurbishment of the existing facilities at Frankston
Primary School. When it comes to education in the
Frankston area, Frankston Primary School has a strong
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history. Established in 1874, Frankston Primary School
is the oldest school in the district and has a wealth of
history preserved in its Old School House Museum.
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much-needed refurbishment of the existing facilities at
Frankston Primary School without delay.

Sunshine Football Club: ministerial visit
The previous member for Frankston, Alistair Harkness,
secured a commitment from the previous Labor
government for a $500 000 refurbishment of
classrooms that were built 70 years ago. The
refurbishment would deliver a physical environment
where active student-centred learning could take place.
Flexible, functional spaces would be created that would
support contemporary learning and modern teaching
practices. This would provide greater flexibility for
educators to encourage active student-centred learning
activities in groups or individually and employ teaching
approaches such as inquiry and project-based learning,
creative expression and hands-on investigation. It
would also allow unlimited access to ICT. All of these
things are difficult to achieve in an outdated classroom
that was built in the 1940s.
In the past three years the school has spent over
$100 000 on maintenance, replacing windows, funding
structural repairs to the collapsing roofline and
financing a roof refurbishment. The
$500 000 refurbishment project that was committed to
by the previous Labor government would have
delivered a new learning centre on level 2 that would
have enhanced teaching and learning outcomes. It
would have delivered specialised learning zones with
moveable walls and doors, along with interior
refurbishments. It would have allowed for the
demolition of the boiler room and for it to be replaced
with an environmental heating and cooling system
capable of regulating the temperature of all rooms in
the building.
The current classrooms simply do not meet the needs of
students and do not allow for the implementation of the
effective schools model, which aims to distribute
leadership, develop a team approach to teaching and
foster collaborative professional learning. It is
incumbent upon the government to provide the physical
workplace infrastructure and appropriate remuneration
for dedicated and professional teachers to achieve the
performance requirements that the government expects.
The conditions that the teachers and students are
expected to accept at Frankston Primary School simply
do not meet their educational needs.
While the government has unfortunately abandoned the
former Labor government’s building program, it should
not walk away from schools in need that were allocated
funding by the previous government. I therefore ask the
Minister for Education, Martin Dixon, to commit to the

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter this evening for the attention of the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, Hugh Delahunty. I am sure
the minister would be aware, as most members of the
house are, of the importance of Australian Rules
football to communities in the western suburbs. Tonight
I refer to a visit I made recently to the Sunshine
Football Club at the Kinder Smith Reserve in
Braybrook.
I point out to the minister that the Sunshine Football
Club was established in 1959 and has occupied the
Kinder Smith Reserve since 1962. It is situated in
Braybrook, which is Victoria’s second-most
disadvantaged suburb. The club delivers a structured
sporting environment to teach football and life skills to
local kids. It does a great job of doing so. The main
purpose of the club is to deliver health and social
benefits to the Braybrook and Sunshine communities. It
has 900-plus members and is the largest sports club in
the broader Braybrook and Sunshine area. It is the only
football club with a full complement of junior teams.
The junior participation rate has been growing by 5 to
10 per cent annually for the past three to four years.
Currently the club organises two weekly Auskick
sessions and fields under-9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 16 and
18 teams, under-12 girls teams, reserves, seniors and
AFL masters. The club competes in division 1 of the
Western Region Football League. As members can see,
it is a club which has quite a bearing on the local
community and a considerable impact on the football
community of the western suburbs.
Demographic changes forecast in the Sunshine and
Braybrook areas indicate we will see a doubling in the
number of children under 12 years of age in the region
in the next 10 or so years. Those are the figures
according to Maribyrnong City Council research. So
there is a challenge for a club such as Sunshine Football
Club in keeping up with the demand to provide the
service it has provided for so long — certainly since
1959. It is a challenge to provide young people in
Braybrook and Sunshine with an outlet and a way of
showing that they want to belong to the community —
basically to keep them out of trouble.
I ask the minister to join me and again visit Sunshine
Football Club to meet with president Bas Tensen, the
committee and the local community. Whilst we are
there he might also like to meet with Albion Football
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Club members, who need lights at their ground as they
want to play some night games to get some extra
revenue, which might be a good thing as well. These
clubs are certainly important for our local western
suburbs community, and I invite the minister to join
me.
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school council at Woodend Primary School. This is not
the first time I have attended this primary school. In fact
I have attended twice in as many months, and my son
attended this school. I have to say the standard of
education provided by the dedicated staff is very well
regarded in this community and supported by an active
school council.

Horsham College: redevelopment
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Education, Martin Dixon, and is in relation
to Horsham College. Last Tuesday and Wednesday I
had several meetings with key stakeholders in the
Wimmera, and in particular in Horsham, Stawell, the
Pyrenees and other parts of the Southern Grampians.
The issue of the Horsham College campus
redevelopment kept coming up in discussions, not just
in terms of this being a key education project in the
region but in respect of economic development in the
region.
As we know, many regional towns are seeking new
people to join their communities. The town of Horsham
has a skills crisis on its hands in certain areas, but there
is a serious prospect for economic growth in the area,
particularly with the expansion of the mineral sands
project and a number of other initiatives that are taking
place. As we know, when families are looking at
relocating they look at employment prospects but also
schooling in the local area. I would never want to talk
down Horsham College; it is an excellent school with
fantastic teachers, but they are working in difficult
circumstances. There are 1100 students at the campus.
It is the largest school in the Wimmera, and it provides
a number of specialist programs not just for Horsham
but for the region.
Therefore the action I seek this evening is that the
minister re-examine the funding of Horsham College.
The community was absolutely shocked at not
receiving the money it thought was going to receive in
the last budget. I also seek that the local member for
Lowan in the other place, the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, Hugh Delahunty, stand up in cabinet and
ensure that the voices of Horsham are heard and that
there will be opportunity for economic growth and
serious educational prospects for not only children
living in Horsham today but also those who will live
there in the future.

Woodend Primary School: maintenance
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
matter is for the Minister for Education, Martin Dixon.
On Monday of this week I attended a meeting of the

The council has expressed its concern about
maintenance issues at the school. Unfortunately — and
the school council acknowledges this — over 11 years
of Labor’s neglect the school has fallen into disrepair.
This is not an uncommon story across the state. I
believe over 200 schools across the state are in need of
repair. It is a disgraceful Labor legacy of government
neglect and worse, in this region, as a result of lack of
representation over 11 years by the member for
Macedon in the other place, Joanne Duncan.
To help address this issue Minister Dixon has asked for
all schools to be audited in terms of their maintenance
requirements. The issues at Woodend primary are
around a dilapidated music room, weather damage to
guttering, drainage and trip hazards. The most recent
issue which has caused distress is that the already
unusable basketball court has had a goalpost collapse.
The court is now out of bounds and not to be used.
Fortunately it happened after-school hours.
Unfortunately the federal Labor government has not
made the situation any easier by its denial of Building
the Education Revolution money to this school.
Woodend Primary School did not qualify under that
process.
The action I seek is that Minister Dixon provide a time
frame for the results of the audit at the school and that a
time be arranged for the regional director to meet with
school council members and me to discuss options as
soon as possible.

Ageing: elder abuse
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the Minister for Ageing. I wish to raise a
matter that is particularly timely, given that last Friday,
15 June, was World Elder Abuse Awareness Day. On
that day I was pleased to attend the Seniors Rights
Victoria’s World Elder Abuse Awareness Day forum at
Victoria University. In a fact sheet on elder abuse
prepared by the Department of Health, elder abuse is
defined as:
… any action in a relationship of trust that results in harm to
an older person. Such harm can be physical, social, financial,
psychological or sexual and can include mistreatment and
neglect.
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Sadly, elder abuse is a significant problem in our
community, and the forum identified that between
2 and 6 per cent of our population are victims. This is
an important issue that has bipartisan support, so in that
spirit I welcome the fact that the Minister for Ageing, at
that forum, announced the new elder abuse guidelines. I
hope those guidelines will inform the work of health
professionals in this area.
However, the issue that I am concerned about this
evening is the lack of commitment to funding needed to
help resource awareness campaigns around the new
guidelines. Greater understanding is needed in the
community in order to help reduce elder abuse. The
previous government had committed $2.6 million over
three years towards the establishment of a free and
confidential telephone legal service provided by
Seniors Rights Victoria, and the previous government
also helped launch the original guidelines With Respect
to Age — 2009, to help professionals spot the signs of
abuse. An important part of that strategy involved
45 information sessions held throughout Victoria to
train health professionals including nurses, community
health workers and other health providers to identify
cases of abuse and respond to them.
In answer to a question last year, Minister Davis
referred to funding but did not give a specific figure,
and I am concerned that there is no specific funding
provided to do this kind of community awareness
raising and particularly professional education of
relevant health professionals. Therefore I call on the
Minister for Ageing to provide funding to enable new
and existing initiatives to be established to ensure
greater community awareness and education about
elder abuse through these new guidelines and also to
ensure that we can stamp out this dreadful abuse that is
occurring amongst senior Victorians.

Astor Theatre: future
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Premier in his capacity as
Minister for the Arts. It relates to the Astor Theatre on
the corner of Chapel Street and Dandenong Road in
St Kilda. I am a member of the Friends of the Astor
Association, and the objectives and purposes of the
association include:
To preserve, protect, and maintain the architectural heritage of
the Astor Theatre as Melbourne’s longest operating, purpose
built, single-screen cinema and to continue utilisation of the
building for its original purpose.
To showcase the Astor Theatre as a venue for the screening of
35-millimetre and 70-millimetre films and so provide
audiences with the opportunity to experience these original
formats in the digital age.
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People who have been to the Astor would know it is the
only place you can go to that regularly shows classic
films, both old and new, every night of the week. The
Astor has historical and social significance through its
association with the most important mass entertainment
of the 20th century, the cinema. The scale of the theatre
and the quality of its decoration evoke the popularity
and the glamour of the cinema as entertainment,
particularly during its heyday in the 1930s. The Astor,
with its modern design, spacious foyers and its many
original furnishings, objects and surviving early
signage, symbolises the suburban cinema experience
during the interwar years when cinema-going reached
its peak.
The Astor is also of historical and scientific
significance for its collection of fixtures, fittings and
movable objects, which assist in an understanding of
the history and development of film technology,
including the original screen threaded on its frame still
in situ, a 1929 Western Electric amplifier, an original
projector and original lighting rack. Anyone who has
been to the Astor Theatre would appreciate all of these
factors.
We have lost a lot of fabulous old cinemas: the Lumiere
in 2005, the Longford in 2001, the Trak in 2000, the
Carlton Movie House in 1999 and the Valhalla in 1996.
In the 1990s we nearly lost the Classic Cinema in
Elsternwick. I was a friend of the Classic Cinema, and
it was saved through the activities of that group.
I note that the member for Prahran also raised this issue
in the lower house last night. Had I not been
unavoidably detained, I would have raised this
adjournment matter last night. The community is very
concerned, with the owners of the theatre, St Michaels
Grammar School, which is next door, that this cinema
may be lost. My request to the Premier is that he
facilitate negotiations with the parties with a view to
ensuring that the Astor continues to operate as a
working, heritage cinema now and into the future.

High Street, Northcote: tram zone signage
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, Terry
Mulder. In my electorate there is a tram zone on High
Street between Separation and Clarke streets in
Northcote that has the potential to be extremely
dangerous to motorists. VicRoads, in partnership with
Darebin City Council, has erected very large and high
humps on both sides of the road running alongside the
tram tracks in High Street. The humps are so high that
if a vehicle is travelling at night, a driver could quite
easily cause damage to their vehicle or themselves. I
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have had a number of complaints from motorists who
have narrowly missed having such an accident because
there is no effective warning or road signage to alert
them to this impending traffic hazard.
The area requires the installation of further traffic signs
for both north and south-bound motorists to warn
drivers of an impending hump in the middle of the road
so they may drive closer to the kerb. There is signage
for bicycles and pedestrians on the left side of the
hump. One sign viewed when travelling north is
already covered by a tree, and the same one is covered
travelling south. The area requires small signage on the
right side of the hump with an arrow directing traffic to
keep to the left. I ask the minister to give an
undertaking to investigate this issue as a matter of
urgency as several near mishaps have already occurred
and it is only a matter of time before there is a serious
accident.

Responses
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I have a
number of matters which I will refer to the relevant
ministers, and in particular matters to the Minister for
Education from Mr Tarlamis, Ms Tierney and
Mrs Petrovich in relation to a variety of schools. I will
refer those matters on.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Treasurer, and I will
refer that on.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for Youth
Affairs regarding girl guides, and I will refer that on.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Sport and
Recreation in terms of getting more recruits for
Richmond, and I will refer that on.
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — They might be doing
better than Essendon.
I will refer to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, the important issue of abuse of the
elderly, which was raised by Ms Mikakos.
The matter from Ms Pennicuik in relation to the Astor
Theatre has been in the news, and I will refer that to the
Premier in his capacity as Minister for the Arts.
Mr Elasmar raised an issue in terms of speed humps
for the Minister for Roads. It sounds like there is some
urgent action needed there, and I will certainly
refer — —
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Mr Elasmar — Not speed humps.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Sorry, zone humps,
but in terms of the humps, Mr Elasmar gave the address
and I will certainly refer that on.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Mr Finn on 24 November 2011, Mr Lenders
on 2 May 2012 and Ms Tierney on 22 and 24 May
2012.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.50 p.m.
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VICTORIAN CHILD DEATH REVIEW
COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Report 2012
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development), by leave, presented
report.
Motion agreed to.

Higher education: Auslan programs
Laid on table.
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws the attention of
the house to the announced closure of the full-time diploma of
Auslan course at Kangan Institute. This diploma is the only
one of its kind in Victoria providing comprehensive
high-level Auslan training. With the closure of this course,
students will no longer have the opportunity to attain the
high-level language fluency necessary to progress to
postgraduate interpreting courses or effectively work within
other integral areas of the deaf community. The result will
place increased strain on an already understaffed Auslan
interpreting pool and be a devastating setback in the rights of
deaf people and other disability groups which rely on Auslan
as a means of communication.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria take action to save the full-time diploma of Auslan
course at Kangan Institute thereby ensuring the continuation
of comprehensive high-level Auslan training.

By Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(184 signatures).
Laid on table.

Higher education: TAFE funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the state
government’s plans to cut hundreds of millions of dollars
from TAFE funding.

AUDITOR-GENERAL
Reports 2010–11
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer), by
leave, presented government response.
Laid on table.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
opposition supports these reports being tabled;
however, if the government is seeking leave for reports
to be tabled, it would be a courtesy to at least let the
non-government parties know.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In response to the
remarks made by Mr Lenders, obviously the more
members are aware of procedures for the day ahead and
of reports that are to be tabled, the easier the processing
of our business will be. If there are issues, ministers will
be aware of them, so there will be no surprises and
members will be able to proceed with a more effective
debate in consideration of the matters. In future there
might be consideration of some warning that these sorts
of papers are to be tabled.

PAPERS

In particular we note:
The TAFE association has estimated up to 1500 jobs could be
lost as a result of these cuts. Many courses will be dropped or
scaled back and several TAFE campuses face the possibility
of closure. With 49 000 full-time jobs already lost in this term
of government, skills training has never been more important
for Victorians.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urge the Baillieu state government to abandon the planned
funding cuts and guarantee no further cuts will be made.

By Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan)
(504 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan).

Laid on table by Clerk:
Agricultural Industry Development Act 1990 — Murray
Valley Citrus Industry Development Order 2012, pursuant to
section 8(3) of the Act.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 22 May and 20 June
2012.
Multicultural Affairs — Whole of Government Report,
2010–11.
Office of Police Integrity — Victoria Police: recurring themes
in the management of high profile investigations, June 2012.
Ombudsman — Report on investigation into allegations of
detrimental action involving Victoria Police, June 2012.
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Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 —
Government Response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Review of the
Auditor-General’s Report on Access to Public Hospitals:
Measuring Performance.
Government Response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Review of the
Auditor-General’s Report on Preparedness to Respond
to Terrorism Incidents: Essential Services and Critical
Infrastructure.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 42, 43, 47, 48, 49,
51 and 56.

PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGE
Right of reply: Cr Rosemary West
The PRESIDENT — Order! Pursuant to the
standing orders of the Legislative Council I present a
right of reply from Cr Rosemary West, councillor of the
City of Kingston, to statements made by Mrs Inga
Peulich, MLC, on 8 February 2012.
During my consideration of the application for the right
of reply I gave notice of the submission in writing to
Mrs Peulich and also consulted with her prior to the
right of reply being presented to the Council.
Having considered the application and determined that
the right of reply should be incorporated into the
parliamentary record, I remind the house that the
standing order requires me when considering a
submission under the order to not consider or judge the
truth of any statements made in the Council or the
submission.
In accordance with the standing orders, the right of
reply is hereby ordered to be printed and incorporated
in Hansard.
Reply as follows:
I seek a right of reply to statements made by Mrs Inga
Peulich, MLC, about me in my capacity as ward councillor
and seek to correct the parliamentary record on those issues
on which Mrs Peulich stated in the Council.
Mrs Peulich has made a statement to Parliament in which she
claims that I have acted improperly as a councillor of the City
of Kingston. Mrs Peulich has accused me of using ratepayers’
funds for political purposes to assist my re-election (in
relation to ward meeting notices sent by council to central
ward residents in accordance with council ward meeting
policy) and has claimed that I have abused the trust of
ratepayers. She has called on the Minister for Local
Government to refer the matter to the Office of Local
Government for investigation. Her statement is headed
‘Political advertising’ and is now easily and widely accessible
on the internet.
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I have thrice been elected to council on a commitment to
‘community consultation before rather than after council
decisions are made’. In this spirit, in each of my first two
terms, I have held at my own expense at least two ward
meetings to which I have invited residents to raise any issues
they wish, while nominating on the meeting notice a number
of issues already raised with me to which I am seeking their
input.
These meetings have been held in council premises and
attended by officers who have been able to provide expert
advice. I have found them to be very useful in raising new
issues and resolving troublesome existing ones and have had
good feedback from those who have attended. To quote an
email of appreciation from a prominent Kingston citizen
received after my February 2012 ward meeting: ‘these
meetings … enhance the causes of democracy and
community engagement’.
I consider such ward meetings an important means for me to
honour and implement section 3E(1) of the Local
Government Act, which requires councillors to ‘advocate and
prompt proposals which are in the best interests of the local
community’. Ward meetings assist councillors to act in the
community’s best interests by bringing residents together to
help us define what those best interests might be.
With a number of new councillors in this council term, I was
one of several councillors who suggested that Kingston
should fund ward meetings, as a number of other councils do.
The policy was adopted in mid-2010 by five votes to three,
with one councillor away.
The policy is careful to avoid politicisation by ensuring that
ward meetings will not be held within six months of state,
federal or council elections. Councillors who do not hold a
ward meeting can allocate the $1000 a year of council funds
deposited in our ward funds for this purpose as grants to local
community groups or individuals as defined by Kingston’s
ward funds grants policy. The policy states that ‘Council
business will support councillors in calling a meeting with
their local ward constituents’. It provides for ‘letter drop,
(and) advertising in local media’ among other expenses to be
paid for out of the ward meeting funds allocation.
My ward meeting was planned, notified to residents and
conducted fully in accordance with council policy. I cannot
see how this could have breached the Local Government Act
or the Victorian Electoral Commission Act, or suggest how
such a breach might have happened. As my ward meeting
notice does not mention the election which was still nine
months away, nor whether or not I am standing for
re-election, I cannot see how anyone could seriously believe it
is electoral material warranting authorisation.
Before previous elections, publications did not need to be
authorised until the election campaign period, which is now
32 days for this year’s election.
I therefore seek the opportunity to correct the public record by
having my response incorporated in the parliamentary record.
Rosemary West, Councillor, City of Kingston.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.
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dealt with, because it is unacceptable and inappropriate
behaviour for any elected official.

Adjournment
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until a day and hour to
be fixed by the President, which time of meeting shall be
notified in writing to each member.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Teachers: government policy
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I wonder if
the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession
will acknowledge on behalf of the government that
teachers work long hours, that they work hard and that
they are invaluable members of our community. I
wonder if the minister will acknowledge the great
commitment that so many teachers make to their
students, the children of Victoria. I wonder if the
minister will record his thanks for the personal
sacrifices that so many make to give long hours to
teaching.
While I hold the minister in high regard, I cannot say
the same for the policies of the government, which have
seen TAFE funding slashed, jobs lost and student
places killed. Promises made to teachers by the Premier
have now proven to be untruths, and the Premier calls
upon teachers to work even longer and harder, as if they
do not already work long hours. School hours may be
from 8.30 a.m. to 3.30 p.m., but teachers work far
longer hours. In my own electorate I have met many a
teacher who leaves home at 8.00 a.m. and returns well
past 6.00 p.m. five nights a week, and the Premier
wants Victorian teachers to work even longer hours.
We should appreciate their great efforts and wish that
one day we will see them becoming the highest paid
teachers in Australia, as promised by this government.

City of Kingston: councillor conduct
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have not had the opportunity of perusing the right of
reply in detail, but I have scanned it and I have the
opportunity of responding. I invite Cr West from the
City of Kingston to make a further submission on a
range of matters which she has failed to address and
which she needs to address in a public arena — that is,
a range of conduct that deserves to be investigated and

Every time Cr West is subject to any level of scrutiny
she tries to make a connection between me and other
members of the council as a way of protecting herself
and the inappropriate behaviour she engages in with the
support of the Labor Party and the support of Mr — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — So it is now no longer
acceptable for members of a family to be involved in
the political arena — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! My attention is drawn
to a ruling that has been given in the house previously
by President Gould, which indicates that members
should not be permitted to make a personal explanation
on the day of the presentation of a right of reply. While
this is not a personal explanation, it is a response on the
right of reply. I will uphold the ruling that has
previously been established and invite Mrs Peulich to
make a comment in respect of this matter on the next
sitting day.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order,
President — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not really a point
of order; it is me making a ruling.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
respect your ruling. However, the matters I intend to
raise are not directly and causally related to the only
matter that Cr West raised. There are a range of other
matters, and it is not a personal reply; it is actually a call
in the lead-up to the council election for a proper
investigation of this councillor, who has been involved
in a range of inappropriate behaviours. I do not believe
those have been addressed through the usual processes.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a different but related point
of order, President, I was the subject of a similar
statement by the President in relation to comments in
the chamber on a matter, and the President ruled that I
was immediately able to make a 90-second statement
on the matters that related directly to the right of reply.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Which President?
Hon. D. M. Davis — I do not remember whether it
was President Chamberlain or President Gould, but I
will provide it for you, President. The ruling was made
in precisely the opposite direction.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I have only one in the
rulings book. Does Mrs Peulich have her response in
writing?
Mrs PEULICH — I was not aware it was being
tabled this morning, but I am happy to come and talk to
you about it, President.
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election commitment made by Mr Angus, the member
for Forest Hill in the other place, to deliver a 24-hour
police station in Forest Hill. I have raised the subject of
the failure of the government to deliver on this election
commitment previously in this chamber, and I am
concerned — —
Honourable members interjecting.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I will postpone the
statement at the moment and go to Mr Davis for his
statement. I will ask Ms Pennicuik to take the chair, and
I will retire from the chamber to talk to Mrs Peulich.

Tom Carter and Jane Herington
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to make a 90-second statement today. I want to
draw the attention of the house to the recent Queen’s
Birthday honours list and in particular to two
exemplary individuals within the Department of Health.
Tom Carter, who works as a partner notification officer
in health protection, was awarded a Medal of the Order
of Australia for longstanding service to community
health since 1984. He has worked tirelessly in a
difficult job that requires confidentiality, compassion
and professionalism. It concerns the support of people
living with HIV/AIDS, and his significant work in this
area is well recognised. I think all in the department and
the community and those who have come in contact
with him will understand the importance of this award.
I also want to acknowledge Jane Herington, who is the
director of aged care and was awarded a Public Service
Medal for her service to the Victorian aged-care
system.
Mrs Coote — Hear, hear!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mrs Coote knows Jane very
well. She is a person whose sensible, grounded and
steady approach to policy and to the challenges
involved in the aged care portfolio has been of great
assistance not just to me but to previous ministers and
to the bureaucracy more generally. This set of awards is
significant. Jane has overseen a number of key
innovations in the aged-care program.

Police: Forest Hill station
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am very
concerned by reports of a robbery by two men who
stormed a supermarket at Vermont South on Monday.
They demanded cash and terrified staff before leaving
with thousands of dollars. This will generate
considerable concern for many in the local community.
It will also remind many in the community of the

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I apologise to Mr Tee. It has always been my
view that people should be allowed to deliver their
90-second statements without interjections. It is
difficult enough to make your point in 90 seconds, and I
think everyone should respect everybody’s ability to do
that.
Mr TEE — I am concerned that the government
and the member for Forest Hill appear to have forgotten
this community and this election pledge. After
18 months there has been no progress and no
explanation for this delay, nor is there any excuse for it.
I am sure many in the community will be wondering
what will need to occur before this government
prioritises the community by delivering this police
station. All that is being asked is that the government
honours its election commitment to the Victorian
people.

City of Greater Geelong: open day
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Last Saturday,
16 June, I had the pleasure of attending the Geelong
open day on behalf of Deputy Premier Peter Ryan. This
event was designed to capitalise on the success of the
recent Regional Victoria Living Expo. More than
8200 people attended the expo, which was part of the
coalition government’s broader plan to support
balanced population growth across Victoria.
People who had registered their names at the expo were
invited to the weekend event on Geelong’s magnificent
waterfront. I spoke to a number of people who had
registered their interest in moving to Geelong. I
commend the City of Greater Geelong for organising
the open day, and I know other local councils, including
the Shire of Southern Grampians, have organised
similar successful events. The Shire of Hepburn has a
Facebook page to interact with those interested in
moving there.

Regional Growth Fund: benefits
Mr O’BRIEN — Regional Victoria, especially
Western Victoria Region, which I represent, has so
much to offer its residents. It can provide a more
balanced lifestyle with more time for family, sports and

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 21 June 2012

COUNCIL

recreation. This government is committed to working
with regional councils to provide them the
infrastructure they need so people can work, invest and
enjoy life in regional Victoria.
One fund under the Regional Growth Fund is the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund. Councils set their
priorities for funding, with minimal red tape. Some
council initiatives include: the Rural City of Ararat was
provided with $250 000 for the Ararat Performing Arts
Centre and $300 000 to seal gravel roads; the City of
Ballarat was provided with $1.2 million to replace the
Magpie Bridge; the Shire of Corangamite was provided
with $50 000 for the Skipton recreational reserve and
$200 000 for the upgrade of Camperdown Apex Park;
the Shire of Glenelg was provided with $60 000 for a
drainage upgrade at the Heywood football oval; the
Shire of Golden Plains was provided with $788 000
towards construction of the Bannockburn Hub; the
Shire of Hepburn was provided with $245 000 for the
upgrade of Glenlyon recreational reserve; and the Rural
City of Horsham was provided with $130 000 for the
Wimmera Intermodal Freight Terminal.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Teachers: discussion paper
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
government has today released a so-called vision paper
called New Directions for School Leadership and the
Teaching Profession. I have not had an opportunity to
peruse the paper in detail, but it is reported that the
government is looking to sack the worst 5 per cent of
teachers, which it calls ‘exiting’. That is newspeak if I
ever heard it. The government plans on exiting the
lowest performing 5 per cent of teachers. It also
proposes to differentiate the pay of teachers, paying
teachers such as maths teachers more than other
teachers. The vision paper is also reported to say that
the process of principals trying to deal with poor
teachers is unsatisfactory, cumbersome, lengthy and
overly complex.
I would say teaching is complex. It is a team effort.
What has happened in Victoria is that the government
has not funded education in the way it should. If it
wants to compete with countries like Finland, which
has an excellent public education system, then it needs
to lift funding of public education in the state of
Victoria, which has been the lowest in the country for
the last 10 years. That is what we need for all students
in our public schools.

3207

Gowanbrae Community and Children’s Centre
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On
14 June 2012 I visited the Gowanbrae Community and
Children’s Centre. The centre was one of nine centres
to receive $500 000 from the Brumby government to
create purpose-built, integrated children’s centres, this
one in Melbourne’s north-west. Moreland City Council
also made a substantial investment. It is a very
impressive building, offering much-needed community
space alongside long day care, kindergarten, maternal
and child health services, and an outreach service of
Taralye, the oral language centre for deaf children.

Derek Robson Children’s Services Centre
Ms MIKAKOS — I also visited Derek Robson
Children’s Services Centre in Broadmeadows, which is
a great long day care service, and I congratulate the
work of the director, Jodie Beilby, and the staff in
maintaining a friendly environment for the families and
children.

Lalor Childcare Centre
Ms MIKAKOS — I was also very impressed with
the multicultural Lalor child-care service, which caters
for children of many nationalities. I was impressed by
the passion and enthusiasm shown by the director of the
centre, Lilly Stojanov, and her staff in their role as
educators and acknowledge also the important role of
Boris Trajkov, the coordinator who helped found the
centre. The centre has seen the children of children that
it once cared for use this service because of its
welcoming environment.

St Francis of Assisi Primary School, Mill Park:
out-of-school-hours care
Ms MIKAKOS — I also visited the St Francis of
Assisi Primary School out-of-school-hours care service.
It was an absolute pleasure to watch the children
participate in a mini-Paralympics tournament, crafts
and other activities. I congratulate Angela Sicari and
her educators on their well-delivered after-school care
program.

Kindergartens: Bundoora electorate forum
Ms MIKAKOS — I was pleased to also attend a
preschool forum organised by Colin Brooks, the
member for Bundoora in the Assembly, who is a strong
advocate for his local community. It was apparent that
the Baillieu Government has still not cleared up the
confusion around the implementation of 15 hours of
kindergarten resulting from the letter of the Minister for
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Children and Early Childhood Development,
Ms Lovell. This was a very well attended event and
allowed a lot of issues to be aired.

Thursday, 21 June 2012

concerned about and initially sought to bring to the
attention of the house through her 90-second statement.

Planning: Kingston green wedge
Lions Club of State Parliament:
10th anniversary
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Ten years
ago this month the Lions Club of State Parliament came
into being. It is a credit to the Minister for Education,
Mr Dixon, who was the inaugural president of this
Lions Club for its first six years, and to Mr Barry
Brown, who has been secretary and treasurer of the
club since its inauguration. Last night was an
opportunity to celebrate 10 years of the Lions Club of
State Parliament.
It was very pleasing to have the Premier; the Lord
Mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle; both Presiding
Officers, the President of the Legislative Council and
the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly; the shadow
minister for volunteers and member for Lara in the
Assembly, Mr John Eren; previous club president and
former member for Keilor in the Assembly, Mr George
Seitz; and the incoming president, Mrs Donna Bauer,
the member for Carrum in the Assembly, in attendance.
It was a wonderful night. In addition, we had Lions
club members from across Victoria, including
Numurkah, Torquay, Geelong and a range of other
places, in attendance. It was a great night.
Throughout its 10 years the Lions Club of State
Parliament has supported spinal cord research, Hearing
Dogs Australia, the Murdoch Children’s Research
Institute, the Melbourne Citymission and the Youth of
the Year Quest. It has been my absolute pleasure and
privilege to be the president of the Lions Club of State
Parliament for the last two years. I wish Mrs Bauer all
the best in her term as president. I would also like to
acknowledge the presence last night of the district
governor, Mr Phillip Sheriff, and his wife. It was a great
pleasure to have them there. It was a great celebration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I congratulate the
Lions Club on the work that it does in the Parliament,
and I congratulate Mr O’Donohue on his term as
president. Well done.
As members know, I interrupted Mrs Peulich during
her 90-second statement. I subsequently sought her
advice, and I thank her for her courtesy in providing
that to me. In that context I have decided that the
90-second contribution from Mrs Peulich will start
from scratch but on a different matter to that which she
started out on previously. She will use another part of
the program to address some of the matters she was

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, President, for reinstating my time. Your
advice is certainly wise, because the longer time to
address the extensive list of matters that I initially
sought to discuss will probably prove to be more
productive. Recently I undertook a comprehensive
survey of the views of my community on the issue of
the Kingston green wedge review, the problems that
local residents face in the abutting suburbs, as well as
their hopes and aspirations for the future use of that
land. The Kingston green wedge is not a typical green
wedge space; much of it is a legacy left over from
mining and quarrying. It has been used for tips and
landfill and continues to cause an enormous negative
impact on local residents in our suburbs. They are not
prepared to accept this.
I have received hundreds of responses from people
supporting a change. Over 90 per cent want to see the
chain of parks vision progressed. Over 90 per cent want
to see tips, landfill and material-recycling operations in
the Kingston green wedge phased out as permits expire
because of nearby urbanisation. Over 80 per cent want
to see established businesses which will be locked into
the green wedge as a result of the legislation brought in
by Labor excised without compromising the chain of
parks. There are a range of other visions for better uses
of land that the community is prepared to support. I
urge the City of Kingston and the Labor Party to make
sure that change occurs for the betterment of the local
community.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise once again to condemn the Baillieu government’s
cuts to the Victorian TAFE sector. Despite the vital role
that TAFEs play in the education and skilling of
thousands of Victorians every year, funding to this
sector has been slashed by some $290 million. The
government’s claim that the manufacturing sector was
quarantined from the cuts is a complete myth.
Unfortunately the eradication of the full service funding
impacts on the hourly costs of every single course
provided at every single TAFE.
For 80 per cent of vocational courses which have had
their levels of subsidies cut, this will mean many
courses are now unviable, as they will cost more to
deliver than the funding will provide. The only
alternative is to charge students increases of thousands
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of dollars in fees. However, given that many TAFE
students already face economic or other disadvantage,
this option is not a realistic one for the vast majority of
students and will effectively mean course closures.
Those few courses which are set to attract a higher
hourly subsidy rate also face an unfavourable outcome.
Because of the cessation of full service provision
funding even those courses will be required to operate
on a lower hourly funding rate.

Motor Neurone Disease Global Day
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Today I rise to speak on behalf of the Motor Neurone
Disease Association of Victoria, which is celebrating its
work and raising awareness about motor neurone
disease on its global day. I thank members of this
chamber for supporting the cause by wearing the
signature blue cornflower today.
Motor neurone disease is a degenerative disease that
attacks the nervous system and eventually destroys all
voluntary muscular control, including speech and
swallowing. It invariably leads to death in a relatively
short time. Motor neurone disease affects each person
differently, at different rates of progression and has no
remissions. Support needs for people living with motor
neurone disease include assistance with feeding,
communication, movement, transferring, toileting
et cetera. It impacts on all activities in daily living for
the patient, the carer and their family.
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improve recycling infrastructure across Victoria, which
builds on $13.8 million in infrastructure funding he has
already announced as part of the Victorian coalition
government’s Conserve, Invest and Save strategy.
As Minister Smith says, it is very important to
understand that:
We are continuing our reinvestment of the landfill levy back
into the waste management industry to improve our capacity
to sort and recover resources that would otherwise be sent to
landfill …

It is really important that materials like plastic and
cardboard and a whole range of other things are used
properly. Europe, which does not have the luxury of
having quite so much land as we do, has been very
efficient with its conservation, particularly with hard
goods et cetera, because it just does not have space.
Traditionally in Australia we have not been as good as
we could have been, so I am particularly pleased to see
Minister Smith addressing this issue in such a positive
way and putting money where it needs to be put.

HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE
FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).

Waste management: government action

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On behalf of the Labor Party I indicate that it is our
intention, subject to the satisfactory conclusion of the
second-reading debate and getting some answers from
the minister in the committee stage of this bill, to allow
for and support the passage of this bill. It is part of a
national reform agenda that was originally commenced
during the period of the Labor administration in
Victoria in negotiations with other jurisdictions and the
commonwealth government through the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG) to establish a
national level of agreement for health funding into the
future.

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Victoria
and Australia have very good reputations for recycling.
It is important here in Victoria. We have been ahead of
the field in using recycling bins and in our general
attitude to recycling. One thing we have not been good
at is separating the material that goes into landfill. Over
the years it has been an issue that needed to be
addressed, so I was particularly pleased to see Ryan
Smith, the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, announce a $11.5 million funding package to

There was an original agreement struck between the
Labor government in Victoria, the national Labor
government and other governments across the country
in establishing that framework — that level of
agreement — which was subsequently refined by the
incoming Baillieu government. On various occasions
throughout the course of 2011 the Baillieu government
took great pride in outlining to the Victorian
community what it believed were preferable
arrangements in relation to the agreement; in fact

Motor neurone disease generally develops in people
over 50 years of age but is frequently seen in people in
their 20s and 30s. There is no distinction by sex, race or
socioeconomic status; therefore the skills needed to
attend to an individual are broadbased. The disease
progresses very quickly, and there is an ongoing need
for information and skill development on how to talk to
people. Only 26 per cent of patients receive community
support services, and most carers have high-level needs.
The PRESIDENT — Time!
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during the course of 2011 the Baillieu government was
very keen to identify what it argued were the strengths
of the final agreement it struck with the commonwealth.
That framework requires the establishment of a funding
pool arrangement between the jurisdictions to allow for
growth funding and hospital priority funding to be
allocated in the future.
During the course of 2011 the Baillieu government
gave every indication to the Victorian community that
it was very happy with that deal. It continues to indicate
that it is happy with the outcomes of that deal whilst at
the same time reserving its right to blame others for the
frailties and the resource restrictions within the health
system in Victoria. It also reserves the right to indicate
that the commonwealth may have placed additional
restrictions or withdrawn some level of support. In the
future this will be a test of the success of the agreement
framework and the intent of the arrangements in health
reform.
The challenge will be whether appropriate assessments
of the needs of the Australian community are
demonstrated by the resource allocation that comes
through those pool arrangements, whether Victoria
maintains its capability and capacity to steer the
direction of hospital systems in this state under
commonwealth scrutiny and with the support of
commonwealth resources, and whether life is given to
the intent of the agreement. That is a challenge for all
jurisdictions, and it is a challenge for the Victorian
government.
Elements of this arrangement relate to the bill before
the chamber today. The bill provides a comparatively
simple mechanism of administratively establishing the
way in which those pool arrangements would occur so
that they do not cut across existing reporting regimes in
Victoria — for instance, through the Financial
Management Act 1994 or other health reporting
requirements that occur in Victoria — and that they
seamlessly sit within that regime. The bill provides for
accountability of the acquittal of those pool funding
arrangements between the commonwealth and state. It
allows for the appointment of an administrator to
undertake the responsibility for acquitting those funds.
The appointment of an administrator will be made
jointly by the commonwealth and the state.
In that regard this piece of legislation is relatively
simple and straightforward. It harmonises with existing
accountability frameworks, health legislation and
reporting requirements. Those are the prime reasons the
Victorian opposition supports this legislation, because it
makes sense, it fits within that framework and it enables
that framework to be enacted.
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Why would I have some concerns? Why would the
opposition have concerns about these matters? Why
would we seek some answers from the minister at the
table in the committee stage about the way in which
this will work? The answer is primarily because
members of the Labor Party — and I am sure it is the
same for some individuals within the Victorian
community — have profound concerns about the key
elements of the Baillieu government’s resource
allocation, support, direction and policies, and the
priorities it sets for the health sector. That has been
demonstrated in the first two years of its administration.
It is reflected in its budget settings, its budget priorities
and the performance of the health system during that
time. Alarm bells are ringing for some people on
whether those are sustainable settings and whether the
Victorian community needs to keep watch in terms of
appropriate resource allocation.
The Victorian government has played and will continue
to play a key role in steering the priorities for our
hospital service delivery and for ensuring that the
financial resources are set in accordance with growth
demand needs in the future. By and large that will still
lie within state jurisdiction. That is a preferable
outcome, so I am not arguing as a first principle that I
am opposed to this state steering the health system,
using its knowledge and being accountable to local
communities, using its capacity to build over time the
appropriate pricing and programmatic structure that
enables price-based service delivery supported by block
funding to our hospital system across Victoria.
We in the Labor Party support those mechanisms, and
we will continue to support them because we think they
are the best mechanisms in place. We think the state
public health administration is more alive to the needs
of our community and better integrated through the
hospital networks we have established in Victoria and
through the board structures that have been in place for
a decade, if not longer. The Victorian community has
some degree of confidence in the hospital networks,
notwithstanding the pressures that our hospital system
continues to be under — continuing demand pressures
that mean resource allocation can barely keep up with
growth demand now and into the future — and
notwithstanding some frailties in the performance of the
system in terms of addressing individual patient’s needs
from time to time and falling short of the quality of care
that we would expect.
It has to be understood that the residual performance of
the Victorian hospital system is of a very high standard
compared to other jurisdictions across the world.
Certainly we continue to have confidence in the
performance of health professionals and other staff who
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work within the hospital system, but those staff are
under stresses and strains from resource allocation and
support available to them. By and large now and into
the future the Victorian government will play a critical
role in determining those levels.
Before I raise some questions for the minister during
the committee stage of this bill, what evidence do I
bring to bear on the issues I have raised? I want to
provide some confidence to the chamber as to the
veracity of what I have said. In the first instance I will
quote from a press release provided by the Premier of
Victoria on 2 August 2011 which reiterates my point
that the Victorian government was indeed proud of this
arrangement during the course of 2011. This press
release includes the following statements:
The Victorian coalition government today announced it had
secured a better deal for Victoria’s health system by signing
an improved national health reform agreement with the
commonwealth government.
…
At the February COAG meeting, and through a series of
extensive negotiations since, the Victorian coalition has been
able to deliver significant improvements to the benefit of
Victoria’s health system, including —

This is not an exhaustive list, but a selection from that
list —
the injection of an additional $16.4 billion nationally
from 2014–15 to 2019–20, providing up to an extra
$4.1 billion for Victoria
up to an additional $300 million for Victorian hospitals
to be negotiated in 2013 to allow us to maintain higher
levels of emergency department and elective surgery
services
…
no commonwealth clawback of Victoria’s GST revenue,
leaving the state’s best source of revenue untouched
maintaining state government control over the hospital
system in Victoria, to protect Victoria’s unique local
health service networks and ensure that the strengths of
our hospital system are not compromised by
inappropriate long-distance interference from Canberra
specific arrangements negotiated by Victoria to protect
small rural hospitals, under which the Victorian
government will play a key role in decisions regarding
which Victorian hospitals received block funding, and
state government access to commonwealth health data to
assist in the planning of Victorian health services.

Occasionally the Minister for Health accuses me of
verballing him and his government in relation to what I
say about the Victorian health system, usually because I
echo to him what he has said, and he may not like it
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once it reverberates and comes back to him. But I
reiterate my argument: in 2011 the Victorian
government was very happy with the agreement
outcomes. Indeed I reiterate that the government has
every reason to be happy about that in quantum terms,
because I will be asking the minister questions about
the level of commonwealth funding support in the
2012–13 state budget.
I believe the cumulative funding provided by the
commonwealth is way in excess of $3 billion, and I will
be asking the minister to outline what he believes that
number to be and to share with us the unparalleled,
record level of commonwealth investment that will
support the Victorian health system in the coming
financial year. I will also be asking him to confirm —
although he may not be able to completely confirm,
because he may not have the figure available to him —
goods and services tax revenues, which the Victorian
government has complained bitterly about on many
occasions during the past 12 months.
GST revenues coming to the state of Victoria,
regardless of the way they are calculated and regardless
of the proportional share across the nation, continue to
grow significantly. I understand that somewhere in the
order of $11 billion in GST revenue will be returned to
the state of Victoria in this upcoming financial year.
The cumulative effect of $11 billion in GST revenue,
which represents a combination of general purpose
grants and specific purpose grants, and in excess of
$3 billion to come from the commonwealth to the state
of Victoria for health expenditure means that the
commonwealth contribution to Victoria for health
services and for services generally is at a record level.
This indicates to me that it is fairly poor form for the
Victorian government to blame the commonwealth for
shortages of support in this coming financial year in
relation to budget outcomes and specifically within the
health portfolio.
I anticipate that at some point in time — if not today,
then in the coming year — the Minister for Health in
Victoria will use that excuse to try to extract as much
mileage as he possibly can from the frailties of the
health system that he administers and blame it on the
commonwealth. But the minister needs to understand
that it is he who has to take responsibility for budget
allocations on behalf of the government in Victoria and
their likely outcomes in terms of the service pressures
and demands in the hospital system in the coming year
and into the future.
I briefly want to make some comments about the lack
of growth funding and the inadequate budget support
provided by the Baillieu government in the 2012–13
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budget, as I highlighted in a press release issued in my
name on budget day. That press release reminded the
Victorian community that each year during the period
1999 to 2010 an average of $581 million was invested
in health building projects under the Labor
administration. This year, under the Baillieu
government, that investment has gone backwards, with
investment of $372 million cumulatively over four
years.
Under our regime and with Labor’s investment
strategies, on average $581 million was invested each
and every year during that decade in health
infrastructure and building projects. Under the coalition
government that has been reduced significantly, so that
the funding envelope in this year’s budget for the next
four years is a total of $372 million.
What that means is a number of significant building
projects are either falling behind or falling off the
agenda. Indeed the Monash Children’s hospital, a very
significant undertaking by Labor and a commitment the
community believed was matched at the last election by
the incoming Baillieu government, received only an
additional $7.3 million in this year’s budget. This
means that the 30 000 children in Melbourne’s
south-east who are waiting for — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — If Mr Davis wants to talk a lot
about the investment of his government in the Monash
Children’s hospital, I do not think it will be a very
happy day for him because in fact the rate of
investment for the Monash Children’s hospital, I would
argue — and I think the community believes — does
not acquit his promises to them and it does not acquit
the expectations of families in the south-east. Mr Davis
knows full well that he will not be delivering a new
Monash Children’s hospital during the term of the
Baillieu government. He will rely on subsequent terms
of government, and he has to be tested by the people of
Victoria before he will have an opportunity to finish
that project. That is a very distressing issue for the
families of the south-east.
A project that the coalition itself took the initiative on,
and I congratulate it on taking the initiative of making a
promise that Labor had not matched, was to redevelop
the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital, yet only
$2 million was allocated for that project, and that
project will clearly not be completed during the term of
the Baillieu government. Another project was
mentioned as recently as yesterday in question time in
the Victorian Parliament, and I am sure Mr Davis was
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very proud of his answer. He indicated that he wants to
build a bigger hospital in Bendigo than — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Davis knows that the
Bendigo hospital, because of the timetable and the
project management that he was responsible for, will
not be delivered during his tenure as Minister for
Health. He may have his commission renewed, subject
to the will of the Victorian people, but he is not going to
complete the Bendigo hospital with his current
commission, nor will he complete Box Hill Hospital.
Indeed there was an additional promise made by the
incoming coalition government to support a second
hospital in Geelong, and I would be very surprised if it
makes a miraculous recovery under the government’s
period of administration. If it does, I will acknowledge
that, but the investment for those hospitals is running a
long way behind the allocations that are required and
the expectations of the community, which are that
Mr Davis would deliver those projects. He will clearly
be unable to do so during the term of his current
commission.
The critical issue that the Victorian community faces
now with the existing service configuration across
Victoria is its ability to keep up with growth demand
pressures and have its performance continue to
improve. The coalition made many promises on coming
to government that it was going to fix the system and
improve performance delivery. The community is
waiting for that to occur.
I have perhaps been surprised by the degree of patience
that the Victorian community has demonstrated when
they witness ambulance performance times
deteriorating under the Baillieu government compared
to what was promised, which was to improve
ambulance response times and have better delivery for
emergency services. There was an expectation that
elective surgery waiting lists would decrease. What we
have seen under the Baillieu government is that waiting
lists are increasing. Indeed the Baillieu government
reduced the net number of elective surgeries funded in
the Victorian hospital system in its first full-year budget
by over 9500. This will lead during the course of the
current financial year to an increase in waiting lists
from the beginning of the year to the end of the year.
That is tracking somewhere around 8000 additional
people being on the waiting lists for elective surgery
across Victoria in excess of the number there 12 months
ago.
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Emergency department response times continue to be a
vexed issue for hospitals and the government but most
importantly for the patients and the staff who work
within those settings and understand the stresses that
are contained within the system every day. Yet we
believe, despite all these pressures, despite the
deterioration in service and despite the promises that
were made by the Baillieu government, that when it
comes to the budget allocations, they are not of the
order of magnitude required to keep up with growth
demand pressures. I will be asking the minister what
role he intends to play in terms of setting the pace for
growth demand in the future, because it is the allocation
that is determined by the state jurisdiction prior to the
budget finally being determined that will ultimately
determine the size of the pool funding that comes to our
state in the future.
I hope the minister can acquit his responsibility to the
Victorian community by arguing for better budget
outcomes with his cabinet colleagues than he achieved
in the first two budgets, where we have seen the growth
rate falling behind, the amount of funding available to
support, in particular, elective surgery deteriorating
significantly and the performance of the system on a
number of measures continuing to deteriorate.
Hopefully the minister will be able to turn that around
in the future. I would hope for Victorian patients he
does so. Even though there might be some political
benefit for me if that is not the case, I would be far
happier if the Victorian community had a highly
functioning system that kept pace with demand, but I
doubt that that is likely to occur during this term of the
Baillieu government.
There is a limit to the issues that I want to contribute on
in this debate. In summary, the mechanics involved in
this piece of legislation are relatively simple. They
harmonise with existing reporting and accountability
frameworks. They sit within the framework of the
national health agreement and national health
agreement funding arrangements. They enable the state
of Victoria to continue to be in a driving position even
though it is in a collaborative position with the
commonwealth in relation to the future performance of
the health system, which I think is appropriate.
On that basis, the Labor Party supports this piece of
legislation and supports its intent as a piece of
machinery in relation to the application of combined
funding arrangements between the state of Victoria and
the commonwealth. As members of the Labor Party, we
continue to represent people within the Victorian
community concerned with quality care outcomes in
the health system, who have profound reservations
about the level of support that the Baillieu government
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has provided to the health system, whether and how it
keeps up with demand pressures, how state and
commonwealth revenues are best used to support those
health priorities and how it can meet those demand
pressures now and in the years to come.
On balance, because this issue deals with the
administration of the system as distinct from its
performance — which I think the minister will be
accountable for — we will support this. However, I will
be teasing out some of those issues with the minister in
the committee stage of the bill.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank Mr Jennings for giving, as usual, an extremely
comprehensive overview of this legislation. The Greens
too will be supporting it, but I will be quite interested to
listen to the discussion that Mr Jennings will bring
forward during the committee stage.
I too have real concerns about the way the health
budget has been slashed in this state and the fact that
there seems to be very little regard for the kinds of
preventive work that needs to occur. I have a list of
three or four things that I am very concerned about.
One is stopping whooping cough vaccinations for
parents and grandparents. I know there is a real
problem with whooping cough in the western suburbs.
In fact I recently had myself re-vaccinated after a friend
of mine got whooping cough. She is in her 40s and had
been vaccinated as a child. Her husband and all her
children had been vaccinated, but she got whooping
cough and was at home for about four weeks. Therefore
I am not sure that cutting out the vaccination for
whooping cough was such a wise idea.
Community health has had its funding cut. While the
minister says it is a very moderate cut, I do not know
that the people within community health believe that,
especially in relation to women’s health and especially
around the issues of prevention. I wonder whether the
government has looked at the economics of cutting off
funding for preventive health, because according to the
studies I have read — and I am sure Mr Jennings would
confirm this — for every dollar spent in prevention,
you save dollars afterwards in terms of chronic health
care.
Another subject I have raised quite a few times in this
Parliament is the particular cuts that have occurred in
the western suburbs. Maybe it has been not so much
about cuts but about money that has never been
allocated. The Western Region Health Centre dental
clinic comes to mind. While the government is now
saying that it is allocating $300 000 to go on and do yet
another business plan, the clinic cannot wait until the
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next budget. It has already closed once for four days
because of equipment failure; what is the minister
going to do when this clinic closes permanently
because he has done nothing about it before the next
budget? Each month 400 children go to that clinic, so
that is 400 children in the western suburbs who will not
have access to dental care.
The other thing that I find generally disturbing in the
budget and in the way this government has treated
health is that it obviously came into government on a
law and order platform. So we have a great deal of
money for prisons — around the $600 million mark for
a new prison in Ravenhall — and I think the budget for
protective services officers is now around the
$120 million mark. That money could have gone a long
way towards health and education and keeping people
out of prison. I think this government has its priorities
completely wrong on the budget, especially on health,
but I will look forward to the committee stage of the bill
and may even pop in a few questions of my own.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak on the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill
2012 and to have been able to listen to the contributions
of Mr Jennings and Ms Hartland. I am also pleased that
Mr Jennings has indicated that the opposition will be
supporting the bill following what I am sure will be a
fairly swift committee stage.
The purpose of this bill is to provide for the
implementation of a national health reform agreement
between the commonwealth and states and territories
that was agreed to by the Council of Australian
Governments on 2 August 2011. The bill establishes
the office of the administrator of the national health
funding pool, and I agree with Ms Hartland that
Mr Jennings outlined the bill very succinctly and said
that it was a fairly simple mechanism for the funding
arrangements to occur which will flow through to
Victoria.
I will just remind members about a little bit of the
history of what happened in finally signing the
agreement. As Mr Jennings pointed out, it started under
the former Labor government when the then Premier,
John Brumby, and then health minister and now Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews,
did a deal with the federal Labor government. That deal
really was not in the best interests of Victorian patients,
and I have to commend the current Minister for Health,
Mr Davis, and the current Premier, who went to
Canberra and fought on behalf of all Victorians and
importantly Victorian patients.
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Earlier in 2010 the Western Australian Premier,
Mr Barnett, had a number of concerns about that first
deal. The resounding verdict was that then Premier
Brumby and Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews,
signed that deal without taking into consideration what
it would actually mean. It was not a good deal for
Victorians, full stop. There was a degree of discussion
about the agreement, and once Premier Baillieu and
Minister Davis highlighted the aspects that were
missing from that initial agreement and that Victorian
health services and Victorian patients were going to be
short-changed, the Labor states then followed suit.
While these changes were started under the former
Labor government, without the Baillieu government
having gone in to bat for Victorians we would have had
a deal under which we would be significantly worse
off. I commend the health minister and the Premier for
taking up that fight, succinctly arguing the case and
getting improved services for all Victorians.
Those improved services include the funding aspects
that will lead to more hospital beds and, importantly,
will provide protection from forced amalgamations of
local hospital networks and hospital health services.
Mr Jennings made reference to that, and I have to agree
with him. He said that Victoria should have a say in its
health service arrangements. I think he would agree that
fighting for and achieving that particular aspect was a
good thing. The deal will also allow for better clinical
services and outcomes through reviews of proposed
targets for elective surgery and emergency department
services. As I already indicated, the deal has also
brought forward significant amounts of funding.
I also agree with Mr Jennings that there are significant
challenges in this area for all jurisdictions and health
services. That is certainly the case. I also agree with
Mr Jennings that we have confidence in the hospital
staff and that Victoria has a very high standard of care
across our health services. We acknowledge all the
great work undertaken by the people in our various
health services. I know Mr Jennings, Ms Hartland and I
all watch what those health workers do, understand
what they do and advocate for what they do.
In raising the challenges that the current government
faces, it is also fair to remind the chamber of the
pressures the Baillieu government was under last year
when it was striking this deal. The commonwealth had
just taken $4.1 billion out of Victoria’s GST revenue,
with very little consultation, and that was in light of
what we were facing when we came to government —
project blow-outs that placed significant constraints on
our budgetary process and fiscal position. We are now
talking about the 2012–13 budget, but it is important to
remind members of what we were dealing with at the
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time the Premier and the health minister struck this
agreement. Despite those financial constraints, they
went in to bat for Victorian patients and secured a better
deal all round. As I said, there were a number of
significant gains in this respect.
Mr Jennings talked about the legacy of the health
system in Victoria, which has been a leader across the
nation. I am pleased to say that is absolutely true. The
casemix or activity-based funding model started under
the Kennett government. It is a model that has
strengthened our financial management and planning of
hospital services and was maintained by the Labor
government. That model has held Victorian health
services in great stead, and on a national level it is
looked at by other states as a great model. There are
many examples of what previous governments have
done. Casemix activity is an area I was closely involved
in and had some input into when I was working in the
public health system, so I know how it works
operationally. Funding is a complex area, and health in
itself is a complex area.
To get back to the mechanisms of the bill itself, it will
establish the office of administrator of the national
health funding pool. The minister for this jurisdiction,
who is a member of the Standing Council on Health,
will appoint the administrator to the office of the
administrator of the national health funding pool.
The administrator will have various functions. As
Mr Jennings highlighted very succinctly, the
administrator will calculate and advise the Treasurer of
the commonwealth of the amounts required to be paid
by the commonwealth into each state pool account of
the national health funding pool under the national
health reform agreement, including advice on any
reconciliation of those amounts based on subsequent
actual service delivery. The administrator will also
monitor state payments into each state pool account,
make payments from each state pool account in
accordance with the directions of the state concerned
and report publicly on the payments made into and
from each state pool account and other matters.
The bill provides for the transparency, accountability
and safeguards which all members would be interested
in ensuring are in place when we are dealing with
taxpayers money. We want to put that money to good
purpose in relation to health service delivery.
When Premier Baillieu and Minister Davis went to
Canberra and argued the case for all Victorians in
relation to this health reform, they secured an
agreement that allows for greater input from the state
and local perspective, so there will be no forced
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amalgamations of health services. The agreement
allows for new national agencies, including the
Independent Hospital Pricing Authority, to set a
national efficient price for hospital services and for the
administrator aspects I have just highlighted. It also
ensures that the pooling arrangements for Victorian
hospital funding remain within Victoria.
Although this is a system that is set up by the
commonwealth and there will be in effect another layer
of bureaucracy administering those funds to the states,
that cost will be borne by the commonwealth and not
by Victorian taxpayers, so it will not subsequently flow
through to health services. I think these are important
elements to highlight.
Mr Jennings also highlighted the additional money that
is coming to Victoria. I have no doubt that that will be
put to our health services in an efficient and effective
manner. There are challenges amongst our health
services; we all acknowledge that, but I am pleased to
say that in addition to the management aspect these
reforms will also ensure that the health services will not
change as a result of the reform agreement. Also, the
proposal for the commonwealth to take over
responsibility for home and community care services
will exclude Victoria, so Victoria will maintain that
control. It is very important that we have a say in
relation to how we administer our health funds and how
that impacts directly on our health services, whether
they are large health services or whether they are small
local health services.
In conclusion, I am very proud to say that the Baillieu
government has stood up for the interests of Victoria
and Victorian patients. This bill will ensure that the
financial arrangements that provide commonwealth
funding to our hospital services are appropriate and
supportive of Victoria’s established and effective
hospital service system. It is a very good hospital
service system which has held us in good stead so far,
and I have great confidence that it will do so in the
future. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) Bill 2012. The current state of our
health system in Victoria is nothing short of woeful.
Too many cuts to the health budget by this government
have seen elective surgery waiting lists balloon and
hospitals struggle to maintain their core services under
savage cutbacks in this year’s allocations.
Community health centres across Victoria have been hit
by cuts of up to 28 per cent to their health promotion
programs — essentially disease prevention programs.
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That is such a pity, because I am sure that countless
lives are turned around due to these vitally important
programs which provide medical lifestyle choice
advice. The effectiveness of these disease prevention
programs is difficult to quantify in scientific or
mathematical terms, but basically the long-term gains
for our community mean longer and healthier lives,
which equals less strain on our acute health services
budget.
Having said that, the bill seeks to establish a framework
of negotiated working arrangements with the federal
government. This is a good bill that allows for the
national health reform agreement to move forward. It
provides mechanisms to establish the payment,
accountability and transparency of funding
arrangements under the national health reform
agreement. It is my belief that state and federal
governments are obligated to govern for the betterment
and enhancement of the lives of their citizens. That is
why it is essential for these arrangements to be
implemented with a view to maximising health benefits
for our community.
The bill will see the establishment of a state pool
account, and it will quantify the way in which money
will be administered to all health networks. It prescribes
the management of funds from the pool and the
allocation of services provided by local hospital
networks to health, teaching, training and research. It
also prescribes the financial management and reporting
obligations of the administrator. It establishes the office
of the administrator of the national health funding pool,
and it provides terms for the appointment, suspension,
removal and substantive functions of the administrator.
It is a good thing for the people of Victoria that the
government is continuing with this funding agreement
with the federal government. Opposition members have
already declared that we are supporting the bill, but we
will be watching closely to see where the allocations
are made and what the impacts of the budget cuts are on
the people of Victoria.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the Health (Commonwealth State
Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012. I am pleased that
other members in the chamber are supporting the bill; it
is a valuable bill and well worthwhile for the health and
wellbeing of Victorians. I commend Ms Crozier’s
contribution today. It was a good and well-flowing
contribution which summed up exactly what this bill is
about.
As the chamber knows, since coming into office the
government has worked tirelessly to get a better deal
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for Victorians through the commonwealth’s national
health reforms. The government took the Council of
Australian Governments agreement of April 2010,
which had been signed by the previous government,
and through the early part of 2011 the Premier and the
Minister for Health, the Honourable David Davis,
worked tirelessly to get a better deal for the financial
arrangements for the state’s health services. The result
of the government’s commitment to an improved
national agreement has ensured that Victorian patients
will have access to more hospital beds and that local
hospital boards and statewide providers will be
protected from forced amalgamations. The agreement
provides for better clinical services and outcomes,
which is what we are all about, through reviews of
proposed targets for elective surgery and emergency
department services. It has also brought forward
funding for Victorian hospitals. This is an important
bill.
Victoria’s health system has a number of strong
characteristics that have been supported by coalition
governments since the 1990s. These include the
casemix, or activity-based, funding. Those
arrangements have strengthened the financial
management and planning of hospital services. I spent a
short period of my career as an executive director at the
Royal Women’s Hospital, so I understand how these
things work. It is always difficult to match state and
commonwealth funding. But to the credit of the
Premier and the Minister for Health, we have been able
to come up with an appropriate arrangement.
The devolved governance arrangements that ensure that
communities get involved and contribute to the
governance and responsibility for their hospitals and
health services to local communities are an important
mark for Victorians. They get a chance to have their say
about how people are treated in their own areas. The
health system also has characteristics such as the
extensive sub-acute care system, which has provided
many older Victorians with the specific health care they
need and the clinical services they require. It has
contributed directly to the shorter lengths of stay for
older people in our hospitals. Elderly Victorians need
our support, as do mums and kids and general patients
in our hospitals. I am glad the opposition is supporting
the bill because it goes a long way.
Tomorrow marks the opening of the Olivia
Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre, and I will
be joining the Premier, the Honourable Ted Baillieu,
and the Minister for Health, the Honourable David
Davis and others at the opening of stage 1 of the centre.
Stage 1 was a workable arrangement between the
commonwealth, the state and the hospital.
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Unfortunately stage 2 was badly managed by the
previous government — the Brumby-Lenders
government — and if it had not been for Minister Davis
and the Premier picking up my advocacy for the fit-out
for stage 2, that may never have been realised. Stage 2
it is not far away. It is a great example of how the
leadership that this government has shown will
complete the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness
Centre, and it is a delight. I commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
leave for Ms Crozier to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my intention at this stage to ask all the questions that
I have of the minister during discussion of clause 1
rather than going through individual clauses. I am
hoping the minister might volunteer to us, rather than
having to extract it from him myself, the order of
magnitude of state and commonwealth funding that is
embedded in the state health budget and would be
subject to the pool arrangements into the future.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
begin with a brief statement. This is largely a
machinery bill — that is, a bill about implementing the
mechanics of agreements. It is not fundamentally about
the size of the allocations but about the mechanism for
making those allocations. If the minister will give me a
moment, in the interests of precision I will obtain some
figures.
I can indicate that the total funding likely to go through
the pool in the forthcoming year is $7.4 billion. About
$3.3 billion of that will be commonwealth money. I
might also add that there may be additional payments or
arrangements that may occur. For example, we have
seen the commonwealth strike additional arrangements
with Tasmania in recent days.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My interest at this point in time is in the ballpark, as I
indicated to the minister when we were preparing to
discuss this matter. Within the Victorian budget already
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there is a little bit over $3.3 billion allocated under the
national health reform agreement, which will be the
component of the commonwealth investment that
comes through the pool. Other items that the
commonwealth may contribute to may be external to
that for specific purposes, as they currently are.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member is essentially right; there is a series of other
matters that are outside this agreement. Other
agreements and other items are listed, and as I indicated
there may be more agreements struck.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My understanding at the moment is that there is
somewhere of the order of another $300 million worth
of investments that have come from the commonwealth
and are outside this pool funding arrangement. I think
the minister would find that my number is pretty
accurate.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Roughly.
Mr JENNINGS — It is roughly $300 million or a
bit over. Within the figures that the minister provided to
me there is $4.1 billion of the pool arrangements. I am
going back to the building blocks with this. The
minister’s first answer was $7.4 billion, of which
$3.3 billion comes from the commonwealth, which
means that the residual $4.1 billion comes from the
state. Is it the intention of the state to reserve and
exercise its right to have funding arrangements outside
that pool arrangement, just as the commonwealth
already has $300 million outside that agreement in the
current budget?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member says, some of the additional arrangements with
the commonwealth are outside the agreement. Such
arrangements include those struck with the state and
those that the commonwealth might undertake quite
separately. There are also purely commonwealth
schemes that operate, like the pharmaceutical benefits
scheme, Medicare benefits schedule and so forth. But
the state would reserve the right to also take actions
separate from these arrangements too.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to hear that, and I hope the minister will
indicate that it is the intention of the government to not
be constrained by the limits of the agreement. I put the
proposition to the minister that the government ought
not be constrained by the limits of the agreement as
being the total envelope in which state investments may
be made into the future.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member’s point is right: essentially the state does not
intend to have any formal constraint. But I think it is
important, without making out as if it were a Treasury
statement on a machinery bill about health, to see the
state’s capacity in the light of overall national policy.
For example, we have seen the withdrawal of
significant commonwealth GST in the recent period. In
fact in the recent estimates period, and I stand to be
corrected, I think the number is $6.1 billion that has
been withdrawn in a series of tranches that include the
rejigging of the state’s share, which is something in the
commonwealth’s control, and also the slowdown in the
national economy, which has seen lesser GST receipts
overall. If I can put it in the broad context in which the
member has construed it, without wanting to make a
Treasury statement, the state faces the normal financial
constraints that would be expected, and some of those
are imposed by the commonwealth.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
do not necessarily want to give the minister any
instructions about the way in which he can best deal
with the committee stage in terms of getting through the
bill, but I can maybe suggest to him that if he gives me
lectures about GST, then he will be asked a question
about the GST. There were two things in what the
minister just put to me. One was that Victoria’s share in
relation to GST has been reduced. I encourage the
minister to reflect on that statement given that his
budget papers for this year indicate that Victoria’s share
is anticipated to go up from 22.5 per cent of GST
revenue in 2011–12 to 23 per cent in 2012–13. Does
the minister want to take the opportunity to correct
what he said to me?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
said, I was not wanting to make a broad Treasury
statement, and I am not claiming to be an expert on the
total arrangements of GST receipts, but I can indicate
that since coming to government there has been a net
reduction in GST receipts through two courses. One is
the overall reduction in share. Whilst it might bounce
around a bit from year to year, the net position has
deteriorated since we came to government. The other is
the slowdown in the overall size of the pool due the
national economy’s challenges. I think that is
fundamentally correct. In terms of the 23 per cent, as
Mr Jennings will understand, Victoria has just shy of
25 per cent of the national population. I have not seen
the most recent estimates, but as he will see, that is a
shortfall in Victoria’s share of GST on his figures.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would strongly suggest that Mr Davis does not go down
this path, because I can tell him — because I have read
his government’s budget papers — that his
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government’s budget papers say three things in relation
to GST revenues.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Probably more than that.
Mr JENNINGS — Three significant things. They
say on the difference between 2011–12 and 2012–13
that Victoria’s share of GST revenue goes up from
22.5 per cent to 23 per cent. That is one point. On the
second point, the absolute revenue that is derived from
GST revenue in Victoria goes up from $10.34 billion in
2011–12 to approximately $11 billion in 2012–13. That
is the second area where the minister is incorrect. The
third area where the minister is incorrect is in relation to
his assumption that GST revenues across the country
are anticipated as reducing during that period of time,
because they are anticipated to go up from $45.6 billion
in 2011–12 to $48.1 billion in 2012–13. The minister is
wrong on each and every one of three measures he has
referred to in terms of GST revenue, according to the
budget papers.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member indicates, this probably is well outside the
scope of a machinery bill. Nonetheless, he did raise it,
and in a spirit of generosity I was prepared to make
some commentary on it. If you take the position from
when the coalition came to government — this is
probably the salient point, and I will stop at this
point — GST was expected to grow at a faster rate and
the state’s share was expected to be greater, and whilst
that is adjusted from year to year, we are still at a lower
net point in Victoria than we believed would be the
likely position. Further, we are still significantly below
the population share.
I probably ought not do this, but reflecting that this has
been if not a bipartisan position then a broadly accepted
position that for a long period Victoria has not got its
fair share, Victoria would have much greater capacity if
it were provided with GST on a population basis that
more adequately reflected its share of the national
population. Further, I think Mr Jennings would agree
that Victoria’s capacity to deal with these issues would
be greater if we did have that share.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! If we want
to continue this discussion I suggest that both members
move that we suspend standing orders so as to allow the
debate to occur. We are in the committee stage of the
bill. Both the minister and Mr Jennings have expressed
their views, and I would like to move on.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
fact I had not intended to go down this path. I go down
this path only on the basis of the evidence provided by
the minister; I just thought it was important. Let the
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minister and I agree on the fact that if Victoria gets its
share, that is a good thing. If these pooled arrangements
enable us to get our share and to grow in accordance
with the needs of Victorian citizens, then that is
something I hope the government achieves, and I wish
it well in those endeavours.
In that regard, can the minister confirm to the
committee that in terms of the matching elements
within the pooled arrangements — which was the
starting point of this story — how that level of pooled
funding arrangements, which the minister has reported
will be $7.4 billion in the next financial year, will grow
in the future; on what basis that number will grow; and
what role the government will play in establishing the
growth rate for that increased pooled arrangement?
Where does Victoria sit in that regard? Is it a leader or a
follower? Is it the pacesetter? Is it responding to
projections? If so, to what projections? And what
actions will the Victorian government take to lead that
growth rate in the pooled arrangements?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
pool for 2012–13 is already fixed.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
knew that when I asked the question. I have already
indicated that in 2012–13 it is going to be $7.4 billion,
because the minister told me that. In the next financial
year what role will Victoria play in its budget settings,
which will drive, if at all, the growth rate in that pool
from $7.4 billion to an absolute number the following
financial year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
pool is also fixed in that year.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
How far in advance is the pool set?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Two
years.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
And the growth rate in the second year has been
determined by what mechanism?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
national health agreement or subsidiary.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
How will it be determined in the subsequent year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
state will provide estimates to the commonwealth.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Excellent. We have finally got to the year which my
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question concerns. The error in my questioning is that I
was not asking the minister the question in relation to
2014–15. For 2014–15 a growth factor will be
apportioned on the basis of projections made by the
Victorian government in terms of its budget estimates
and what its growth rate will be. When the Victorian
government sits down to consider the 2014–15 budget,
which mechanism does the minister anticipate will be
used to determine its budget allocation, which will then
effectively set for the commonwealth what the growth
in its funding will be?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — To be
fair it is a little difficult to give a precise indication of
detailed budget discussions for 2014–15 in respect of a
bill that is fundamentally a machinery bill that sets up
mechanisms. It is probably beyond the scope of the bill
and not reasonable to respond to precise budget
approaches in 2014–15.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am not quite sure that it is an unfair question. The
reason I am not sure is that very large sums of money
are going to be acquitted on behalf of the
commonwealth and the state of Victoria in terms of the
health-care needs of our community. At the moment the
amount for the next year is $7.4 billion. The way in
which funding for these subsequent years will be
determined and whether it is accountable is a very
important first-order issue for how the scheme will run.
If the minister does not have an answer today —
because I imagine we could spend a lot of time here and
he would still not have an answer — I encourage him
as the responsible minister in Victoria to form a view
about the way that growth is to be determined. Whether
that is the connection between the health-care needs
that his reporting mechanisms identify for next year in
terms of the accountability of his reporting mechanisms
and the reporting mechanisms that the commonwealth
has, and whether they overlap one another, are
harmonised or are delivered in a timely way to enable
the state of Victoria to make a decision in a timely way
to set its demand growth needs when it is in the driving
seat for the 2014–15 budget, I encourage the minister to
reflect on those issues, and, as the person responsible in
Victoria, to form a view when he will clearly be driving
that outcome.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
appreciate the suggestion of the member. The
government will develop its precise mechanisms in the
light of the new national arrangements. Those new
national arrangements are yet to begin, and there is a
long way to go to have the mechanisms contained in
this bill functioning and fully implemented. Talking
about 2014–15, we obviously have to get the

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012 and BUDGET PAPERS 2012–13
3220

COUNCIL

mechanisms established and functioning, and the
normal policy and population matters would impact at a
later point. It is a little way ahead to be precise on the
mechanisms of budget decisions for 2014–15.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 35 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank honourable members for their
contributions. This is a foundational piece of
legislation. It is fundamentally about mechanisms. As
has been indicated, the state has renegotiated the health
agreement with the commonwealth. It is fair to say that
from our perspective there was significant improvement
in the nature of those arrangements, and the Premier in
particular, along with Colin Barnett, the Premier of
Western Australia, can take credit for that.
Mr Jennings — We’re being very generous.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I am not — —
Mr Jennings — No, I mean we are being very
generous to allow you to say these things.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There is a longstanding
tradition of making some comments at the end of a
bill’s passage. I am just going to put on record that the
state will work collaboratively with the commonwealth
to seek to make these arrangements function
appropriately, and in doing so we will also be wary of
safeguarding the state’s interests as we go forward.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL
2012 and BUDGET PAPERS 2012–13
Second reading
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It has been
an interesting budget debate this year. They always
have a common theme, you have to say, where the
government members get up and say their budget is
fantastic and then the opposition members get up and
say, ‘No, it is not that great’, and it sort of bounces back
and forth like that.
In their contributions to the debate some government
members have outlined some of the attributes of the
budget, especially where they see it has been of benefit
in their electorate. However, there was probably not
enough of it because government members were
preoccupied with two issues: one state issue, the
desalination plant, and a federal issue, the carbon tax. I
will get to them. I will reply to those statements by
government members in relation to their not fulfilling
their election promises.
I was here at the start of the previous parliamentary
term, when the Bracks government announced its water
projects. One of those projects was a desalination plant.
I remember the howls from the opposition side of the
chamber to the government side of the chamber about
how we stole their policy. I remember the screams:
‘You policy stealers! How outrageous that you stole our
policy!’. I accept the criticism that it was a change in
the policy of the government at the time. I accept the
critique presented by some members of the current
government that maybe we were a bit slow in acting to
get it into place — that is maybe a fair call — but so far
as building the desalination plant goes, it is an
investment in the future.
None of us would begrudge future generations — our
kids and grandkids — not having to experience a
drought. Sometimes it is not just the obvious things that
are important during a drought; sometimes it is things
like sporting clubs and councils not being able to use
grounds and the effect that that can have on childhood
obesity and all sorts of other issues. They were the sorts
of issues all MPs dealt with during the drought.
The desalination plant is an investment in the future. It
has actually come in under cost; I think the former
Treasurer was saying that the figure was $36 million.
All the things being said about blow-outs is
unbelievable.
I move on to the critique that we cannot do anything,
that we cannot fulfil our promises and that the world is
going to end because there is going to be a carbon tax at
the start of the middle of the year. Just yesterday we
had a colourful contribution from Mr Finn talking about
how Julia Gillard was elected on a lie. If people think
back to the last federal election campaign, they will
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remember it resulted in a minority government being
formed because the ALP could not form a majority in
its own right. It approached Independent members of
Parliament. The Liberals undertook the exact same
process. The federal Leader of the Liberal Party,
Mr Abbott, and the Prime Minister, Ms Gillard, spoke
to the Independents and to the small, boutique-type
parties like the Greens, and they negotiated an outcome
so they were able to form a government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — I am debating the bill, because I am
responding to previous speakers. I know that might be a
bit unique sometimes, but I am responding to them.
As far as the carbon tax is concerned, a minority
government was formed as a result of negotiations. The
minority parties insisted that the carbon tax be part of
the deal for their support of the government. Mr Abbott
said he would promise almost anything — he said he
would just about promise a part of his anatomy, which I
cannot mention in this house — to be Prime Minister,
so I am sure that he would have agreed with those small
groups to introduce a price on carbon if it resulted in
him being able to form a majority in the Parliament. We
need to be clear on the history of carbon pricing and its
role in forming a minority government.
In this Parliament — and I congratulate the coalition
parties — the government has a majority in both
houses, so there is no impediment to this government
fulfilling every election commitment and every policy
platform it took to the electorate. However, as we will
see, that is far from the case. Far be it from me to say
that nothing has been delivered in this budget, because
that would be outrageous and ridiculous. As far as
Eastern Metropolitan Region is concerned, I see that
money has been allocated for two grade separations —
one at Rooks Road and one at Mitcham Road. That is
in line with grade separations along that rail line that
were funded by the Labor government. The President
knows that those level crossings have been a huge issue
in relation to traffic congestion in Eastern Metropolitan
Region, so that is a good thing, and I congratulate the
government on that.
I also congratulate the government on the money it has
put towards capital works for a number of schools in
the metropolitan region. That has been an ongoing
program, and I encourage the government to keep
doing it.
However, there are a number of policies and promises
the coalition government took to the 2010 election that
are far from being fulfilled. Previous government
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speakers have been pretty obsessed about saying they
cannot do anything about the carbon tax, calling the
Prime Minister a liar and saying that her government
was elected on a lie. Let me say that at the last
Victorian election a number of people, such as the
people of Doncaster, would have voted for the
coalition’s commitment to build a heavy rail from
Doncaster. Those who voted for the Baillieu
government voted the government in on a lie. Those
who voted that way may be the teachers who went to
the polling booths believing the commitment — it was
a commitment, not a concept — from Mr Baillieu that
he would make them the highest paid teachers in
Australia. They elected the Baillieu government on a
lie.
The voters who were concerned about health and had
family members in the health system went to the ballot
boxes and voted in the Baillieu government because the
coalition committed to 800 extra hospital beds. It
promised 100 extra beds in the first year, and then using
weasel words said it meant the first financial year, but
those beds have not been delivered in the first financial
year at all and we are now dealing with the second
budget. Those voters elected the Baillieu government
on a lie.
It is the same for the voters who thought that the
Baillieu government was fair dinkum about building a
rail line to Tullamarine airport. They elected the
Baillieu government on a lie. The bike riders believed
that the Baillieu government would continue spending
and increase spending on bike tracks. I know there is a
bike track committed to be built in Eastern
Metropolitan Region. Those bike riders have that
passion for bike riding, and that is why they voted for
the Baillieu government, but they voted the government
in on a lie.
I get back to the fact that the Baillieu government has a
majority in both houses and therefore, insofar as its
legislative program goes, it has no impediments at all. It
does not have to negotiate, and it does not have to do
any deals with anyone. It has no impediments to
implementing all its programs, policies and everything
it said it would do, which it has not done. Any
government speaker who gets up and blames
everything on everyone else and gives the reasons the
government cannot deliver on the policies and promises
it took to the election in late 2010 needs to speak about
the real reasons the government is not delivering on its
promises rather than blaming everyone else in the
world.
The government needs to explain why it took that series
of promises to the electorate if they are not being
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fulfilled. The government never meant them to be
fulfilled. It is all right to blame the federal government,
but the government should talk about itself and tell us
how it is going to implement those policies. The
government has two more budgets before the end of
this term. It has promised level crossings, grade
separations, a rail line to Doncaster and the jewel in the
crown: two protective services officers (PSOs) on every
train station in its first term. The government may
achieve that, but I very much doubt it.
The government came in on a law and order program. It
said we were unsafe, that things were terrible and it was
scary to walk down the street. Maybe we should have
had thoughts about moving to Chechnya rather than
staying in Victoria because it was all so scary. In the
Herald Sun we read that Mr Finn did not even want to
go to the ATM down the road because he thought it
was so scary — even though there are two PSOs in
front of this building all the time. But the coalition was
the stakeholder that was scaring everyone. All of a
sudden that has all gone away. I have not heard one
government member in this term say how scary it is,
even though crime rates have gone up, and the
government was going to bring it all down and things
were going to be safe.
Since the coalition declared in 2010 that Victoria was
unsafe I have been waiting for the day when the
Premier and the Deputy Premier call a press conference
and say, ‘Yes, we have done it all; it is safe. We are
declaring the state safe now, and you can get out there.
All those elderly people we scared the hell out of for
two years can now get out there because it is safe. It is
not as bad as other jurisdictions in the world’ — which
is true and has always been relatively true. I have been
waiting for them to tell us that because we have got two
PSOs on every train station and we have got extra
police, criminals are scared. The government has come
in tough on legislation and tough on justice and it has
built new prisons everywhere, so it is all safe.
But there will always be degrees of being unsafe out on
the streets. It has always been that way and it always
will be, but it is all relative. Voters who elected the
Baillieu government because it was going to make us
safe, those voters who went to the polls saying, ‘I am
electing this government because it told me it would
make me 100 per cent safe’, elected the Baillieu
government on a lie.
I have said that there are some good things in this
budget, but as far as delivering all the things that the
coalition promised in 2010, it falls miserably short, and
I expect the next budget to fall short. There may be a
big comeback towards the end of the term and in the
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last budget the government may throw some money
around, but it could be a bit too late. We will wait. We
know that every government does some good things
and every government does some bad things, but we
wait in anticipation and hope we get a lot more good
things from the government in a bigger hurry than at
the moment. We will see.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I am always
disappointed when I follow Mr Leane in debate in this
house because inevitably there are matters that I wish to
discuss but in his contributions Mr Leane always raises
matters that I feel it necessary to comment on and that
may divert me from my original plan. Today,
unfortunately, it is no different because he spoke about
broken promises and a whole range of nonsense that he
is fond of going on with, but I remind him that in the
term of the Bracks government the very first promise
broken by that government was in the north-west of
Melbourne. The promise to build a rail line to
Tullamarine airport was broken. It was only a matter of
weeks after the 1999 election when the then Premier,
Steve Bracks, said he could not do that.
If Mr Leane wants to get up today and talk about
broken promises, then perhaps we could talk about the
tollway in his electorate. Remember Steve Bracks
saying, ‘No tolls on the Scoresby’, or EastLink as we
now know it. Remember that? It was one of the great
broken promises of our time, or at least until the carbon
tax came along anyway. It is very tempting to talk for
the next 13 minutes purely on the matter of law and
order and police in this state, because I do not know
where Mr Leane has been if he thinks things have not
improved. Has he not noticed the number of police who
are out and about? Has he not noticed the number of
police who are visible? Has he not noticed that as a
result of the increased police presence on our streets it
is safer for all of us? I hope Mr Leane will open his
eyes, take a look around and see what is happening, not
just in his own area but around the state generally.
It is a truism of economic life in this country that
whenever a Labor government is elected it will make a
mess. Throughout my life whenever Labor has been
elected disaster has followed. Back in the 1970s Prime
Minister Gough Whitlam created the sort of economic
disaster that led Australia to a situation that in some
ways perhaps we still have not recovered from. After
that we had Paul Keating as Treasurer; we remember
him. He gave us the recession we had to have, a million
unemployed and a degree of misery this country had
not experienced. Then we had the Cain and Kirner
governments in Victoria. Thank God for Jeff Kennett,
otherwise Victoria would have gone under as a result.
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Then we had the Bracks and Brumby governments. We
were told throughout the course of its 11 years that
Labor had learnt. We were told by John Brumby, first
as Treasurer and then as Premier, that Labor had learnt
its lesson and was economically responsible. He said
Victoria was in good hands economically, but we found
out after the 2010 election that Labor had been having a
lend of us the entire time — for the entire duration of its
government. We found out that Victoria was on the
ropes economically and that the money Labor had told
us about was not there — another Labor lie.
Of course there is only one thing that Labor does better
than stuffing up the economy, and that is spinning lies;
it does it better than anybody else imaginable. In 2012
we can look back at the 11 years of Labor, and once
again are faced with the situation of having to pick up
the pieces and put them together. We have done it
before federally. At the minute the Queensland
government is in the process of picking up the pieces
after Labor wrecked Queensland. The government in
New South Wales is in the process of doing so after
Labor wrecked New South Wales. I think
Premier Colin Barnett is picking up the pieces quite
successfully in Western Australia after Labor wrecked
Western Australia. No doubt the federal opposition
leader, Tony Abbott, will have to do the same thing
when he is elected at the next election — that is, when
the people get a chance to have a say and remove the
most incompetent and dishonest government this
country has ever seen.
The point I make on this occasion is that the only
difference between the Bracks and Brumby
governments and the Cain and Kirner governments is
the speed at which they wrecked things. Cain and
Kirner did a sensational job of dragging Victoria down,
but they did it very quickly. Bracks and Brumby just
took a little bit longer. Nonetheless, they left a mess,
and now we have to fix it. What the Liberal-Nationals
government will build here in Victoria will be
wonderful for every Victorian, but first we have to lay
the foundation. It is no use building a great edifice of
economic joy if the foundation is shaky, and
unfortunately that is the situation we are in today as a
direct result of the 11 years of the Bracks and Brumby
governments. For Labor members — and the Greens,
for that matter; what is the difference? — to come into
this chamber and lecture us about the promises that we
have not kept and tell us what we should be spending
more on is all well and good, but if they had not left the
state broke, we might be in a situation where we would
be able to do what we said.
The economic situation in Australia will deteriorate
very rapidly very soon, particularly here in Victoria, the
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manufacturing heart of Australia. We are going to be
hit particularly hard by the carbon tax, which I believe
is just 10 days away from hitting us. Victorian business
and industry will be hit particularly hard, and we will
see a lot of our industry either move offshore or go
broke. Either way, there will be a lot of jobs lost. When
you hear members of the Labor Party get up and talk
about ‘working families’, you should keep in mind that
the working families they talk about will not be
working for a lot longer. That is the unfortunate fact of
the matter, and it will be so because this carbon tax is
the most regressive, appalling tax, on business in
particular, that this country has ever seen. The carbon
tax is an extraordinary attack on business, jobs and
working families the likes of which we have never seen
in the history of this country.
It is worth pointing out at this point that the carbon tax
is not a tax even remotely related to the environment.
There will be some — Mr Barber may be one of
them — who will talk about the environmental benefits
of the carbon tax, but there are none; it is a total
nonsense. What the carbon tax is about is income
redistribution; it is an economic reform. That is what
the federal government is talking about now, economic
reform. What it is talking about is slugging those who
have got it and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Some of it — only some — goes to
those who have not got it, but a good portion of it goes
to the government, and some of it even goes overseas.
Unfortunately that is something the federal government
has been most successful in hiding. As Victorians and
as the Victorian government, we are acutely aware that
we have some very difficult times ahead. They will be
difficult as a direct result of, firstly, the economic mess
left by the previous Labor government and, secondly,
the carbon tax, which is being been thrust upon us from
Canberra, even though the Prime Minister of the day
promised solemnly to the Australian people before the
last election that there would be no carbon tax under
any government that she led. We all remember that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — There would be, Mr Ondarchie, no
carbon tax. Here we are, just days away from this
destructive and unnecessary great big tax on everything
which is going to create so much misery for so many
people across this state. This tax will present some real
challenges for the Victorian government, as it will for
every government throughout Australia. We are already
seeing the challenges facing the federal government as
a result of the backlash from the people of Australia
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who do not want this tax. The Australian people do not
want this tax, and they are making that view known.
The Australian people have been making that view
known for quite some time now, but they have been
totally ignored by the Labor-Greens coalition
government in Canberra, and we have to put up with
that until those same Australian people get the
opportunity to throw this mob out at the first chance
they get.
The western suburbs I represent are in much need of
infrastructure and government and taxpayer support. In
fact every cent of this budget could very easily have
been spent in the western suburbs. We could talk about
the needs, for example. Mr Leane talked about level
crossings needed in the eastern suburbs. I know we
have some level crossings in the west that need
attention, particularly one in St Albans, which is in the
process of being addressed and will be addressed before
the end of our first term, but a whole range of matters
need to be resolved as a result of the neglect of the west
that Labor perpetrated over its 11-year term.
We have spent many millions of dollars on schools and
hospitals. Mr Davis has spoken about the extraordinary
situation where the intensive care unit at the Sunshine
Hospital was used as a film studio. We as a government
decided that that is probably not the best use for it.
Instead of shooting a television series in the hospital,
we decided we might treat sick people. This is novel for
Labor. This is something that Labor probably had not
thought of; indeed it is quite radical. But under our
government we will see more people being treated at
Sunshine Hospital where the intensive care unit will go
ahead instead of the space being used as a backdrop for
Stingers or something similar.
Another substantial contribution is for works at the
Melbourne zoos and in particular at the Werribee Open
Range Zoo, which is one of my very favourite places. I
suggest that anyone who has not been there should get
there. If you have children or grandchildren, you might
like to take them during the coming school holidays. I
will certainly be going down at some stage, because it
is a magnificent place, and the work and the planning
they have been doing there over the last couple of years
is making it even better. I was at the opening of the
gorilla enclosure, and that alone is worth going to see.
Those gorillas are big and fairly strong — and pretty
stroppy too the last time I was there. We have put
$13.7 million into works at the Melbourne zoos and a
good portion of that will be going to the zoo at
Werribee. My son loves the place; I reckon he would
live there given half a chance.
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There are many other things that we could talk about.
We could talk about the autistic school in the west,
which is coming along very nicely. We could talk about
the upgrade to the West Gate Bridge. We could talk
about the upgrade to the West Gate Freeway. We could
talk about the $14 million upgrade to Galvin Park
Secondary College, and I know my friend and
colleague Mr Elsbury has been most enthusiastic about
that project for quite some time. There has been quite
substantial funding of infrastructure and projects in the
western suburbs, but we need more. We have been
neglected for a very long time.
I give a commitment here today to the people of the
western suburbs that this government will serve the best
interests of the people of the west in a way that the
previous government never did. No more will the
people of the western suburbs be ignored. No more will
they be taken for granted. No more will they be used
and abused. This government actually cares about
them.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — There is not very
much that Mr Finn and I agree on in political life, but I
have to say that he said something just then that we do
agree on. I saw the lowland gorillas in Zaire, which is
now called the Democratic Republic of the Congo,
which of course means that it is not democratic because
any country that has to put ‘democratic’ in its name
probably is not. I actually saw the lowland gorillas in
the wild, and I agree with Mr Finn that the silverbacks
are very big, particularly when they come down out of a
tree and stare you in the face about 6 inches from your
eyes. They could tear both Mr Finn and I apart with one
hand.
It is interesting that Mr Finn, like many members of the
coalition in their budget speeches, has wasted the
opportunity to sell the budget, to talk about the things
that matter to Victorians, to talk about the investments
that are being made in his electorate, to talk about the
importance of education, to talk about the importance
of health services and the things that the government is
doing to make them better. Coalition members have
used their budget speeches to attack the former Bracks
and Brumby governments, to attack the federal
government, to attack a carbon tax and not to use the
opportunity of the budget speech to actually talk about
what they are doing.
There was no better example of this than Mr Finn’s
speech just now. In 11 years of government I was
always proud to talk in my budget speeches about what
we had done in the budget — the investments we have
made in the schools in our local electorates, the fact that
we had made a commitment to redevelop or rebuild or
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renovate every single public school in the state of
Victoria, the investments that we had made in our
ambulance services, the fact that we had introduced
two-officer crewing, the fact that we rebuilt so many
ambulance stations around the state, the fact that we
extended and expanded mobile intensive care
ambulance services and the fact that we had invested in
every single hospital across the state.
We invested massively in capital projects. We did
things such as develop the Parkville precinct strategy to
see the impending establishment of the comprehensive
cancer centre in that precinct. We made massive
investments in the innovation infrastructure for our
medical research. We invested comprehensively in
police and community safety. We employed several
thousand new police officers and thousands more
nurses, and we reinvested in education, putting teachers
back in front of students. These were the things that we
always talked about in our 11 budgets. But what we are
seeing with this budget is that because they have
nothing to sell, coalition members have spent the entire
time talking about a carbon tax, introduced by the
federal government, and about the supposed economic
failures — —
Mr Finn — Do you support the carbon tax?
Mr VINEY — I say to Mr Finn that I am not
responsible for a carbon tax. It is a federal government
matter. My point — —
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the world. Unlike Mr Finn, my doomsday is not about
the impact of a carbon tax, it is about the impact of
carbon. That is my doomsday; that is what I am
concerned about. We as a government had strong
commitments to ensuring Victoria was able to adapt
and develop for a low-carbon future. This government
is obsessed with attacking the Prime Minister and the
federal government at every opportunity and predicting
that a disaster will occur in four or five days time.
That may well be the position that Mr Finn and others
want to take. I would have thought that their budget
would give them an opportunity to spruik and sell what
their budget was about — to sell what they were doing
for Victorians and to sell what they were doing in
relation to education. But what we have seen is a
budget that is cutting across the board. It is cutting
TAFE courses, it is cutting opportunities for young
people and it is abandoning the Labor government’s
commitment to renovate and redevelop every single
public school in the state. Because of those cuts, it is a
budget that is destroying the fabric of our society in
Victoria.
In response to Mr Finn’s specific attacks on the Bracks
and Brumby governments and their economic records,
let me simply say this: 11 years of economic growth,
11 years of employment growth, 11 years of budget
surpluses and 11 years of AAA credit ratings!
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr VINEY — We will see, Mr Finn, whether the
doomsayers such as yourself — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr VINEY — What I support — —
Mr Barber — On a point of order, Acting
President, on relevance, contained within this budget is
a car tax brought in by the Liberals, but there is no
carbon tax.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I sought guidance from the Clerk. I have been in
the Chair for a number of budget presentations, and
they have been very far reaching. In respect of
Mr Viney, I will not uphold that point of order, but I do
draw him back to his budget contribution.
Mr VINEY — I will say this to Mr Finn, through
you, Acting President, that what I support is action on
climate change. What I support is action that will
reduce carbon emissions in this country and throughout

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Higher education: TAFE assets
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. Can
the minister confirm that TAFE boards will need his
approval to sell off assets or to sell off rural campuses
to help meet funding shortfalls, and can he advise the
house on his government’s policy on such sell-offs?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Like universities, TAFE institutes need
the permission of the minister when there is a
significant sale of assets. That is how they have been
dealt with in the past; they have such permission and
that will continue to be so. I might add that during my
time when significant assets have been sold, it has been
by an arrangement whereby the proceeds of that sale
have been reinvested in the TAFE institutes
infrastructure. That is the policy position as it has been,
and it continues to stand.
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Supplementary question
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I think the
minister has part answered my next question, but I will
be seeking a commitment. I understand the minister’s
department is providing advice to TAFE boards that
they might need to seriously consider the rationalisation
of assets. Will the government provide moneys to
TAFEs so they are able to make the transition to its new
world order for TAFEs, and in the selling off of assets
will the moneys gained by these sales be put back into
the local TAFE for increased provision, or will it
simply go to Treasury?
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is interesting that
the minister anticipated Ms Tierney’s question when
her supplementary question is supposed to be
responsive to his answer and not the other way around.
At any rate, there were three questions in the
supplementary question. I suggest the minister might
address the one that he thinks is the most pertinent.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I think I can give one answer which
encompasses the number of issues raised within the
question. As I have said before, there is a process now
where each TAFE institute is required to submit a
transition plan — that is, a transition to the new funding
arrangements with the government — and that
transition plan will identify a whole range of issues,
including the issues raised by Ms Tierney. Once those
are known, the government will be responding. I
confirm my answer to the original question that where
there has been an asset sale undertaken by a TAFE
institute, the practice has been that those moneys have
been reinvested for infrastructure for that TAFE
institute. I do not see any need to vary from that policy.

Teachers: discussion paper
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is also to Mr Hall, the
Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession. I ask:
could the minister inform the house of the purpose of
the discussion paper on school leadership and the
teaching profession released earlier this day.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — I thank my colleague and
Parliamentary Secretary for Education, Mrs Peulich, for
asking this question. It gives me the opportunity to
point out to all members the availability of a discussion
paper, which has now been published on the
department’s website, which looks at new directions for
school leadership and the teaching profession. I want to
make clear what the purpose and intent of the
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publication of this document is — that is, that we all
should be concerned about learning outcomes in our
schools.
We know the prime determinant of learning outcomes
is the quality of teaching that takes place in our
classrooms around this state. Therefore, in terms of that
intention and that aim of government to lift learning
outcomes, we have put a discussion paper before the
public of Victoria — not just the government but the
public of Victoria, and I hope the opposition parties will
also contribute — which identifies some of the areas we
think we should be looking at in improving that quality
of teaching within Victorian schools.
Governments have a responsibility to provide education
for over 500 000 students. They are the numbers of
students enrolled in Victorian government schools. We
employ somewhere over 40 000 teachers in Victorian
government schools, and therefore we have some
responsibility to the people of Victoria to ensure that
the service we deliver through education is the best
possible that we can achieve. In that sense we always
should be looking at ways in which we can improve.
We should be pretty proud of the system we have in
Victoria. We do pretty well, but there is room for
improvement, there is no doubt about that. When you
look at learning outcomes and compare those
internationally you can see that we can do better and we
should be aiming to do better. Moreover, if we choose
to do nothing and stand still, then in relative terms we
will be going backwards. We need to look for
continuous improvement. This paper, therefore, in three
main areas seeks discussion.
The first of those areas is in recruitment and training of
potential teachers. Many members would be aware now
that the Australian tertiary admission rank scores for
entry level into teaching courses have been gradually
reducing over the years. We should be encouraging our
best and brightest young people into the teaching
profession, as well as providing the opportunity for
those with other experiences to enter teaching as well,
because it is both young and old that we should be
focusing our attention on in attracting teachers into our
workforce.
We also need to look at the suitability of the training
courses that have been undertaken by teachers. We
need to ask ourselves questions such as, are the current
structures for teacher training the most appropriate
ones. I am pleased that the department has undertaken
some trial projects with a number of our training
institutions and universities, looking at and evaluating
different teacher training programs.
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Another area we need to look at is embedding in the
teaching profession a culture of continuous
improvement and professional development. We need
to make sure that the job satisfaction of teachers is such
that it sustains them in that profession. This paper looks
at a number of ways in which we can look towards
establishing that culture of excellence and performance
improvement within the teaching force.
Finally, the third main area looks at school leadership. I
think the importance of that role in our schools goes
without saying. School leaders undertake the very
responsible task of managing their workforce and
responsibility for the learning outcomes of their
schools. Consequently we need to make sure that the
support structures and learning opportunities for leaders
are also available.

Regional and rural Victoria: TAFE funding
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. We have
now seen that Advance TAFE in East Gippsland has
been forced to close eight regional campuses,
specifically at Yarram, Heyfield, Orbost, Swifts Creek,
Mallacoota, G-tec at Bairnsdale and the Port of Sale
and Cafe Rossi in Sale following the savage cuts in his
state budget. Will the minister now act to protect small
rural TAFE campuses and the communities they serve
and rule out further campus closures?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In response to Mr Viney’s question, it is
important to put the full story on the record. First of all,
while it is true that Advance TAFE has announced the
closure of some of its outreach campuses, it has also
indicated a willingness and preparedness to serve those
communities as and when required through the delivery
of training programs within those communities.
Moreover, some of the campuses which Mr Viney
mentioned — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — When you are ready.
The TAFE has said the G-tec operation at Bairnsdale
campus will be moved to probably within 1 kilometre
down the road to its main campus in Bairnsdale. Yes, it
is a rationalisation of some of the points of delivery; I
acknowledge that.
I have had discussions with the member for Gippsland
East in the Assembly, Mr Bull, and I also have had
discussions with Advance TAFE institute itself, looking
at ways in which we can better deliver programs to
those areas. By way of interjection, Mr Pakula said it
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would be out of the back of a caravan, but I say, far
from it. There are opportunities to co-locate some of the
services in those smaller outreach centres in East
Gippsland. I can assure the house that we are diligently
working with other organisations within those
communities so that we can look at co-location of a
number of service points. That is a sensible way of
doing it. It is a rational way of doing it, and that is what
my attentions and those of my colleagues, particularly
the member for Gippsland East, Mr Bull, are working
on.
Supplementary question
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I note the
explanations from the minister, which were about
delivering services as and when required,
rationalisation of points of delivery and co-location. I
guess I am confused as to how you could co-locate the
delivery of programs that involve those programs being
closed with the closure of the campuses. I am asking if
the minister could advise how students in those towns
to which I have referred can get their training without
campuses or courses in their towns — because they are
both being closed — and how they can achieve those
things and fulfil their dreams if those campuses and
courses are closed?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Mr Viney introduces a new element to
this debate — that is, he is now talking about course
closures. If we want to talk about course closures, then I
can advise the house that in respect of the announced
36 course closures by Advance TAFE in East
Gippsland, 9 of those had not had enrolments either last
year or this year. I can further advise that 6 of those
have also had no enrolments whatsoever this year.
When looking at course closures Mr Viney needs to
consider, in relation to the way that his question was
framed, that while there are a number of course
closures — and I am not for 1 minute overjoyed by any
course closure whatsoever — many of those courses
have had small numbers in enrolments both last year
and this year. In fact 18 of those have had less than
10 enrolments this year.
Mr Viney talks about being troubled by co-location and
joint service delivery, and perhaps a later question will
give me more opportunity to answer those concerns in a
fulsome way.
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Early childhood services: infrastructure
funding
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question this afternoon is to the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, the
Honourable Wendy Lovell, and I ask: can the minister
advise the house of any new capital grant rounds that
will build upon recent announcements to support
high-quality early learning facilities for Victorian
families and communities?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank
Mr Ondarchie for the question, and I note his strong
advocacy for early childhood services in the northern
region, which resulted in him being nicknamed the
Kinder King after he recently announced grants for
17 kindergartens to the value of $8.2 million in
Northern Metropolitan Region.
Just weeks after providing almost 100 kindergartens
with $40 million in capital grants, the Victorian
coalition government has today announced a further
round of $36 million in grants. Over our first two years
we have provided a record $80 million investment in
the children’s capital program. This is the latest funding
from that commitment, which is open for applications.
Our record funding is proof of the Victorian
government’s dedication to providing our children with
an early childhood education that is unparalleled in
Victorian history. I encourage children’s services from
right across the state to apply for these grants. The
$80 million children’s facilities capital program is a
combination of state funds and national partnership
funding.
The latest grants round includes three grant types. The
same grants we have had before — that is, up to
$1.5 million for new integrated centres and up to
$300 000 for upgrades to existing centres — were
increased by 50 per cent on the grants that were
available under Labor, but we have also included a new
category for new early learning facilities, which is a
grant of up to $600 000.
As a government we know how important early
childhood development is — as is helping services and
communities to adjust to the new challenges they face,
like population growth — and 15 hours of kindergarten
per week for four-year-olds is part of universal access.
The early years are a critical time in a child’s
development, and it is vital that we support early
learning in order to enhance a lifelong approach to
education. We are working with the early childhood
service providers to deliver the next generation of
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children’s centres and kindergarten facilities, which will
give families choice and ensure that Victorian children
have access to high-quality early learning
environments.

Regional and rural Victoria: TAFE funding
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. In asking
this question about GippsTAFE I note his answer to the
previous question about Advance TAFE where he
alleged that courses have closed because they have low
numbers. I would have thought that as Gippslanders
like me, Mr Hall and Mr Bull, the member for
Gippsland East in the Assembly, would understand that
part of the cost to government of delivering programs
and services to regional Victorians, including people in
Gippsland, is funding programs that might have lower
numbers because that is an important way of delivering
to regional Victoria. In GippsTAFE’s case we have
now seen hospitality courses closed and also the
community pharmacy studies — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! On this occasion the
Deputy President is providing a commentary or an
editorial rather than a context in which he is asking the
question. He certainly knows better than most members
how to deliver questions. I ask him to refrain from the
editorial, which only invites the minister to argue and
be provocative, and to put his actual question in
context.
Mr VINEY — The context of my preamble is that
in the case of GippsTAFE we are seeing hospitality
courses, the restaurant in Morwell and community
pharmacy studies at Warragul being closed. How will
those students be able to achieve their training and fulfil
their dreams if those courses and campuses are closed?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — As I said before, there is a lot of
conjecture, but what is happening at this stage is not
final. I know GippsTAFE has floated possibilities
without any firm or definitive decisions. Mr Viney
spoke in particular about a restaurant training facility in
Morwell. To my knowledge there has not been a
categorical statement by GippsTAFE or anybody else
that that particular facility is closing.
At this point in time the claims made by Mr Viney in
his question are premature. As I have explained to the
house before, there is a process by which each of the
TAFE institutes will sit down with government and
work through how they expect to transition to the new
funding arrangements. At that point in time there will
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be some more definitive decisions in respect of those
matters raised by Mr Viney.
Supplementary question
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his response. I am not sure whether the
minister has been reading the same media as me, but it
has been announced that at least 45 teachers will lose
their jobs at GippsTAFE, and they are the teachers
delivering the programs that I have just listed. My
question is: if those teachers lose their jobs, how will
the courses be delivered in order to provide those
training opportunities to the young people currently
using the facilities of GippsTAFE?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — As I said, you can read the media or you
can take official advice, and I have not had the official
advice from GippsTAFE as to whether it is proposing
to close the restaurant training facility in Morwell.
When I have that advice I will tell Mr Viney, but until
such time it is conjecture in the media. I am not
prepared to make any definitive comment on media
speculation without having that formal advice from
TAFEs on their decisions.

Mildura Base Hospital: services
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Health and Minister for Ageing,
David Davis. Can the minister update the house on
what the Baillieu government is doing to support the
delivery of health-care services in Mildura?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
very pleased to answer this question from Mr Drum, He
is a strong advocate for his electorate of Northern
Victoria Region and works very closely with Peter
Crisp, the member for Mildura in the Assembly, who is
a fierce advocate for Mildura and is always talking to
me about health services and the opportunities for
greater provision of health services in Mildura.
As the chamber will understand, Mildura is one of the
most distant points in the state, and it deserves strong
support given that it draws patients to Mildura hospital
from the surrounding northern part of Victoria, parts of
South Australia and parts of southern New South
Wales. Mildura faces particular challenges because of
distance, and for that reason deserves our very strong
support.
The government has commissioned an independent
review of Ramsay Health Care’s delivery of services in
Mildura. The report makes it clear that Mildura Base
Hospital is providing a good level of service, an
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acceptable level of service, consistent with and in some
instances better than other subregional hospitals in
Victoria. The government commissioned the review to
be better informed about the performance of the private
sector partners at that hospital. It did this before the
negotiations with Ramsay Health Care about an
extension of the term of the Mildura Base Hospital
contract, as is required under the current existing
contract.
The service agreement has been in place for 10 years
and is a document of almost 300 pages. It is clear that
Ramsay’s service delivery was judged to be fully or
substantially compliant with 93 per cent of those
requirements. More than 80 per cent of public hospital
admissions of people from the Sunraysia catchment are
admissions to the Mildura Base Hospital. That is a
much higher percentage, because of distance, than is
achieved by Victorian hospitals of similar size and
function, underlining the importance of that health
service to people in northern Victoria. It is consistent
with expectations, as I said, given the distances.
Mildura hospital generally provided the number of
services and met the service targets for which it has
been paid under its service agreement. Mildura hospital
did very well on elective surgery and other key matters.
However, there is one area where it needs to improve,
and that relates to emergency department attendances.
We have addressed that through the provision of
$5 million in the budget and additional commonwealth
money to help support related matters in the emergency
department; that is an additional allocation of money.
We are currently working our way through the issue of
the expansion of the emergency department for the
people of Mildura, recognising that the growth in
demand in that area has been significant over the last
decade. It is true to say that there probably should have
been earlier provision of expanded capacity at the
emergency department under the previous government.
What is clear is that the review shows there is good
performance by Mildura Base Hospital, and Ramsay
Health Care has performed well in this capacity — —
Mr Jennings — What are you going to do about it?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I will tell you what we are
doing about it, Mr Jennings: we are spending more than
$7 million to expand the emergency department to pick
up your failure over 11 years to take proper action to
expand the emergency capacity. We have allocated the
money.
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Teachers: reward payments
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession. I refer to a Herald Sun report of 7 June on
the minister’s plan for panels in schools to assess
performance pay for teachers. Can the minister advise
of the cost in time and resources of assessors, parents
and principals having to read some 40 000 applications
and, presumably, having to interview some
40 000 teachers to determine who gets the promised
pay rise and who does not?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — Ms Mikakos would know that
it was her government which introduced trial
performance pay systems in Victorian government
schools. We have continued with that trial process, but
when it had the opportunity Ms Mikakos’s government
introduced it and established the process by which
those performances were assessed. In exactly the same
way, perhaps with the incorporation of some others
who might have a view on that, we can gauge and
assess the performance of teachers now.
This assessment process has been undertaken without
considerable cost to the school community, the way that
Ms Mikakos’s government planned it. We do not
believe that having further input from parents or other
bodies is an excessive cost, particularly when what we
are paying for is quality education, and performance
pay can help in that regard.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Victorian education sector has had to resort to learning
about the minister’s plan for the panels largely through
media reports, which seems to be the main policy
process of the government. The discussion paper that
the minister released earlier today makes scant
reference to panels; in fact it only refers to panels in
relation to the appointment of principals. The Age is
reporting today that the government wants to sack up to
5 per cent of non-performing teachers. Will there be
panels of principals, assessors and parents involved in
drawing up this hit list?
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Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, it is
my understanding that the first question asked about the
cost of panels.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I must admit that I
was also concerned about Ms Mikakos’s supplementary
question because in my view it went to a different
matter, which was about teachers who might not be
performing to a required standard and that there might
be some process for evaluating their performance and
perhaps making decisions upon that performance. I
think that is a much different matter in many ways to
the first question, which I think was a very specific
question in respect of panels. I invite Ms Mikakos to
reword a bit of her supplementary question to tie it back
more to the substantive question.
Ms MIKAKOS — Both questions relate to the issue
of the panels assessing the performance, and therefore
perhaps the non-performance of teachers, in terms of
determining the performance pay of teachers.
Essentially my supplementary question to the minister
is: will those panels play a role in assessing the
termination of employment if a teacher is in fact
assessed as not performing satisfactorily?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think that is a better
phrasing of the question at any rate.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — In the preamble to the
supplementary question Ms Mikakos pointed out that
the discussion paper that was distributed this morning
goes to the principles of certain issues rather than to the
detail of certain issues. That is exactly the intention. If
the opposition wants us to prescribe in minute detail
every single process that would meet those principles, it
would be an encyclopaedia, not a genuine discussion
paper.
In reply to her question, I say to Ms Mikakos that if she
has a view that panels should be involved in the
assessment of underperformance of teachers, then she
should make a submission, and we will hear what her
views are.

Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
supplementary question is on a related theme but is
vastly different to the first question that was asked.

Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
question related to whether in fact the panels will play a
role; it was not an opportunity for members of the
opposition to make submissions. The minister should
respond — —

Hon. M. P. Pakula — On the point of order,
President, Ms Mikakos’s initial question was about the
role of panels, and the supplementary question was
about how those panels might have their roles extended.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Firstly, there is no
point of order: Ms Mikakos is simply debating the
minister’s answer. Secondly, I think the minister was
most responsive to her question.
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Food manufacturing: Asian markets
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house of new export opportunities
which will see food manufacturers grow their
businesses in the markets of Asia?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question and for his interest in the
expansion of food manufacturing into the export
markets of Asia. Recently I was at Parwan Valley
Mushrooms in Bacchus Marsh, where we officially
opened — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It is interesting that
those opposite seem to be able to relate to mushrooms.
On a serious note, we opened a $10 million automated
production facility. This facility will produce over
2500 tonnes of mushrooms a year and employ more
than 80 people. This will enable Parwan Valley
Mushrooms not only to increase its production output
but also to improve its capacity and increase its
domestic market share up to 7 per cent. It will also
increase its capability to seek new export markets in the
emerging Asian area. I was also very pleased to see that
the company is investing in high-tech manufacturing
processes that increase productivity — for those who
do not understand it — increase diversification and
generate job growth. It also has a fully automated
irrigation system, a customised prepacking line and
multiple climate control systems.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Opposition members
will have to read Hansard because they will not
understand what that means.
We know how important the food industry is in
Victoria, and regional Victoria is extremely important.
That is why recently we were with the Deputy Premier
to announce a $90 million upgrade for SPC Ardmona to
secure the future of its Goulburn Valley operations and
create 45 new jobs. Not only will it do that but it will
reduce its processing costs by $12.5 million and cut
annual water use by 242 megalitres.
This major investment in SPC Ardmona will
improve — dare I say it — productivity in its
operations. It will provide greater certainty to the
employees and it will enable the region’s fruit and
vegetable growers to move into new product ranges and
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create new jobs, generate future employment and
secure future export opportunities into Asia.
SPC Ardmona has 870 full-time equivalent staff.
I was also at the Seven Fields facility. This is a
manufacturing plant that is developing and designing
capacity for processing fruit more efficiently — dare I
say it — and being more productive. That will enable,
for example, the packing of 3 million cartons of citrus
fruit per season. While I was there I saw they were also
developing a machine for export to the United States.
I was also at Tripod Farmers. They provide clean and
washed lettuce. You see it as a complete product in the
supermarkets. They are currently cutting and delivering
into Singapore within 24 hours. Just as you see it when
you go to the supermarket, it is going into Singapore in
bulk. It was fascinating to see the manufacturing
process behind a really efficient productive
environment for the mass production of lettuce
varieties.
Where is the Labor Party in terms of its approach to
food manufacturing? We see that the Mildura Labor
Party branch president, Ali Cupper, has publicly
supported plans for the Murray-Darling Basin
plan — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
minister was asked to answer a question on government
administration, and now he is straying to commenting
on the internal operations of a branch of a political
party.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I felt the minister was doing well in his provision
of an answer to the question until he started on a press
release rounding up on the opposition, which is not
what we are to do in question time. That is against the
standing orders and established principles in respect of
question time, particularly when it refers to internal
party matters. That is what we have established as part
of the rules of this house. I ask the minister to continue,
but without reference to the opposition’s branches.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I am pleased to
announce that we are committed to the manufacturing
sector here in Victoria. We are committed to export
markets for our $50 million trade engagement. We are
focused on improving manufacturing. Those opposite
want to talk it down.

Vocational education and training: student
numbers
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
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Skills. In statements the minister has made in this house
and elsewhere he is careful when talking about the cuts
to vocational education and training to justify them by
saying there has been a blow-out in the training budget.
Not so other members of the government. The Skills
Victoria training market quality report of this year
shows the blow-out has, in fact, been in private training
providers. There has been a 308 per cent growth in
private training providers and only a 4 per cent growth
in public TAFEs. However, other members of the
government, such as the Treasurer and the Deputy
Premier, talk in Parliament and are reported in the press
as talking about an unsustainable TAFE budget. Will
the minister make sure that they are telling the truth
with regard to this?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have trouble with
this question. For a start, there is a reflection on
ministers in another place. The implication is that they
are not telling the truth. I have concerns about that. I
also have concerns about the fact that Ms Pennicuik is
asking a minister to tell other ministers to tell the truth.
I find that a rather contorted question. I suspect that
might be because Ms Pennicuik was running short of
time. I invite her to put a precise question to the
minister, but not the one that she has offered at this
point.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you for your assistance,
President. I presume the minister would agree with
statistics from the — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
ask a question, but certainly not a question asking that
the minister make sure that other people do not lie and
that they tell the truth. I request that the member put a
pertinent question to the minister that falls within his
jurisdiction and responsibility.
Ms PENNICUIK — Other members of the
government are contradicting the minister — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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it commenced on 1 July 2009 — the annual budget for
the market-driven training system was $800 million and
was expected to rise by 2012 to $855 million. It grew to
$1.3 billion. In terms of the increased costs of the
system and the unfunded blow-out in the system, I can
advise the member — I think with some degree of
accuracy, because it is in print and has been part of the
budget records over that period — that the blow-out in
costs has been of the magnitude that I have just
described which, this financial year, is of the order of
$400 million unbudgeted. It is a black hole and a
blow-out. That is the fact of the matter. That is the
actual increase in the cost.
In the first part of her attempted question Ms Pennicuik
spoke about the growth in particular sectors. It is true
that the most significant growth that has occurred over
that time has been in the non-government registered
training organisations. I am not sure of the exact figures
presented by Ms Pennicuik, but they are reliably
reported in those quarterly reports of training activity
by the department. I have great faith that those figures,
as reported in those documents, are accurate.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister has confirmed what I was saying, which was
that the blow-out has been with the private providers.
The other justification is that there has been a
ballooning of courses. Why is it then that the cuts that
the government is making in the budget to the TAFE
sector are resulting in the loss of well-established
courses in TAFE institutes, both metropolitan and
regional, that have been running for years — some up
to 20 years — with well-established infrastructure? In
addition, because of the cuts to the public service
provision, some institutes are losing well-established
infrastructure, such as the library at Chisholm Institute
of TAFE. Why will the government not pull this back?
It does not fit with its justification about a blow-out in
courses when it is actually cutting across courses that
have been there for a long time.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Ms Pennicuik to
put the question.

The PRESIDENT — Order! There was a seed of a
question there at about the 25-metre mark.

Ms PENNICUIK — I ask the minister: what is the
accurate picture with regard to the increase in student
enrolments and costs in vocational education and
training?

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I was hoping, President, that you might
be able to help me in terms of clarifying exactly what
the question was that was embedded in that speech. I
listened carefully because I try to honestly respond to
questions. I think the question related to injustice — I
suppose that is a term Ms Pennicuik may find
appropriate, if I may paraphrase her question — about
course withdrawals in TAFE institutes when the actual

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In terms of the facts of the matter and
increases in costs, I can advise the member on areas on
which I have already reported. When this training
system was introduced by the previous government —
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course expansion has been more in the non-TAFE
sector.
All I can say is that we have a market system where
there is a balance of providers, both public and
non-public. We have applied subsidies to training that
we believe are appropriate to meet the needs of
individuals and also the Victorian economy. The same
provisions apply to both private and TAFE providers,
and that was a balance of decisions that sought to meet
training needs within the budget available.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Just before I call
Mr O’Donohue to ask his question, we are running into
trouble. Twice in question time today we have run into
trouble with members who have tried to produce
editorials in their questions rather than to put a
preamble that is relevant to the question for the
minister. In both cases the members have then got into
trouble with their questions, partly because they have
been pressed for time because they have used it all up
on the editorial, and secondly, because they have been
so focused on getting their opinion out that they have
not actually been able to frame a question that is
pertinent to the minister in respect of a response.
The issue with questions, as members know, is that
when you put a question you are allowed a preamble
and you are allowed to make some remarks to support
the question. Essentially those remarks are to provide a
context for the question so that the minister and the
house to some extent know where the member is
coming from, why the member is seeking this
information. That is okay, and obviously it is part of the
process of question time.
Members need to be careful about getting into editorials
and their own opinions ahead of the question, as distinct
from setting that context, because it does two things.
One, is that it sometimes derails the questions, as we
have seen twice today, and more importantly, it actually
makes it very difficult for me to get the minister to
respond in a pertinent manner to the question because
the minister is then in a position to respond to the
opinion and to argue and debate rather than to provide
an answer. I have difficulty in reining in a minister and
saying, ‘Minister, please respond to the question rather
than entering into a debate’ if in fact the question itself
has been one that encompasses debate and opinion.
I call Mr O’Donohue. I hope he does not transgress.

Aviation industry: regional airports
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you for your ruling, President. My question is to the
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Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry,
Mr Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the minister update the
house on the status of the coalition government’s
commitment to upgrade regional airports?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry) — I thank
Mr O’Donohue for his succinct question. I am very
pleased to have this opportunity to talk about the
Regional Aviation Fund, which the Victorian
government funded in last year’s budget and which is a
very important mechanism by which the Victorian
government can support regional airport operators,
particularly municipalities, in upgrading what is often
very old infrastructure.
Last month Mr Viney asked me a question about
upgrades to the Latrobe Regional Airport, and I was
very pleased to confirm that the Victorian government,
through the Regional Aviation Fund, was committing
$1.24 million to the upgrade of the Latrobe Regional
Airport, which is in Mr O’Donohue’s electorate. Of
course that project will go a long way to supporting the
work of GippsAero, which is a major aerospace
manufacturer in Victoria based at that facility in the
Latrobe Valley. The Victorian government is very
pleased to continue support for GippsAero via that
upgrade.
I was also pleased last week to visit Warrnambool with
the member for South-West Coast in the Assembly,
Dr Napthine, to announce a further project through the
Regional Aviation Fund. I was pleased, with the
Warrnambool City Council, to announce that the
Victorian government will commit $2 million to the
Warrnambool airpark project, which is an important
project put together by the Warrnambool City Council
to undertake a range of infrastructure upgrades on that
airport — runway and taxiway upgrades and vital
underground infrastructure upgrades — to support the
development of that facility.
That facility is incredibly important for the
Warrnambool community. It is a facility that not only
provides access to the Warrnambool area but is also
incredibly important for businesses operating on the
airport and those operating within the Warrnambool
municipality. A number of large businesses that operate
within the Warrnambool municipality are seeking ready
access between Warrnambool and Melbourne. The
upgrade of that facility will go a long way to facilitating
that sort of direct access between Warrnambool and
Melbourne.
The project that has been proposed by Warrnambool
City Council — —
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Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — It is operated by
Warrnambool City Council. Mr Lenders points out that
it is actually not within the municipality of
Warrnambool, but it is operated by Warrnambool. The
project is a $4.5 million project that has been proposed
by the Warrnambool City Council. The Victorian
government has contributed $2 million towards that
project, and the council is also making a contribution
towards it.
For the project to proceed, though, the Warrnambool
City Council needs the commonwealth government to
come on board. Last week we had the announcement of
a round of Regional Development Australia funding by
the Minister for Regional Australia, Regional
Development and Local Government, Simon Crean, on
behalf of the commonwealth government. The
Victorian government and the Warrnambool City
Council, including the mayor of Warrnambool, were
disappointed to see that the commonwealth had
overlooked the Warrnambool airport redevelopment.
For this project to proceed it is essential that the
commonwealth gets on board. I call on those members
opposite who represent western Victoria to advocate
with their federal colleagues to ensure that the
commonwealth makes its contribution to this project so
it can proceed for the benefit of the Warrnambool
community.
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provided an answer. It would be true to say that the
answer does not respond to each of the matters for
which Mr Tarlamis sought a response, and on that basis
I will reinstate the question on notice on the notice
paper. I suggest it may well be that the minister comes
back and says it was not her jurisdiction anyway. As I
said, I am not sure that this was the appropriate minister
to put those questions to. I have not spoken to her, and I
believe she may well have provided an answer as a
matter of courtesy but not necessarily because she has
jurisdiction in this area. For the sake of progressing the
matter, I will reinstate it.
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Bosch could end up as
a small business, but we certainly hope not.

Members statements
The PRESIDENT — Order! With 90-second
statements we keep a tally of the number of statements
that each party has over the week, and I am also guided
by hymn sheets provided by the respective Whips. On
this occasion Mr Ondarchie’s name was not on one of
my sheets this morning, and I understood the quota for
the Liberal Party and The Nationals had been reached.
That turns out not to have been the case. As
Mr Ondarchie asked at the time for the opportunity to
present a 90-second statement, and because I was being
decisive — I say to Mr Lenders — rather than through
any fault of Mr Ondarchie’s, I will allow Mr Ondarchie
to proceed with his 90-second statement at this point.
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The PRESIDENT — Mr Tarlamis has referred to
me a question that he put on notice. It was
question 4499, and it was directed to the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations for the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small Business.
Mr Tarlamis has sought my consideration of whether
the question he asked has been appropriately answered
or whether it should be reinstated on the notice paper. I
have had some angst regarding this particular request.
The matter concerns Bosch at Clayton, and I am not
sure that Bosch could be described as a small business,
and therefore I am not sure that the minister for small
business was the appropriate person to actually send the
question to.

Australian Lithuanians: book launch

Interestingly enough, the minister did seek to provide
some sort of answer to Mr Tarlamis. As a courtesy to
Mr Tarlamis, on this occasion the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business, Ms Asher,

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, President, for the opportunity to speak
today. On Sunday, 10 June, I was pleased to launch a
new book called Australian Lithuanians, written by
Dr Luda Popenhagen, who is currently working at
California State University but spent most of her life in
Australia. The book acknowledges the great work the
Lithuanian community has done in Australia since its
members migrated here some time back. I acknowledge
the work of Mr Dennis Gaylard, the president of the
Australian Lithuanian Community in Melbourne, and
Mr Algis Simkus, OAM, president of the Australian
Lithuanian Foundation, for inviting me and giving me
the opportunity to launch this new book.
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Samoan community: independence celebrations
Mr ONDARCHIE — On another matter, on
Saturday, 9 June, I was pleased to attend the Epping
Memorial Hall to celebrate with the Samoan
community 50 years of Samoan independence. I
acknowledged His Excellency Mr Lemalu Samau Tate
Simi, the High Commissioner of Samoa to Australia,
and Mr Falanaipupu Mino Su’a, chairperson of the
Samoan Community Link of Victoria. I recognise the
great work that the Samoan community does,
particularly in the Northern Metropolitan Region. I was
pleased to visit and celebrate with its members. They
acknowledged that despite the number of
representatives of Northern Metropolitan Region in this
Parliament, only one attended — which was me.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also convey birthday
greetings to Mr Ondarchie on a milestone birthday,
which I understand is coming up next week.
Congratulations!
Sitting suspended 12.54 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL
2012 and BUDGET PAPERS 2012–13
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to the debate on the recent state
budget that has been brought down in some of
Victoria’s most difficult circumstances. In a period
when we see shrinking revenues both at a state and
federal level to a degree not experienced in the last
decade, particularly in the areas of GST, land transfer
transactions, payroll tax and other taxes being in serious
decline, the Baillieu government has stepped up to the
plate, not only furnishing us with a sizeable surplus but
also retaining our AAA rating. We are one of only two
states to maintain a AAA rating, and this has an
ongoing value of over $200 million annually in savings
to this state on the current loans. I might also add that
these loans were not of this government’s making. We
are the first to acknowledge that things are tough, and I
again indicate that this is not of our making nor entirely
of the previous government’s making, although it must
carry some of the blame.
Unlike the opposition, the Baillieu government has a
vision and is working tirelessly to get the budget back
on track and into a sustainable position without further
tax increases. Over the last 11 years under the previous
government Victoria was recklessly spending at a rate
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of 7.3 per cent, with revenue growing by only 6.7 per
cent. It was a disaster in the making even without what
has occurred federally or internationally. The evidence
is clear: the irrational expenditure on the desalination
plant, the myki ticketing system, the overruns with
smart meters and almost every other infrastructure
undertaking pursued over the period from 2004 to
2010.
To put it simply, the Victorian budget is no different to
our own household budgets. If it is not kept in check,
then everything we value is at risk. Last week in the
first of the budget responses we heard a lot of emotive
tripe from the Greens suggesting that they are the only
ones with a plan and that Victoria would be better
under their leadership. Thankfully that is something
none of us will have to endure. They even went as far
as insinuating that the Premier did not know where the
western suburbs were or had ever visited them. Again,
what a nonsense! Why would people take them
seriously?
Alas, the usual rant from Labor was also forthcoming.
Labor has its ongoing negative campaign running in top
gear — a campaign, I might say, that fails and falls over
with the smallest amount of scrutiny. The ongoing
spin — something the opposition has finetuned and is
renowned for — that suggests regional Victorians have
been forgotten financially by this government is far
from the truth, as we all know. Rural shires had seen
their rate bases eroded through continual cost shifting
over the 11 years of Labor. They cannot believe the
turnaround in their fortunes. Our commitment of
$4 million over four years to the 40 smaller
municipalities for roadworks and bridgeworks, which
does not require matching funds from them, has been
an overwhelming success.
The community also recognises Labor’s shortfalls,
especially in the areas of finance and managing
contracts. It is now seen as a given that anything
touched by the former government, particularly
infrastructure, repeatedly ran over budget and over
time. My earlier examples of the desalination plant,
myki, smart meters and the regional water grid,
including the north–south pipeline and the great
Melbourne–Geelong interconnection, clearly
demonstrate this.
Our ongoing support for regional Victorians in Western
Victoria Region, the area I represent, speaks for itself.
The budget commitment to better roads has seen big
inroads into highway duplication on both the Western
Highway from Beaufort to Buangor and the Princes
Highway from Winchelsea. Municipalities have not
been sitting on their hands either, with much work
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taking place. The upgrading of rail and the additional
passing lane on the Warrnambool line are but two
examples.
The allocation of funding to our hospitals and health
service centres is little short of unbelievable. In this
budget Barwon Health again received $93 million
towards its further development and towards 64 more
beds. Ballarat Health Services received $46 million for
major works, including a further 60 beds and the
much-needed helipad that Labor ignored and talked
down for 11 years. Hospitals further west, including
those in Colac, Terang, Timboon, Portland, Hamilton
and Casterton, shared $485 000 towards medical
equipment purchases critical to their better
performance.
Greater police resources continue to flow into regional
centres under this budget — something appreciated
across the state but no more so than in western Victoria.
More police numbers in Ballarat, Geelong,
Warrnambool and our other regional cities is a further
reflection of our commitment to safer communities and
roads. A new $13.6 million police and State Emergency
Service facility at Waurn Ponds will also see a further
complement of police numbers in that community.
A $200 million school capital program will fund new
schools and essential facility upgrades. School
maintenance programs have been stepped up, and
additional new capital works are taking place. Land has
been secured, and the new secondary college in
Torquay is under way. Both Northern Bay P–12
College and Phoenix P–12 Community College alone
will share over $18 million, and there is a further
$2.5 million for Woolsthorpe Primary School in this
budget’s modernisation program. School maintenance
programs continue to be required to a greater extent
than ever before due to the neglect of the previous
government. We are tackling this head on, with further
funding being made available for the 2012–13 year.
It is a good story in western Victoria. This last budget
has been well received by regional Victorians, who
believe they were forgotten by Labor. They were
promised so much and delivered so little. This budget
delivers a responsible plan to drive economic growth,
create jobs, deliver more infrastructure and improve
community services across the state. This is something
that was never sought by those in the opposition when
they were in government. We, and more importantly
Victoria and Victorians, look forward to having our
finances restored, thus enabling us to pursue
opportunities that will secure better times for Victoria.
That is an outcome we hope will lift the current burden
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off our children’s and grandchildren’s shoulders in
future years. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak today on the coalition’s horror second state
budget, a budget that has overwhelmingly failed
Victoria’s families and its young people. The handing
down of the 2012–13 Baillieu government budget has
left more and more Victorians — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — You were the underperformer,
given question time.
Ms MIKAKOS — What was that? I am an
underperformer?
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — We have two ministers here
wishing to make their Baillieu government budget
contributions, and perhaps they may wish to take up
that opportunity later today so they can talk about how
their do-nothing government has been dithering and is
actually doing nothing whilst trying to put out spin to
convince Victorians that this government is decisive
and taking decisive action. We see the Baillieu
government ministers sitting on their hands, perhaps
with the exception of Mr Guy, who seems to be
engaging in rampant destruction of Melbourne’s
livability at the moment as he tries to promote himself
as Victoria’s alternative premier.
It is no surprise that we are seeing a great deal of
dissatisfaction with the handling of the Premier’s job
and we are seeing members of the government leak to
the media constant speculation about the leadership of
the government. Clearly there are question marks about
the Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, and his involvement in
the Simon Overland scandal, and we are also seeing
questioning around the Premier’s performance. A move
is afoot to get the numbers together to take Mr Guy
down to the lower house and to elevate him to the top
job.
I particularly want to address two issues in relation to
the budget to do with jobs and education. Victorians
rely on having jobs and a strong economy to support
their families. Education is necessary to provide every
young person in this state with an opportunity to find a
job and achieve their dreams and aspirations. In relation
to jobs, over the last 17 months of the Baillieu
government the Victorian economy has got worse.
Employment in particular is getting worse. In relation
to the employment growth target for the current
financial year, there is the prediction of it plummeting
to zero. This is a far cry from the promise the Treasurer
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made that he would create 55 000 jobs a year. That has
proven to be a cruel hoax on the Victorian people, with
employment growth in the next financial year predicted
at only at 0.25 cent. If Victorian families were hoping
that this time around the budget would create jobs, then
they would be sadly disappointed.
In relation to public service jobs, the government has
moved to sack 4200 public servants. In relation to the
impact this will have in Victoria, the government has
been at pains to say that front-line services will not be
affected, but time and again the Labor opposition has
exposed this as untrue. In fact a number of services that
are very important to Victorian families will be
impacted upon.
The most recent instance of that relates to the provision
of further education and training and the absolute
decimation of the TAFE sector, and I come to that now.
There has been $290 million slashed from the TAFE
sector, and this is already having an impact on job cuts,
campus closures and the end of some courses. We
heard more about that in question time today.
Minister Hall was seeking to wash his hands of those
closures, but he cannot walk away from them and the
impact that his cuts to the TAFE sector will have on the
opportunities for our young people to undertake further
education and training.
I have spoken to some of the staff at Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE, which has campuses in
both Preston and Epping. It supports young people in
my electorate who are very concerned about their job
security and about the quality of training they will be
able to undertake once many of the courses are cut.
Choices will be limited in terms of the types of courses
that people will be able to undertake.
Also in relation to the TAFE cuts, we saw one of the
most heartless impacts in relation to my local TAFEs in
the cut to the Auslan course currently offered in both
Broadmeadows and Richmond in my electorate. There
has been an announcement by the Kangan Institute of
TAFE that it will be unable to offer the Auslan course
because it has become unviable due to the state budget
cuts. That is a particularly galling outcome given that
this is a language that members of the deaf community
rely on to participate in our community. The last course
that remains available to them in Victoria is now set to
go. I am very hopeful that the minister will step in and
reverse this appalling loss.
In the brief time available to me I will say a few things
about education. I am concerned that the Baillieu
government is continuing to ignore schools in my
electorate. When the government came to office it had
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not listed a single school in Northern Metropolitan
Region as one it was going to deliver funding to in its
four-year term of office, and that is what is occurring
18 months down the track. During the Kennett years the
northern and western suburbs were ignored, and we are
seeing that all over again — the northern suburbs are
missing out.
I refer to a recent visit I made, together with Bronwyn
Halfpenny, the member for Thomastown in the
Assembly, and Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
Opposition and member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
to William Ruthven Secondary College, which has
missed out on receiving further funding to complete the
final stage of its redevelopment. Labor members were
actively involved in ensuring that many schools in the
north received funding, and that is why the first stage of
that redevelopment was able to be completed.
The first stage of the redevelopment of Charles
La Trobe College was also able to be completed, but
the second stage of the college is still waiting to be
funded. That stage involves the construction of a senior
campus auditorium which was committed to by the
previous government. There is no funding in the budget
for the Olympic Village P–4 campus of Charles
La Trobe College, but thankfully the member for
Ivanhoe in the Assembly has been a great advocate on
behalf of that school. After a recent fire the member for
Ivanhoe managed to get a portable classroom to replace
the damaged classrooms. Brunswick Secondary
College is still waiting for funding from this
government.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — It is no surprise that the
Whittlesea Leader of 8 May ran a story about the
budget entitled ‘Slim pickings for Whittlesea in
budget’, because that is exactly what the northern
suburbs got from this budget. Mr Ondarchie is quoted
in that article as saying the northern suburbs would
benefit. I ask him to point out exactly where those
benefits are. Mr Ondarchie has been unable to deliver
any benefits. It is no wonder, because he is actively
lobbying to get Mr Guy to go down to the lower house
at the next election so that Mr Ondarchie himself can
take the no. 1 position for the Liberal Party to try to
save his skin. If he stays at no. 2, he is going to struggle
to be re-elected, given the lack of performance so far by
the Liberal Party when it comes to providing for the
northern suburbs.
I am particularly appalled by some other results in the
budget, including cuts to the education maintenance
allowance. This important program supports schools to

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012 and BUDGET PAPERS 2012–13
3238

COUNCIL

provide breakfast programs and uniforms, books and
other support to disadvantaged children, many of whom
live in my electorate. As a result of this cut, I am
concerned that many public schools in my electorate
will have to pull back on some of the support they offer
struggling families. I wonder where the priorities of this
government are when its members would cut such an
important program, as well as scrap the $300 School
Start bonus, which helped families with children
starting prep or year 7.
I refer to the area of early childhood. Those early years
are particularly vital for children, because the support
that preschoolers get during this time is absolutely
critical to ensuring that they get the best start to their
education. We all know this state is experiencing a
baby boom at the moment, which is putting more
pressure on infrastructure, particularly in the growth
suburbs in areas like the city of Whittlesea, yet there is
not a single dollar in the budget for infrastructure
funding for kindergartens this year. The Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development had the
gall to come in here and announce the opening of a new
funding round that will rely on federal money. The
minister, Mr Ondarchie and Liberal backbenchers
should be sending a thankyou note to the federal
Minister for School Education, Early Childhood and
Youth, Mr Garrett, for all the money he is providing to
kindergartens around the state, because the money the
federal government is providing is the only reason
those kindergartens will be able to afford to expand
their services to meet the 15 hours of universal access
to kindergarten next year.
I particularly note the government is ignoring the
Report of the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry, on which the government said it was placing a
great deal of importance earlier in the year. That report
recommends an increased investment in universal child
services, including in kindergartens, as a way to prevent
involvement of families in the child protection system.
After this important report was released, I was
particularly appalled that the government would choose
to put not a single dollar into infrastructure in this
year’s state budget. Of course the minister can run
around and cut ribbons on Labor-funded projects for
kindergarten services, but it will only be a matter of
time before she runs out of ribbons. The fact is that any
ribbons she cuts in the future will be paid for by the
Gillard Labor government.
In relation to health, only a minuscule amount of
money has been provided to the Royal Victorian Eye
and Ear Hospital — $2 million out of a once promised
$165 million; that hospital is in my electorate. There is
nothing in the budget towards Northern Health’s
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academic research precinct, which I have spoken about
on numerous occasions, which would help that hospital
retain much-needed medical staff. Nothing has been
done to address hospital waiting lists and the banking
up of ambulances at hospitals. In fact things are getting
much worse.
In relation to transport, bus routes 573 and 571, which
run through the northern suburbs, are being cut. There
are no new bus routes to assist that growing
community.
In the area of youth, there are cuts in the budget for
youth mentoring and yet again no money for the
promised Bairnsdale youth centre.
In conclusion, this is a dreadful budget for Victorian
families. It is particularly galling that education is
receiving so many cuts. I would have thought that
should be a top priority of the government, and I hope
government members address these issues in the future.
There is no decisive action on the part of the Baillieu
government at the moment. This is a do-nothing
government that is allowing this state’s economy to
decline so that people will lose their jobs. Government
members do not care. All they are doing is looking after
their mates.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Very recently a survey was published by the Lowy
Institute that showed 23 per cent of young people aged
between 18 to 29 said it did not matter what kind of
government they had in Victoria or Australia. In
editorial articles on that survey teachers copped the
blame from many commentators. Those commentators
said teachers were covering too many other forms of
government in a user-friendly manner in schools and
were not extolling the virtues of our democracy. I do
not think teachers should have copped the blame from
the commentators; I think we as politicians are to
blame. The reason is because so often we are involved
in petty debates attacking individuals rather than
contesting ideas, and we are perceived too often to be
consumed by partisan political agendas, which to young
people — and no doubt to most Victorians — shows a
disinterest in the issues that really matter to young
people.
At this time we talk about the budget, and I have
listened to a lot of the speeches. I am concerned that so
many of those speeches have again focused on issues
that are extraneous to the budget itself and to the
services and facilities that Victorians expect and require
both as individuals and as companies to continue to
build this state and to create opportunities for the future.
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I am sympathetic to the government in the way it has
had to approach this budget and what it has had to cope
with. I think members, and Victorians generally, need
to be aware that the world is experiencing the worst
economic circumstances since the Great Depression,
and that includes 2008 and 2009, the global financial
crisis, during which many people tried to paper over the
cracks in the world financial system. Many of the
chickens hatched in that period are now coming home
to roost. What is happening in Europe and in the United
States has repercussions for the entire world. It is
impacting upon China, it is upon impacting Japan and it
is impacting upon us. Going forward it will continue to
impact upon us and the ability of our governments to
continue to provide services and infrastructure because
of what is happening in terms of finance, particularly
with the world’s banking system, and the access that we
in Australia will have to funds.
We have seen in Europe in particular but also in the
United States just how crippling debt can be. Too often
in this country we have resorted to debt at inappropriate
times. From both sides of the house I have consistently
advocated that debt is allowable and that we should not
just round up on debt as a bad thing all the time. But
debt, where it exists, needs to be related to long-term
infrastructure. Too often countries around the world
have failed to understand the importance of the
correlation between debt and long-term infrastructure to
investment in the future. One of the real problems we
have in Australia is that there has been an increasing
reliance on debt and a failure of the federal government
to recognise some of the conditions worldwide and the
likely impact of those conditions on not just the
national economy but also on particular state
economies.
We often hear about the two-speed economy in
Australia and about the success of the mining industry,
particularly in Western Australia and Queensland.
Clearly those two states have fared quite well in recent
years, but I suggest to members of this house that the
mining boom has at best 10 years to go and probably
more like 5 years to go. China, our biggest customer, is
already developing mines of its own in Inner Mongolia,
part of its own territory, and is buying into and
establishing mines in countries such as Africa. It has
bought into Australian mines and is also looking at
other BRIC nations — Brazil, Russia, India and
China — to establish sources of supply for its minerals.
In fact its economy is slowing down too, because
Europe and America are buying less from China at the
moment because of the recession activity in their
countries and because they are struggling with their
debt levels. But it is going to get worse.
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In the future, if nothing else, China will be a price
maker, not a price taker. So in Australia we need to be
sure that we do not have an overreliance on the mining
industry. We need to recognise that what Victoria has
to offer in terms of financial services, manufacturing,
horticulture and agriculture, education services and so
forth, are important areas of our economy that we need
to protect and that we need to plan for in terms of future
opportunities. In that sense I congratulate the
government on the efforts it is making to promote
Victorian industry, particularly the manufacturing
sector, in China and in India.
Can I suggest to the government — to the Premier, if I
might be so bold — that areas like Indonesia ought also
to be very strongly part of our outreach in the future in
promoting our manufacturing sector and some of those
other areas such as education, financial services and
horticulture. So too should Chile. We should not forget
Japan and Korea and some of our other traditional areas
and trading partners, because Victoria simply must
continue to build on the very strong foundations it has
had in those industries. As the mining boom peters out,
and I believe that will be in five years from the sorts of
studies I have done, we are going to be in a very
important place for Australia in terms of driving the
national economy, as we have been over so many years.
We need to consider government investment, and I
think this budget makes efforts to look at investment in
the future. We certainly need to be looking a lot more at
infrastructure. We need to look at the skills gaps, and I
note that the TAFE education system has been a focus
of many people’s contributions to this debate. I think
skills development is a very important issue, but the
truth is we also need to look at what is the most
effective way of developing those skills. Where there is
minimal demand for courses, we have to look at
different ways of providing that skills training.
We certainly need to be mindful that — and the
Treasurer has battled this in the case of the budget, and
I dare say he will continue to battle it, as will his federal
colleagues going forward — the tax base is being
eroded by changes in technology, by our ageing
population, by competition from other countries and by
the decisions corporates make about their worldwide
supply chains. We have also been adversely affected by
comparatively higher interest rates than most of our
trading partners, China being a notable exception. We
have also been seriously affected by the Australian
dollar, and I might well be labelled a cave dweller or
even the village idiot, but I suggest that it is perhaps
time to consider fixing the rate of the Australian dollar.
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I supported the floating of the Australian dollar at the
time it was done by a previous federal Labor
government. It was an appropriate action at that time.
But right now the Australian dollar has become play
money for worldwide investors. The value of the dollar
is going up and down in a speculative market according
to the wants and needs of international speculators and
with absolutely no regard for the fundamentals of the
Australian economy. The problem with that is that it is
in the long term destroying some of our best industries.
We are competitive; Victorians are particularly
competitive. Victorians are particularly innovative. But
the fact is that our industries are being undermined by
speculation in the Australian dollar, which, as I said,
has no regard for the fundamentals of our economic
performance. It is making significant inroads into the
viability of many of our tourist businesses, of our
manufacturing businesses, of other export-related
industries and even of our education services, which are
such a significant and valuable export for Victoria.
I have always regarded education services as a valuable
export and not simply because of the export dollars the
sector brings in through the students coming to
Victoria. More importantly, all the students who study
in Victoria and go back to their own country usually go
to a leadership position. They move up through the
ranks of politics, through the ranks of business and
through the ranks of their communities into important
positions in those communities. These are people who
have had a taste of Victoria, who understand our
lifestyle, who understand the way we operate and who,
because of their education here, have a link to Victoria.
They are such an important asset for us going forward,
and I am not sure that we do enough about that. I think
we are losing some of our education export
opportunities through the recruitment of international
students for two reasons: one, the cost due to the high
Australian dollar being in a speculative situation, and
two, the visa policy the federal government has
implemented.
This budget has been framed in very difficult
circumstances. What concerns me is that I think there is
worse to come. In my view, despite the fact that I am an
optimist at most times and a glass-half-full man, the
reality is that the trends and circumstances in Europe in
particular but also in the United States are such that we
are headed for significant further upheaval in global
markets. Unfortunately Victoria is not an island unto
itself, and many issues — as I said, speculation on the
Australian dollar is simply one example — are having a
substantial impact on the ability of the government to
provide services efficiently and effectively to
Victorians.
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It certainly does not escape me that there are a number
of significant wage claims out in the marketplace at this
time. Whilst I think it is important that people are fairly
remunerated for the work they do, it is time we had a
really big think about Australia’s place in the world,
because if we go to a situation where we are going for
landmark wage claims, we are really going towards
substantial job losses as a consequence. There is no
doubt that in many industries — and retail is a classic
example — the number of people who are now buying
online is growing very strongly. Online buying is
eroding the tax base of the national government, and
because a lot of those taxes are related to GST, it is
therefore also eroding the base of state taxes.
Not only that, but online buying is creating a situation
where retailers are unable to pay a range of other taxes,
including payroll tax, some sales duties and so forth,
because their businesses have been eroded by online
sales. They simply cannot compete and are finding it
increasingly difficult to maintain momentum in terms
of employment growth against that sort of competition.
We are facing significant structural change in the world
today and significant structural change here in
Australia. Some of what we are dealing with
economically is cyclical, but much of it is structural. It
is a great pity that we in this debate and in other debates
have not tackled some of those issues and looked at
some of the ways in which we might address change,
government responses and the way in which
governments might continue to provide effective and
efficient services to meet the needs of Victorians rather
than simply trying to carpet one another and participate
in debates on issues that really are very much at the
fringe of what ought to be the vital issues — issues that
very much concern those 18 to 29-year-olds who have
lost faith in democracy as a concept and do not believe
we would be any worse off if we had some other form
of government, be it a dictatorship, a socialist
government or whatever.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I thank Mr Atkinson for that presidential speech.
I at one stage wondered whether the rhetorical phrase
‘village idiot’ was unparliamentary, but I am prepared
to refer those matters to the President for his own
consideration.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon to speak on the budget papers
2012–13. Victoria is in a very unfortunate financial
position. We have lost $6.1 billion in GST revenue.
As others have alluded to today, there are external
market pressures domestically and internationally
imposing on the financial position of this state, and we
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are still feeling the effects of the neglect and
mismanagement over the 11 years of the Bracks and
Brumby-Lenders governments.
Ms Mikakos took the opportunity today to talk about
taking credit for things that have happened in the north,
but what she failed to do was accept responsibility for
the situation that the Labor government left this state in.
I am talking about a desalination plant that is costing
Victorians $2 million a day for the next 27 years; a
myki ticketing system that has an $857 million
blow-out; smart meters, which have had an
$800 million blow-out; electronic gaming licences,
which lost about $3 billion in potential revenue; the
HealthSMART database project, which was introduced
by the Leader of the Opposition and member for
Mulgrave, Daniel Andrews, when he was the Minister
for Health, was abandoned by this government when it
was found to need a further $80 million for completion;
the LINK database, which was abandoned after it was
found that it would require a further $100 million to
become operational; and the regional rail link, amongst
other things, which has blown out by $1.1 billion. What
Ms Mikakos and others opposite have failed to do is
accept responsibility for the condition they left this state
in.
Under the previous government expenses grew at an
unsustainable average of 7.3 per cent over 10 years to
2010–11, and Victoria’s public service grew at an
average of 5.3 per cent between 2006 and 2010 while
the annual population grew at an average of 2 per cent.
I am sure Victorians can work this out. This budget is
responsible, conservative and it is right for its time. It
will deliver a surplus of $155 million, which is
projected to grow to $2.528 billion by 2015–16. The
focus of this budget has been on health care, transport
improvements and school upgrades which will secure
Victoria’s future.
Many members opposite have talked about the state of
the budget. We, as members of the government, know
we have taken a responsible position, because we have
determined that our own salaries and those of senior
public servants will be limited to a 2.5 per cent increase
in line with what we expect from others for the next
12 months.
Ms Mikakos and the members for Yan Yean and
Ivanhoe in the other place have all made commentary
about this budget and its support for Victoria’s northern
metropolitan area, which I represent. I have to say there
have been some remarkable achievements. There was
$10 million for a new primary school in Doreen South,
including classrooms, a gymnasium and a new
administration facility. Over $6 million was put aside
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for the acquisition of land in Epping North for school
facilities. There was $10.4 million for a youth foyer in
Broadmeadows to support structured assistance and
accommodation for young people at risk.
There are 17 new kindergartens, with over $40 million
in capital grants for Northern Metropolitan Region that
I and the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development announced in the last few weeks. In
particular there was $1.34 million for the Olympic
Village children’s hub, which will include a preschool,
maternal health services, child care, playgroups and
community meeting rooms. In terms of supporting our
youth, there is $6.35 million for the Parkville youth
justice centre and $10 million to decentralise and make
less scary a Children’s Court facility at Broadmeadows.
There is $2 million for sports maintenance work at the
State Netball Hockey Centre at Royal Park. There is
$58 million under the stewardship of the manufacturing
minister for high-performance manufacturing across
Victoria, and I am sure that Northern Metropolitan
Region will benefit from that. There is $56 million for
the creation of more than 220 privately owned homes,
110 social housing properties and a 110-bed aged-care
home, all of which will be constructed in the north of
Melbourne. There is also $336 million provided for
child protection and looking after our kids.
Ms Mikakos talked about jobs in her presentation
today. One of the biggest impacts on jobs we are going
to see in the state of Victoria is that dreaded carbon tax,
and not once today did she say she either supports the
carbon tax or is against it. She could have said she was
standing up for working families in Victoria and
denounced the carbon tax. She failed to do so, as she
failed to support the north for many years of her time in
government. There was $179 million allocated for
metropolitan rail network maintenance, and just this
week I was pleased to announce $12 million for the
upgrade of Cooper Street around Melbourne Wholesale
Fruit, Vegetable and Flower Market in Epping.
There is $1.14 billion for mental health, and there is
going to be equipment for more than 22 new
community care unit beds at the Austin Hospital and
$3 million of additional funding to run new and
innovative intensive day-patient programs at the Royal
Children’s Hospital. A range of things have been
supported in this budget, and people are saying
interesting things about it. It is not just me; what are
people saying about the state budget? As reported in the
Herald Sun of 3 May, Patrick Ansell said:
Daniel Andrews seems a little annoyed with Ted’s budget.
Let’s hear Daniel explain how he would restore Victoria’s
financial position to a healthy level, given it was the
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government he served that forced Ted to deliver a tough
budget.

On the same date Jason from Berwick is reported as
saying:
I want Labor back. They open the chequebook every year and
spend, spend, spend. A billion here for myki, a billion or two
there for smart meters. As I look out the window to pouring
rain … countless billions wasted on a desal plant.

Joe from the bush said, also in the same section:
After 10 years of spending and waste under the last lot, we
now have to tighten our belts to pay for it all under this lot.
Sounds familiar, doesn’t it? Labor blows it, we suffer; the
Libs drag it back …

This is what the readers of the Herald Sun are saying.
The opposition members like to quote from the papers
fairly regularly and put stories into the papers, but in the
Herald Sun of Friday, 18 May, the editorial names a
number of things. It talks about HealthSMART. It talks
about the myki smartcard. It talks about the desalination
plant and the north–south pipeline and it says:
These white elephants were launched by the Bracks and
Brumby governments and cannot be blamed on the Baillieu
government, which must pick up the pieces.

That is the reason why we have a responsible budget
that is right for its time. It is a budget that indicates to
all Victorians that we have to live within our means.
That is why the Treasurer, the Premier and the whole
cabinet in the state of Victoria have delivered to
Victorians a responsible budget.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I join in the appropriation debate. I think
we now have a situation where the people of Victoria
can look at this budget as a defining budget. The reason
I think it is a defining budget is that we now have two
clearly different directions for the major political parties
in this state. Victorians now have a clear alternative,
where they can look at the government they have at the
moment — a government that is reining in spending in
tough financial times — and know they have a
government that will deliver the services we can afford.
Victorians also know that over 11 years the previous
Labor government was unable to bring in any one of its
expenditure totals in budget in any one of its 11 years.
At the start of every year the members of the previous
government would sit down and work out how much
they were going to spend in the next financial year. Yet
whether the Treasury was under the control of
Mr Lenders, who is now rejoining us, or whether it was
under the control of the former Premier, John Brumby,
in not one of those years was Labor able to prove to the
people of Victoria that it could manage the state’s
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finances. Why did expenditure outstrip the Labor
government’s estimated revenue in every one of its
11 years? As everyone knows, Labor cannot manage
money.
In the coalition we have had one year in government. It
was a year in which we were stripped of over $2 billion
in projected revenues. As we headed into the last
election we thought we knew what was to be made
available to us once we took over the government
offices. However, due to a different arrangement that
has now been put to us by the Commonwealth Grants
Commission — a diminishing pool within the GST
returns, as opposed to what was estimated — we have
had to make reductions on the run and tighten our belts
to make sure that we bring our budget in on budget. We
have been able to do that in the most difficult times.
Victorians have a clear choice. They can look at a
Labor Party and a potential Labor government that they
know will overspend every year. They also know Labor
will increase debt every year. I think when Victorians
look to the north and see the financial strife that the
New South Wales and Queensland governments have
got themselves into with increased debt levels, they will
be very grateful that the Labor Party’s reign in Victoria
was stopped at 11 years and that the future financial
plan for Victoria sees the state’s debt not being raised to
$35 billion, as was forecast under the previous
government, but capped at around $20 billion to
$22 billion. That has been put in place by the Treasurer,
Mr Wells.
It is not as though Labor has learnt from its time in
government when it overspent each and every year.
Right now we have a situation where opposition
members are out there screaming for the coalition in
government to be spending more money. I will go
through a list of their claims that I have with me.
The shadow Minister for Women’s Affairs, Danielle
Green, the member for Yan Yean in the Assembly,
wants another $25 million for financial assistance to
community health centres — it would be nice if we
could have it. Adem Somyurek wants 32 manufacturing
support programs reinstated. He does not say how he
would fund them; he just wants them back. Mr Merlino,
the member for Monbulk in the Assembly, wants a new
secondary college at Mernda — he wants more than
$25 million for that — and he wants another one at
Seddon. He does not say how much he wants for that
one; he just wants another school there.
The shadow minister for skills and apprenticeships,
Mr Herbert, the member for Eltham in the Assembly,
wants $290 million put back into the TAFE sector.
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Brian Tee says he wants the urban growth areas change
reversed because it is going to put too many cars on the
road, but he does not say how much the detrimental
effect of not going ahead with Minister Guy’s plan is
going to cost the state or Melbourne. The opposition
transport spokesperson, the member for Northcote in
the Assembly, wants to reverse any public transport
fare increases. Wade Noonan, the member for
Williamstown in the Assembly, wants money reinstated
for an advice line. The shadow Minister for Roads,
Luke Donnellan, the member for Narre Warren North
in the Assembly, wants more bike path funding.
Daniel Andrews, the member for Mulgrave in the
Assembly, wants the state government to pay for new
infrastructure for Qantas out at the airport, but he does
not say how he would fund it. The shadow Minister for
Sport and Recreation, John Eren, the member for Lara
in the Assembly, is not quite sure whether he wants to
spend more money or save money: he wants more
investment to keep major events here but is not quite
sure about our $60 million investment in Lakeside
Stadium. We cannot quite work out what he wants.
Mr Merlino wants $29 million spent on school
education maintenance allowances. Mr Eren wants
$46 million returned to the Community Support Fund.
Mr Andrews wants all the Department of Primary
Industries’ offices that are going to close to be
reopened. He does not say how he would fund them; he
just wants them reopened.
On it goes. Mr Jennings wants an additional
$616 million put into the health system. The shadow
minister for employment, Tim Pallas, the member for
Tarneit in the Assembly, wants $13 million put back
into small business promotion. The shadow Minister for
Planning, Brian Tee, wants $9 million put back into
planning. The shadow Minister for Housing, Richard
Wynne, the member for Richmond in the Assembly,
wants $8 million put back into housing programs.
Again, no-one is saying how they are going to fund any
of this.
The opposition roads spokesperson, Luke Donellan,
wants $33 million put into a roads program, and he has
been critical of any increases in revenue that may be
raised through fines in the future. Regional and rural
development spokesperson Jaala Pulford says it is
wrong for this state to be planning to gain $740 million
through state taxes. Maybe she is going to give that
money back. Mr Donnellan wants another $115 million
to be put into a cycling strategy. Mr Lenders has called
for another $205 million to be put into the Future
Farming strategy, even though it has been superseded
by Minister Walsh’s plan, which is far superior.
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We now have a situation where on the promises by the
Labor Party that have been tagged by finances alone the
cost is over $2 billion. Plus Labor is going to reinstate
4200 public servants, which is another $3 billion
recurring per annum. That is over $5 billion. If you look
at all the promises Labor members have made which do
not have dollar signs attached to them, you find there is
another $1 billion. We are talking about $6 billion
which the previous mob want to lump onto Victoria at a
time when everybody knows we simply cannot afford
it.
But it does not make any difference to Labor. Labor
will keep borrowing, increasing state debt and
overspending. When you look at the financially
responsible nature of the coalition government, you will
find that eventually we will be in a much better place
than rival states to the north of us which have had to
endure Labor’s spending, increased debts and
mismanagement for longer periods of time.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr DRUM — It may have been a better story for
Victoria had we not gone ahead and built a desalination
plant. Into the future we are going to have to lump
Melbourne Water users with a 30 per cent increase in
their water rates. I wonder who they are going to
blame? Are they going to blame the current coalition
government when that happens, or will they have
enough hindsight to look at the rabble that was the
former government which rushed into a policy that it
said was a fraud? Instead of building a desalination
plant that would have been an opportunity to give this
state water of last resort at a much smaller cost to the
people of Melbourne — maybe the people of
Melbourne would have accepted that — the former
government built something three times bigger.
Then you have the financial genius — and I am being a
little bit cynical here — of Mr Lenders. He thinks it is
better to get water into Melbourne to fill up a dam in
Sugarloaf Reservoir — that is already full, by the
way — by pumping water through a 70-kilometre
pipeline than it is to pump it 2 kilometres from the
Yarra River. I will let Mr Lenders dazzle us with the
financial genius that supported that water plan at
another time. It will be similar to the genius who went
ahead and built the north–south pipeline before he did a
feasibility study for it and before a cost-benefit analysis
was done. The previous government got an idea and
then ran its cost-benefit analysis concurrently with the
building of the pipeline.
I do not know, Acting President, whether you built your
transport company along such lines, but I imagine you
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would have first checked the profitability and the
feasibility of the business and you would have made
sure that your business was going to be financially
viable before making a major investment. That was not
so with the previous government which got an idea, put
the excavators into action and did the cost-benefit
analysis as the project went through. When we asked
the Treasurer or the Minister for Water, ‘How much is
it going to cost us for a unit of water when it arrives in
Melbourne?’, do members know what they told us?
They said, ‘We can’t tell you’.
We are not going to talk about the $3 billion loss from
the poker machine revenue; we are not going to talk
about that, and we will not talk about myki. We will not
talk about any losses. All I will say is that for 11 years
the Labor government continually overspent to the tune
of approximately $1 billion every year. There was
about an $11 billion overspend over its term of
government. The Labor government got it wrong to the
tune of about $11 billion. We would like to have it
back; however, I do not think we are going to get it
back for Victorians, and unfortunately we will have to
make do with what we have.
Now at least Victorians have a clear choice: they can go
down the path of supporting Labor, which they know
will spend and spend and borrow and borrow and rack
up state debt, or they can get behind what the coalition
government is doing with responsible financial
management and delivering services to the people of
Victoria in the best way it can.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I understand I
am the last member to speak on the budget papers this
afternoon. I am not sure if that is on the premise that
they were keeping the best to last or, in fact, whether
that was my place in the pecking order for a reason. I
take on board Mr Viney’s words, and I will be speaking
about many of the good things that the budget has given
to my electorate of Western Victoria Region.
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were overcommitted or underfunded or just did not
deliver. Those on the other side consist mainly of new
graduates from the school of trade unions whose motto
is ‘spend, spend, spend’. It does not matter where the
money comes from; there is no accountability or
transparency, just spin, spend and spin.
I say to the members on the other side that Victorians
have at last had a budget that is not only a blueprint for
fiscal responsibility but also a vision for Victoria to be
the leading state in the nation. It is a budget that will
protect the state’s financial integrity with an operating
surplus of over $155 million, a AAA rating, the single
biggest investment in infrastructure the state has ever
seen — $5.8 billion — and net debt declining to 6 per
cent of gross state product by June 2016.
Despite the financial challenges of a global economy
that has certain countries teetering on the edge of
recession, a Labor federal government that has a
shocking track record of waste and total
mismanagement with projects like pink batt insulation,
wasteful Building the Education Revolution funding,
green schemes that were buried, the national broadband
network — which is a bloated dinosaur that people will
not be able to afford — and a spending program that
makes even a drunken sailor look competent, Victoria
is taking steps to reverse the trend of having more
expenditure than revenue, because that is not
sustainable. While federal Labor is squeezing Victoria
by reducing its GST share by $8 billion, it continues to
bludgeon Victoria with the threat of withdrawing from
the regional rail link, using Fair Work Australia as the
big stick to nationalise occupational health and safety
and using the state’s irrigators as the pawns to have
Victoria sign up to the Murray-Darling Basin plan.

However, one has to go back into the past because the
budget was framed against the background of some of
the activities of the previous government and obviously
some liability was attached to it. I am going to present a
contribution this afternoon that is about hope and
optimism for the future. I will also demonstrate that we
have a budget of leadership, sustainability and
consolidation in the face of a Labor legacy that had the
state of Victoria heading into receivership.

On 1 July federal Labor will introduce a carbon tax
with a carbon price that will be the highest in the world.
A country that produces only 1 per cent of greenhouse
gas emissions will see a federal government imposing a
penalty — a cost — on every man, woman and child in
Australia that no other country in the world imposes on
its population. If that kick in the guts is not enough, it is
also changing the superannuation rules so that the
superannuation contributions of those over 55 years of
age will be capped at half the present rate. Here we
have a federal Labor government that is removing the
incentive from those who want to be self-reliant while
happily increasing the cost of living for everyone in
Australia.

I have heard contributions from the other side of the
house criticising a responsible budget and bemoaning
the fact that the state could not continue in an artificial
mist of largesse along the lines of previous budgets that

This budget continues on from the last budget, where
we saw record levels of investment in health, education
and infrastructure. In fact this is the only government
that has delivered nearly 96 per cent of its election
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commitments in the first budget cycle. It has delivered a
reduction in business costs through a 3 per cent
reduction in WorkCover costs, and the priority to
remove regulation and red tape, which has been stifling
small business, has been welcomed by small business.
Mr Barber — Car tax or carbon tax?
Mr RAMSAY — Unfortunately, you were not
listening, Mr Barber. I have mentioned carbon tax a
number of times.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — The $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund, which I am very happy to talk about, Mr Lenders
and Mr Barber, is providing local government and rural
communities with funding for capital projects that we
have not before seen invested in such a strategic way. It
gives rural communities the chance to grow and seize
opportunities for expansion.
While Labor and the unions create hysteria around the
coalition government reducing the unsustainable
growth of the public service and having departmental
programs refocus on productivity and industry need, it
was the irresponsible Labor promise of funded
programs on the never-never that has led us to having
to make the hard decisions for the sake of all
Victorians. The way the unions are using vocational
training as a political tool to further their own interests
is a disgrace. That they did not make the hard decisions
to stop the uncontrollable beast of unsustainable,
uncapped subsidised training with no criterion of
industry need is another disgrace and, and as with so
many other bungled projects, the Baillieu government
has been left to restructure vocational training and
further invest in quality programs. It will provide an
extra $1 billion over four years and increase the subsidy
for industry-recognised apprenticeship programs. While
we clean up Labor’s mess the vision of Victoria being
the leading state continues with many good budget
announcements.
In my region $38 million has been allocated to the
Ballarat Western Link Road and $46 million to the
Ballarat hospital, which includes a helipad and 60 new
beds. The sum of $42 million for the Western Highway
between Buangor and Beaufort has been promised and
delivered, and $62 million has gone to the farmers in
Ripon to boost productivity and profitability.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — We have more to do. They are
things that Mr Lenders never had the courage to do. I
am looking for this government to review payroll tax,
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which is a significant cost to small business. I am
pleased to see the reforming of the fire services levy is
now under way. Admittedly it is not happening quite as
quickly as I would have liked, but having tried to
reform the fire service levy for 10 years, Mr Lenders
would understand there are some significant and
complicated issues associated with it.
This is a responsible budget that deals with the past but
provides for the future. I support the budget papers.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed later this day.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 May; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this bill, and I will raise a number of issues.
The Labor Party will not be opposing this bill, but there
are a number of interesting constitutional issues that
come through here. I will explore them in my
contribution to the second-reading debate, and I give
notice to the Assistant Treasurer that I wish to explore
them further in the committee stage. I will make a
couple of observations about this bill. I do not normally
talk about the tabling of the statement of compatibility
when I speak, but if one goes to this bill’s statement of
compatibility, one can see it says, in the third-to-last
paragraph:
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament.

That opens up the discussion that I wish to have during
the second-reading and committee stages. I am pleased
Mr Rich-Phillips is in the chamber. I reiterate that the
statement of compatibility says:
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament.
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That opens up a discussion about how the
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012 fits in
with the general role of the executive government. A
member could rightly say that I was the Treasurer,
finance minister or parliamentary secretary for 10 of the
11 budgets before this happened, so I am not seeking to
offer any new material. But this budget is different, and
it is more pertinent to talk about it now rather than at
other times.
I take members to schedule 1 on page 4 of the bill.
When you go through the budget and look at the
departmental funding model, you will find — and
Mr Rich-Phillips will correct me if the figure I am
quoting is wrong — that all output lines have been
indexed up by 2.5 per cent. If we go through the
summary in schedule 1, we find that the
Auditor-General’s line has been indexed up by exactly
2.5 per cent. When we go to the Legislative Council,
we find that the figure spent for this year is down on
last year. If you take out the departmental funding
model — it is not trick accounting: you just put last
year’s figure of 2.934 million and add 2.5 per cent,
which gets you to 3.007 million — the actual provision
in this appropriation is for $2.861 million. That
methodology gets you effectively a 4.9 per cent cut in
the budget of the Legislative Council.
Similarly there is a 4.9 per cent cut in the budget of the
Legislative Assembly, a 5.6 per cent cut in the budget
of the parliamentary investigative committees, a 9.1 per
cent cut in the Department of Parliamentary Services
and no cut, or status quo, which is last year’s
appropriation plus the departmental funding model, for
the department of the Auditor-General.
The proposition I wish to make here is that the
Parliament budget across all parliamentary
departments — that is, the five parliamentary
departments — has effectively been cut by 7.4 per cent.
If last year’s base of $106 549 000 were indexed by the
departmental funding model, it would have been
$109 274 000. What is being sought to be appropriated
is $101 175 000, so the Parliament has effectively had a
7.4 per cent cut to its appropriation.
The central question I am asking is how this happens
and what the governance process is by which this
happens. In the statement of compatibility we see that
the Assistant Treasurer — and I am sure he simply put
his name to the statement of compatibility that the
Treasurer tabled in the Assembly — has said:
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament.

What I read from that is that the Presiding Officers have
recommended a 7.4 per cent cut in the parliamentary
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budget. I am not seeking to play games with this; I am
just putting the evidence of two documents in front of
me. I am not arguing a case about whether the
Parliament should be subject to budget cuts. What I am
seeking to establish is how we get to a 7.4 per cent cut
in the parliamentary appropriation, assuming the
departmental funding model will be passed. Even
without the departmental funding model we have
$106 million becoming $101 million. That
$106 million would have been $109 million by the time
you added the departmental funding model to it. We
have a statement from the Assistant Treasurer that it is
in accordance with the wishes of the Presiding Officers,
and we have a 7.4 per cent cut to the Parliament
afterwards.
I refer the house to an email from the President. This
email went out on 7 May. It says:
As you are aware, the state budget requires Parliament to
implement savings of …

and it goes through a series of figures: $4 million,
$4.1 million, $4.2 million, $4.3 million et cetera. It
continues:
Parliament is further informed that these savings will
continue, indexed in the same manner, beyond 2015–16.

What we see is ‘the state budget requires’ and that the
Presiding Officers ‘wish’, and then we have from the
President a series of things in an email that has gone out
to all members. I will not dwell on all of them, but they
include the halving of training budgets and an overall
reduction by 20 per cent in members’ electorate office
budgets. There are two unfunded joint investigatory
committees and three unfunded Council committees. I
am assuming that refers to the government’s policy
announcement that it will have joint investigatory
committees overseeing the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission and the FOI
commissioner. There are also unfunded regional
sittings.
Nowhere in the joint letter from the Speaker and the
President to all members outlining cuts does it say that
the Presiding Officers are not supportive of the cuts. I
am not arguing there should not be a cut to the
Parliament’s budget, and the Labor Party will vote for
this piece of legislation. What I am seeking from the
minister at the committee stage, or he can take my
question on notice, is an indication of the governance
process as to how we get a 7 per cent-plus cut to the
budget of the Parliament, which it is said the Presiding
Officers wish to happen.
There are a couple of things that concern me a little. I
am trying not to be flippant about this, but a series of
choices appear to have been made about what is going
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forward. I heard from members of a committee — and
without specifying the committee, I am pleased
Mr Philip Davis is about to speak; I hope he does not
rip my throat out if I mention his committee — that the
webcasting of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee will not continue in the next parliament
sitting period. If that is the case, I am interested to hear
from Mr Rich-Phillips or Mr Davis — and I hope
Mr Atkinson in his capacity as a member will come and
join the committee stage — about who made the
decision.

One of the great things about carryovers and knowing
what they are is that you get rid of some of that
nonsense of everyone spending everything by 30 June
lest they lose it. It allows flexibility. My question to
Mr Rich-Phillips is: how can the departments of the
Parliament or individual members with budgets under
the Department of Parliamentary Services know if the
rules are about to change? I have been assured the rules
are not changing for this financial year for any of the
bodies under the Appropriation (Parliament 2011/2012)
Act 2011.

Did the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
request the Presiding Officers do this as part of the
budget process? Did the executive government make
the decision, or did the Presiding Officers say, ‘We
have an envelope’? In the end this appropriation bill
only gets here because the Governor or the Lieutenant
Governor signs a message to the Assembly requesting
the appropriation. It only comes through the executive
government.

There has also been discussion, rightly or wrongly, that
travel for parliamentary committees is changing as a
way of cutting the cloth for the budget. Of all the vital
issues, there is the well-publicised decision about the
dining room not offering suppers anymore during late
night sittings. Quite frankly, with no disrespect to the
dining room as I like the food it offers, I do not like the
food it presents late at night. I am quite happy to pay for
my food, but what I am asking is how are these
priorities decided? I am looking to hear from the
minister on that area.

The electorate office budget has been cut by 20 per
cent. Where does that come from? Is that a directive
from the budget and expenditure review committee? Is
that a decision of the Presiding Officers? Is there some
process out of the joint house committee? Where has
this figure come from?
As a former Treasurer, I am truly fascinated by the
issue of carryovers. Focusing on the line of the
Auditor-General’s department — and leaving the
Parliament right out of this lest there be any claim of
self-interest or vested interest — I am not seeking a
clarification from the minister, but as I understand from
the budget papers the Auditor-General can carry over
3 per cent of his budget without needing to go to the
Treasurer for approval. If the Treasurer were to decide,
for example, on a policy change to vary that carryover,
how would the Auditor-General be notified? Similarly,
members of Parliament have their electorate office
budget and understand the rule that there is a carryover
at present, but if the executive government decides to
change that carryover, what notification would go to the
Auditor-General or a member of Parliament that the
rules are changing?
What I am hoping to hear from the Assistant Treasurer,
either at the committee stage or by correspondence later
on, is about the process. If the Auditor-General’s
carryover rules were to change — I know the
Auditor-General is a fairly formidable individual for a
Treasurer to take on — and as the head of a public
sector management authority under the Financial
Management Act 1994, how does he know and how
can he plan?

I have covered off most of the areas, but again, as a
courtesy to the minister, I will flag the clauses I will be
talking to in the committee stage. I am also interested in
clause 3 of the bill, which has the title ‘Issue of
moneys’ and says:
(1) The Treasurer may issue out of the Consolidated Fund
in respect of the financial year —

and it talks about the amount —
(2) If —
(a) in respect of the financial year 2012/2013 the
amount payable in respect of salaries and related
costs …

Without reading them out to the house, a whole series
of references is set out.
As we see from schedule 1 of this bill, all the
parliamentary departments, other than the
Auditor-General, have had cuts to their budgets. If there
is an EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement) that pays,
say, the 2.5 per cent that the government seeks for
parliamentary staff, where is that coming from? Part of
the answer, I assume, is through all these cuts and
savings that have been announced. More significantly,
how does it interrelate with clause 3(2)(b) of the bill. It
says:
the amounts specified in the relevant items in Schedule 1 are
insufficient to provide for the payment of the increased
amount payable in respect of salaries and related costs —
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They are automatically appropriated. Given that in the
next committee stage we will be talking about the
Treasurer’s advance dealing with this, I am trying to get
an understanding of the interrelationships. As I read
this, if the Presiding Officers sign an EBA with the
Community and Public Sector Union for 2.5 per cent,
or 12.5 per cent, this automatically gets paid from
somewhere. As a courtesy I am flagging to the
Assistant Treasurer that in committee I will be asking
him about clause 3 and where that money will be
coming from.
The other thing I will seek some advice from him about
goes back to my central point about the carryovers.
Clause 5 of the bill talks about:
(1) The amounts to be applied to an item specified in
Schedule 1 shall not, except as provided in … section 31
of the Financial Management Act 1994, exceed the
amount specified for that item.

Basically this comes down to transfers between
departments. As I see it, if you look at the Financial
Management Act and at the parliamentary
appropriation bill, it goes back again to carryovers. The
Parliament has a depreciation amount which is paid for
under the Consolidated Fund, but the Parliament cannot
access that amount to pay for the stonework it is doing
without the authority of the Treasurer. I have no issue
with that, because as a previous Treasurer dealing with
the previous presiding officers I made certain
determinations in that space. However, I am interested
in whether there is any change proposed. As I said, it
goes back to my central proposition of carryovers —
that is, whether there is any change proposed to apply
to the transfer between parliamentary appropriations.
The final thing I will touch on goes back again to the
parliamentary investigatory committees budget. I will
leave aside the issue of the Legislative Council in
relation to the 4.9 per cent cut and the ability of the
Council to staff its committees. I will be absolutely
political here, because I do not see any point in fighting
for more staff to service Legislative Council
committees when the government constantly uses its
numbers to not let those committees do anything. That
is a debate for another day, because it is a hypothetical
debate unless two members of the government
suddenly see it in their interests to actually have some
scrutiny. I was not born yesterday, and I am not going
to waste the time of the house, so I will not pursue the
issue of Legislative Council committees, because I am
saving my breath to cool my porridge. However, I will
comment more along parliamentary investigatory
committee lines.
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr LENDERS — There is no porridge in the
dining room.
These investigatory committees have had a 5.6 per cent
cut in their budgets. I am happy to go through my
methodology again if I need to. If you were to put the
departmental funding model on it, they have had a
5.6 per cent cut, and given that the departmental
funding model is what the government is offering in
wages, it is a 5.6 per cent cut.
In addition to the 12 committees we already have, the
government will establish a supervisory committee for
IBAC. I think the legislation is the sixth iteration of the
independent, broadbased anticorruption commission
bill — whatever the bill that will be passed in this
house is called. It might have been IBAC iteration 5.
I think — again I am happy to stand corrected — the
Freedom of Information Amendment (Freedom of
Information Commissioner) Bill 2011 also established
an investigatory committee, and if it did not, the
government’s policy is clearly to establish joint
investigatory committees in both those areas.
For the purposes of the department, in relation to
parliamentary investigatory committees we have seen a
5.6 per cent cut in the budget. We know the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Committee will be established. We know the FOI
commissioner committee will be established. We know
that 11 of the 12 existing committees have new roles. I
am sure Philip Davis will rip my throat out unless I
advocate for the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to have more authority; he has grand
designs for the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee doing more things. Leaving all that aside,
assuming the 11 other committees are doing what they
normally do, we still have a clear issue in that the
government has given a phenomenally large reference
to the Family and Community Development
Committee to deal with the really sad issue of religious
abuse, for want of a better term. I am sure there is a
more formal term to describe that issue.
I am glad Ms Crozier has walked into the chamber, as I
have spoken about the committee she will be trying to
chair. She would presumably like to have the resources
to be able to deal with the extraordinary reference she
has been given on top of the existing two, if my
memory is correct, that are before that committee.
The proposition I make is that, again, I find it hard to
see how these committees are going to do this task with
a 5.6 per cent budget cut when we have gone from 12
to 14 joint investigatory committees. Even if the two
new ones have only a perfunctory role, they are still
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new committees that will be required to draw on the
staff from this particular pool, and they will have
running costs. With Ms Crozier’s committee, if it has to
put ads out, we all know there is going to be a huge
time constraint.
To put it mildly, I am intrigued. In a policy sense, I am
interested in how this determination has been made. If
the situation is — and I suspect this is what
Mr Rich-Phillips will tell me — that the expenditure
review committee of cabinet has made a decision to put
savings onto the Parliament, then that is the process,
because in the end a message will not come to the
Assembly requesting supply unless the
Lieutenant-Governor or the Governor signs it, and they
will not sign it unless the Treasurer asks them to sign it.
In the end the executive government determines what
happens here in this house, and this house can either
suggest an amendment or vote no. It is contrary again to
the statement in the second-reading speech where the
Treasurer said that it is ‘in line with the wishes of the
Presiding Officers’ that this be the budget. What we
have here is that this is a policy decision.
I will accept the premise that the executive government
has to sign it to make a cut to the budget of the
Parliament. I will not argue the rights or wrongs of that.
I will accept the premise that that is what has happened,
but I am very keen to explore how the choices are made
as to what then happens. This is a role we need to
grapple with, and it is probably best illustrated by the
Family Community and Development Committee
reference. It is one of a series of parliamentary joint
investigatory committees, and the reality is that the only
references they have are what the executive
government gives them. That is because at this
particular juncture the same party controls the
Legislative Assembly, the Legislative Council and the
executive council. It is hardly surprising where the
references come from.
However, there is no escaping the fact that these are
parliamentary committees. Theoretically the
12 government members chairing them are
independent. Theoretically they are carrying out the
terms and conditions of their inquiries with vigour and
independence and reporting to the chambers of
Parliament. Suddenly what has happened is that the
budgets of those committees have been cut, yet new
matters have been given to them by the executive
government to look at. There is no recognition that the
budget has been effectively cut by 5.6 per cent. How is
the decision made as to whether hearings are
shortened? How is the decision made as to whether
travel is cancelled? How is the decision made as to
whether ads are put in the paper?
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Mr Barber — Sitting fees withheld?
Mr LENDERS — Sitting fees withheld? How is the
decision made over whether the hearings are going to
be shorter or whether the number of support staff is
going to be reduced? Those are the issues I wish to
explore.
Without further ado, I have spoken longer than I
intended, but this is a serious set of propositions we
have an opportunity to discuss in this chamber. Often in
these debates, as I have watched them over the years, a
member gets up and complains about the cable on their
printer or about their electorate office door not closing.
The time has come for that sort of debate to pass. The
debate should really now be on this fundamental issue:
the threshold the executive government has determined
through the Governor’s message and how that
reconciles with the Presiding Officers’ request, or wish,
for this to happen when there are cuts in four of the five
parliamentary departments and there is the status quo in
the fifth. I urge the house to vote for the bill, but I look
forward to the committee stage.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I do not intend
to engage in the substantive matters that were raised by
the Leader of the Opposition as I understand he was
trying to engage with the Assistant Treasurer, who I am
sure will expeditiously respond to the points that have
been made, but I wish to respond to one point
Mr Lenders made. I simply say to Mr Lenders that he
does not always want to believe what he reads in the
paper, particularly the small paper.
In relation to the broader issue, this debate is often
pedestrian. That is the polite way of putting it. It does
not really achieve a great deal other than a lot of
platitudes and recognition of various diligent members
of the parliamentary staff who go about their business
in a very professional way and earnestly endeavour to
service members in the way in which they have been
directed.
I wish to talk about some other matters. Firstly, I
acknowledge the general context of the Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012 as being a difficult
fiscal environment for the government, and therefore,
as Mr Lenders properly pointed out, there are some
funding cuts to the Parliament consistent with cuts to
other output groups in relation to the state budget. The
state of Victoria depends on the parliamentary
departments to deliver services to support elected
representatives and the institution of Parliament. In the
difficult economic environment it is clear that the
government has had to act in a way that will ensure
proper fiscal responsibility.
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Announcements have been made with respect to
breaking the legislative nexus between the salaries of
commonwealth parliamentarians and Victorian
parliamentarians. Parliamentary and ministerial salaries
will be limited to a maximum of a 2.5 per cent increase
for the next 12 months. A review will be conducted of
salaries, allowances and other arrangements for
parliamentarians. Allowances paid to the Premier,
ministers and parliamentarians will be fixed at their
current terms and conditions for the next 12 months.
Savings of $4 million per year are being applied to the
overall operating budgets of the departments of the
Parliament of Victoria.
The government has provided in the budget
$3.6 million for the parliamentary precinct program. I
know the Presiding Officers are disappointed that it is
not a much larger amount. I can sympathise with that,
given the chaotic state of this building. However, that is
just the current reality in which we live. I noted the
President’s comments in the earlier debate on the state
budget in terms of the fiscal position of the state and the
broader economic impacts that follow.
I want to make some general comments about what I
describe as core functions of Parliament which are
supported by the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013)
Bill 2012. Those core functions include of course the
operation of both houses and the activities of the
parliamentary committees — as the Leader of the
Opposition noted, I am chair of one of those joint
committees — and importantly the services provided to
the houses of Parliament, being the Hansard
transcription and webcasting.
I have to say I congratulate the Parliament and all of
those associated with progressively implementing a
webcasting system for opening up Parliament and
making Parliament more accessible to the wider
community by webcasting live the proceedings of both
chambers of the Victorian Parliament, and more
recently broadcasting the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s public hearings this calendar
year. Last year we had audiocasting alone, and I will
come back to that issue shortly. There has been some
significant investment in capital, and that is to be
commended. I have to say that from the experience of
the recent estimates hearings it was quite a seamless
transmission from our point of view.
The library provides another core and essential service
to the Parliament by providing media monitoring for
members, briefings on legislation, a research function
and maintaining a website, again relating to public
access. The Parliament has traditionally provided an
education officer. I understand the education officer has
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retired and left that position recently. It is a concern to
me that, as I understand it, that position is not to be
filled in the immediate future. It is in fact part of the
core business of the Parliament to be transparent. The
best way to be transparent is to have the proceedings of
Parliament understood by the community, and an
education officer seems to me to be part of that key
area.
Other areas that are core functions that I am referring to
at the moment include the security of the Parliament.
The security comes in many layers: we have contractors
who stand on the steps during what you would call
ordinary business hours; there are protective services
officers, who engage in various levels of security; and
also we have parliamentary attendants, who provide a
degree of supervision of the chambers particularly.
I have to note — I make some comments about this
every year, and I am going to be consistent — that I
regard the security services around Parliament as being
quite deficient. My view is that it is a veneer and that it
is quite possible for people to enter and leave the
premises of the Victorian Parliament without facing any
difficulty in that access. To that end I will relate my
most recent story. It is not just Japanese tourists who
wander around the corridors and walk into my office
after hours, as I have experienced from time to time.
In this particular case I had made arrangements to meet
someone here only last week. I said I would meet them
at the back door. After a while they did not turn up, so I
rang them on their mobile phone and they advised me
they were in what used to be referred to as the
Premier’s corridor, which meant they were standing at
the doors to the library. I asked, ‘How did you get in
there?’, and they said, ‘You said, “Come in the back
door”, so I did’. That person came past no — nil —
barrier or security at all to get into the building. They
did not know what the back door was; they just went in
the first door they saw. What I say is it just proves my
point again, as I have said for the past six years or
longer: we spend a huge amount of resources on
security services for Parliament, but it is a veneer. I am
not going to describe in a public proceeding exactly
where that access is, as it might encourage somebody
else to come in that way, but we need to do better.
As has been mentioned, there has been a review of
catering. I know the Presiding Officers have received a
report. This is the fifth or sixth review of catering in this
place since I have been a member, and hopefully this
time something will happen to improve the catering
services in the Parliament, rather than the alternative.
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I have had a look through the budget papers, the
departmental annual reports and the parliamentary
appropriation bill. I think I am better informed by
looking retrospectively at budget papers to understand
how the funding of Parliament operates. It seems to me
there is a fundamental issue around the resourcing of
Parliament which does not come out simply in the
accounts of the Parliament as published in the reports of
the departments of the Parliament. The analysis I have
done shows that the $4 million to $4.3 million savings
per annum, which are the targets to be achieved over
the next four years, can be most easily met within the
parliamentary services output group because this is an
area which substantially underspends its appropriation.
It seems from the analysis that I have done — and I do
say this comes from looking at the budget papers over
time rather than departmental reports — that there is in
fact a significant surplus between the target and the
actual in terms of those net figures, and over time we
are talking of an approximate surplus approaching, in
some instances, $4 million. In fact I think in the
previous four-year period there was an average
contribution towards a surplus of $3.3 million more
than had been budgeted each year.
There is a question, in my view, about how the savings
agenda of Parliament is to be achieved. I am
particularly concerned about a number of aspects.
There will be no sympathy for members of Parliament
having their electorate office and communication
budgets adjusted. However, members of Parliament can
reasonably be surprised to know that 3 hours after the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings on
the parliamentary appropriations the Presiding Officers
chose to inform members by way of an email about
savings which could well have been advised to the
estimates hearing. I was surprised to find that email
after the fact of an estimates hearing when it would
have been appropriate for the courtesy to be paid to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee to advise the
committee that it was a proposal which would be
announced that day.
I also note that in terms of priorities, as Mr Lenders
properly said, we now have, as of last Friday, been
advised through what I describe as whispers from staff,
at least to me as chair of my committee, that there will
be no webcasting of parliamentary committees in the
next year, which is a great disservice to the public
access to Parliament. While I understand that there is a
cost relating to that, I would have preferred that in this
matter there had been some consultation with my
committee and indeed all committees.
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Particularly in relation to the matter of Hansard services
and transcription, I understand that the Presiding
Officers are further considering how those services will
be provided. It is my view that if the parliamentary
committees are expected to fund private sector
transcription services, that will simply be a cost shift
from the Department of Parliamentary Services to the
committees’ budgets and will not achieve any net
savings. In fact it is likely to be more costly in total to
the overall parliamentary budget. It will certainly have a
major effect on the ability of the parliamentary
committees to undertake their public inquiries.
In particular I am concerned with evidence that was led
by the Speaker at the hearing on 7 May in relation to
establishing a parliamentary emporium, or shop, which
will provide what I can only suspect will be baubles
and trinkets for sale to the visitors to Parliament House,
as a priority ahead of providing proper resources and
much-needed support for Hansard services to
parliamentary committees. It seems to me that, as the
Speaker advised, there is no business plan for the
establishment of this business unit within Parliament
House and that the actual cost for fit-out, staff and stock
has been grossly underestimated.
The reason small businesses fail is that they do not
undertake business plans, and it seems surprising to me
that the Parliament of Victoria would start a
commercial operation, if that is what it is to be, without
having undertaken a proper and comprehensive
feasibility study about what the burden on the
Parliament will be of an operation which will be run at
the cost of services provided to the Parliament as a
whole, and from my perspective particularly the access
by parliamentary committees to Hansard services, but I
do support the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013)
Bill 2012.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
I seek to participate in this debate because I think it is
important to provide a perspective from the Presiding
Officers with regard to matters that have been raised by
Mr Lenders and matters that are not necessarily within
the purview of the Assistant Treasurer, notwithstanding
that he has carriage of this legislation in this place.
For the benefit of the house, I indicate first of all that
the process with regard to the Parliament budget is that
Parliament drafts what it believes it needs in its budget
from an operating basis, and it also looks at matters of
capital works that need to be done and then submits
those as part of the budget expenditure and review
committee (BERC) process. That submission is
considered and there are discussions and dialogue
between BERC and the Parliament. Parliament is
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advised of the outcomes of its submission and is also
advised to what extent its appropriation will be met
with regard to ongoing funds.
On this occasion I take up the words that Mr Lenders
referred to, ‘In line with the wishes of the Presiding
Officers’, which is not correct insomuch as the sum of
money that has been provided to the Parliament as an
appropriation is a sum determined by the Department of
Treasury and Finance — by government — rather than
by the wishes of the Presiding Officers, because the
Presiding Officers would have believed that a position
of status quo on our operating budget would have been
the bare minimum position for us, given the cost
pressures, and that indeed there was a requirement for
more funds.
It needs to be said that the government has factored into
our budget a 2.5 per cent indexation increase in funds
for the year, but subsequent to that the Department of
Treasury and Finance and the government, in line with
requirements made of all government departments,
sought the assistance of the Parliament in contributing
to what is a very difficult budget process for the
government by reducing our appropriation and looking
at the operation of the Parliament to cut some of our
costs.
There is an argument about that in terms of the
appropriateness of some of this process for a Parliament
because clearly the Parliament is not part of the
executive and it is not just another government
department. The introduction of a separate
appropriation bill for Parliament in 1992 was a
development that was supposed to recognise the
independence of the Parliament from the executive
government. To have this requirement to reduce costs is
a difficult situation for Parliament to embrace, and
certainly for the Presiding Officers to embrace, but
nonetheless I understand, and I know the Speaker
understands, the very difficult economic climate and
budgetary position of the government this year. We
have attempted to meet the requirement to reduce our
funds.
The reduction for the Parliament was around $4 million
when we first sat down to do a line-by-line analysis of
the budget. That sum has accelerated somewhat and is
probably closer to $5 million, but at the very least it has
increased to $4.6 million because an additional sum is
required for the Parliament to meet $600 000 for the
rental of St Andrews Place. That information was only
conveyed to us in the last two weeks and has forced us
to look at the budgets again.
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I have put in place the budgetary process, a process
certainly understood by Mr Philip Davis, the chair of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, who has
made a worthwhile contribution to this debate. I concur
with Mr Davis that the core functions of the Parliament
are the running of the houses and the running of the
committees and some of the support services, including
the library, security and Hansard. I would add
buildings, grounds and maintenance and the catering
department. Many areas support this Parliament.
It is interesting that Mr Davis indicated he had looked
at the Department of Parliamentary Services over a
period of time. He suggested that the department
consistently underspends and that therefore there is an
opportunity for it to cut funds from its budget without
impacting on such areas as the committees, the library
or security. What I would say to that is that members
need to be aware that 70 per cent of the budget of
Parliamentary Services is held by members of
Parliament and dealt with by members of Parliament;
only 30 per cent of the department’s budget is a central
budget. That central budget looks after such things as
IT, security, catering, Hansard, the library, buildings,
grounds and maintenance — all central functions which
support members as well as the Parliament when it
meets or when its committees meet, but that is only
30 per cent of its budget. Some 70 per cent of its budget
is in the hands of MPs, and it is MPs who underspend
their budget every year. The reason the budget is
unspent to the tune that Mr Davis talked about in this
debate — and he was right — is that members of
Parliament do not spend all the money in their budgets,
and their budgets are turned back in.
When the Presiding Officers decided there needed to be
a 20 per cent cut in members’ budgets, we looked at —
as did Mr Davis — the use of those budgets over a
period of five years. We determined that the level of
underspending, and the problems we had in terms of
trying to make cuts in other areas, was such that we had
to visit that 20 per cent cut on members of Parliament.
It is regrettable, but it is the only way that we can
address the shortfall in funds provided to us on the
request of the government for us to cut in effect
$4 million from our budget — $4.6 million when you
take in the extra rent of St Andrews Place.
Interestingly, quite apart from what we have in terms of
the budget, we also have a number of things that we
will have to fund from the budget that have not been
provided for, including the cost of regional sittings in
Bendigo and Ballarat, the oversight committees — the
Independent Broad-based Anti-Corruption Commission
and FOI committees at this point — higher energy
costs, a 27 per cent increase on the rent in St Andrews
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Place, which is the $600 000 I mentioned, Legislative
Council committees and electorate office rents above a
threshold. I cannot recall the exact figure of that
threshold; I think it is about 3 per cent.
Market rental increases have been running for four or
five years at well above the indexed rate the Parliament
is provided by Treasury and Finance to meet members’
office rentals. As members will have experienced, that
has meant we are increasingly having to look at
relocating offices to new locations — mind you, at a
capital cost — simply to try to keep a lid on those rents.
In many cases the relocations end up putting members
in less exposed areas, in secondary or even tertiary
locations to what they have had previously.
In addition, if there are any productivity payment
offsets over and above the 2.5 per cent wage offer that
the government has earmarked for Parliament staff in
the current wage negotiations — to which Mr Lenders
referred — prospectively there is no provision for us to
be provided with additional resources to meet that
additional cost. That will have to be found somewhere
in the budget, despite the fact we are already facing a
shortfall.
As has been discussed on a number of occasions, some
capital works, such as the funding for the replacement
of the front steps, has not been provided in full — about
half of that funding has been provided — and the
stonework that is so important to the integrity of the
building has not been funded beyond a current program
that will end in December. There is a real issue if we do
not get access to further funds, because to take the crane
away and bring it back at a later date will cost around
$750 000 — if the crane is available, because that crane
has come from overseas — and we also have
employees who in effect have been trained on the job
because of the unique nature of the work with this
building. If that workforce is lost, there are concerns
about whether it can be reassembled. It is not just a
question of money; it is a question of skills.
There is an expectation that the Department of Treasury
and Finance will be prepared to entertain further
submissions from the Parliament. We have been
encouraged from our representations to the Minister for
Finance and the Treasurer and the Department of
Treasury and Finance staff about access to prior years
surpluses, and depreciation funds are certainly in a
better position than we had expected when we sat down
to start on the budget. That will provide us with some
comfort in terms of some capital works.
In the past we have had been able to access prior years
surplus funds, including in the last budget for the
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operation of the legislative committees in this place.
There is no certainty on that, because obviously it
depends on the government’s ability to provide the
money. Things are tight for the government, as has
been explained to us, so we are not assured of those
funds, but we know we are assured of a good hearing,
and we certainly welcome that.
In terms of matters such as webcasting and changes to
Hansard transcripts, no decision has been made at this
point. In fact we have scheduled further meetings to
consider the budget again. We went through the budget
earlier, but that was before this additional $600 000
needed to be found, so we are now going through the
budget again to look at areas where we might have to
make savings or priority decisions. Some of those
decisions are regrettable.
We recognise the value of broadcasting to the public.
We also recognise the value of the education office.
The chances are the education office will become part
of a library function, so it is not going to be lost to the
Parliament. In terms of broadcasting, obviously
everybody has an opinion on what the priorities in this
place ought to be. The opinion of one well-placed
person in this house about where our priorities should
be — and this would no doubt be of great interest to
Mr Davis — was that perhaps what we should do to
save money is stop broadcasting the Parliament’s
proceedings; not the committees’ proceedings but the
Parliament’s proceedings. That would mean we would
be the first Parliament in Australia, and probably the
world, to go in that direction. I am not sure how that fits
with what we would be talking about in terms of access
to the Parliament, engagement with the public,
educating people about the Parliament and open and
transparent government. I am not sure how that all fits,
but that was somebody else’s priority as to what we
should do instead of some of the other things that we
have been looking at.
As I said, not all the decisions have been made. I
understand Mr Davis’s concerns about the lack of
advice on the 20 per cent cut to members’ budgets on
the day we appeared before PAEC, and I apologise to
him for that. That is a courtesy that we probably should
have extended on the day. Mr Davis would be aware
we covered a wide range of matters. I regret that that
was not mentioned, and I accept it may well have been
a significant matter that the committee’s members may
have had some views on.
The reason we sent out that memo at that stage, and that
is effectively the only decision that has been conveyed
to members, is we did not want members to be in a
position of having that information at the last minute
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and not being able to arrange their finances or to be
expending money on wants rather than needs when
they may well have preferred to retain funds for next
year. The rollover has been preserved into next year,
and I think that is a very important thing.
I indicate that because of the budget circumstances the
Presiding Officers have undertaken a review of the
catering department. We are also undertaking reviews
of the library and the Legislative Council, and we are
looking at a range of other initiatives to try to save
money while maintaining the integrity of the core
functions of the Parliament that Mr Davis, Mr Lenders
and I believe, and the minister and government also
believe, are important.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to use clause 1 to deal with the statement of
compatibility issue that I raised in my contribution to
the second-reading debate. It states, and I quote:
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament.

I invite the minister to respond to the second-reading
debate by saying how that can be reconciled with the
decisions made by the executive on a macro level about
the budget. While the Presiding Officers are responsible
for the departments of the Parliament, there is also the
issue of the independent officer of the Parliament, the
Auditor-General, who reports through the Presiding
Officers. I ask the minister to reconcile the statement
that these are the wishes of the Presiding Officers with
the submission to the budget and expenditure review
committee of cabinet, which was much larger than was
received by the Presiding Officers.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his question. I
assume he is referring to the second-reading speech
rather than the statement of compatibility to the extent
that I see that sentence in the second-reading speech. I
guess I would go to the exact wording of that sentence,
because it has been raised a couple of times in the
second-reading debate and I do not know that it has
necessarily been accurately interpreted in that debate.
The sentence reads:
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In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of the
Parliament —

meaning they are made to the five separate silos of the
Parliament. I do not know that that would be read as
meaning the quantum is necessarily in accordance with
the wishes of the Presiding Officers. The other point I
make is that this sentence reflects the standard
terminology of parliamentary appropriation
second-reading speeches and has been used for at least
the last 14 years.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Without
wishing to prolong this particular debate, I thank the
minister for picking up that I missed the second
heading. I suggest to him, and again this is not an
exercise in saying the executive government is being
evil or sinister or whatever, that perhaps in future years,
for the sake of accuracy, the speech could say
something along the lines of ‘within the macro
parameters set by the budget and expenditure review
committee of cabinet, the Presiding Officers
recommend’. Nevertheless, I accept the minister’s
answer.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is there
anything further?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — There is
bound to be. I have a couple of things. Also in the
second-reading speech the minister says:
Prior to 30 June actual unapplied appropriation will be
finalised and the 2012–13 appropriations adjusted by the
approved carryover amounts pursuant to the provisions of
section 32 of the Financial Management Act 1994.

I presume that relates to money currently underspent —
that is, a carryover has to be money you have not spent,
not how much you have overspent — and that when it
says appropriations will be adjusted, they will be
adjusted upwards so that the carryovers are in fact
carried over in addition to the amounts we see in the bill
in front of us.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — That is essentially correct. The most
obvious example of the carryovers is the underspend in
electorate office budgets that the President referred to in
his contribution. The formal process occurs after those
are quantified post 30 June. They are then approved for
carryover by the Treasurer, which has been the
longstanding practice.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
President in his contribution said that because MPs
were underspending and frequently carrying over their
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budgets, the decision was taken to cut the office
budgets of MPs. The Greens do not generally have that
problem, I am here to tell you. The only money made
available to the Greens is the money that an ordinary
MP would get through their budget. When we move
onto the next bill I will ask the Assistant Treasurer how
much the opposition leader, the member for Mulgrave
in the Assembly, Mr Andrews, gets out of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet budget. I
understand it is around $1 million, making the Premier
the single biggest donor to the Labor Party in Victoria,
and I will ask if that has been cut back.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — The taxpayer.
Mr BARBER — With funds that he controls. Let
me put it to you like that.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Mr BARBER — What I am pointing out here is
that the only funding, Mr Pakula, that the Greens get
from this government or got from the previous
government is what we three as ordinary MPs get
through our electorate office budgets — not the
$1 million that was given by the former Premier,
Mr Brumby, to Mr Baillieu and is now given by
Mr Baillieu to Mr Andrews. I want it to be clear that it
is a cut in the budget and is not somehow related to the
business of the carryover, which of course is a
provision that MPs can use if they do not spend their
budget. It is a 20 per cent cut to the electorate office
budgets of all MPs, and the provisions of carryover will
continue to apply through some separate method.
I am seeking some clarification. When we were told our
office budgets were cut we said we are pulling together
here, we are all making all the cuts we can, not just to
the Parliament but across the state budget. Is it clear
that all electorate office budgets for MPs are being cut
by 20 per cent compared with last year?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I guess that is a matter for the Presiding
Officers. Like you, Mr Barber, I received a
communication from the Presiding Officers last month
around their intention with respect to electorate office
budgets. This is where we draw the distinction between
the general appropriation bill, which reflects the
decisions of the government, and the parliamentary
appropriation bill, which stands aside as a separate bill.
The government needs to make decisions around the
aggregates — someone has to make the decisions —
which are reflected in this bill. But the decisions within
that bill are a matter for the Presiding Officers, and the

3255

President has spoken about the Presiding Officers’
decision around electorate office allocations.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
I indicate that Mr Barber’s understanding is correct —
every MP’s budget was cut by the same amount, with
the qualification that the budgets actually vary a little
bit from year to year because there is a population
indexation in them. There are several members for
whom the cut may only be about 19 per cent and a
couple of members for whom the cut might be 21 per
cent because of the population changes and the ratio
that applies in providing that electoral office budget, but
that is the only difference. Otherwise it has been an
equal policy across all budgets.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to move on then to the question of the
parliamentary investigatory committees, and I presume
this relates to the joint committees only.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — Yes.
Mr BARBER — As Mr Lenders said in his
second-reading contribution, some new functions have
been added to committees. That includes the FOI
commissioner oversight committee, if you like, and the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
oversight committee. Has there been an estimate of the
likely workload of these committees and how much of
the budget they will consume in the sense that most of
their budgets are the salaries of the staff who support
those committees?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — That is a matter for the Parliament — the
allocation of resources between joint committees in a
budgetary sense and the allocation of resources in the
sense of workforce between the committees. In the past
governments have sought to make allocations to
particular joint committees. You may be aware that in
the previous Parliament or the one before that the then
government sought to make a specific allocation to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee through the
same mechanism we use today to allocate funding to
joint committees. The idea of government making a
specific allocation to PAEC was not necessarily
reflected in the ultimate decisions of the Presiding
Officers as to the allocation among joint committees.
We recognise that there are some additional committee
responsibilities coming to the Parliament in terms of
joint committees, but this budget — and when I say
‘this budget’, I mean the overall budget — has been
framed in an environment where the government has
had to make decisions as to priorities, and as a
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consequence, this is the level that the government has
felt is appropriate for joint committee funding.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
I think there are two pertinent matters in this too. The
first one is that in terms of the allocations to the
committees, the Speaker and I have gone through a
process — for the first time to my knowledge in the
Parliament — where we have met with each of the
committee chairpersons and discussed their expected
workflows, requirements, staffing levels, the progress
they have made on current references and expected
further references in an effort to address the funding
allocations to each committee. I think that was a
particularly constructive process, and I think that is
going to result in a fair and equitable distribution of the
funds available.
In regard to the two oversight committees that
Mr Barber mentioned — and I will pick up on the
Family and Community Development Committee as
well, which was raised in the debate — the Premier and
the Attorney-General have indicated that additional
resources will be made available by the government for
the Family and Community Development Committee
inquiry, which is a very important inquiry. Ms Crozier,
with her executive officer and in consultation with
others, has developed a framework for that inquiry and
a budget in terms of the resources that she believes will
be necessary to conduct the inquiry, and she provided
that to the Presiding Officers.
The Presiding Officers have written to the Premier and
advised him of the expected resourcing required for that
committee. I know the Premier was particularly keen to
receive that communication because this is an inquiry
that he is very concerned should get off to a quick start
and be an effective process. He recognises the
sensitivities of it as well and the community interest in
it, so from that point of view he has expressed an
interest in receiving the information that went to him
either yesterday or this day so that he would be in a
position to make a decision on the resourcing, which
may well include secondment of specialist people as
distinct from a funding allocation to the Parliament that
is then used by the committee in line with the
committee’s expectations of what it needs.
In terms of the two oversight committees, the Premier
has indicated to the Presiding Officers that he will talk
to us or advise us in future about our concerns over the
funding of those committees, and I daresay the reason
for that being at a later time is that the workload has not
yet been established. The precise timing of the
establishment of those committees has not been
determined, as I understand it. It certainly has not been
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conveyed to the Presiding Officers and the Parliament,
so therefore I think it is a matter of resolving what is
going to happen in the process and then looking at the
resourcing at that time, and as I said, the Premier has
indicated that he is certainly prepared to enter into a
dialogue in terms of the resourcing of those
committees.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you, Deputy President, thank you, President, and thank
you, Minister. It is more than just handy having the
person responsible for the budget right there assisting
the Assistant Treasurer. Maybe we can move onto the
next budget and we will see the Minister for Health
jump down there and explain his area, as well as the
ministers for planning and higher education — it would
be great.
I think that has more or less answered my question in
the sense of, ‘We do not yet know’. My question went
to the two specialist committees and the resources they
will use. The President has told us that there is not yet
an estimate for that and therefore it is not included.
Therefore my specific question could not be answered,
but nevertheless it is included in line item 4 now, so it
will have to come out of this line item unless there is
any special appropriation, I guess, or Treasurer’s
advance along the way.
However, when it comes to parliamentary investigatory
committees the total amount is going down, as
Mr Lenders said — it is listed at $6.678 million. I
presume the majority of that is for the staff who
actually do the work of the committee and any other
resources they need. There is a strictly limited pool of
hours; you cannot ask people to just do more work
when they are working for the Parliament.
Mr Rich-Phillips is quite right in pointing out that in
some ways these moneys and the decisions about how
they are being spent are controlled by the Parliament.
Parliament decides whether a series of investigations
will be initiated or whether a few will and so forth.
However, that creates some difficulties for a budget,
which comes at the end of a process. My questions
today have been about how that budgeting is done; I
have no doubt it is done to the best of the President’s
ability with the moneys available.
I have just one question on that. Contained within the
investigatory committee’s line item, or somewhere else,
are the sitting fees that MPs are paid to sit on the
committee — for example, when I was a member of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee we got paid
extra money on top of our existing salaries just for
showing up. I wondered whether those amounts are in
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that line item or some other line item in this bill, and
whether they have been cut back in any way?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am advised that those allowances are
funded through the committee budget.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The latter
part of my question was whether they had been cut
back in any way?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — My understanding is that those are made
by regulation, and they have not changed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I was
trying to find the statute or the regulation. I could not
find it in the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Firstly,
I note that apart from the Auditor-General’s office, each
of the parliamentary departments has had a real cut. As
I flagged during the second-reading speech, my
question to the Assistant Treasurer is about an EBA
(enterprise bargaining agreement) being struck at
2.5 per cent. I assume this would be funded from the
budget. For argument’s sake, if the EBA were struck at
3 per cent, am I correct in thinking that the provisions
of clause 3 mean that would automatically be paid for
by the Treasurer out of the general budget and not out
of the Parliament’s budget?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — As is consistent with the general
appropriation bill, clause 3 gives the Treasurer
discretion to issue funds out of the Consolidated Fund
with respect to wage outcomes above those built into
the general appropriation bill.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I take it
that means such a wage increase would be appropriated
under the provisions of the appropriation bill or special
appropriation and would not be required to come out of
the budget of Parliament?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
I do not know that the minister is in a position to
determine a future decision of the government, but I
would say that under the previous government the
Parliament was in fact required to fund the additional
amount between the government’s benchmark for wage
increases and the ultimate figure that was given to staff.
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That had to be found from the Parliament’s budget. The
additional amount was found from Parliament, and it
was not reimbursed. We also face a similar situation
with electorate officers. Negotiations are about to start
for their EBA, and we could be in the same position.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I guess
I am anticipating debate on the appropriation bill,
which has an identical clause 3. I understand what
Mr Atkinson has said in his capacity as minister for the
Parliament — for want of a better term — but my
question here really comes to: what then is the meaning
of this clause? If this authorises the Treasurer to draw
the wage difference out of some fund — the
Consolidated Fund — why then is the Parliament being
asked to fund it? I understand if it is for the following
year and in order to find savings, but by my reading it is
quite a clear authority for the Treasurer to draw a
warrant to pay for the difference. Why would the
Treasurer not do that?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Mr Lenders is making an assumption that
there is going to be an outcome above 2.5 per cent and
that the Parliament will be required to fund it. This
clause provides the Treasurer with the capacity to make
an appropriation out of the Consolidated Fund for an
amount above that. Obviously it would depend on the
circumstances of a particular case. If the Presiding
Officers decided to award a 20 per cent increase just
because they felt like it, then the government would
probably be inclined to get the Parliament to cover it. It
would depend on the circumstances of any negotiation,
so it is a hypothetical situation at this time.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In one
sense I accept the Assistant Treasurer saying it is
hypothetical, but the legislature is being asked to pass a
piece of legislation that deals with such a contingency,
so it is a legitimate question. On the hypotheticals, if we
are talking of wage agreements, the nurses and the
police certainly got more than the 2.5 per cent, so the
question is not an unreasonable one to ask about the
appropriation going forward.
I will leave it be, but I am somewhat perplexed that the
Parliament is being asked to authorise the Treasurer to
draw from the Consolidated Fund under clause 3 of this
bill and that we will be asked to adopt the same
provision in the general appropriation bill, yet the
minister is saying, ‘Even though the Parliament
authorises the Treasurer to do so, the executive
government is actually going to say, “But we need all
these other outputs offset by savings to pay for it’”. If
that is the reality, that is the reality, but I am perplexed
that the Parliament is being asked to authorise this
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drawing on the Consolidated Fund if there is no
intention from the executive government to use this bill
to do so. It is just a statement. I think the minister has
answered that that is the case.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I will respond briefly to Mr Lenders.
Mr Lenders’s statement assumes that a decision has
been made on a particular outcome. At this stage there
is no outcome, and therefore there is no government
decision. This clause provides a capacity for the
Treasurer to issue an amount out of the Consolidated
Fund.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — This
touches a bit on some of the issues raised by Mr Barber
on clause 1, which included the issue of carryovers.
This clause obviously gives authority for movement
between outputs. I will use it to ask a general question
to the minister on carryovers. Carryovers, as the house
well knows, are regulated by the Financial
Management Act 1994, which empowers the Treasurer
to vary them. There is a default carryover, as I
understand it, of 3 per cent that individual units can
exercise under the Financial Management Act, and then
there are discretionary carryovers above and beyond
that.
I will put a proposition to the minister. I realise that he
is the minister representing the Treasurer in this place.
In some senses it is an unfair question because if the
same question had been put to me while I was
representing the Treasurer in these debates, as I think it
might have been, it would have been hard to answer.
I put the proposition to the Assistant Treasurer that if
the government changes its policy on carryovers, it
would be an appropriate position that when that policy
change is made, particularly at budget time in the first
week of May, all the bodies affected by the change to
the carryover provisions should be alerted of it at that
stage. Generally budget time is still eight weeks before
the end of the financial year. If they find out at the end
of the financial year, we get into that crazy situation
where people spend because it is there rather than
making informed decisions.
I ask the Assistant Treasurer whether he agrees with the
general proposition that it would be courteous to advise
people at the earliest possible moment — and that is
presumably at the time of the budget — that there is a
change of circumstances for the end of the financial
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year. I ask that without holding him to a statement of
government policy.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I agree with Mr Lenders that as a general
proposition certainty around budgeting is a good thing.
I would also say to Mr Lenders that this is obviously a
decision for the Treasurer once 30 June is passed, but I
am not aware of any intention to change the policy in
respect of this matter.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
comment, which is the same one I have every year
when it comes to the budget, particularly in relation to
this clause, and it is the ‘What are we actually doing
here?’ spiel. This clause allows the government to
move amounts around between appropriation lines if it
really needs to. As we know, budget appropriation lines
themselves do not particularly tie the government down
to anything.
I can see I have the Assistant Treasurer’s interest, so I
will elucidate. We only need to go to the High Court
case described as Combet v. Commonwealth — the
WorkChoices advertising case. From the highest court
in the land we discovered that once a government has a
budget it can pretty much spend that money however it
wants. The court did not support the claim of
Mr Combet and Ms Roxon that money that was
appropriated for the purpose of improving productivity
in the economy, which I think was the original budget
output, could not be used to run ads to announce a
WorkChoices program that was coming but had not
even been legislated for yet.
In reality, despite all of our best efforts here to try to
hold the government to account for what it intends to
do with the money, when it comes down to the hard
edge of what parliamentary appropriation bills do, the
answer is not much except release a lot of money for
another year, allowing the government to go about its
merry way.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — In responding to Mr Barber I draw a
distinction between the parliamentary appropriation bill
and section 31 of the Financial Management Act, which
does provide the capacity to move among the silos that
Mr Barber refers to, and the general appropriation bill
to which section 31 does not apply.
Clause agreed to; clause 6 agreed to; schedule 1
agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
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WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading

Read third time.

Received from Assembly.

WILLS AMENDMENT (INTERNATIONAL
WILLS) BILL 2011
Third reading
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — By leave, I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
briefly, I have had a chance to read the report entitled
Inquiry into the Wills Amendment (International Wills)
Bill 2011, which was sent to the Legislative Council’s
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee. The
report has come out with two recommendations
regarding public education in particular, which was
highlighted by the submitters to the committee. This is
a practice that the Council should use more often —
that is, to send bills to this committee so they can be
fleshed out and useful recommendations, such as those
on this bill, made. The benefits that have been
identified, particularly by the submitters — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — The law institute.
Ms PENNICUIK — Yes, the Law Institute of
Victoria made a submission, and its point of view was
clarified through the committee process. I would
advocate that that is what we should do more often with
bills in this chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will take that as a
speech on the third reading.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
committee for the work it has done and in particular for
the presentation of the report that was tabled earlier this
week. I thank the committee members and in particular
the chair, Mr O’Donohue.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Read first time on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) 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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Working with
Children Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights set out in part 2 of the charter act. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Working with
Children Act 2005 (the act) that strengthen the protection of
children by:
strengthening the tests that must be satisfied before an
assessment notice is given;
changing and expanding the categories of offences,
including making murder a category 1 offence and
adding a range of older offences that, despite being
serious, are not presently captured by the act;
ensuring that persons who have been convicted of or
charged with serious offences and who apply for a
WWC check are not able to work with children while an
assessment of their application is being conducted;
ensuring that persons who have a current WWC
assessment notice but are convicted of or charged with
serious offences have their assessment notice suspended
while their eligibility is reassessed;
clarifying provisions relating to applications to VCAT
by persons subject to supervision or detention orders
under the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009.
Human rights issues
The bill raises a number of human rights issues. However, it
is my view that the provisions are compatible with the charter
act for the reasons set out below.
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Changes to application categories
The bill makes a number of amendments that change the
category of offences and increases the range of offences that
attract the provisions of the act.
Clause 3 makes the offence of murder a category 1 offence.
This means that the secretary must refuse to give an
assessment notice (section 12(2)). In such circumstances only
VCAT can grant an assessment notice.
Clause 4(2) amends section 13(1)(g) to render applications by
persons charged with murder as a category 2 application,
thereby requiring the secretary to refuse the application unless
the secretary is satisfied that the person would not pose an
unjustifiable risk to children (section 13(2)).
Clause 5 expands the offences that render the application a
category 3 application, including a range of older Victorian
offences that have since been amended.
I consider that these amendments are consistent with the
offences already listed in the act, and with the overriding
purpose of protecting children. They do not effect any
changes that would result in incompatibility with human
rights in the charter act.
Clause 10 — Suspension of a person’s assessment notice
during reassessment
Under section 21 of the act, the secretary must reassess a
person’s eligibility to hold an assessment notice in certain
circumstances, including when she is notified that the person
has been charged with or been convicted or found guilty of a
category 1 or 2 offence. However, under the current act, a
person is currently able to engage in child-related work
pending the reassessment. Category 1 and 2 offences are
serious matters and, in the government’s view, this does not
provide sufficient protection for children.
Proposed section 21B(1) of the bill changes this position to
provide that the secretary must suspend a person’s assessment
notice upon being made aware that the person has been
charged with or been convicted or found guilty of a
category 1 or 2 offence. The secretary is then required to
reassess the person’s eligibility to hold an assessment notice
pursuant to section 21 of the act. A person whose assessment
notice has been suspended is treated as not having a current
assessment notice for the period of the suspension (proposed
section 21B(3)). This means that a person whose assessment
notice is suspended would be guilty of an offence if he or she
engages in child-related work during the suspension period.
In addition to the reassessment under section 21, proposed
section 21B(2) provides that the secretary may reinstate the
person’s assessment notice if the charge against the person is
withdrawn, the charge is dismissed by a court, or the person is
acquitted of the offence by a court.
Proposed section 21B of the bill also requires the secretary to
notify in writing any person whose assessment notice is
suspended and any person (of whom the secretary knows)
who is or is proposing to, engage that person in child-related
work, or any agency with whom the person is listed.
I consider that these provisions are compatible with the
human rights in the charter act. I acknowledge that suspension
occurs automatically; that this may involve a significant
restriction upon a person’s ability to engage in their
employment; and that the notification to the person’s
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employer and agency with whom they are registered may
affect the person’s reputation. As a result, it is arguable that
the right to privacy (section 13) is engaged.
I do not consider that the right to a fair hearing (section 24(1))
is engaged because:
a suspension resulting from a charge of a criminal
offence will not affect the right of the person to have the
charge heard and determined by a court in the normal
way; and
the suspension is not a civil proceeding to which the
person is a party under section 24. (The terms of
section 24 in this regard are quite different to article 6 of
the European Convention on Human Rights in this
regard making overseas decisions on that article
inapplicable in this context.)
I do not consider that the provisions engage the rights in
sections 26 (right not to be tried or punished more than once)
and 27 (right not to have a penalty imposed for a criminal
offence which is greater than that which applied at the time of
commission of the offence) of the charter act. The purpose
and effect of the WWC provisions is not to impose additional
penalties on offenders for a criminal offence but to protect
children. While the presumption of innocence in section 25(1)
will need to be respected by the secretary and VCAT in
carrying out their reassessments where a person is charged
with an offence, the provisions are compatible with that right.
In my view, the provisions are compatible with the right to
privacy in section 13. Section 13 rights have to fit with the
interests of children and the responsibilities of society and
parents and guardians in protecting children as well as the
specific right of children to protection under section 17 of the
charter. Category 1 and 2 offences are serious matters.
Category 1 offences include serious sexual offences
committed by an adult against a child victim. Category 2
offences include serious violent and drug-related offences.
The fact that a person has been convicted of or charged with
such an offence raises very real concerns for the safety of
children. I consider it is appropriate that the person is
suspended from engaging in child-related work until the
secretary or VCAT are satisfied that the person does not pose
an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children.
Conclusion
For the reasons given above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The sexual and violent abuse of children are appalling
offences against innocent and vulnerable victims that can
inflict a lifetime of pain and suffering.
The objective of the Working with Children Act 2005 (the
act) is to help protect children from physical or sexual harm
by requiring that people who work with, or care for, children
have their suitability to do so checked by a government body.
Since commencement of the act in 2006, and as of 30 April
this year, over 910 000 Victorians have applied for a
working-with-children check and approximately 1024 people
have been issued with a negative notice, thereby preventing
them from lawfully engaging in child-related work.
On 30 June 2011, the working-with-children check completed
its five-year phasing in of 20 occupational categories so that
all people engaged in child-related work across these
20 occupational fields are now required by law to obtain a
working-with-children check.
However, the government has become increasingly
concerned about the operation of a key aspect of the scheme,
namely the tests that are applied when deciding whether or
not to issue a working-with-children check.
This concern applies both to the tests the Secretary to the
Department of Justice is required to apply when assessing
applications and to the tests VCAT is required to apply when
it considers a category 1 application or reviews a decision by
the secretary.
The top priority of the tests for deciding on
working-with-children-check applications should be the
interests of children and their families. However, the tests that
apply under the current law are too focused on the interests of
the individuals who apply for checks.
The changes proposed by this bill will instead ensure
working-with-children-check tests give priority to the
interests and welfare of children and their families, including
when VCAT is reviewing decisions by the secretary to refuse
to issue a working-with-children check for applicants whom
the secretary has assessed as posing an unacceptable risk to
children.
The bill also makes three other substantive amendments, as
well as various housekeeping or consequential amendments.
Purposes of the bill
The main purposes of the bill are to:
strengthen the tests to be satisfied before a
working-with-children check is given or maintained;
prevent a person, who has made a category 1 or 2
application, from engaging in child-related work while
his or her application for a check is assessed;
make murder a category 1 offence;
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authorise the Secretary to the Department of Justice to
revoke a working-with-children check if the holder fails
to provide the secretary with requested information.

I now turn to the key substantive elements of the bill.
Strengthening the tests to be satisfied before a
working-with-children check is issued
The bill will strengthen the tests applied by the secretary and
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) for
obtaining and maintaining a working-with-children check to
provide more guidance in determining a person’s suitability to
hold a working-with-children check and thereby engage in
child-related work.
At present, upon receiving an application for a check, the
secretary determines the category into which the application
falls:
category 1 applications include the most serious sexual
offences committed by an adult against a child as well as
child pornography offences;
category 2 applications are the most serious sexual, drug
and violent offences;
category 3 applications include less serious offences.
For category 1 applications, the secretary must refuse to issue
a working-with-children check and must issue that person a
negative notice.
Category 2 and 3 applications have a statutory test to be
applied by the secretary, and on review, by VCAT.
For category 1 applications:
in deciding the application, VCAT applies an
‘unjustifiable risk to the safety of children’
(‘unjustifiable risk’) test and a ‘public interest’ test;
VCAT cannot direct that a working-with-children check
be issued unless it is satisfied that the applicant does not
pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children and it
is in the public interest to do so.
For category 2 applications:
the secretary applies the ‘unjustifiable risk’ test;
in reviewing category 2 decisions, VCAT applies the
same test in addition to the ‘public interest’ test.
For category 3 applications:
the secretary must give a working-with-children check
unless satisfied that it is appropriate to refuse to do so
(‘appropriate to refuse to do so’ test);.
in reviewing category 3 decisions, VCAT applies this
same test and the ‘public interest’ test.
Apart from these category applications, the secretary can also
refuse a working-with-children check in exceptional
circumstances, where there is a significant link between the
offence and a risk to the safety of children. For these cases
both the secretary and VCAT apply the ‘unjustifiable risk’
test.
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Once a person has a working-with-children check, they are
subject to weekly ongoing monitoring by Victoria Police. If
the holder of the check is subsequently charged with,
convicted or found guilty of a relevant offence, the secretary
must reassess their eligibility and can revoke the check if the
person is deemed unsuitable to engage in child-related work.
The amendments made by the bill will strengthen the
‘unjustifiable risk’ test so that:
the secretary and VCAT cannot be satisfied as to the
‘unjustifiable risk’ test unless satisfied that a reasonable
person would allow his or her child to have direct
contact with the applicant in an unsupervised capacity
while the applicant is engaged in any type of
child-related work. That is, would a reasonable person as
parent or guardian agree to their child being cared for by
the applicant in an unsupervised capacity?
further, the secretary and VCAT must be satisfied that
the applicant is able to engage in any type of
child-related work without posing an unjustifiable risk to
the safety of children. This recognises the portability of a
working-with-children check once issued.
The ‘appropriate to refuse to do so’ test is maintained for
category 3 applications, but the bill strengthens that test by
adding to it in a similar manner to the changes to the
category 1 and 2 tests.
In addition to strengthening these tests, the bill will clarify
that the ‘public interest’ test is a secondary test to be
considered by VCAT only after VCAT has determined that
the applicant does not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety
of children or that it is not appropriate to refuse a
working-with-children check.
Removing the ability to engage in child-related work on
an application receipt or during a period of reassessment
on category 1 and 2 notifications
The bill will add further protections for children by removing
the right of an applicant to engage in child-related work on an
application receipt or during a period of reassessment, where
the applicant or person who holds a check has a serious
criminal history or charge.
This amendment will make it an offence for a person with a
charge, conviction or finding of guilt in relation to a
category 1 or category 2 offence from engaging in
child-related work while their application is being assessed or
their suitability to engage in child-related work is being
reassessed.
In the case of a person who already has a
working-with-children check and has been charged, convicted
or found guilty of a category 1 or category 2 offence, the
secretary will be able to immediately suspend that person’s
working-with-children check while their suitability to engage
in child-related work is reassessed. If the charges are
withdrawn or dismissed by a court, the suspended check can
be reinstated.
There is a strong public interest and expectation that people
with a serious criminal history or facing serious criminal
charges should not be able to work with children until such
time as it is determined otherwise.
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For those applicants who have no criminal history there will
be no change and they can continue to expect to be
automatically issued with a working-with-children check. For
applicants with a relevant charge or offence, a full assessment
is conducted by the secretary prior to engaging in
child-related work. People in these categories intending to
engage in child-related work will be required to obtain their
working-with-children check prior to commencing work
rather than relying on an application receipt.
Murder as a category 1 offence
A further substantive amendment is to make murder a
category 1 offence. Currently, murder is treated in the act as a
category 2 offence. The change to a category 1 offence is
considered more in keeping with the need to protect children
and the treatment of serious offenders. As a category 1
offence, the secretary will be required to refuse a
working-with-children check and issue a negative notice
where an applicant has been convicted of murder. The
applicant may, however, apply to VCAT for a
working-with-children check.
Revoking a working-with-children check for failure to
provide requested information
The bill will provide the secretary with the power to revoke a
working-with-children check where the holder fails to provide
the secretary with requested information. Currently, the
secretary can request that a person who holds a
working-with-children check to provide further information
during a reassessment. If the holder fails to provide the
information, the secretary can suspend that person’s check for
up to six months. After this six-month period, however, the
suspended working-with-children check becomes valid again
even if the requested information has not been provided.
The bill will give the secretary the power to revoke a
working-with-children check where the person holding the
check fails to provide the requested information following the
suspension period. A revoked working-with-children check
prevents that person from lawfully engaging in child-related
work. If the person still wants a working-with-children check,
then they can apply for one in the usual manner and undergo
the usual assessment.
This amendment strengthens the scheme by ensuring that
people who may present a risk to the safety of children are not
able to maintain their working-with-children check and
engage in child-related work unless the secretary has been
provided with all relevant information.
In addition to the substantive amendments the bill seeks to
improve the operation of the scheme through a number of
housekeeping amendments.
Clarifying provisions relating to applications to VCAT by
persons subject to supervision or detention orders
The bill will prescribe persons subject to supervision and
detention orders under the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention
and Supervision) Act 2009 as a category of person unable to
apply to VCAT for a review of the secretary’s decision except
in the case of mistaken identity. This aligns with the current
treatment of registered sex offenders under the act.
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Clarifying the process to be applied for conducting a
reassessment of a person’s ongoing suitability to hold a
working-with-children check
The bill will clarify the process to be applied by the secretary
when reassessing a person’s ongoing suitability to hold a
working-with-children check where there has been a relevant
change in circumstances. Specifically, the secretary will be
required to conduct a reassessment according to the test
which applies in respect of the offence which triggered the
reassessment rather than any offence already considered by
the secretary or VCAT in granting the current
working-with-children check.
Capturing earlier Victorian offences
The bill will capture earlier Victorian offences within the act.
Adding the earlier version of the offences of ‘causing injury
intentionally or recklessly’ and ‘obscene exposure’ as defined
in the Crimes Act 1958 and the Summary Offences Act 1966
respectively, will enhance the rigour of the scheme by
allowing such offences to be considered by the secretary
when assessing a person’s suitability to hold a
working-with-children check.
Streamlining the move from a volunteer to an employee
working-with-children check
Finally, the bill will streamline the process for moving from a
volunteer working-with-children check to an employee check.
The secretary will be able to consider an application from a
volunteer who wishes to move to an employee
working-with-children check without having regard to any
offences or conduct that were already considered in issuing
the volunteer working-with-children check. This will improve
the timely processing of applications.
Consequential amendments
The ability of the secretary to suspend a
working-with-children check needs to be reflected in the
accredited driver exemption provisions in the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. The bill makes
consequential amendments to this act to ensure consistency
between the schemes.
There is strong public acceptance of and support for the
working-with-children check scheme. The amendments made
by this bill will strengthen and improve the operation of the
scheme and enhance the protection of children from physical
and sexual harm, in line with the government’s ongoing
commitment to protect children, support their families and
build stronger, safer communities.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms MIKAKOS (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 June.
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FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for
Health) on motion of Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health),
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva 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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Forests
Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Forests Amendment Bill 2012, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to insert a new legislative scheme in
the Forests Act 1958 (Forests Act) to provide for the
collection of firewood for domestic purposes from areas of
state forest without a licence or permit. The bill will insert a
similar scheme into the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
(Crown Land (Reserves) Act) to apply to certain land
reserved under that act. The bill will also make consequential
amendments to the Land Act 1958 (Land Act), the National
Parks Act 1975 (National Parks Act) and the Wildlife Act
1975 (Wildlife Act).
Human rights issues
Right to privacy
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with or to
have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
An interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided
that it is permitted by law, is certain and is appropriately
circumscribed. Any interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances and are in accordance with the provisions, aims
and objectives of the charter act.
Clause 11 of the bill engages the right to privacy because it
makes a consequential amendment to section 83 of the
Forests Act, which relates to search warrants. The amendment
engages the right to privacy to the extent that section 83
relates to residential land.
Presently, a warrant may be sought under section 83 only
where an authorised officer believes that forest produce that is
liable to the payment of royalties, dues or other charges has
been taken from state forest. Following the amendments
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made by the bill, only some, but not all, forest produce, will
continue to be liable to the payment of fees, dues and
royalties: the new scheme creates circumstances in which
firewood will be free. This creates a gap in the applicability of
section 83. In order to avoid this, clause 11 amends section 83
so that a search warrant may also be sought where timber (as
defined in section 3 and which includes the wood subject to
the new firewood scheme) is suspected of having been taken
in contravention of the act or the regulations, and regardless
of whether the forest produce is liable to the payment of
royalties, dues or charges. This will be a more relevant basis
for seeking a warrant when wood subject to this scheme is
potentially involved in suspected criminal activity under the
Forests Act.
Warrants under section 83 (as amended by the bill) will still
only be able to be sought from a magistrate based on the
sworn evidence of a member of the police force or an
authorised officer as to suspected illegal conduct with respect
to forest produce. In this respect, the reach of the amended
provision will be similar, if not identical, to the reach of the
existing provision. As such, entry to land under section 83
will continue to be lawful, reasonable and not arbitrary,
because an authorised officer will be acting under the
authority of a search warrant issued by a magistrate and
within defined parameters specified by the warrant. For these
reasons, to the extent that section 83 relates to residential land,
it will not limit the right to privacy.
Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter act provides that Aboriginal persons
have the right to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material
and economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs. The bill may engage this right.
Clauses 5, 16, 22 and 23 of the bill insert consistent offence
provisions into the Forests Act, the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act, the National Parks Act and the Wildlife Act, in relation
to the unauthorised collection of fallen or felled trees (within
the meaning of the term in the bill). The insertion of the new
offences may be perceived to restrict the ability of Aboriginal
persons to conduct hunting and gathering activities involving
firewood on the various tenures of Crown land to which these
acts relate. However, as the unauthorised collection of
firewood is already an offence under various provisions (for
example, section 96 of the Forests Act and section 190 of the
Land Act), the new offences do not create any new
restrictions nor do they restrict the exercise of any current
rights of Aboriginal persons to collect firewood. The bill does
not therefore deprive Aboriginal persons of a relationship
with the land.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that an accused has
the right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty
according to law. Clause 10 of the bill amends section 82 of
the Forests Act by changing the existing reverse legal onus to
a reverse evidentiary burden, in relation to the ownership of
timber (as defined in section 3), which includes the wood
subject to the new firewood scheme. Although the change
results in a lesser burden applying to an accused, the change
nevertheless limits the right in section 25(1) of the charter act.
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(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty is a
fundamental common-law principle. It requires that the
prosecution must prove that the accused committed the
charged offence beyond reasonable doubt. This means that
the prosecution must generally prove all elements of a
criminal offence.
Human rights jurisprudence provides that limitations on the
right are generally able to be reasonably justifiable in
circumstances where they require an accused to adduce (or
present) evidence in order to raise an exception to an offence
(as distinct from proving the exception, or disproving an
element of the offence) and where the ability to do so relies
on particular knowledge of the accused. As the discussion
below illustrates, that is the case in relation to the amendment
to section 82 of the Forests Act.
(b) The importance and purpose of the limitation
The amendment to section 82 of the Forests Act is being
made to ensure that the presumption as to ownership of forest
produce in that section can continue to operate in a fair and
reasonable manner following the introduction of the new
scheme. The presumption is central to the effective
enforcement of the Forests Act, which, in turn, supports the
sustainable management of forests and forest produce. This is
an important purpose because forest produce (for example, a
wide range of wood products including firewood, as well as
other products such as honey and eucalyptus oil) supports a
range of private consumption and commercial and industrial
activity in Victoria. The continued existence of these
resources depends on management of the various naturally
occurring ecosystems from which they grow, and the
effective enforcement of the act enables this to occur.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The amendment to section 82 will require an accused to
produce evidence to a court on the question of having a
lawful basis for having acquired timber. In the case of a
person to whom proposed section 57Q(4) applies, the accused
will be required to present or point to evidence as to the
taking of fallen or felled trees from a particular firewood
collection area during a firewood collection season for
domestic use as firewood. In all other cases, an accused who
has been acting lawfully will be able to present evidence as to
ownership by producing a licence, permit or other authority
which authorised the accused to interfere with or acquire the
forest produce in question.
The accused’s right to be presumed innocent is limited
because he or she could be found guilty of an offence under
sections 57Q or 96 of the act if he or she fails to present
evidence that raises the exception in section 57Q(4), or that
otherwise indicates that the accused held a valid and relevant
licence, permit or other authority.
The extent of the limitation is reasonable because the
evidentiary burden should be easy and practical for an
accused (who has been acting lawfully) to discharge. The
evidentiary matters discussed above will always be within the
particular knowledge of the accused, and it will seldom be the
case that any other person has evidence in relation to those
matters.
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Importantly, too, it should be noted that, before any person
can be found guilty of offences such as those mentioned
above, the prosecution will still be required to prove the basic
elements of the offence beyond reasonable doubt (for
example, that a person has taken fallen or felled trees from
state forest).
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limited by the bill, and the limitation on the right to be
presumed innocent under section 25(1) is justified under
section 7(2) of the charter act.
Hon. David Davis, MLC
Minister for Health
Minister for Ageing

(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

Second reading
The limitation achieves the purpose of enabling the Forests
Act to continue to be effectively enforced. It does so by
avoiding the scenario where, without the evidentiary burden,
prosecutors would need to prove beyond reasonable doubt in
each case that a person took timber from a place in state forest
other than a firewood collection area and at a time other than
during a firewood collection season, and that it was taken for
a use other than domestic use as firewood. If the act required
this, few prosecutions under the act would ever be successful,
because the prosecution will seldom have the benefit of
knowing, or being able to prove, precisely from where in state
forest timber has been removed. The enforceability of the act
would be compromised.
(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
As noted above, the evidentiary burden in section 82 is
required for the effective enforcement of the act. State forest
comprises approximately 3.4 million hectares, or
approximately 15 per cent, of the land area in Victoria. It
would be impossible and unrealistic for prosecutors and
enforcement staff to be required to produce evidence about
the exact location from which a person removed timber from
state forest in every case. Accordingly, there is no less
restrictive means that is reasonably available to achieve the
purpose of the limitation.
(f)

Any other relevant factors

There are no other relevant factors.
For the reasons set out above, I consider that the amendment
to section 82 of the Forests Act is compatible with
section 25(1) of the charter act.
Clauses 18 and 21 of the bill make corresponding
amendments that apply with respect to firewood collected
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act. The amendments have
the same effect as the amendment to section 82 of the Forests
Act in that the existing reverse legal onus provision in
section 200 of the Land Act ceases to apply to timber
collected from regional parks in which the new firewood
scheme operates. Instead, a reverse evidentiary burden will
apply in new section 30A of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act.
The analysis and conclusions for clause 10, above, apply
equally to clauses 18 and 21 of the bill, although the
importance of the purpose of the limitation is to promote the
enforcement of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act rather than
the Forests Act. This is important in its own right because of
the need to protect the natural resources specified in
section 200 of the Land Act which are found on land reserved
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because, although it may engage the section 13 right to
privacy and the section 19 cultural rights, those rights are not

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Firewood is an important source of fuel for heating and
cooking in many parts of regional Victoria. The government
is committed to making domestic firewood collection on
public land simpler and more affordable by abolishing the
need to obtain a firewood permit. This will reduce the burden
of red tape associated with personal firewood collection and
make it easier for households to access an annual supply of
firewood.
The Forests Amendment Bill 2012 (the bill) will create the
legislative framework for the new scheme. It will amend the
Forests Act 1958 (the Forests Act), make related amendments
to the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 (the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act) and make consequential amendments to the
Land Act 1958 (the Land Act), the National Parks Act 1975
(the National Parks Act) and the Wildlife Act 1975 (the
Wildlife Act).
Overview of the legislative scheme
The new legislative scheme will apply to the collection of
firewood in state forest and in those regional parks where
firewood collection for domestic use is currently allowed. The
scheme will apply to fallen or felled trees — or parts of those
trees — collected in designated firewood collection areas
during firewood collection seasons.
In summary:
the bill will abolish the need for a domestic firewood
permit;
it will establish two firewood collection seasons in each
financial year;
it will establish a process for designating firewood
collection areas in state forest and those regional parks
where firewood collection is currently allowed;
it will provide the flexibility to ensure that firewood
supply can be managed over the long term and local
needs and unforeseen circumstances are able to be dealt
with;
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it will create a series of offences aimed at encouraging
appropriate collecting behaviour; deterring illegal
commercial firewood collection activity; and providing
checks and balances to ensure that firewood collection is
sustainable into the future and is undertaken in a socially
and environmentally responsible manner; and
it will enable a person who is unable to collect firewood
for themselves to nominate another person to do so on
their behalf.

Previously, firewood permits typically contained information
on where, and how much, firewood could be collected and
under what conditions. In the absence of permits, these and
other matters will now be dealt with in legislation, either in
the relevant acts or in regulations. In this way, the Victorian
community will have clear, legislatively defined, expectations
of the scheme.
While the bill will reduce the red tape burden on individuals,
it does not alter the basic position that the government,
through the Secretary to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment (the secretary), retains control of the firewood
resource in state forest and other relevant public land, and its
supply from that land. The supply of domestic firewood from
these areas will complement what is available from
commercial suppliers operating on both public and private
land.
Establishing firewood collection seasons
The bill will create two firewood collection seasons in each
financial year — a spring season from 1 September to
30 November and an autumn season from 1 March to
30 June. These seasons will be consistent across the state and
aim to minimise the risks to people, the environment and
infrastructure by avoiding firewood collection during winter,
when the ground is wet and at risk of damage, and during
summer, in the period of highest fire risk.
The secretary will be able to shorten a season, either across
the state or in part of the state, if it is considered necessary to
do so for reasons of public safety because of actual or likely
fire danger.
Designating firewood collection areas
The bill will enable the secretary to designate firewood
collection areas where firewood may be collected. Firewood
collection areas will be located, where possible, to avoid sites
of environmental and cultural significance and make use of
the by-products of activities such as commercial timber
harvesting and road construction.
The bill will provide the secretary with the flexibility to open
and close firewood collection areas during a firewood
collection season. This will assist in managing the supply of
firewood through a firewood season and also the availability
of collection areas should unexpected conditions, such as
floods, affect particular areas.
Ensuring a sustainable firewood supply
The bill includes several features which aim to ensure that
there is a supply of firewood for those who need it,
particularly in parts of the state where the firewood resource
is limited. These provisions will assist in managing firewood
supplies from public land over the long term.
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In particular:
the bill will impose various limits on the amount of
firewood which can be collected, personally or on behalf
of another person or by a household. The maximum
personal collection limit will be 2 cubic metres per
person per day, regardless of whether the firewood is
collected personally or on behalf of another person. The
maximum household collection limit will be 16 cubic
metres per financial year. This may be collected by
members of a household or on behalf of a member of a
household;
the bill will enable the secretary to limit the amount of
wood a household can collect in a financial year from a
particular region, should this be considered necessary in
the interests of ensuring the long-term supply of
firewood in that part of the state;
the bill will also enable the secretary to restrict collection
in specified firewood collection areas to a class of
persons — for example, the residents of a particular
municipality — if required to manage firewood supply.
Establishing appropriate firewood collection rules
The bill recognises that the new scheme requires checks and
balances — or rules — for it to work. It strikes the
appropriate balance between introducing a simpler and more
affordable system for domestic firewood collection on the one
hand and, on the other, ensuring that there is a sustainable
firewood resource, that appropriate environmental safeguards
are in place, and that there are strong deterrents to illegal
commercial operations.
The bill will therefore create a series of offences with
appropriate penalties, depending on the severity of the
offence. Currently, the penalties for most offences under the
Forests Act relating to illegal firewood collection include up
to one year’s imprisonment. These offences can only be dealt
with through the courts. Consequently, several new offences
will be created as strict liability offences to establish the basis
for their enforcement through the issuing of infringement
notices. This will provide a compliance tool to encourage
adherence to the collection rules, while retaining the option of
taking a case to court if warranted in the circumstances.
There are two main sets of new offences:
those relating to firewood collection outside a firewood
collection area and/or outside a firewood collection
season, or otherwise relating to exceeding the limits
imposed by the scheme; and
others relating to breaches of the firewood collection
rules inside a firewood collection area during a firewood
collection season.
In relation to the first category, the bill will create offences in
the Forests Act, the Crown Land (Reserves) Act, the National
Parks Act and the Wildlife Act in relation to the unlawful
collection of wood on land under those acts. These aim to
deter illegal firewood collection in areas where firewood
collection is not permitted. To ensure that there is no
incentive to collect domestic firewood illegally in one land
category or another, the offences and associated penalties will
be identical in each of those acts.
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To encourage compliance, the bill will create a strict liability
offence of unlawfully collecting up to 2 cubic metres of
wood, and more serious offences, with penalties consistent
with the existing offences in the Forests Act, of unlawfully
collecting more than 2 cubic metres. The more serious
offences also aim to deter illegal commercial operations.
Offences in the second category include those aimed at
protecting the environment — in particular, cutting down or
damaging a tree (or shrub), whether dead or alive, and cutting
or taking away wood which is visibly hollow or growing
moss or fungi.
In addition to the serious offences previously referred to, the
bill will create several other offences aimed specifically at
deterring illegal commercial operations. These include:
selling wood collected under the scheme;
requesting or accepting reward for collecting firewood
on behalf of another person; and
collecting more than the maximum amounts per
household per financial year.
The penalties for most of these offences are high but are
equivalent to those under the Forests Act currently applying
to illegal firewood operations.
The bill will also enable regulations to be made which will
supplement the rules included in the primary legislation. The
regulations will cover matters of an operational nature and
additional measures to protect environmental values.
Informing the public
The bill will require the scheme to operate transparently. In
particular:
any determination of the secretary must be published in
the Government Gazette;
the plans of the firewood collection areas must be
lodged in the central plan office; and
signage must be erected at firewood collection areas.
In addition, the Department of Sustainability and
Environment is committed to placing a range of information
on its website and in departmental offices, and to publicising
key elements of the scheme.
Consequential and other amendments
The bill will make several consequential amendments to the
Forests Act and the Land Act to ensure that various
provisions, which previously applied to domestic firewood
collected under a permit, will continue to apply in the absence
of firewood permits and associated fees. These provisions
include the power in the Forests Act to apply for a search
warrant when it is suspected that forest produce has been
illegally taken, and provisions in the Forests Act and the Land
Act that deal with the ownership of forest produce.
Conclusion
The bill reflects the government’s commitment to removing
the need for domestic firewood permits and to creating a
simpler and more affordable system for domestic firewood
collection. At the same time, appropriate checks and balances,
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including a strengthened regulatory framework, will ensure
that the scheme will be sustainable and that firewood will
continue to be available to the Victorian community for
domestic use.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 June.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva 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, (‘charter act’) I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2012 (‘the bill’), as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill amends the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to clarify
the consequences of a third successive breach of a duty
provision. In particular, the bill clarifies that a person who has
issued two previous breach of duty notices has the capacity to
issue a notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate (as
the case may be) on the instance of a third breach of the same
duty provision.
The bill also makes amendments to improve the
administration and repayment of bonds, including
amendments to improve the payment and payment out of
bond loans provided by the director of housing on behalf of
private tenants.
Human rights issues
Section 13 — privacy and reputation
The right of a tenant or resident not to have the tenant or
resident’s home unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with may
be engaged when a notice to vacate is issued. The
amendments proposed by this bill clarify that a person may
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only serve a notice to vacate for a breach of a duty provision,
if the tenant or resident has previously been served with two
successive breach of duty notices for a breach of the same
duty. Therefore, any interference with the tenant or resident’s
home or family will be lawful.

The breach of duty notice must also include information
about the consequences of non-compliance with the notice,
including that a notice of intention to vacate or notice to
vacate may be given if a similar breach is committed in the
future.

If a notice to vacate is issued and the tenant or resident
remains in the rented premises, the person seeking eviction
may only regain possession of the rented premises if the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) grants a
possession order. VCAT may only grant a possession order if
VCAT is satisfied of a number of factors, including that the
person was entitled to give the notice to vacate. Therefore,
while the right is engaged, any interference with the family or
home will not be arbitrary or unlawful and will be subject to
review. Accordingly this right is not limited.

Therefore, the act envisages that successive breaches of the
same duty will provide a person with grounds to issue a
notice to vacate in the case of a landlord, rooming house
owner, caravan park owner or part 4A site owner, or a notice
of intention to vacate in the case of a tenant or resident.
However, it is currently unclear how many breach of duty
notices are required before a person gains the right to serve a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate.

Conclusion
In my opinion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2012 is compatible with the charter act.
Hon. Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This is a bill to amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, to
improve its operation and efficacy. The bill will clarify the
operation of provisions that enable individuals to serve a
notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate following
successive breaches of a duty owed to them. The bill also
makes a number of changes to provisions relating to the
lodgement and paying out of residential tenancy bonds.
A key component of Victoria’s residential tenancies
legislation is the concept of duties that are owed by parties to
an agreement regulated under the Residential Tenancies Act.
These duties may differ depending on whether the agreement
relates to a rented premises, a room in a rooming house, or a
site located at a caravan park or a part 4A park. In general, the
duties cover issues that may arise from the use and
maintenance of rental accommodation, including, for
example, duties not to cause damage to the premises, duties
not to cause a nuisance or interference, duties to provide
certain information, and duties to ensure quiet enjoyment.
Under section 208 of the act a person to whom a duty is owed
under a duty provision may give a breach of duty notice to a
person in breach of that duty. The notice must, amongst other
things, specify the breach, give details of loss or damage
caused by the breach, and specify the actions that the person
must take to either remedy the breach or compensate the
person to whom the duty is owed.

The intent of the legislation is that such a notice can be served
at the point of a third breach of the same duty. However,
recently the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal has
interpreted the legislation as requiring the service and expiry
without compliance of a third breach of duty notice before a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate can be served.
The amendments introduced by this bill make it clear that a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate may be served
by a person who is owed a duty, provided that the person has
served a breach of duty notice for a breach of the same duty
on two previous occasions.
While there is no need for a third breach of duty notice to be
issued, it should be noted that the bill specifically preserves
the option for a person to elect to issue a third breach of duty
notice, rather than proceeding with a notice to vacate or notice
of intention to vacate. Should this option be pursued, the bill
states that the third notice will need to expire without
compliance before a notice to vacate or notice of intention to
vacate can be subsequently served.
The bill also makes a series of amendments to part 10 of the
act, which establishes the Residential Tenancies Bond
Authority and sets out requirements for the lodgement and
repayment of residential tenancy bonds.
Section 406 of the act places a duty on a landlord, upon
receipt of a bond from a tenant, to lodge that bond with the
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority, which will hold the
bond in trust for the landlord and the tenant. The bill makes
clear that this duty includes any instalment payments or part
payments of a bond which may be made by a tenant. Some
landlords have taken the view that the bond need only be
lodged once all payments had been received, a practice that
can lead to the tenant being disadvantaged if a dispute arises
and the bond instalments have not been lodged with the bond
authority.
The bill also removes another area of conflict between
landlords and tenants in relation to the repayment of bonds. A
key component of the bond system is that all parties have an
equal say on the amount of bond to be paid to each party at
the conclusion of a rental agreement. The bond authority has
received complaints from tenants who have signed blank or
incomplete bond claim forms and have subsequently received
an amount of bond that was different to the amount verbally
agreed with their landlord or agent. The bill addresses this by
making it an offence for a landlord to request or obtain a
tenant’s signature on a bond claim application form if the
form does not specify the amount of bond to be refunded and
the apportionment, if any, of that amount. A maximum
penalty of 20 penalty units applies to this offence.
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The bill simplifies and improves processes relating to bond
loans made by the director of housing. In recognition that
finding the money for a bond may be difficult for those on
low incomes, the director of housing has the capacity to
provide a bond loan in certain circumstances. Such loans may
cover the entire bond or a partial amount of the bond.
Sometimes a tenant who is eligible for a bond loan may pay
the bond in advance of receiving a loan from the director of
housing, in order to secure the tenancy. While there is a
process by which the bond authority can substitute the bond
paid by the tenant with the bond loan, this process requires
the signature of the landlord. The bond authority has received
many complaints from tenants who have been unable to
obtain their landlord’s signature for a variety of reasons
ranging from the inconvenience of additional paperwork
through to concerns that to do so might be contrary to other
provisions of the act.
The bill places an obligation on the bond authority to refund
an amount of bond paid by a tenant and substitute that bond
with an equivalent amount of bond provided by the director
of housing. This amendment removes the need for a tenant
seeking a bond substitution to obtain the landlord’s signature
before lodging the necessary application. The landlord will
still be alerted to the substitution, as the bill requires the bond
authority to notify the landlord of the substitution.
The bill simplifies the process by which the director of
housing can be reimbursed the amount of a bond loan
following the conclusion of a rental agreement.
A joint application from the tenant and the landlord is
generally required in order to release a bond loan at the
conclusion of a tenancy. Often there is little incentive for
either the landlord or the tenant to make such an application if
neither party is to receive any direct monetary benefit. For
example, a tenant may have little incentive if the money is to
be refunded to the director of housing. Similarly, a landlord
may have little incentive if he or she is making no claim on
the bond.
As a result, the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority
currently holds over $740 000 in bond loans that are
effectively frozen as it has no legislative capacity to directly
repay any of these moneys to the director of housing.
The bill enables the bond authority to make direct payment to
the director of housing if it receives a new bond for a different
tenancy in the same premises and no application for a refund
of the previous bond has been made within 12 months of the
date of receipt of the new bond.
Direct payment to the director of housing can only be made in
circumstances where no application for a refund of the bond
has been made within 12 months of the date on which a new
bond for the premises is received by the bond authority.
Importantly, this amendment will have a direct impact on
private tenants on low incomes by ensuring there is over
$740 000 in additional money available for bond loans to
assist low-income renters to secure access to rental
accommodation.
The bill also simplifies the process for repayment of a bond to
the director of housing via application, by removing the
requirement for a joint application to be made by a landlord
and tenant. Instead an application may be made for repayment
of the director of housing solely by the landlord.
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Finally, the bill makes an amendment to ensure that the
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform) Act
2010 is not automatically repealed before all of its provisions
have come into operation.
The introduction of this bill will result in practical
improvements and alleviate specific areas of confusion and
dispute in the administration of residential tenancies
legislation.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 June.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will be
brief in speaking to clause 1. After reading the
statements made by the Minister for Water and the
Premier, my understanding of the debate that we have
had over the last three weeks about the water authority
dividends and the uncertainty as to the size of dividends
and payments is that Melbourne Water is, through a
series of complex measures involving the water
retailers, going to pass on the savings that resulted from
the desalination plant coming under budget by over
$300 million in the current financial year. Melbourne
Water is not going to take those savings as a dividend
but is actually going to somehow pass them through to
the retailers and consumers by not putting up the prices
next year.
This is an appropriation, but ultimately this is money
the executive government is seeking to spend. Even
though Melbourne Water has lost $308 million — and
if we go to budget paper 3, we can see that figure — or
even if it is $230 million, as the Minister for Water
seems to say, it has lost some hundreds of millions of
dollars, and government policy has not changed the
stipulation that the dividend on the water authority be
65 per cent. My observation is that greater government
borrowing will be required for this appropriation to be
met, because the budget surplus is gone. I will assert
that that is the case.
I would be interested to know whether the Assistant
Treasurer feels the need to comment on that, given the
appropriation does not specify a surplus or a
non-surplus because the Borrowing and Investment
Powers Act 1987 allows the Treasurer to borrow
subject to loan council approval. My observation is that
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this much-vaunted budget is now in deficit if the super
dividend is not being taken out of Melbourne Water.

there was a presumption of much bigger dividends out
of Melbourne Water.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — It will come as no surprise to Mr Lenders
that I do not agree with his proposition. One of the key
issues here is the question of timing. The current
matters that have been under discussion with respect to
Melbourne Water relate to the 2011–12 financial year,
and any dividend that was to be paid by Melbourne
Water with respect to the 2011–12 financial year would
be collected in the subsequent year. There are 16 or
17 different dividend-paying bodies, and an aggregate
assessment has been made by Treasury of what
contribution they will make to the general government
sector over the coming years. As a consequence we do
not expect that any change affecting Melbourne Water
is going to have an effect on this budget year.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I briefly point out to Mr Lenders the issue
of interim dividends, which were not necessarily
collected last year, being brought forward to the current
year. I also point out that the government has no
intention of imposing a dividend on hospitals.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — As part
of the debate on clause 1, I make the observation that
the dividends raised by the government have gone from
roughly $300 million to roughly $800 million in the
budget papers. There is a note saying that a portion of
this is cash flow rescheduling from the State Electricity
Commission of Victoria. However, that is a sole
reference. The last time I looked at the State Electricity
Commission of Victoria I could see that if it drew down
every single cent it had, it could probably pay about
$300 million of that.
I make the observation that the next candidates for
dividend increases from the government are the water
authorities. Given that the government has chosen not
to put dividends on anything other than the four
Melbourne water authorities, the government is either
relying very heavily on those water authorities or it has
changed policy and is starting to put dividends on
bodies like country water authorities, hospitals, arts
centres or various other establishments. I am sure the
government is not doing that. I will not ask the minister
about it; I know the answer he will give. I have heard
speeches in this house once or twice before about
defining where dividends come from.
However, I make the observation that these budget
papers are opaque. The best chance a citizen would
have of working out where these moneys are coming
from would be to look at the annual reports later in the
year, and even that depends on some nice little
arrangement between the Department of Treasury and
Finance and the Auditor-General’s office as to
prepayments and how and on which side of the
financial year things are recorded. I alert the Assistant
Treasurer that I will be watching these very closely
over the next little while. I suspect we will find that

Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Most of
the issues I wish to raise under clause 3 I raised under
clause 3 of the previous bill, the Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012. Again I draw to the
attention of the Assistant Treasurer the fact that this
clause authorises the Treasurer to essentially draw a
warrant to pay whatever funds are necessary to deal
with any EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement)
arrangements. I draw to the Assistant Treasurer’s
attention the provisions under the part of the schedule
relating to the Department of Treasury and Finance
where these contingent amounts are listed.
I know he will say it is hypothetical — it is the same
debate as previously — but the teachers and TAFE
EBAs are very current, and I could list the various
EBAs. The government will have made some
consideration as to how much should be provided for
them. Again, I specifically put to the Assistant
Treasurer that if an EBA is settled for more than 2.5 per
cent, this authorises the Treasurer to draw a warrant to
pay for that. Will the department then be required to
find savings, or will money simply be drawn from the
Consolidated Fund?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — It is hypothetical because it would
depend upon the circumstances of the particular EBA.
Obviously the government has said that government
wages policy is 2.5 per cent with increases above
2.5 per cent to be funded through productivity related to
the negotiations — the workplace outcome. That may
take different forms in different negotiations. At this
point in time it is not possible to give Mr Lenders a
hard and fast answer. It will very much depend upon
the nature of individual negotiation outcomes. Again,
the Treasurer is not required to do this; this is giving the
Treasurer the discretion if required.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 to 8 agreed to.
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Schedule 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Deputy
President, to assist procedurally, what you and other
Deputy Presidents have done in the past is to allow the
chamber to go through schedule 1 department by
department and then approve that particular schedule.
In schedule 1 I have an issue with the Department of
Business and Innovation. I say at the outset that my
questions on these schedules will be quite limited
because members of my party had the option of taking
individual ministers through the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee process and it is unfair to expect
too much specificity from the Assistant Treasurer.
Using the same methodology I used for the
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill, where I
started with the 2011–12 component and added the
2.5 per cent for the departmental funding model, my
observation is that when you apply that to the provision
of outputs in the Department of Business and
Innovation, there has been a 6.1 per cent cut in funding.
For a government that talks about creating jobs and
stimulating growth in the state and taking a role in
partnering job growth, that cut is quite contrary to its
rhetoric of super trade missions to India, China and
various other places. Does the minister care to reconcile
how the government can slash 6.1 per cent out of a
budget and still expect to deliver these extra services?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I say to Mr Lenders that the decisions the
government had to make with this budget reflect the
reality of the environment in which we are operating. A
number of new initiatives have been funded for the
Department of Business and Innovation in the course of
this budget, covering areas that have been canvassed in
the house over the last couple of months. I will not go
through them in detail, but they include international
engagement in manufacturing et cetera. The reality is
this budget has had to be cut to fit the cloth we have as
a consequence of the tight revenue picture.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We now
turn to the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Again I
draw my observations about this department using the
same methodology — add the departmental funding
model and put in what is in the outputs — and we see a
real 1.7 per cent increase in funding for the department.
I congratulate the government on that increase. The raw
figure may well be through administrative
arrangements. Given the growth in student numbers,
and the main component of the Department of
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Education and Early Childhood Development is
obviously wages and wages are related to the student
resource packages at schools, which has a strong
correlation to the number of students, a large
component of this increase in funding reflects
population growth and demographic change picked up
by increased student numbers. This 1.7 per cent funding
increase probably just picks up the population growth
in the department.
A teachers EBA is up for renegotiation. My question to
the minister is: where is the provision for the payments
for high-performance teachers about which the
government made a massive statement? If I believe the
Minister for Education’s rhetoric about 70 per cent of
teachers getting performance payments, while on the
face of it there is 1.7 per cent in funding growth, which
essentially matches population growth, where is the
provision in this output to pay teachers more?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Mr Lenders would appreciate that this
department is not just about schools and education.
Obviously vocational education and training is a big
part of this department as well. To look at the aggregate
number and apply that to schools is not entirely
reflective of the situation. Again, wage costs in this
department have increased in accordance with
government wages policy and a negotiation is under
way to deliver an outcome against government wages
policy. Any increase above the 2.5 per cent would be in
the context of those productivity outcomes that the
government has spoken about over the last 12 months
and would be funded accordingly.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Anything
further on education? We will move to the Department
of Health.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I take
some pride in having been a minister or parliamentary
secretary involved with the Department of Treasury and
Finance for my entire period in the Bracks and Brumby
governments bar eight months when I was Minister for
Education. I find it extraordinary that when I look at the
outputs of the Department of Health, using my formula
again of adjusting up for the departmental funding
model, I see a 31 per cent cut in outputs. I know the
Minister for Health is busy doing more important
things, like factional business in the Liberal Party and
spin and blaming former governments, and I know that
he has a man safe where he stores a lot of things, but I
ask the minister — to quote a member of a political
party I despise — to ‘please explain’.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am pleased to assure Mr Lenders that
there has not been a 31 per cent cut in the health budget.
What Mr Lenders is seeing is the impact of the new
commonwealth health agreement where the way in
which — —
Mr Lenders — A 31 per cent cut!
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I could just stop
the answer there. The reality is that the way in which
the cash was received and handled by government no
longer applies. There is now that commonwealth
funding, which is reflected in the explanatory
memorandum for the bill. I think the figure is around
$3.3 billion. That is not coming through the
appropriation bill. As a consequence of the
commonwealth-state funding agreement it is now
recognised as a grant coming into the Department of
Health, and that is why the appropriation number is
lower, but there is no net impact as a consequence.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Assistant Treasurer valiantly defends the Minister for
Health. I will accept the minister’s assurance at face
value simply because I have great faith in Tanya
Plibersek, the federal Minister for Health, and Wayne
Swan, the federal Treasurer, delivering their parts of
agreements to boost funding to states, but on the face of
this you would think the commonwealth has picked up
the lion’s share and Mr David Davis has been asleep at
the wheel. However, I accept the minister’s answer.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — If I
could follow Mr Lenders with a very specific question
about a funding cut in relation to women’s health
services. They have found just this Monday that their
funding will take quite a massive cut. When you
consider it in terms of there being a 30 per cent increase
in population and that these organisations have not
received a funding increase for some 15 years, except
for indexation of course, these services are already
running on the smell of an oily rag.
It is quite clear that prevention is better than cure and
that family violence costs the Australian economy more
than $13 billion a year, so I am not quite sure why the
government thinks these cuts make any sense. As I
understand it, in terms of preventive women’s health
services there is a cut of about $350 000 in the first
year. I know the Chair will not want me to editorialise,
but that funding is little more than one single toilet to be
used by a PSO (protective services officer). I would
have thought that women’s health was more important,
and I would like the minister to explain why it is that
these cuts have been made.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Ms Hartland for her question and
her interest in what is an important matter. Ms Hartland
asked about a reduction of around $350 000. I am not
able to give her that level of detail, but I can point out to
her that in this budget, with respect to primary,
community and dental health in the 2012–13 budget
year, funding is $396 million, and the overall health
allocation is now $13.6 billion, which is about a
$500 million increase.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — There
is an approximate cut of around $35 million in
community health, and there are specific cuts in
preventive health and family violence services. These
services found out on Monday that their budgets would
be cut. The minister has said that these are moderate
cuts, but if this funding is actually going to protect a
woman’s life, I do not know how any cut can be
moderate. The cuts have been announced. That might
be the figure that has been spent on community health,
but $35 million worth of cuts is happening, and I do not
understand why the government is doing that. I would
like some kind of explanation.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I say to Ms Hartland that this budget has
been framed in a very challenging situation. In terms of
the overall allocation to the health budget, there is an
increase, but within that decisions need to be made as to
resource allocations. The Minister for Health has had to
make decisions around those particular programs and
has made a decision accordingly.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I can
only presume then that the government has very little
regard for the health and safety of women, and that is
why these cuts have occurred.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I say to Ms Hartland that that is clearly
not the case. Decisions have to be made within the
overall funding envelope for the Department of Health.
Decisions had to be made across government as to
savings in order to deliver this budget. The reality is
that we would like to spend more money in a whole
range of areas, but the current environment does not
allow that.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I do
not know how far you will allow me to go with this,
Chair, but I have to say that there is $600 million for a
prison at Ravenhall and $120 million for PSOs, but
there does not appear to be enough money to protect
women in their homes.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
Department of Human Services.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Again
the observation I make here is that if you apply the
model of adding the departmental funding model to the
outputs, funding for the Department of Human Services
has been cut by a smaller amount than some of the
departments but still cut by 0.1 per cent. Again, the
government has had much fanfare about engaging new
child protection officers as part of the budget decisions
of Minister Wooldridge, the Minister for Community
Services. The Minister for Community Services has
spruiked the delivery of new services in the Department
of Human Services, yet there is effectively a 0.1 per
cent budget cut. That cut in itself obviously means that
there is an effective cut of 1.5 per cent because of
population growth. My question to the minister is: what
gives to allow the minister to announce that much more
is being delivered? The two just do not appear to be
reconcilable.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Mr Lenders refers to the appropriation
bill. I draw his attention to the overall spend for the
Department of Human Services, which reflects an
increase for the 2012–13 year. Obviously decisions
have had to have been made in the current environment.
Minister Wooldridge has put together a $336 million
package in response to the Cummins report. That picks
up not only on initiatives in the Department of Human
Services but also on initiatives across Health and
Justice and other agencies. It is a whole-of-government
response, not just a DHS response.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
the minister saying that Minister Wooldridge’s
response was for more than just DHS, but the minister
has very proudly spoken of all the extra services to be
delivered. When we look at the Department of Human
Services, yes, capital has gone from $50 million to
$70 million, and that is all very good, but the operating
budget — the thing that pays the day-to-day wages of
staff and the grants that are given to the not-for-profit
organisations that do so much of the critical work for
government in this area — has been cut.
Again I am very conscious that the minister can speak
in macro terms and that the detail is a more appropriate
line of discussion for the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, but I make the observation that,
despite a very strong and proud rhetoric about things
being done, there is actually a cut in this budget. I make
that as an observation. I have perused the PAEC record
once again, but it is not all that enlightening.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
Department of Justice is the next department for
consideration.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Again I
make the commentary that there has been an increase in
this department. If this were an increase in the parts of
the department that were designed to keep young
people out of prison, I would give the government full
marks. However, quite sadly, although this is not a
second-reading contribution and a narrative about
closing down TAFEs and prison numbers going up,
there is a strong correlation.
I have a specific question for the minister. If he cannot
answer it here, I ask him to take this one on notice. The
Treasurer has made a lot of comments both in
government and previously in opposition about how
you measure the costs of projects, whether you do it in
nominal terms, whether you do in net present value and
so on. I noticed that the Minister for Health was
throwing around some terms that I think he was a bit
bewildered by, but that is a matter for another debate.
This is about appropriations for 2012–13, and
obviously the new public-private partnership (PPP) in
the western suburbs, in Truganina, has not yet been put
into these budget papers; it is in the forward estimates
but not in the appropriation bill. However, when the
government records that in an appropriation bill, will it
be recording the cost in 2040 dollars, like the Treasurer
does when he refers to the desalination plant, or will it
be recording the cost in 2012 dollars, which it has done
to date in relation to its public-private partnership
prison? I probably should have asked the same question
regarding the Department of Health and the new, bigger
Bendigo hospital. My question is: will these dollar
figures be recorded like governments have traditionally
done, in 2012 dollars, or, like the Treasurer does when
he talks of the desalination plant, in 2040 dollars?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his question. I
will make a couple of points to Mr Lenders. The
recording of these projects, including PPPs, can be
particularly complex in the way they are brought to
book. The desalination plant is an example of that; it is
a very complex project in the way it is brought to book.
However, these projects will be brought to book in
accordance with the accounting standards.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Is it not
the case that there is no accounting standard for PPPs?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — It would depend on exactly what sort of
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model of PPP it was, but there are accounting standards
for how things are brought to book in the government
accounts. The reality is that each PPP is generally
different. You would not find two PPPs that are
identical in the way they are structured, but there are
accounting standards as to how matters are brought to
book in the government accounts.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister must have taken a bit of a detour between his
time on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
and when he became Assistant Treasurer. I think he fell
into a parallel universe and did not notice. There are no
standards for how PPPs are treated in the government
accounts. The Auditor-General has had plenty to say on
that subject. The only appearance of PPPs in the
government accounts is where there are cash flows
from the budget to the private provider and back again,
and then they are treated as simply some of the
discounted cash flows back to today’s date.
The specific example that Mr Lenders was raising was
the desalination plant. There are cash flows from
Melbourne Water to the desalination plants, but I
presume they will not appear anywhere in the central
budget sector.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I do not know that there is a point of
difference between what Mr Barber is saying and what
I am saying. The point I was making is that when things
are brought to account in the government accounts, it is
done in accordance with accounting standards. Now
Mr Barber is saying things may not be brought to the
government accounts, and that can be the reality of
some PPP structures, but things that are brought to
account are brought to account in accordance with
accounting standards.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — No, they
are not, because there is no accounting standard. There
is no accounting standard that says you treat a PPP as
the sum of its discounted cash flows. That is the very
point I am making. That is the best that the government
is willing to do at the moment for payments that come
from a PPP to us, whether it is these fancy balloon
payments that some successful PPP bidders
immediately hand to the government at the beginning
or whether we start to collect the rent from the
Melbourne Convention Centre 20 years from now or
whenever it is. I cannot let it stand and be said that there
is an accounting standard for PPPs, because at least the
last time the Auditor-General and I had a talk about this
there was not, and he saw that as a significant problem.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
one question about the Department of Justice. This is
again about a very specific project, Project Respect,
which is recognised as being the lead agency dealing
with women who have been trafficked into Victoria. In
its inquiry into people trafficking for sex work the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee came up with
a set of recommendations, and part of that was a
recognition of the need to support ongoing work in this
area. Project Respect has lost all of its funding; it
receives no state government funding. It is the lead
agency that works with women who have been
trafficked, yet it is getting absolutely no money. It is
one of those projects that makes a huge difference to
the lives of women, but it has been completely
defunded.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I would say to Ms Hartland that decisions
have had to be made in the context of the budgetary
environment. I am not familiar with the particular
project she is referring to. Obviously that is a serious
issue, but the government has had to make decisions in
the context of the funding available within this
department in terms of which areas it needs to pursue
and which areas it cannot pursue at this point in time.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Can I
ask the minister to take that question on notice and seek
an explanation as to why Project Respect has lost its
funding and also whether this funding has gone to any
other agency that is dealing with trafficked women?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — If I can get some further details from
Ms Hartland, I will be happy to follow that matter up.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
committee will now deal with the Department of
Planning and Community Development (DPCD).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
government is pretty big on decisive action — or so we
hear. I noticed here, again using the methodology I
have applied, that the outputs in the Department of
Planning and Community Development have been
decisively cut by 26.3 per cent. There have been no
administrative arrangements on this. I know there was
the circular sent to departmental secretaries about the
move of Regional Development Victoria (RDV) to the
Department of Planning and Community Development
from what is now the Department of Business and
Innovation. However, the government then clearly
changed its mind because the Premier quite clearly —
and decisively, I might add — responded to an
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adjournment matter of mine by saying that would not
happen.

changed his mind on where RDV is located, but that
would in itself be interesting.

I am intrigued. I find here that we have a 26.3 per cent
cut in outputs. I also note that in the schedule there is
$125 million put down for the Regional Growth Fund.
The appropriation bill obviously reports on
expenditures during the financial year 2010–11 out of
its predecessor, the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund (RIDF), but there is no reporting in
the appropriation on this $125 million for the previous
year, the first dynamic year of the dynamic Deputy
Premier’s eight-year super Regional Growth Fund. He
must have discovered it in India or China.

I am intrigued by the minister saying that the Regional
Growth Fund was in the other line. At item 4 of the
schedule there is a $48 million provision for last year. I
am presuming in good faith that that was a transition
from the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund to
the new super Regional Growth Fund, but the Deputy
Premier has very vigorously stormed around the state
beating his chest and talking about $125 million more
being spent than was spent by the former Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, Jacinta Allan, the
member for Bendigo East in the Assembly — a bigger
spend. Yet here we have a figure for 2011–12 of
$48 million. That was completely under the
Baillieu-Ryan government; there was not a nanosecond
of the Brumby government in there. The Deputy
Premier has been going around regional Victoria, hand
on heart — ‘Honest man; trust me’ — saying that he
has been spending $125 million a year, and this year we
have got a figure of $125 million.

I have two questions for the minister. How does one do
all the stuff that DPCD does, seeing that we are getting
the largest outer urban growth to make housing
affordable in the inner solar system, if you believe the
very dynamic and decisive Minister for Planning? Is
there also $125 million allocated for the Regional
Growth Fund that it appears is not being spent? How do
we as a Parliament reconcile that all these great projects
coming from the Minister for Planning are being done
to open up outer suburbs — all these Gough
Whitlamesque things he is doing? Also, how do we get
any assurance here that the Deputy Premier is going to
spend the $125 million that has been outlined and is
generally a bit slow in being spent?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — In response to Mr Lenders I say that on
his second point about the Regional Growth Fund I am
sure that the Deputy Premier would be happy to outline
to Mr Lenders the projects that he has approved under
the Regional Growth Fund. That reporting would be in
accordance with the requirements of the Regional
Growth Fund Act 2011.
In terms of the broader question around the
appropriation, I can tell Mr Lenders that within that
change there are a number of machinery-of-government
changes, and there is also a change with respect to the
treatment of what was the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund, which I am advised was included
in the other figure. As it has now come out to the
Regional Growth Fund that represents one component
of the change. The other component represents
machinery-of-government changes in various areas in
the department.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
second thing I request the minister to take on notice is
could the minister inform me about what the
administrative arrangements are? I am curious whether
his briefing note was prepared before the Premier

I obviously have a political point to make that I do not
believe the Deputy Premier, but I understand
accounting lines can be challenging, because
sometimes these projects are approved before the funds
are actually handed over to the bodies to which they
have been given. I suggest to the minister that there is a
pattern here of saying one thing is happening and then
finding that the results are not reflected.
I make the observation that there appears to be an
underspend, and I ask the minister to take on notice that
a reconciliation would be appreciated, because it would
be very churlish of me to suggest that the Deputy
Premier is promising one thing in regional Victoria and
not delivering it through the budget and expenditure
review committee.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am happy to take that on notice for
Mr Lenders. I am confident that the Deputy Premier is
delivering what he is saying he is delivering.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber
on the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I flagged
this question when speaking on the previous bill that we
were dealing with. Can the minister tell me how much
is provided from the Department of Premier and
Cabinet to the Leader of the Opposition for the
maintenance of his office and associated functions?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am not able to give Mr Barber that
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specific line item. I am able to tell him that it is funded
through the strategy policy advice and support output
group of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, but I
do not have that specific number for him.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to have that specific number.
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Cabinet or the Department of Treasury and Finance or
not, I do not know that that is the type of question we
can reasonably take without notice in the committee
stage like this. I have said to Mr Barber that I will seek
to obtain that information for him, and I will do that.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I can take that on notice from Mr Barber
and ascertain whether that number is available. I do not
know whether it has been made available historically or
whether it can be made available, but I will seek to get
that number for Mr Barber.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It might
be material or it might be immaterial, but I am sure that
there are plenty of local members on the government
side who saw some very small amounts to be quite
material to them when they got to announce them in the
budget papers when they came out, and they will be
material enough for the government to cut the ribbon on
them.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister has said he would like to take that on notice. If
the minister goes to the existing notice paper, to
questions on notice, at question 718 he will see that I
asked this question in relation to last year’s budget,
where it currently sits on the notice paper unanswered. I
have very little faith, I am sorry. I like the minister, but
I have very little faith that the question will be
answered, because I asked the same question via the
notice paper on 26 May 2011 and still I have not got an
answer from the minister’s government.

The point I am making, as I did in an earlier debate, is
that the only resources available to the Greens to carry
out their parliamentary functions are those of three
ordinary MPs. Those moneys have been cut, as the
minister has heard, by 20 per cent. We all thought we
were doing our bit. We understood the budget was
tough. We have heard Ms Hartland just now talking
about some other very pressing demands. We certainly
did not run around complaining and moaning and
putting out press releases when all MPs had their
electorate office budgets cut.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — All I can say to Mr Barber is that in
getting ready for — —

What I want to know is: was anything shaved off the
Leader of the Opposition’s $1 million line item within
the Department of Premier and Cabinet? That is about
an extra $17 000 he gets for every one of his MPs. As it
is traditionally, the Greens get nothing from any
government — Labor or Liberal — and yet we carry
13 shadow portfolios each, we come in here and we
form a position on every bill and we assist the
government with its urgent matters of legislation and
crises that arise from time to time. So I would be very
appreciative if the minister, as a personal favour to me,
was able to track down that piece of information from
the Department of Premier and Cabinet at some later
date and also tell me how it compares to last year and
whether there has been any amount shaved off that.

Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — In relation to this
matter, in following up for this committee stage, I must
say that I did have a look to see if Mr Barber had put
any of these matters on notice with respect to this
budget, with the intention of getting those answers, but
I did not look back at last year’s questions. I will
endeavour to get that number for Mr Barber.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Just for
the record, I have 10 other questions sitting on the
notice paper in relation to last year’s budget that still
have not been answered a year later. Maybe the
minister will get around to getting answers on those. I
ask the minister why he cannot obtain the answer for
me with the facility of his advisers in the box who can
make a call to the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — My response to that goes to the question
of materiality. This is a bill that is appropriating
$39 billion worth of expenditure. The reality is that the
level of detail that Mr Barber is seeking is at a very low
level in respect of the overall appropriation. Whether
officers are available at the Department of Premier and

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
that the Department of Premier and Cabinet has had a
4.2 per cent reduction in its appropriation. My question
to the minister — again, in the spirit of his response to
Mr Barber, I am happy for him to take it on notice —
relates to the fact that the Premier made much of setting
up the regional offices of his department when in
opposition and when in government. I have previously
inquired and been told that offices have been set up in
Ballarat and Bendigo, but I am still awaiting news of
whether the much-vaunted offices in marginal seats —
in the towns of Seymour and Bairnsdale — have been
put in place. I am cynical enough to note that it is the
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electorates the government wishes to take off the
opposition where those department offices have been
set up, but in the electorates that it has won and is now
taking for granted the offices have not been established.
What I seek from the minister on notice is a progress
report on whether those remaining offices that were
promised are being set up and on how the staff
members are being categorised. Are they front-line
staff, or does the government efficiency dividend apply
to the new offices in Ballarat and Bendigo? Secondly,
how does the government create those new offices in
Bairnsdale and Seymour when 4100 public servants are
in effect getting pink slips? How do they fit into the
front-line services — the two that are there and the two
that have not yet been constructed? How would the
government construct them under the efficient
government programs?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am happy to take that detail on notice
for Mr Lenders. I point out to Mr Lenders that with
respect to Ballarat and Bendigo, they are large regional
cities in Victoria. Mr Lenders might like to attribute a
political motive to them, but they are large regional
cities in Victoria and the government believes they
justify an office. As to other details, I will take them on
notice for Mr Lenders.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
Department of Primary Industries.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Given
that much of my budget contribution was regarding this
department, I note for the record that the appropriation
has been cut by 2.6 per cent, despite the department,
through administrative arrangements, having a lot of
new functions. I will leave that as a comment and sit
down.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
Department of Sustainability and Environment.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Again,
this is a department near and dear to my heart. I note
that the outputs for the Department of Sustainability
and Environment have been cut by 17.8 per cent.
Mr Rich-Phillips said in his opening comments that
times are tough and the government makes decisions,
but it is interesting to note that the choices it makes and
where it makes the decisions reflect a bit on what the
government stands for. I accept that as a political point.
The government does not believe in climate change and
is cutting environmental programs, so it is fairly clear
what it believes in. I will make a statement, and if the
minister wishes to comment he obviously will.
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I refer to items 5 and 6 in the schedule — that is, the
additions to the net asset base, and provision of outputs
pursuant to section 15 of the Environment Protection
Act. Of course what I refer to here is the water trust
money. For the benefit of the house, this comes from a
levy which is set by the government every four years;
the Minister for Water sets it. The levy was set four
years ago by the Minister for Water at 5 per cent of
metropolitan water authorities and 2 per cent of
regional water authorities. I am still waiting to read in
the Government Gazette that this regulation has come
back — it has not come back yet — but the minister, in
the budget papers and through his media
announcements when caught with his hand in taxpayers
pockets again, said it would be the same as it was
previously.
Of course the revenue of urban water authorities in
particular will go up significantly to pay for the
desalination plant; that is a reality. Water costs will
increase because of the desalination plant, and by
leaving the rate at 5 per cent the government will be
generating a lot more revenue. Of course this is a
government that said it could not undo the desalination
contract but would do whatever it possibly could to take
the burden off water users, but it has not adjusted the
rate, which it could do and what we see here is
evidence of that.
We know from the budget papers, and this is on the
public record, that the levy raised $70 million last year
and assuming that the regulation is not disallowed by
either house it will raise $117 million each year for the
next four years. That is not a trick question; I state that
as it is on the public record. We have heard from the
Minister for Water and the Premier, and both of them
have said that this will be spent on environmental
programs. They said — very much hand on heart —
that it will be spent on environmental programs because
we are a caring, sharing, light green government and we
like the environment.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LENDERS — It was tongue in cheek for
Hansard — in parenthesis. We saw in last year’s
Department of Sustainability and Environment annual
report the secretary reporting that $47 million of the
$70 million was spent in the first year. Of course that
financial year included some four months of the
Brumby government, one month in caretaker mode and
seven months of the Baillieu government. We saw
$47 million — from my observation — primarily spent
on environmental projects that were the legacy of the
Brumby government but which the minister and the
Premier said would continue.
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In the 2011–12 year we see between the two figures of
$963 000, which is provision of outputs under item 4,
and $28 million under item 5, that — according to my
reading, and I am happy to stand corrected — instead of
$47 million having been spent, less than $30 million of
the $70 million was spent. In the provision going
forward for 2012–13 we see the rounded figure of
$15 million being spent on the environment.
The government has increased the environmental levy
from $70 million to $117 million. The minister has
reduced spending from $70 million to $47 million in
the government’s first year, from $47 million to
$31 million in its second year and, if you believe these
budget papers, from $31 million to $15 million in the
third year. I put it to you, Minister, that this is nothing
but a cash grab in which the Minister for Water has his
hands firmly in the pocket of every Melbourne water
user for $102 million of the $117 million raised.
You may wish to respond, Minister, through the
Deputy President. I make that assertion, and quite
frankly I think it stinks.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his question. I
think there is a timing issue with the figures Mr Lenders
has raised and that he is actually a year out of sync, but
that does not substantially change the point he was
seeking to make. I read 2012–13 as $70 million and
2013–14 as $117 million and so on.
The point I would make here is that, as Mr Lenders
points out, this money is raised under the provisions of
the Water Industry Act 1994 — I think it is division 9
of that legislation — and it is to be applied to certain
environmentally related projects. The government has
indicated through the course of this budget that there is
around $179 million worth of projects for which these
funds will be used and that the determination is made
for a four-year period. The funds are raised and the
unallocated funds will be allocated to appropriate
projects under that legislative provision in future years.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
fully aware of the provision in the Financial
Management Act 1994 that allows the Minister for
Finance to sweep the fund if it is not used. What I put to
the house is we had the Premier and the Minister for
Water saying, ‘Trust us, we’re going to spend this
money. The fact that we didn’t in the first year was
obviously an oversight. Trust us, we’re going to spend
it’. And within a week of those statements the first of
the 10 catchment management authorities started
issuing pink slips to its employees. That was West
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Gippsland; it is in the Deputy President’s electorate,
and he can correct me on the numbers.
If I am right, two out of the five rivers that flow into the
Gippsland Lakes — or it might be three — are in the
area covered by the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority. As the floods hit Gippsland, of
the 65 staff at the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority 17 of them were given pink
slips saying their services were no longer required and a
further 8 were asked to apply for their own jobs.
We have the government saying, ‘We’re going to spend
it in these programs and we’ll announce them as we go
on’, but at the same time, under the guise of the
government’s efficiency dividend, the West Gippsland
CMA got rid of between 17 and 25 of its 65 employees.
You can roll into that the Mallee CMA, the Wimmera
CMA, the Glenelg-Hopkins CMA, the Corangamite
CMA — and I do not know about the other five.
The proposition I put is that the government saying that
somehow or other this money is going to be spent on
these projects that the environmental levy normally
pays for is incongruous with its actions. Going back to
West Gippsland, what is happening now in the West
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority area post
the Queen’s Birthday weekend floods? The staff
members have their pink slips to finish on 30 June. At
the moment they are trying to restore rivers, they are
trying to restore fences, they are trying to deal with the
environment — they are trying to do all the things that
a catchment management authority’s operational staff
deal with.
I know the minister is bravely carrying out the brief he
has, which is to defend the indefensible, but again I flag
that the government has been caught red-handed saying
one thing and doing another. It is using the guise of
water bills to prop up the government bottom line,
whether it be dividends or whether it be environmental
levies. Again I expect the minister to valiantly use
whatever accounting words he is asked to use to defend
the indefensible, but I am onto this, the Labor Party is
onto this and the public is now onto this, and we will
not rest.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I take on face value what Mr Lenders has
said with respect to West Gippsland CMA. I have no
reason to believe that what he is reporting to the house
is not correct. All I would say to Mr Lenders is the
government has indicated that a number of projects will
be funded through the levy and a number of those
projects have been announced.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
Department of Transport.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I make
the observation that expenditure is down 2.3 per cent —
that is, the provision of outputs. Mr Rich-Phillips looks
puzzled. My methodology is that you start with
$4.535 billion, you add 2.5 per cent to get to
$4.64 billion, so you manage the departmental model
and then you put it again until it is actually in the
requested appropriation, and that is down 2.3 per cent.
It is done to have a real figure. Governments can
always say it is more than last year with inflation, so it
is an inflation-adjusted figure.
The government selectively grabbed from the Victorian
transport plan the 5 per cent above CPI increases in the
first two years on the fare box, which was a provision
for extra services. The government has increased its
revenue on its portion of the fare box by 5 per cent
above CPI by definition. I state the obvious: the
government is again using revenue-raising measures to
build its budget bottom line without a commensurate
increase in the services that go with them. It is an
observation, and I will leave it at that.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister will be gratified to know that this question
definitely falls within his materiality test, so I am
confident he has the answer to it. It relates to myki. In
the capital works budget paper under the Department of
Transport area he will find the relevant figure for the
expenditure and TEI (total estimated investment) on
myki. It is that item I would like to ask him a question
about. How much extra has the government allocated to
myki in this budget beyond that which was previously
allocated in budgets we have seen in the past?
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I, like
pretty much every Victorian, would like to know
what the total final bill for myki is. The expenditure
to 30 June 2009 was predicted in those budget papers
to be $269 million. The estimated expenditure for
2009–10 was $134 million, and that left a remaining
expenditure of $59 million in those budget papers.
Despite that money presumably having been spent in
2009–10 — or at least a fair bit of it — we have
actually gone backwards, and we have $610 million
in total estimated investment. How much do we still
have to spend this year and in the remaining period?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — The remaining expenditure is $22 million
beyond 2012–13.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — And how
much this year?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — It is $182 million for 2012–13 and
$22.5 million beyond.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister would understand it is hard to put these
numbers together because we have estimates from the
2010–11 budget of how much was going to be spent
and then myki in the first year of the minister’s
government basically went behind the dark side of the
moon and the government does not know how much
was even planned to be spent that year. Now when it
comes out from behind the dark side of the moon, we
are told, ‘There’s still about $200 million to go’. Does
that mean the government has had to chip in another
$200 million in capital spending, because this is a
capital item, to make myki work?

If the minister is running to last year’s budget paper, I
would tell him not to worry about it. Last year’s budget
paper contained no TEI or information about myki
because it was said that the government was
renegotiating myki. But if we go back to the year before
that, at that stage the TEI for myki was listed in the
budget papers at $461 million. As the minister will be
able to see, in this year’s budget paper that amount has
gone up. Can the minister confirm for me how much it
has gone up by and why?

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am not sure what Mr Barber means by
‘chip in’ an extra $200 million. As indicated before,
there were some scope changes that the government
made, and this is also drawing on contingencies which
were allowed for the project.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Mr Barber is correct in referring to the
$461 million TEI. The figure now, I am advised, is
$611 million TEI. That reflects scoping changes to
make it work and drawing down on contingency.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am advised no, that that is shown as
operational expenditure.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Would
Metcard extension be capitalised and therefore come
within this item?

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It cannot
be that, so it must be the government’s rescoping
changes that the minister has referred to. When the
announcement was made, I thought that meant the
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government had fixed myki and it was going to find
some way to save money. In fact I think the
terminology that both the Premier and the Minister for
Public Transport used was that the government had
de-risked the contract, and apparently the way the
contract was de-risked was to throw maybe another
$200 million at the contractor to do the job that he was
supposed to do in the first place. In the process Metcard
machines were ripped off trams and the government
said there would be no way of buying, for the first time
in 110 years, a tram ticket on the tram. Is there any way
for me to get some kind of breakdown of this extra
$200 million that the government has now thrown at
myki, and what it is that we actually got for that?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — As to whether a breakdown is available, I
would have to take that on notice and look at whether it
is possible to do that. The decision the government
faced was how to complete the implementation of myki
and have an operable ticketing system at the end of it.
The reality is I am not in a position to go into a lot of
detail around the process the government had to go
through to get to that point, but clearly a very
substantial investment had been made in myki on
behalf of Victorian taxpayers. There were basically two
options: does the government walk away from that or
does the government seek to make that work? The
government elected to try to make that investment work
and in doing so obviously preserve some value from
that for taxpayers.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So you
made it work by rescoping it? I did not notice in that
announcement and I have not noticed since then as a
regular public transport user any extra bells and
whistles. In fact from the point of view of the user
interface we actually get less service out of this because
now we are not going to be able to buy or top up a
ticket or do anything on a tram anymore. The minister
said he rescoped it. In what way did he rescope it, and
what did that rescoping tot up to in terms of the
$200 million?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I would have to take on notice the details
of the question of rescoping and the costs associated
with that. Mr Barber has highlighted the proposed
change to the availability of single-use tickets et cetera.
The detail of that I can take on notice and get him that
further information.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We have
previously sought in this place a copy of the secret
myki review that presumably contains all these
answers. Believe it or not, the cost of the myki review
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also blew out somewhat dramatically and in the end, I
have discovered, came up to something like $450 000.
However, I am somewhat constrained in discussing that
further given that I have taken the government to the
Supreme Court in relation to that document, so I will
not go any further on that.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We will
now move on to the Department of Treasury and
Finance.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Item 4
in the schedule for the Department of Treasury and
Finance is headed ‘Advance to the Treasurer to enable
Treasurer to meet urgent claims that may arise before
Parliamentary sanction is obtained, which will
afterwards be submitted for parliamentary authority’. In
my time at the table this was always one that got
everybody very excited, including Mr Rich-Phillips.
The observation I would make first is that this item is
down by 34.4 per cent. Using my methodology,
adjusting up 2.5 per cent for inflation and then looking
at what the figure is, $779 million basically becomes
$799 million. Only $524 million is being requested, so
we have seen a 34.4 per cent cut in the Treasurer’s
advance (TA).
In my recollection, and of course different governments
operate in different ways, we used to have a figure of
roughly 0.75 per cent of the budget as the contingency
for flood, fire, famine, pestilence — all those types of
things. I know that members of the government are
climate change sceptics and therefore perhaps think
they can trim this amount because the weather patterns
are not as erratic as climate change believers think they
are; however, what we see here is a 34 per cent cut in
the amount set aside as a contingency fund.
Mr Barber just spoke about the myki review, which has
come out of the contingency from last year and back
into the budget proper, given that that review is over.
Certainly any contingency that was in place for nurses
wages is obviously out there now and is back into the
full flow. I understand that the minister is not going to
talk about EBA costs; nor would I — although I would
like him to — and nor do I expect him to, but it would
seem to me that coming forward this year we certainly
have big risks to the government from Victorian public
sector wages and teachers wages, and in total value that
is probably double that of nurses or close to it. We have
a lot of uncertainty, I would have thought, in
partnership agreements set up with the
commonwealth — the uncertainty has not gone — so
the observation I would make is that it seems an
extraordinarily low figure to have in the budget unless it
is a balancing item to pretend there is a surplus that is
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not really there. A balancing item, I suggest, would
need to be balanced a lot more to deal with the water
dividends that are gone.
I guess my questions to the minister are in relation to
the fact that the figure appears very skinny. I am just
wondering whether that still includes the various
provisions that are in the budget for contingent
liabilities. Have they been scaled down, or what am I
missing, when on 1 May 2012 the Treasurer is of the
view that risks are one-third less than they were on 2 or
3 May 2011, or whatever it was, when he brought down
the last budget? Why is risk down by one-third?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I guess answering Mr Lenders’s
questions goes to the use of TA (Treasurer’s advance).
The appropriation bill refers to advances:
… to enable Treasurer to meet urgent claims that may arise
before Parliamentary sanction is obtained, which will
afterwards be submitted for Parliamentary authority.

I guess it goes to the nature of what is meant by ‘urgent
claims’. The reality is, yes, the TA allowance is smaller
for the 2012–13 year, which will mean the scope of
matters on which it can be expended will be reduced.
The bill shows a number of line items that were
recipients of TA for the previous financial year.
When we did this exercise a couple of years ago I recall
raising a TA item with Mr Lenders that he had
approved, which was a purchase of artworks. That may
have been legitimate; I do not remember the details at
the time. It just sticks in my mind as a use of TA. I
guess it goes to the definition of whether or not that
amounts to an urgent draw on the state’s resources. The
reality is with a smaller available TA the capacity to
fund those types of expenditures versus the type that
Mr Lenders spoke about — fire, flood, famine and the
other risks — —
Mr Lenders — Pestilence.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Pestilence.
Obviously the priority is going to have to be to those
risks and where those risks are assessed, rather than
what might have been more discretionary expenditure
in the past.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Perhaps
we should provide the relevant bit from the Book of
Genesis to assist Mr Rich-Phillips in the various forms
of pestilence. We have had most of them. My central
proposition has not changed. I accept
Mr Rich-Phillips’s point that governments need to be
more frugal. I am not disputing that, but I am surprised
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at his cynicism that the Treasurer’s advance would have
been used for anything other than those things.
Leaving that aside, we are not here matching the views
of treasurers in Labor governments with treasurers in
coalition governments. We are matching a request from
Treasurer Wells from one year with the other. Again I
can make the political point that I think this is just a
swing item, with fingers crossed, eyes closed and
hoping that the surplus will be there, or it could be a
more measured assessment of the issues that are there. I
specifically alluded before to the provisions that are
made for contingent liabilities. Has that provision for
contingent liabilities been changed, and what is the
provision in there?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his question. This
is an interesting area of the appropriation bill. I guess I
would point out to Mr Lenders that the risks that have
been assessed in the budget are the same as were
reported in last year’s budget papers — there is a
statement of risk in the budget papers. The risk
assessment is the same. The reality is that in the current
environment the government needs to manage
resources in a much tighter way than may have been
necessary in the past, and that is reflected in the smaller
TA that is provided for in this appropriation bill. I guess
it goes back to the point I raised before around some of
the items that may have been funded by TAs in the past
that perhaps were not as urgent as they were
discretionary in their nature. That capacity is not going
to be there.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — This
will be my last contribution unless provoked, and that is
the Parliament will not be able to test the veracity of
what Mr Rich-Phillips has said in good faith until not
June 2013 but June 2014. Mr Rich-Phillips says, in
effect, ‘Trust us and we’ll tell you about it in June
2014’, because that is the nature of the next schedule,
so effectively the Parliament is now being asked to
approve the Treasurer’s advance of the last four
months — or technically five months because of the
caretaker period — when I was the Treasurer and the
first seven months since Mr Wells became Treasurer.
The Parliament is being asked to note that now. We will
not be able to verify Mr Rich-Phillips’s answer until
May 2014, when we see the appropriation bill for that
year.
The only observation I would make from that is that
Mr Rich-Phillips says the same risks are there, but I am
bewildered. If the same risks are there and if it is not for
a budget-balancing item, why has Treasurer Wells
decided 12 months later that the same risks are there but
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he needs only 65.6 per cent of the cover he had for
those risks a year ago? I do not think we are going to
get an answer. In the interests of moving on, I will leave
it as a statement. I think the minister is replying in good
faith and to the best of his ability, but I am surprised
that Treasurer Wells has suddenly thought that the
world is one-third less risky now compared to what it
was a year ago.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I,
too, believe the minister has been attempting to answer
all of Mr Lenders’s questions in good faith. I am
interested to listen to the discussion about — —
Mrs Coote — Where have you come from? We
were doing well without you turning up!
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — And if you do not
interrupt me, I will not go very long, either, Mrs Coote.
While we are dealing with the matter of contingent
liabilities, I note that the figure for the Treasurer’s
advance for 2012–13 is $524 133 000, which is to
include, as is shown, urgent claims. In budget
paper 5 — the minister can take my word for it or I can
show it to him — there is a reference to gambling
licences under contingent liabilities. As the minister
would know, the licences of the current licensees end
on 15 August, so within the 2012–13 year. At that point
there is the question of whether compensation is
payable to them. It has been well reported that the
amount of compensation that they believe is payable to
them is $600 million each, which would be $1.2 billion
in total, but there is $524 million set aside here.
The budget papers make reference only to the views of
the previous government. The budget papers say that:
… the previous government formed the view that neither
Tatts Group nor Tabcorp will be entitled to compensation
after the expiration of their current licences.

Is the fact that the TA number is so low a reflection of
the fact that the current government holds the same
view?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Pakula for the question. I am
sure he will not be surprised if I do not say a lot around
that particular matter, other than that the TA that is in
the bill represents the TA that the government estimates
it requires for 2012–13, which is not necessarily the
time frame — it is hypothetical — for when that other
matter could be resolved.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
do appreciate that the minister might not want to say
too much. Do I take it from his comment that it is the
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government’s view that, if the matter were to be
resolved, that would be outside the 2012–13 financial
year? If he cannot say, he cannot say; I understand that
too.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I am very reluctant to say anything on
this matter. It is in the budget papers. It reflects a
contingent liability. The position is set out in the budget
papers, and I do not think it would be prudent for me to
say any more beyond that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Then I simply ask the minister if he can explain why it
is that the budget papers — and these are budget papers
produced 18 months after his government took
office — make reference to the view of the former
government and make no reference to the view of the
government of the day. It seems to be immaterial what
the view of the previous government was. What would
be material would be the view of the government of the
day. The budget papers still make reference only to the
view of the previous government. If the minister needs
a reference, it is page 202 of budget paper 5 in the final
paragraph of the item headed ‘Gambling licences’.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I would answer Mr Pakula’s question,
noting the reference to the language of ‘previous
government’, by saying that the government’s position
is the government’s position until it changes. The
people who make up a government may change, but
until the government consciously changes its position,
what was the government’s policy remains the
government’s policy.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister, and I appreciate the position he is in.
I know the government would not be in a position to
reveal to the Parliament what advice it might have,
because it is a sensitive matter. I suppose the concern
that is raised by the reading of this paragraph is that it
could appear from this that the government is solely
relying on a view formed by a former government
without having taken any steps to satisfy itself of its
own view and receive advice of its own. I would be
comforted if the minister could assure us that the
government has taken steps to form a view of its own,
without necessarily telling us what that is.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — All I can say to Mr Pakula is that the
view the government may have is not the view of the
Brumby government, the Baillieu government or the
Bracks government — it is the view of the Victorian
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government. Until the Victorian government changes
its view — —
Mr Lenders — What did you say ‘previous’ for
then?
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The question is:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2012–13.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I note that you
have referred to that language, but I am saying that until
the Victorian government changes its view the
government’s view is what is articulated as the
government’s view.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am not
going to ask the minister to comment; I think he has
said what he feels he can say. I will just make the
observation that when we go to schedule 3 of the bill —
and I will only refer to ‘Payments from Advance to
Treasurer, 2010/2011’ because I do not intend to pull
the schedule out — it does not say that the advance for
the Mary MacKillop celebrations was an advance from
the previous government and that a different one in the
same financial year that crosses over was an advance
from the current government. No effort is made in any
of this to distinguish the two. Mr Rich-Phillips is right:
it is the government of Victoria.
This is the only place in the budget papers where the
word ‘previous’ is used, and I will stand corrected if
someone finds another one. It is the only time. I would
be so churlish as to say that it is cowardice. I would be
so churlish as to say it is an unusual reliance on a view
that a previous government may have formed in
difficult circumstances, and it does not appear very
decisive to me.
Schedule agreed to; schedules 2 and 3 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank all members for their contributions to the debate
over the last two months, including during the
committee stage.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Question agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 44.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of a Ministerial Order made under
the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Premier: leadership
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Tonight, on the last day of this parliamentary sitting, I
raise a matter for the attention of the Premier. Victoria
is a wonderful place. I think Victoria has always been a
place in which we Victorians can take great pride.
Mrs Coote — Live, work and raise a family.
Mr LENDERS — Mrs Coote, ‘live, work and raise
a family’ is certainly part of it, but I think Victoria is a
great place. It is a place where all of us have spent most
of our lives, if not all of our lives. It is a place where we
have the great joy and privilege of serving citizens. It is
a place that responds to leadership.
Victoria is also a place where we can do much better as
a society as we go forward. I reflect, for the Premier, on
this Parliament. We could organise ourselves better. We
could sit more decent hours or longer hours but over
different times. That is a debate we have when talking
about standing orders or government business
programs. We could deal with the issue of why we will
have a six or eight-week winter break. We could have
smaller periods of time when the house could recess so
people can either have holidays during school holidays,
go on study trips or do whatever the things are that
matter to them.
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We are at a stage in Victoria now where a lot of the
narrative is about blaming other people. The blaming of
other people is such that there is a problem. How do we
address and fix the problem? I am not playing with the
words of ‘fix the problem, build the future’; I am saying
that fixing problems requires bringing out the best in
the community. There will be times in every political
debate when people take up a partisan position and go
to the other side. Often that is caused when one side or
another is provoked by the opposite side.
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Farmers, owned by Mr Frank Ruffo and his family.
Tripod Farmers produces the bulk of lettuces for Coles
supermarkets as well as for this country, and I am
advised by Mr Ruffo that an easement option would
traverse his prime lettuce growing business. While I
understand that the consultation process is yet to be
completed, I advise the minister of the concern
expressed to me by Mr Ruffo that his business would
be severely affected if this option was successful.

AED Legal Centre: funding
But leaving all that aside, the action I seek from the
Premier is for him to bring in a new style of leadership
that brings out the best in Victorians, that encourages
Victorians to be better and take responsibility for what
they are doing, that has a vision going forward, that
does not at every juncture seem to find someone else to
blame or a reason for not achieving things. I genuinely
urge him to look to that style of leadership, to reflect
over winter and look at a way that he can bring out the
best in people rather than bringing out less than the best
in people. If he could do that, we would be prouder to
be Victorians. The leadership is his. I hope he does it. I
urge him to show Victorians the action that will let this
place be better and bring out the best in us rather than
bringing out mediocrity.

Roads: Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, the
Honourable Terry Mulder. I note that the 23-kilometre
duplication of the Princes Highway west between
Waurn Ponds and Winchelsea is progressing well, with
significant works completed and VicRoads providing
good briefing updates of the works to be done.
My question to the minister is in relation to the national
agreement between the federal and state governments
on the next leg of the committed duplication of the
Princes Highway between Winchelsea and Colac,
which is a $515 million commitment between the
federal and state governments. I commend
Minister Mulder and the Liberal candidate for
Corangamite, Sarah Henderson, for their hard work in
achieving this commitment for commuters who travel
this road and those of us living in Western Victoria.
I would like to raise another matter in relation to the
options being considered for the Woolpack Road
extension in Bacchus Marsh. While an option for
Geelong commuters to link to the Western Highway
through an extension of a roundabout, and the provision
extending the Avenue of Honour was agreed to by all
the main stakeholders, VicRoads is now reviewing all
options, one of which is an easement through Tripod

Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise this evening is for the attention of the
Minister for Community Services, and the action I seek
is for her to do all in her power to ensure that the
Association of Employees with Disability’s AED Legal
Centre has adequate funding to continue doing its great
work in standing up for people with disabilities who
experience difficulties and/or discrimination in
employment or education.
By way of background, the service was established in
2008 and commenced with 160 clients. It now has over
230 clients including many who require crisis
assistance. Clients include people who have lived all of
their lives with a disability. I have been advised of other
examples of people who have had to make considerable
adaptations in their lives as they have been afflicted
with a disability in the course of an existing
employment or education relationship. The minister has
responsibility for the welfare of those in Victoria who
live with a disability, and I hope she will be able to
stand up for this advocacy group given there are many
members of the community living with a disability who
have been profoundly impacted by the TAFE funding
cuts.
AED representatives have today met with my colleague
the member for Yan Yean in the other place, Danielle
Green, who is the shadow minister for disability
services, and told her of their fears that the demand for
their legal services will skyrocket given the
discrimination that will occur due to the government
defunding support for students with disabilities
attempting to study at TAFE. Students with disabilities
expect to lose the support of Auslan interpreters,
support with note taking and the support of other aides
which allows them to participate in study in the way
that other members of our community can.
The service simply needs funding of the order of
$70 000 to resource a full-time position for a third
lawyer at the service. Otherwise it will be forced to
close its books on 30 June and will not be able to assist
any new clients. I hope the minister is able to give this
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matter her urgent attention. The funding deadline for
this organisation looms. It does important work, and it
would be a truly wonderful thing if the government
could see its way to making the right choice on this
occasion. Government is all about choices, and I hope it
can take the decision that is required to make modest
funds available so that the Association of Employees
with Disability can continue to do the great work it does
in supporting members of our community.

Small business: Starting Your Business
workshops
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business, Ms Asher. I
would like to recognise a terrific program the minister
has embarked upon, offering the Starting Your
Business workshops, which she has asked her
department to conduct right around Victoria. Last year
some 3000 businesses across the state took part in the
small business unit’s workshops and seminars. The
important part of this, it would seem, is to help small
businesses start up, to talk about employing people, to
provide an understanding of financial management and
to cover a whole range of issues involved in setting up,
starting and running a successful small business.
The next workshop is going to be in the St Kilda town
hall at 5.00 p.m. on Tuesday, 26 June, and I think this is
a terrific opportunity. Southern Metropolitan Region
has many small businesses, including a number of
microbusinesses. It is interesting to note that many of
the microbusinesses are run by women. They employ
one or two people but are extensive; there are thousands
of them. They enable people to combine being parents,
in many instances, with a whole range of challenges,
and involve people working from home or at other
small premises. They are made up of vibrant people
who need some support and assistance, so I am very
pleased to see this program operating.
In addition, in the South Melbourne part of the Albert
Park electorate, not far from my office in Port
Melbourne, we have a precinct of people who work in
the film industry, in video games and in a whole range
of new technologies. They are seen as world leaders in
their field. They need some work specific to them and
some understanding of the pressures they have. The
issue on which I seek assistance from the minister is to
ask that when the Starting Your Business workshop is
held in the St Kilda town hall next Tuesday, those
offering it take the time to work with those specific
groups — the microbusinesses and the women running
them and the people working in the film and video
game industries — to make quite certain that their
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specific needs are catered for in terms of establishing
and maintaining a small business.

Planning: North Melbourne development
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Planning, and it is
convenient he is in the chamber. It relates to a 16-storey
residential development proposed by Woolworths in
North Melbourne. The proposal is before the planning
minister. I have met with local residents, who have
been advised that the minister has been unwilling to
meet with them — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — That is not true. I have met them
three times.
Mr TEE — What they told me was that the minister
had not met with them and that they had not had an
opportunity to raise their concerns despite a number of
requests made to him. They have advised me they do
not support the development. In November 2011
Melbourne City Council said the proposal was an
overdevelopment. Unfortunately, subsequent to the
minister sacking the Central City Standing Advisory
Committee in December 2010, the council has had no
formal mechanism to consult with the minister. I note
that notwithstanding the minister’s assurance that he
would replace that advisory committee, it has still not
been replaced some 18 months later.
Residents in the community have no formal access to
the minister; they have no way of being heard. They are
concerned about the height of the proposal, they are
concerned about the lack of car parks and they are
concerned about the impact on local traffic. Local
schools are at capacity, and there is limited open space.
The residents are concerned about the impact this
development will have on the amenity of the area.
In the spirit of bipartisanship and trying to work this
issue through, I ask that the minister consider having
some sort of independent process and that he take
himself out of the loop, perhaps referring this matter to
a panel so that the issues the community has raised can
be objectively considered in terms of the capacity of
existing infrastructure to meet this demand. This will
ensure that local views are considered and that the local
council is considered.
Clearly members of the community should have an
opportunity to be heard; their opposition should be
considered. I note that this issue has been opposed by
the ALP. I am trying to find a way forward which will
ensure that the real issues are addressed. I would urge
the minister to make an informed decision.
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City of Kingston: councillor conduct
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter I raise tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government, and it concerns
Cr Rosemary West, who had a right of reply tabled in
the Parliament today. In addition to that I have a list of
concerns involving Cr West and her impact on the
governance of the City of Kingston.
In that right of reply statement, which I will not dwell
on but just mention in passing, the councillor said that
her use of funds for the distribution of a newsletter —
unauthorised in terms of the internal council processes
as well as in terms of the Victorian Electoral
Commission rules, which are translated into the Local
Government Act 1989 — was in accordance with the
council ward meeting policy. She then spent a
substantial part of her statement talking about her first
two terms, which were not the subject of the matter that
I raised.
I do not believe the City of Kingston is in a position to
address the long list of concerns that have been
expressed regarding the conduct of Cr West, who
unwisely submitted a right of reply today. Anyone who
reads it will see it as an exercise in spin, something at
which Cr West, as a former award-winning journalist,
is adept.
I understand Cr West has voted on motions authorising
the reimbursement of that money. This happened on
27 February in an ordinary meeting. It is on the website,
and members can go and have a look at it. Cr West
voted for it again last night. The councillor ward
meeting policy says there is a $1000 limit. Her
expenditure was $2251, so at the very least it is in
breach of a range of policies concerning that matter.
Serious concerns about another matter have been raised
with me and with other councillors, as well as with the
minister in the house, the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy. They were submitted by Judy Nicholson, a
planning consultant representing Archibald’s Honey at
a panel process. Lester Townsend was a panel member,
and Cr West regrettably made a verbal submission to
the panel and subsequently took part in voting on the
matter in council. I believe that would be a classic
Winky Pop action that needs to be investigated.
In addition to that I am advised by several councillors
that Cr West, as a coordinator of the green wedges
group, continues to campaign on a range of green
wedge issues in Kingston and afield. Concerns have
been expressed about her having an ongoing
apprehended bias and a conflict of interest. Importantly
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she received a gift of a bursary, to which she owned up,
for a trip to Toronto in Canada. She has failed to
declare that in her register.
I call on the Minister for Local Government to consider
this range of matters and what appropriate action can be
taken to address what constitutes a track record of
probity concerns. I also ask the minister to consider
whether it may be appropriate to appoint a mentor to
assist with the governance issues in the City of
Kingston. I believe council staff are enduring the wrath
of Cr West in many ways.

Manufacturing: careers program
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, Mr Richard
Dalla-Riva, concerning the discontinuation of funding
for the Careers in Manufacturing program, otherwise
known as CiM.
Skills and training in the manufacturing sector are
important drivers of the industry. The government likes
to wax lyrical about the importance of productivity
improvements to the sustainability of the manufacturing
sector. The minister ought to realise that skills and
training are key drivers of productivity. It defies logic
that this government can cling to productivity
improvements as a panacea for the problems of the
manufacturing sector while it culls TAFE funding. It
also defies logic that this government can cling to
productivity improvements as a panacea for the
problems of the manufacturing sector when it cuts
funding to a program that has as its objective attracting
young people to the manufacturing sector.
One of the reasons why we have a skills deficit in the
manufacturing sector is that manufacturing is not seen
to be an attractive option for young people entering the
workforce. Programs like CiM were developed to
demonstrate to young people in years 9 and 10 that
there are diverse and extensive career options in the
manufacturing sector. Tours at major manufacturing
firms such as Holden, Kraft, Qantas, BlueScope,
AutoHorizon and Fox have been run by the CiM
program administrators, and Boeing had also expressed
interest in being involved. The program has provided
over 14 500 students with an insight into a range of
manufacturing and engineering opportunities, and this
would otherwise not have happened.
In view of the above I request that the minister take
immediate action to reinstate the CiM program funding.
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Planning: Darebin City Council
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Planning, and I am gratified that he is in the
chamber tonight. It relates to the integrity of the
administration of the Planning and Environment Act
1987 at the City of Darebin.
In terms of process my colleague Mr Trent McCarthy, a
councillor at the City of Darebin, has been attempting
to raise the standards by which the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 is administered. He has
attempted to have various major developments
automatically sent to the full council, as occurs at most
other councils, rather than the planning committee,
which comprises only five of nine councillors and can
grant permits under legal delegation. Each of these
attempts has been resisted by the Labor councillors.
Since December 2011 Mr McCarthy has moved the
following: a motion to abolish the planning committee,
which was quashed by Labor councillors, particularly
the bloc of five Labor right councillors by the names of
Asmar, Tsitas, Katsis, Chiang and Morgan; a motion to
introduce a compulsory public disclosure register of
councillor relationships with developers, lobbyists,
MPs, political parties and other vested interests —
again, quashed; motions to overturn or review planning
committee decisions to grant permits that seemingly
breached council’s own planning policies or were not
given proper scrutiny — notable cases are the Cedar
Meats development on the corner of High and Bent
streets, Northcote, and a four-storey development on
quiet Simpson Street, Northcote, which was approved
in record time with no questions asked by councillors;
and motions to allow public questions at planning
committee meetings, consultation meetings between
development applicants and objectors, and the
introduction of a trigger so that applications attracting
more than 20 objections automatically go to a full
council. All the motions were rejected by the majority
on that council.
The minister has responsibilities and powers under the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 to ensure the
integrity of the administration of that act. It would not
be the first time that audits and inquiries in relation to
the administration of that act, either by the minister of
the day or by individual councillors, have led to
recommendations requiring the planning department to
take action on how that act is administered. Leaving at
the door any questions or suggestions that have been
floated in the media this week about other inquiries
under way, I ask the minister to make his own inquiries
into the administration of planning at the City of
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Darebin and whether the council is appropriately using
its powers.

International Student Legal Advice Clinic:
funding
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My matter is for the Attorney-General. Last night I
attended the third birthday of the International Students
Legal Advice Clinic at the Salvation Army premises in
Bourke Street. Both Major Brendan Nottle of the
Salvation Army and I spoke in regard to the ongoing
funding issues ISLAC is having. Members might recall
I have previously raised in this place the matter of
ongoing funding for ISLAC. The clinic was due to
close in October or November 2011, but as a result of
public pressure the government organised funding via
Victoria Legal Aid to see it through to 30 June 2012.
But 30 June is rapidly approaching — it is only nine
days away — and no funding has been secured to
support ISLAC’s ongoing operation beyond that date.
This government holds itself out as being a friend to
international students and made quite an issue of it
when it was in opposition in the 56th Parliament. Most
members would appreciate that the issues confronting
international students — whether they be tenancy,
course or immigration issues — are the sorts of issues
that suggest international students often need some kind
of legal support. This clinic has been of enormous use
to international students. It has supported hundreds and
hundreds of them over the last couple of years. If it
closes, it will be a major detriment to international
students.
ISLAC, which operates through the Western Suburbs
Legal Service, can function fully on a little over
$300 000 a year, and as members know, international
students contribute far more than that to the Victorian
economy. The government is currently saying it is a
matter for Victoria Legal Aid, but members would also
be aware that in the last budget Victoria Legal Aid was
a beneficiary of indexation only. It has its own
challenges given extra police, harsher sentencing laws
and the like. It should not be a matter for Victoria Legal
Aid to fund ISLAC out of its budget. ISLAC is a very
important resource for international students. It can be
funded at a little over $300 000 a year. My request to
the Attorney-General is that he ensure before 30 June
that ISLAC has an ongoing and independent source of
funding so that it can continue to operate.
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Warrnambool Alternative VCAL Education
School: future
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Education, and it is in relation to the Warrnambool
Alternative VCAL Education School, or WAVE. The
WAVE program was established in 2010 as a satellite
school to Warrnambool College. Prior to that it was
auspiced by Brauer Secondary College, Mortlake
College and Hawkesdale P–12 College as a community
school. The school was established to re-engage
students who were finding it difficult to engage in
mainstream education in the region.
Currently there are 32 students aged between 14 and 19
enrolled at the school. Students include young mums,
indigenous youth and intellectually impaired students,
as well as students with mental illnesses. Organisations
involved in the school include Brophy Family and
Youth Services, Worn Gundidj, the Western Region
Alcohol and Drug Centre, and Western District
Employment Access, as well as local police helping out
with counselling and other programs.
There have been a number of positive outcomes
achieved at the school. We have seen an improved
completion rate, employment transfers and entry into
trainee and apprenticeship programs. We are seeing an
improvement in attendance and in the culture at the
school; however, it is clear the students do not see
mainstream education as an option. WAVE provides an
option for those in the community who are doing it
really tough, and it provides them with friendships and
mentoring when they are going through difficult times.
Whilst there are some positive outcomes being
achieved at WAVE, there are some issues that require
the attention of the minister. The site is in desperate
need of repairs, as it currently fails many standards and
does not meet level 9 of the building code, which is a
requirement for accredited Victorian certificate of
applied learning programs. Earlier in the year it was
reported in the Warrnambool Standard that the school
was warned that it could be shut down because the
buildings were unfit for use. As I understand it,
Warrnambool College has made presentations to a
number of Liberal members of Parliament, both state
and federal. As yet it has not received a response or any
information as a result of those meetings or visits to the
school.
Reports of the school closing and the current state of
the buildings are detrimental to its students, who are
already facing significant challenges, so tonight I urge
the minister to provide the necessary funding to bring
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this important facility up to a standard alongside our
mainstream schools as a matter of urgency.

Alpine Health: aged-care beds
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter this evening is for the Minister for Health. I wish
to express my concern at the lack of action taken to
proceed with the much-needed high-level aged-care
beds in Bright for Alpine Health. In 2010 the Brumby
government provided $150 000 to Alpine Health to
develop its $40 million plan to build a two-storey
hospital in Bright that will include much-needed
specialist aged-care beds.
In fact the member for Benalla in the other place
crowed at the time about his lobbying prowess when
$150 000 was allocated by the Brumby government for
the development of the Bright Hospital master plan.
Dr Sykes mentioned in his media release of
30 September 2010 how he had met with then health
minister Daniel Andrews, so clearly Daniel Andrews
acted decisively in delivering the funding at that time.
The master plan has since been finalised; however,
since the Baillieu government has come to office no
further funding has been allocated, preventing the plan
from progressing any further. In an article in the Border
Mail dated 27 April and headed ‘Hospital funds
sidelined again’, Mr Bruce McDonald, chair of the
Bright Hospital Redevelopment Committee, was
reported as saying that the current hospital in Bright:
… was outdated and the aged-care centre unable to cope with
high-needs patients.
He says there are repetitive examples of elderly couples
having to travel as far as Wangaratta to find a suitable
aged-care bed and others having to move town as they plan
for old age.

The Bright Hospital Redevelopment Committee is
seeking $200 000 to conduct a feasibility study for the
next step of the plan. However, this year’s budget
overlooked the funding required, and the coalition
government has ignored the needs of the people of
Bright.
I call on the minister to advise when the Bright
community can expect to receive funding for the
feasibility study into this much-needed hospital and
these high-level aged-care beds.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have a
number of matters to deal with. Firstly, there are three
written responses. The first is for Mrs Peulich, dated
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29 March, the second is for Mr O’Donohue, dated
24 March, and the third is for Mr Elsbury, dated 7 June.
These written responses are here for those three
members tonight.
As to the matters raised verbally, one was from
Mr Lenders to the Premier in relation to a new style of
leadership. That is an interesting and memorable type
of slogan from Mr Lenders.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am sure he remembered using
that slogan in his pre-parliamentary occupation. I will
nonetheless refer it on to the Premier, despite it being
more comic than anything else. However, I will refer it
to the Premier and he will respond to the Leader of the
Opposition in the upper house.
Mr Ramsay raised an issue for the Minister for Roads,
Mr Mulder, in relation to Princes Highway west.
Mr Mulder will be asked to respond to that.
Ms Pulford raised an issue for the Minister for
Community Services, Ms Wooldridge, in relation to —
I think I have it right — the Association of Employees
with Disability regarding some funding, and I will have
Ms Wooldridge reply to Ms Pulford directly on that
issue.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business,
Ms Asher — —
Mr Tee — Where is she?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Actually, where is Ms Pulford?
I was just asking for clarification, so Mr Tee asks a
good question.
Mrs Coote raised an issue for the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business, Ms Asher, in
relation to small business workshops and seminars, and
I hope the minister will reply to that.
Mr Tee raised a very interesting issue for me, which I
will deal with now, in relation to an application — a
live application, I might add — in North Melbourne.
While I do not want to directly comment on the future
of a live application, I will give some background so
that I can discharge this issue tonight.
The first point I should make is that — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — This is not the by-election now,
Mr Barber; these are responses to adjournment matters.
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Mr Tee claimed to know my diary movements in his
adjournment matter. He is sadly wrong. The meeting I
have just come from prior to being here was with a
number of community groups. The members of
Planning Backlash and many other community groups
remarked how I meet with more of them more
frequently — in fact every three weeks — than any
other planning minister for the last 20 years, so it is
very interesting that Mr Tee would now come in and
seek to claim that he knows what my diary movements
are.
Mr Ondarchie — Short on facts again.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Very short on facts, as
Mr Ondarchie says. I have met a number of times with
people in relation to development proposals from
community groups, including the one Mr Tee
incorrectly mentioned tonight in his address.
In dispatching this issue I would like to point out that
this proposal would have been consistent with not just
amendment VC71 of the previous government, which
he supported and I knocked out, but density targets
400 metres from activities areas, as per the previous
government, which Mr Tee claims the Labor Party now
opposes.
It would not have just been called in by the
development facilitation unit — a unit which called in
and identified 30 projects a year and which I have
scrapped. It is also consistent with Melbourne 2030,
which identified certain areas, including this one, for
high-density development. Mr Tee supported that but
now cries crocodile tears in this chamber about it in the
middle of a by-election in the relevant seat, saying that
somehow Labor opposes it. Labor somehow opposes it
in the middle of a by-election after 11 years of planning
policy, during which Mr Tee worked for one of the
planning ministers who put in place these very planning
laws he now says Labor opposes. I find it quite
astounding that he would raise an issue about an
application in an area where Labor spent 11 years
putting in place planning laws to say that these kinds of
applications should succeed.
Mr Lenders — That is a very decisive answer!
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is a very decisive answer,
Mr Lenders. It is very decisive because it is right. It is
very decisive because Mr Lenders’s colleague is wrong,
and it is very decisive on the point that Labor’s policy
for the last 11 years said developments like this are
completely acceptable in the area identified. The only
difference now is that Labor has gone into
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opposition — funny that! — and Labor members
suddenly oppose it.

review or adjudication, then perhaps that is a time to
suggest to the minister an extra step in that process.

I give some credit to the Greens for being consistently
against everything — not against some things
strategically here or there but consistently believing the
world should go back to living in humpies and that we
should be closing down every power station that exists
in the world. At least they are consistent in the
Neanderthal approach. The Labor Party, on the other
hand, had a policy in government. It has now gone back
into opposition. In many ways it is completely bizarre
that Labor’s credibility could be shredded so publicly
and so quickly by a shadow Minister for Planning who
worked for the then Minister for Planning who put
these laws place. I consider that matter now dealt with.

The minister’s response — and I am paraphrasing — is
that this is in effect a matter on foot, as part of a
process. From my point of view, if he were to flag that
he was going to change that process at this point, that
sets a difficult precedent and gives some fairly
interesting messages to the people who are already
faithfully participating in the process. To that effect, the
minister has dealt with the matter that the member has
raised tonight.

Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government — —
Mr Tee — On a point of order, President, the
minister has indicated that he considers the matter dealt
with. The question I had for the minister was whether
or not he would refer this matter to an independent
panel to consider. He has not responded to that request.
Hon. M. J. GUY — On the point of order,
President, I said as part of my comments on Mr Tee’s
point that a live application is in process. I will not be
making a comment on a live application. As anyone
would know, legally a minister would not make a
comment on a live application. I will deal with the
matter by the substantive points around it but not
comment on the live application process.
Mr Tee — On the point of order, President, I was
not asking him to comment on it, I was asking whether
or not as part of that process he would refer the matter
to a panel to consider. He would still be able to consider
those recommendations as the minister, and it would be
a live matter before him, but the question was whether
he would refer it off to a panel before he took it on for
consideration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Tee for the
point of order. There are two aspects I need to bring to
bear in this. First, I cannot direct a minister on how they
will dispatch a matter, whether it be at the time a matter
is being put to a minister or in subsequent
correspondence and answers provided to members.
Second, what the minister has said is that there is a
process in place and he will go with that process. From
the point of view of the answer that the minister has
given, I think that is an adequate response because it
reflects on a process. If once that process is exhausted
there is a continuing concern or some matter that needs

Hon. M. J. GUY — Mrs Peulich raised a matter for
the Minister for Local Government relating to a
councillor in the City of Kingston. She raised a number
of important points, and they will be referred to the
Minister for Local Government for immediate action.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade in relation to issues
in that industry, and I will ask Mr Dalla-Riva to deal
with those issues.
Mr Barber raised a matter for me about the City of
Darebin, and I will take that on notice and provide him
with a written reply.
Mr Pakula raised a matter for the Attorney-General,
Robert Clark, in relation to International Students Legal
Advice Clinic funding. Mr Clark will have a written
reply for Mr Pakula.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, Mr Dixon. I believe it was in relation to the
WAVE school in Warrnambool. I will have Mr Dixon
reply to her concern directly.
Ms Mikakos raised a matter for the Minister for Health,
who is also the Minister for Ageing, David Davis, in
relation to Alpine Health, which is in the north-east of
the state.
With that, President, I wish you a pleasant seven weeks
away from Parliament.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Mr Guy.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.57 p.m.
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Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the carbon price at Alfred Health would equate to approximately 146 elective
procedures based on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the Monash Medical Centre, Clayton, would equate to approximately 100 elective
procedures based on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
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The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the carbon price at Western Health would equate to approximately 106 elective
procedures based on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Koch

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the carbon price at Barwon Health would equate to approximately 84 elective
procedures based on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
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The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the carbon price at Latrobe Regional Hospital would equate to approximately
27 elective procedures based on the average weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Carbon tax: health sector
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost of health care will rise as a result of the carbon price and that this additional cost
impost has the potential to impact on the extent and performance of health service delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors affecting emergency and elective surgery waiting times and lists, it is not possible
to determine the direct impact the carbon price will have on individual health service performance. It is, however,
estimated that the impact of the carbon price at Melbourne Health, Austin Health and Northern Hospital would
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respectively equate to approximately 121, 200 and 38 elective procedures based on the average weighted cost of a
surgical procedure.
The Department of Health has made representations to the Independent Hospital Pricing Authority on the impact of
a carbon price on Victorian hospitals, indicating that the additional cost needs to be considered when setting the
national efficient price and the rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy package does not provide equitable support to hospitals compared to other
industries generating similar levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue to call on the commonwealth to actively consult with Victoria on the implementation
of the carbon price and will continue to strongly advocate on behalf of Victorian hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to other states or to industries that are receiving support.

Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

29 February 2012

REPLY:
I am pleased to confirm that the Baillieu government has provided $75 000 specifically to improve awareness of
ovarian cancer, its symptoms and risks to the Australian population. The following initiatives have been funded
over the last 18 months:
– $50 000 was provided in 2011–12 for a joint Ovarian Cancer Australia and BreaCan project to support consumer
education, awareness raising and to identify barriers to accessing available peer support services
– $25 000 was provided to Ovarian Cancer Australia earlier this year for the development of a mobile application
‘Symptom Diary’ which will provide information and support to Australian women experiencing symptoms
which may be diagnostic of ovarian cancer. This mHealth ‘Symptom Diary’ will provide a simple, user friendly
and extremely convenient tool that will capture information about women’s experience of symptoms to aid
diagnosis as well as providing helpful information about risk and healthy behaviours to reduce risk of ovarian
cancer.
– In addition to these specific initiatives, the Department of Health provides recurrent funding of more than
$0.5M p.a. to BreaCan, a consumer-focused information and support service for people affected by breast and
gynaecological cancers in Victoria.

Rail: Altona loop service
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

17 April 2012

REPLY:
The Altona loop is serviced by trains operating between Laverton and the city during peak periods. Having the
trains originate at Laverton, rather than Werribee, provides a more reliable service to stations in the Altona loop,
reducing the risk of late-running trains and consequent bypasses of the Altona loop, as well as increasing available
capacity in the morning peak. There are currently no plans to duplicate the single track sections of the Altona loop.
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Toyota Australia: job losses
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

17 April 2012

REPLY:
The Australian automotive market is one of the most open and competitive in the world, with over 60 brands
competing for a relatively small market by global standards of around 1 million cars. The competitive dynamics of
this market coupled with the high Australian dollar has put increasing pressure on domestic car producers.
If Australian operations of global companies in globally competitive markets are not profitable, they are unlikely to
continue to manufacture in Australia. As such, it is critical that these companies maintain profitability. Toyota took
action to do this — to shore up its domestic production in order to maintain the vast majority of jobs it currently
supports in Victoria.
Toyota directly employs around 4200 people Australia-wide, 3700 of which are employed in Victoria. On
23 January 2012, Toyota announced plans to reduce its workforce by around 350 people. This action was taken on
16 and 17 April when Toyota advised 350 workers would be made redundant. I understand that the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union has filed Federal Court action to seek the reinstatement of 12 workers made
redundant. Due to this Federal Court action, it is inappropriate for me to comment further on the redundancy
process undertaken by Toyota.
The Victorian government works actively with companies when possible to reduce the adverse impact of
redundancy on workers. The Victorian government assisted Toyota’s affected workers on site on both 16 and
17 April through the Workers in Transition program. Through this program the Victorian government will ensure
that all affected workers are offered government subsidised training through either the Victorian training guarantee,
or for those that are not eligible, by receiving an eligibility exemption in order to access government subsidised
training. Affected workers will be offered a range of support services including the provision of advice regarding
careers, skills recognition assessments, and subsidised entry to a range of training opportunities.
The government will continue to work with Toyota and the rest of the industry for a sustainable future.

Rail: Warragul station
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Viney

Raised on:

18 April 2012

REPLY:
The coalition government is delivering its commitment to upgrade the Warragul station precinct by providing a
third rail crossing and a car park and bus interchange.
The Warragul station precinct upgrade will help to alleviate congestion in Warragul’s town centre and provide
much needed additional car parking for the growing number of people who access trains at Warragul railway
station.
Funding was provided in the 2011–12 state budget for the addition of a third rail crossing between Alfred and
Queen streets.
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Funding was also provided in the 2011–12 state budget for planning and development work for the car park and
bus interchange project. Based on this work, the government has provided capital funding of $10.7 million in the
2012–13 state budget for:
– at least 200 additional car parks and a bus interchange south of the station;
– access from the car park and the bus interchange to the station via a pedestrian ramp along Alfred Street and the
existing western car park entry;
– signalisation of the entry to the new car park on the corner of Alfred and Howitt streets;
– upgrading of the existing western car park, including improved facilities in line with disability requirements.
The project will be completed in 2014.

Sunshine Hospital: intensive care unit
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

19 April 2012

REPLY:
The Baillieu government is committed to sustaining the current strengths of the Victorian health system and
building on those strengths. The Victorian Health Priorities Framework 2012–2022 (the framework) released in
May 2011 identifies the importance of developing a health system that is responsive to people’s needs.
I am informed that Department of Health officers are working with Western Health to plan for the establishment of
a 13-bed critical care unit at Sunshine Hospital.
Funding of $15.1 million was allocated in the 2012–13 state budget for the development of a 13-bed critical care
unit as well as the required support areas at Sunshine Hospital.
Design of the critical care facilities will be developed jointly by the Department of Health and Western Health.
This project will deliver significant benefits in the provision of timely and accessible care for patients from the
western suburbs requiring critical care.

Wimmera: federal flood assistance
Raised with:

Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr O’Brien

Raised on:

19 April 2012

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised in the adjournment debate regarding assistance available through the Natural
Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements (NDRRA), for farmers and businesses in the Upper Wimmera
catchment area affected by flooding on 18 December 2011.
The state is able to call on the NDRRA following an emergency, and it is the main means for the state and the
commonwealth to share disaster costs. The commonwealth provides the state with partial reimbursement for state
expenditure on payments to individuals, small businesses and primary producers, as well as costs for infrastructure
repair for state and local government.
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Under the personal hardship assistance program, emergency relief assistance grants were made available to eligible
Victorians affected by the 18 December flood event. The state government has also made available Rural Finance
Corporation low-interest loans to farmers and businesses in the Northern Grampians shire who were particularly
affected by this flood event.
I acknowledge the strong advocacy you have provided on behalf of your local community in relation to financial
assistance grants. I can advise that the Victorian government has provided comprehensive information to the
commonwealth seeking assistance for Joel Joel under the NDRRA. While this requires a strict process be followed,
the Victorian government remains hopeful of a positive outcome.
This government acknowledges the hardships faced by affected communities during the 18 December 2011 flood
event, which has compounded the problems following on from storm and flood damage incurred during the period
from September 2010 to March 2011. In addition, many of these communities have also been affected by the
January 2012 floods. Information on flood recovery is available by accessing the Department of Human Services
website www.floodrecovery.vic.gov.au. The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) is encouraging farmers in
flood-affected areas to contact DPI on 136 186.
The government thanks our volunteers, emergency services organisations and local councils who play a paramount
role in protecting Victorian communities from all manner of disasters.
I thank you for raising this matter with me.

Gas: Bulla supply
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

1 May 2012

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised during the adjournment debate in the Legislative Council on 1 May 2012 in relation
to developing a case for an extension of the natural gas network to the town of Bulla.
Under current natural gas industry regulatory and ownership arrangements, decisions to extend the natural gas
network are made by gas companies on commercial grounds. It is usually the case that they will only extend the
network if the investment is supported by a commercially viable level of demand.
Under these arrangements, residents interested in having the natural gas network extended to unserviced areas are
able to raise the potential of network extensions where it is believed that a commercial case exists. The best way to
do this is through local councils which may be able to coordinate a proposal to local gas retailers, or provide
information that could assist in the economic evaluation of extending the natural gas network.
Direct council input may include information on such aspects as existing commercial activity or further subdivision
proposals in the area, either of which may improve the viability of extending the natural gas network. Your
intention to conduct a survey of residents’ gas needs and their willingness to pay for the necessary works is
therefore likely to complement any advice from the local council.
To assist you in framing the survey and in engaging with council and gas retailers on the relevant issues, you may
wish to contact Regional Development Victoria (RDV), which is within the portfolio of the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development, Hon Peter Ryan, MP. RDV is responsible, in consultation with local councils and the gas
industry, for implementation of the government’s current $100 million Energy for the Regions program.
RDV may be able to provide useful advice to you and your constituents on your intention to pursue the connection
to Bulla. The suggested contact in RDV is Mr Jim Demetrious, program director, Energy for the Regions,
tel: 9452 5263.
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Thank you for raising this matter with me. I trust this information has been of assistance.

Disability services: national insurance scheme
Raised with:

Minister for Community Services

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

3 May 2012

REPLY:
I would like to assure Mrs Coote that the Victorian government is working with our commonwealth and state
counterparts to make the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) a reality.
In February 2011, Premier Ted Baillieu established the Victorian NDIS implementation task force, chaired by
Mr Bryan Woodford, OAM, to provide advice to the Victorian government. Its membership is drawn from leading
Victorians who have a passion for disability reform and also have relevant expertise.
The Victorian government allocated $900 000 in the 2012–13 state budget to prepare for the NDIS. We have also
funded National Disability Services Victoria to develop a transition plan for the disability sector.
Victoria is now leading or co-leading the majority of reform projects for the NDIS. The National Assessment Tools
Project, which is being co-led by Victoria and Queensland, is developing a suite of assessment tools so that
people’s need for support can be consistently assessed across the country. We are also leading the National Quality
and Safeguards Framework including a project to revise the National Standards for Disability Services to ensure
they are suitable for the NDIS.
The commonwealth budget committed $1 billion over four years for the first stage of the NDIS. Victoria is keen to
host the launch of the NDIS. We are well placed to do this, based on 16 years experience with individualised
funding and extensive experience in comprehensive no-fault insurance schemes.
However, for the NDIS to become a reality, the Victorian government recognises that the first stage must also
provide a clear pathway to the implementation of a viable, full scheme. As a matter of priority, the Victorian
government will work with the commonwealth and other states and territories to reach agreement of the funding
model.
Consistent with the Productivity Commission’s findings, the Victorian government considers that the additional
funding needed for an NDIS should be provided by the commonwealth government, given what the Productivity
Commission described as its ‘unique capacity’ to raise the revenue that is required.

Ballarat base hospital: helipad
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Koch

Raised on:

3 May 2012

REPLY:
I am pleased to confirm that the Baillieu government has recently announced $46.4 million for major works at
Ballarat base hospital, including construction of a helipad, a multi-deck car park, around 60 new beds and a new
ambulatory care centre.
This delivers on the Baillieu government’s election commitment and takes into account the report of the Ballarat
helipad implementation working group which was released on 31 October 2011.
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Detailed planning and design work is scheduled to commence shortly and I look forward to the progress of these
exciting developments in Ballarat.

V/Line: customer service
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

3 May 2012

REPLY:
The move to the 1800 800 007 Public Transport Victoria phone number consolidates six industry phone numbers
(Metlink, Viclink, Metro, V/Line, Yarra Trams and myki) into a simplified single point of contact for all public
transport inquiries.
The phone number is a free call number to service all inquiries. No other state in Australia provides this service.
Regional customers still have the ability to ring and make a V/Line reservation. The number of options available to
callers will be monitored and revised over time relative to customer flow and demand.
Service updates are provided for all state-wide services when major disruptions occur. Given a significant portion
of regional travel is to Melbourne, metropolitan service information may still be relevant to regional customers
travelling on V/Line.
There are marginal cost savings relative to the consolidation of telecommunications to a single number. However,
the driving agenda for the change was to improve customer service with a single free point of contact for all public
transport inquiries and call centre services.

Quarries: Aboriginal cultural heritage protection
Raised with:

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs

Raised by:

Mr O’Brien

Raised on:

3 May 2012

REPLY:
Extractive industries in Victoria are regulated by the Minerals Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 and
the Extractive Industries Development Act 1995 and I have written to my colleague, the Hon Michael O’Brien,
MP, Minister for Energy and Resources, about the matters raised by your constituent that do not relate to the
Aboriginal affairs portfolio.
Extractive industry proposals will often require consideration of likely impacts on Aboriginal cultural heritage and
may require the preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage management plan. This process enables appropriate
management of significant Aboriginal cultural heritage that may be affected by the proposed extractive industry.
I am advised that, in the case of Chant’s Pit at Warrion, an Aboriginal cultural heritage management plan will be
required before a planning permit can be issued for the quarry extension. This is because the proposed quarry
extension is a high-impact activity in an area of cultural heritage sensitivity. A notice of intent to conduct a cultural
heritage management plan has not been received by Aboriginal Affairs Victoria.
I am also advised that the visual amenity of Warrion Hill will be a main point of consideration in assessing the
planning permit application, which is the responsibility of the Colac Otway shire.
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My department is carrying out a review of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 and the Construction Material
Processors Association and Cement Concrete & Aggregates Australia have provided detailed submissions about
the operation of the act in relation to extractive industries. The matters raised by both organisations are considered
in the issues and options paper released by my department.

Department of Human Services: performance
Raised with:

Minister for Community Services

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

22 May 2012

REPLY:
Since Mr Leane raised this discrete matter:
A meeting was arranged in early June 2012 between Mr Leane’s constituents and the department’s manager
disability services in the north and west metropolitan region to discuss the concerns raised.
The department is in regular contact with the client’s family to ensure the client is appropriately supported.
Mr Leane has already been advised of the actions in place to support the client and her family.

Cancer services: Southern Metropolitan Region
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

23 May 2012

REPLY:
The Baillieu government recognises that cancer is a major issue for the Victorian community, and investment in the
prevention, early detection and treatment of cancer is a high priority.
The recent 2012–13 state budget therefore provided:
– ongoing funding of $14.9 million per annum ($59.6 million over the next four years) to continue to support
translational cancer research through the Victorian Cancer Agency;
– capital funding for:
– a major upgrade of the Geelong Hospital (which will include expanded capacity to provide cancer and
palliative care);
– to support the establishment of a radiotherapy service in south-west Victoria;
– chemotherapy chairs at Seymour Hospital; and
– growth funding for radiotherapy and chemotherapy services.
A broad program of investment in cancer infrastructure is also under way across metropolitan and regional
Victoria, and work has commenced on the development of a forward-looking cancer plan to guide Victoria’s
cancer control and reform agenda over the next few years.
In the Southern Metropolitan Region, the Southern Melbourne Integrated Cancer Service (SMICS) is funded to
facilitate and support improvements in cancer care delivery across the region. SMICS’ partner health services —
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Alfred Health, Cabrini Health, Peninsula Health and Southern Health — work together with clinicians and
consumers to improve outcomes for people affected by cancer in southern Melbourne and beyond.
SMICS works closely with the Monash Comprehensive Cancer Consortium (MCCC) to bring together its partners’
research and clinical strengths, to expand the potential for translation of clinical research findings into the patient
care environment. SMICS has also developed close partnerships with Gippsland, and provides wider support to
cancer services in the Gippsland region.

Libraries: Dandenong
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

24 May 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region for raising this matter. I understand that Greater
Dandenong City Council have submitted an application for funding for the new Dandenong library development as
part of round 2 of the Living Libraries Infrastructure program 2011–12. Applications for that program are currently
being assessed by an independent assessment panel. I look forward to receiving the recommendations of the
independent assessment panel soon.
The Victorian government has committed $17.2 million over four years to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program to modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across the state. In November 2011, I announced
10 projects were successful in securing funding totalling $3.421 million under round 1 of the 2011–12 program.

Braybrook: community renewal program
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

6 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for Western Metropolitan for raising this matter. I understand that Maribyrnong City Council
has submitted an application for funding for the new Braybrook library as part of Round 2 of the Living Libraries
Infrastructure program 2011–12. Applications for that program are currently being assessed by an independent
panel. I look forward to receiving the recommendations of the independent assessment panel soon.
The Victorian government has committed $17.2 million over four years to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program to modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across the state. In November 2011, I announced
10 projects were successful in securing funding totalling $3.421 million under round 1 of the 2011–12 program.

Libraries: Northern Metropolitan Region
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

6 June 2012

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
3302

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for Northern Metropolitan for raising this matter. I understand that Whittlesea City Council,
Yarra City Council and Melbourne City Council have each submitted an application for funding as part of round 2
of the Living Libraries Infrastructure program 2011–12. Applications for that program are currently being assessed
by an independent panel. I look forward to receiving the recommendations of the independent assessment panel
soon.
The Victorian government has committed $17.2 million over four years to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program to modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across the state. In November 2011, I announced
10 projects were successful in securing funding totalling $3.421 million under round 1 of the 2011–12 program.

Mulgrave neighbourhood house: Living Libraries grant
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

6 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for South Eastern Metropolitan for raising this matter. I understand that Monash City Council
has submitted an application for funding to develop a library in the Mulgrave neighbourhood house as part of
round 2 of the Living Libraries Infrastructure program 2011–12. Applications for that program are currently being
assessed by an independent panel. I look forward to receiving the recommendations of the independent assessment
panel soon.
The Victorian government has committed $17.2 million over four years to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program to modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across the state. In November 2011, I announced
10 projects were successful in securing funding totalling $3.421 million under round 1 of the 2011–12 program.

Libraries: Oakleigh
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

7 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for Southern Metropolitan for raising this matter. I understand that Monash City Council have
submitted an application for funding to refurbish the Oakleigh library as part of round 2 of the Living Libraries
Infrastructure program 2011–12. Applications for that program are currently being assessed by an independent
panel. I look forward to receiving the recommendations of the independent assessment panel soon.
The Victorian government has committed $17.2 million over four years to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program to modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across the state. In November 2011, I announced
10 projects were successful in securing funding totalling $3.421 million under round 1 of the 2011–12 program.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 20 June 2012
Tourism: Werribee
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

24 November 2011

REPLY:
As tourism and major events minister, I was pleased to have visited the Werribee Tourism Precinct on the 8 March
2012 at your invitation.
As you are aware, during my visit I met with local tourism operators and Wyndham City Council. I also visited
local tourist attractions such as Werribee Mansion, the State Rose Garden, Shadowfax Winery, the Mansion Hotel
and Spa, Werribee Open Range Zoo and the National Equestrian Centre.
Werribee offers a wide range of attractions and provides visitors with a rich experience in close proximity to both
Melbourne and Geelong. Werribee Park has also developed a strong platform of events which highlights the
significant tourist potential of the area.

Central Deborah Gold Mine: future
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

2 May 2012

REPLY:
The government recognises that Central Deborah Gold Mine is an iconic Victorian tourism attraction.
I understand that the recent decision by Unity Mining to turn off its groundwater pumps at the Kangaroo Flat mine
has raised concerns regarding the impact of rising groundwater on the operations of the Central Deborah tourist
mine.
Discussions regarding these matters are ongoing between Unity Mining, the Bendigo Trust (operator of the Central
Deborah Mine), the City of Greater Bendigo Council and the state government through the appropriate regulatory
authorities.
The Bendigo Trust has been developing a project to secure funding for the provision of pumping equipment in
order to resolve the issue of the rising water. Costs between $500 000 and $550 000 have been estimated by the
trust and council for the project.
I understand that the trust has made an application to the commonwealth government’s TQUAL grants program for
the project. I am advised that the application is currently being assessed, with an outcome expected July this year.
All parties are working to ensure that the Central Deborah Mine continues to operate as a key tourism attraction.
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Belmont Primary School: expansion
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

22 May 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state.
The government must responsibly balance and prioritise the capital needs of over 1500 government schools across
the state.
Since the 2011–12 Victorian budget this government has committed $56 million towards land acquisition for
schools in population growth areas.
The Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Plan for Education identifies a number of priority capital works projects
to be funded and commenced in the first term of government. Additional schools identified for capital funding are
announced in the Victorian budget.

Gas: regional and rural Victoria
Raised with:

Minister for Regional and Rural Development

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

24 May 2012

REPLY:
The Victorian government will invest $100 million over the next four years through the Energy for the Regions
program to extend natural gas across regional Victoria and encourage greater investment in the regions.
The program will be funded through the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund and will support the delivery of natural
gas to regional communities, including Terang and Avoca. Funding for the program was confirmed in the 2011
state budget.
Regional Development Victoria (RDV) is delivering the program on behalf of the state and has implemented a
staged approach. The first stage of implementation, that is the direct negotiation phase, is now complete with
agreement reached on two regional gas projects in Mildura and Huntly. Terang and Avoca are not towns to be
connected under this first stage of program delivery.
On 12 May 2012, I announced the next stage for delivering the program, which involves a broadened strategy to
engage natural gas suppliers in both the conventional pipeline and alternative delivery markets.
The next stage, which will commence in the second half of 2012, includes a plan to offer incumbent gas
distributors a fixed subsidy ‘bounty’ amount to supply priority towns. In addition, bids will be invited from the
market for a compressed (CNG) or liquefied (LNG) natural gas delivery system and local town reticulation
networks.
As priority towns, Terang and Avoca will have the opportunity to be considered for connection to natural gas under
the next phase of the program. On the 12 June 2012, I participated in a briefing for local government on the next
stages of the implementation plan for the Energy for the Regions project. Corangamite and Pyrenees shire councils
were both represented at this briefing.
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Thursday, 21 June 2012
City of Kingston: waste management
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

29 March 2012

REPLY:
My office arranged a meeting between Mrs Peulich and the Environment Protection Authority on 4 May 2012 at
which a Clayton community engagement concept and a list of proposed stakeholders were discussed.
I understand Mrs Peulich was invited to the first community information forum to be held on 13 June 2012. It is
important the members of the local community are given the opportunity to express their concerns to help inform
EPA about the impacts odours are having on residents.
I expect EPA to effectively engage with affected members of the local community and continue to use their
regulatory powers where necessary to help reduce the odour experienced by nearby residents.

Tourism: Chinese visitors
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

24 May 2012

REPLY:
The Victorian coalition government recognises that Puffing Billy railway is one of Victoria’s iconic tourist
attractions particularly considering that it carries almost 270 000 passengers each year.
The government’s commitment to Puffing Billy has been recognised in the funding announcement of $4.4 million
over the next four years which will assist with priority railway infrastructure upgrades and rail safety enhancements
at the railway.
An important part of Puffing Billy’s business is the Chinese market which comprises 7 per cent of total visitors.
In recognition of the importance of China to the long term tourism growth of Victoria, Victoria’s China tourism
strategy has been developed to ensure Victoria is in the best possible position to leverage from the significant
growth and opportunities in this market.
As part of the strategy, the Victorian coalition government has committed $8 million to support a dedicated China
tourism marketing campaign to help grow this important market.
The strategy outlines important information about the unique consumer demands of Chinese visitors which will
help the Victorian tourism industry tailor tourism product and shape the visitor experience to the needs of our
Chinese visitors — an essential component to success in this market.
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As Victoria’s fastest growing tourism market with more than quarter of a million Chinese tourists expected to visit
this year, Victoria’s China tourism strategy aims to lift the growth in the China market from 7 per cent to 11 per
cent per year.
Victoria’s China tourism strategy focuses on five key priorities to strengthen Victoria’s relationship with China —
developing airline connections, investment, market positioning, improving the Chinese visitor experience and
building on Victoria’s strong education, migration and business links with China.
The Victorian coalition government will continue to work with the tourism industry to leverage Chinese tourism
opportunities in Victoria.

Williamstown: Seaworks maritime museum
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

7 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for Western Metropolitan for bringing to my attention the Seaworks Maritime Museum which
celebrates the vibrant maritime precinct of Williamstown, as well as the potential of the site to grow as a significant
tourist attraction.
The port of Williamstown’s maritime heritage also links with the local shipbuilding and maritime industries which
have been part of the area’s unique character since early settlement in Victoria.
I also note that the museum exhibits some of Melbourne’s and the Royal Australian Navy’s significant maritime
history, including the Seaworks collection which commemorates the work of the Port of Melbourne Authority.
Mr Elsbury officially opened the collection on my behalf in August last year and I was greatly interested to hear
about the National Trust vessels and other memorabilia of the collection, which complements the maritime history
and experience of the area.
I will be delighted to come out and join Mr Elsbury to see first hand the museum and other tourist projects he has
raised, as well as discuss opportunities to build the precinct’s tourism profile.
As Parks Victoria currently works with the Seaworks Foundation on the planning for future development for the
precinct, I will also refer this matter to my colleague the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
Hon. Ryan Smith, MLA.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 19 June 2012
Finance: Public Accounts and Estimates Committee — membership
741.

MR BARBER — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance): In relation to page 9 of
2011-12 budget paper no. 3, which states ‘integrity in government includes a commitment to ensuring
that taxpayers’ money is spent wisely and efficiently’, on this basis, will the minister include within the
Independent Review of State Finances, an investigation into providing the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee with a non-government majority and chairperson.

ANSWER:
This is a matter within the portfolio responsibilities of the Treasurer. However, I can inform the honourable
member that, as an element of its fiscal strategy, the government established the Independent Review of State
Finances to fully explore the state’s fiscal outlook beyond the forward estimates and recommend long-term reform
options to strengthen Victoria’s finances.
The panel, and its terms of reference, was announced on 25 January 2011. The government, through the terms of
reference, has set the independent review panel a range of tasks. Beyond these terms of reference, the government
has not impinged on the panel’s independence by instructing where it directs its attention.

Premier: Department of Premier and Cabinet — annual report
951.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Department of Premier and Cabinet annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in
Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Premier and Cabinet 2010–11 annual report was tabled in Parliament on the 1 September 2011.

Ageing: InsideOut Strategic
2882.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Ageing: For the period 2 December 2010 to
16 August 2011: Has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
I note that InsideOut Strategic is represented by Philip Staindl. Mr Staindl has a long association as a board
member and chairman of the Labor Party’s fundraising body Progressive Business.
The Victorian government lobbyist register also lists several clients of InsideOut Strategic, amongst them Pacific
Hydro, which has donated tens of thousands of dollars to the Labor Party in recent years.

Public transport: V/Line — performance measures
8209.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): When a
V/Line service is replaced by another mode of transport, is that service deemed to have met the
performance measure for reliability.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The provision of alternative transport is not a factor in determining whether a service has met the performance
measure for reliability.

Health: Ballarat Health Services — dental services
8220.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In relation to dental services provided by Ballarat
Health Services:
(1)
(2)

What was the number of vouchers for private dental treatment available in the 2010–11 financial
year.
What was the financial allocation made by Ballarat Health Services for the provision of vouchers
for private dental treatment in the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The state budget allocation for dental services in 2010–11 was $164.3 million. Agencies receive a global allocation
for dental service delivery including vouchers.

Public transport: rail — Altona loop
8245.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In each
of the months from August 2011 to February 2012:
(1)

How many trains that ran via the Altona loop did not arrive on time to —
(a) Laverton; and
(b) Newport.

(2)

How many trains that ran via the Altona loop were cancelled to —
(a) Laverton; and
(b) Newport.
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How many trains from Newport to Laverton, which were scheduled to stop all stations in the
Altona loop, instead bypassed the Altona loop by running express between Newport and Laverton.
How many trains from Laverton to Newport, which were scheduled to stop all stations in the
Altona loop, instead bypassed the Altona loop by running express between Laverton and Newport.
How many times did the station lifts break down at —
(a) Laverton; and
(b) Footscray.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The question has been interpreted as referring to trains that operate explicitly between Laverton and Newport.
(1) (a) August 2011 — 7
September 2011 — 18
October 2011 — 17
November 2011 — 13
December 2011 — 6
January 2012 — 13
February 2012 — 15.
(b) August 2011 — 4
September 2011 — 16
October 2011 — 9
November 2011 — 14
December 2011 — 8
January 2012 — 10
February 2012 — 12.
(2) (a) August 2011 — 3
September 2011 — 16
October 2011 — 11
November 2011 — 11
December 2011 — 16
January 2012 — 8
February 2012 — 10.
(b) August 2011 — 4
September 2011 — 15
October 2011 — 13
November 2011 — 8
December 2011 — 18
January 2012 — 9
February 2012 — 12.
(3)

3309

August 2011 — 1
September 2011 — 0
October 2011 — 0
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November 2011 — 1
December 2011 — 0
January 2012 — 1
February 2012 — 0.
(4)

August 2011 — 0
September 2011 — 0
October 2011 — 0
November 2011 — 0
December 2011 — 1
January 2012 — 0
February 2012 — 0.

(5) (a) 81
(b) 10.

Public transport: rail — timetable
8247.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport):
(1)
(2)

When will alterations to the train timetable next occur.
What train line timetables will be altered.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The next metropolitan train timetable change will occur on 22 April 2012, with alterations to the Alamein,
Belgrave, Craigieburn, Cranbourne, Frankston, Glen Waverley, Hurstbridge, Lilydale, Pakenham, Sandringham,
South Morang, Stony Point, Sydenham, Upfield, Werribee and Williamstown lines.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Hamilton–Mount Gambier service
8288.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Hamilton to Mount Gambier Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Mount Gambier communities.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Hamilton to Mount
Gambier trial service commenced in April 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years and eight months. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Bannockburn loop service
8289.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Bannockburn loop Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the Baillieu
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government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required by
those living in the Bannockburn community.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Bannockburn loop
trial service commenced in October 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years and two months. The review
found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will
continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Hawkesdale–Warrnambool service
8290.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Hawkesdale to Warrnambool school holiday Transport Connections service that has recently been
cut by the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public
transport required by those living in the Hawkesdale community.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Hawkesdale to
Warrnambool school holiday trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years.
The review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport
Victoria will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities
for future transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Lavers Hill–Colac service
8291.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Lavers Hill to Colac Friday Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Lavers Hill community.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Lavers Hill to Colac
trial service commenced in July 2010 and was trialled for a period of 18 months. The review found the trial service
to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will continue to monitor the
transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future transport provision where
warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Lavers Hill–Colac service
8292.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Lavers Hill to Colac Summer Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Lavers Hill community.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Lavers Hill to Colac
summer trial service commenced in January 2011 and was trialled for a period of four months. The review found
the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will continue to
monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future transport
provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Macarthur–Warrnambool service
8293.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Macarthur to Warrnambool Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Macarthur region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Macarthur to
Warrnambool trial service commenced in December 2010 and was trialled for a period of one year. The review
found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will
continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Moriac–Waurn Ponds and Torquay service
8294.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Moriac to Waurn Ponds and Torquay Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by
the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport
required by those living in the Moriac, Waurn Ponds and Torquay regions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Moriac to Waurn
Ponds and Torquay trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Mortlake–Terang service
8295.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Mortlake to Terang Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the Baillieu
government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required by
those living in the Mortlake and Terang regions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Mortlake to Terang
trial service commenced in September 2010 and was trialled for a period of one year and three months. The review
found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will
continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Mortlake–Warrnambool service
8296.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Mortlake to Warrnambool school holiday Transport Connections service that has recently been
cut by the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public
transport required by those living in the Mortlake region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Mortlake to
Warrnambool school holiday trial service commenced in December 2010 and was trialled for a period of two years.
The review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport
Victoria will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities
for future transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Noorat–Warrnambool service
8297.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Noorat to Warrnambool Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the Baillieu
government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required by
those living in the Noorat region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Noorat to
Warrnambool trial service commenced in December 2010 and was trialled for a period of one year. The review
found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will
continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Port Campbell–Warrnambool service
8298.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Port Campbell to Warrnambool summer Transport Connections service that has recently been cut
by the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport
required by those living in the Port Campbell region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Port Campbell to
Warrnambool summer trial service commenced in December 2010 and was trialled for a period of one year. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
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will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Portland–Mount Gambier service
8299.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Portland to Mount Gambier Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Mount Gambier region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Portland to Mount
Gambier trial service commenced in October 2008 and was trialled for a period of three years and two months. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Queenscliff–Jan Juc service
8300.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Queenscliff to Jan Juc Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the Baillieu
government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required by
those living in the Queenscliff region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Queenscliff to Jan
Juc trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years. The review found the
trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria will continue to
monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future transport
provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Terang–Warrnambool service
8301.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Terang to Warrnambool summer Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by the
Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport required
by those living in the Terang region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Terang to
Warrnambool summer trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.
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Public transport: Transport Connections — Timboon–Warrnambool service
8302.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Timboon to Warrnambool summer Transport Connections service that has recently been cut by
the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital public transport
required by those living in the Timboon region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Timboon to
Warrnambool summer trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of two years. The
review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public Transport Victoria
will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek opportunities for future
transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Winchelsea and Moriac–Waurn Ponds and Torquay
service
8303.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Winchelsea and Moriac to Waurn Ponds and Torquay Transport Connections service that has
recently been cut by the Baillieu government, what arrangements will now be made to provide the vital
public transport required by those living in the Winchelsea, Moriac, Waurn Ponds and Torquay
communities.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All trial services initiated under the Transport Connections program have been reviewed. The Winchelsea and
Moriac to Waurn Ponds and Torquay trial service commenced in December 2009 and was trialled for a period of
two years. The review found the trial service to be unviable due to low patronage over the trial period. Public
Transport Victoria will continue to monitor the transport requirements of regional and rural Victoria and seek
opportunities for future transport provision where warranted.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Snake Valley–Ballarat service
8304.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Snake Valley Transport Connections Service, will the minister guarantee that this service will not
be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of Transport Connections routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Snake Valley to Ballarat trial service commenced in July 2010 and the trial period has been extended to allow
for further review of the service. The review will assess the patronage of the service over the trial period and a
recommendation will be made in regards to the long-term viability of the service.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Penshurst–Hamilton service
8305.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Penshurst to Hamilton Transport Connections service, will the minister guarantee that this service
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will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of Transport Connections
routes.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Penshurst to Hamilton trial service commenced in September 2009 and the trial period has been extended to
allow for further review of the service. The review will assess the patronage of the service over the trial period and
a recommendation will be made in regards to the long-term viability of the service.

Public transport: Transport Connections — Colac–Lorne service
8306.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the Colac to Lorne Transport Connections service, will the minister guarantee that this service will
not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of Transport Connections routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Colac to Lorne trial service commenced in December 2009 and the trial period has been extended to allow for
further review of the service. The review will assess the patronage of the service over the trial period and a
recommendation will be made in regards to the long-term viability of the service.

Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
8321.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Southern Cross and Ballarat stations in March 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following service operated at a reduced capacity in March 2012:
– 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
– 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
– 13 March 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 19 March 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 3 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.
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Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
8322.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Southern Cross and Ballarat stations in January 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in January 2012:
– 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree
– 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree
– 5.03 p.m. to Wendouree
– 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree.

(2)

The original planned capacity of those services was as follows:
– 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages
– 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
– 5.03 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
– 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

(3) Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
– 3 January 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 2 carriages
– 24 January 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 3 carriages, 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 25 January 2012: 5.03 p.m. ran as 2 carriages
– 30 January 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 31 January 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 5 carriages.
Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
8323.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Southern Cross and Ballarat stations in February 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in February 2012:
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– 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree
– 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree.
(2)

The original capacity of these services was as follows:
– 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
– 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
– 1 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 6 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 8 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 9 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 13 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
– 16 February 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 3 carriages
– 29 February 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 3 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
8324.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Ballarat and Southern Cross stations in March 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following service ran at a reduced capacity in March 2012:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instance:
– 1 March 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
8325.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Ballarat and Southern Cross stations in January 2012:
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Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following service operated at a reduced capacity in January 2012:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
– 16 January 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 25 January 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
8326.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to V/Line train services between Ballarat and Southern Cross stations in February 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each of these services.
What was the actually delivered capacity for each of these

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in February 2012:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross
– 7.33 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of theses services was as follows:
– 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages
– 7.33 a.m. to Southern Cross: 5 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
– 7 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 9 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 10 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
– 14 February 2012: 7.33 a.m. ran as 4 carriages.
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Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: buses — Mordialloc–Waterways route
8380.

MR SOMYUREK — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): When
will the Mordialloc to Waterways bus route be extended to include Parkmore shopping centre and a bus
stop at Isik College for students attending the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
There are currently no plans to extend the Waterways bus route.
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Health: complaints system, 3151

Motions to take note of answers

Points of order, 3060, 3110, 3225

DALLA-RIVA, Hon. R. A. (Eastern Metropolitan) (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations and Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade)

Production of documents, 3069, 3128, 3179, 3187

Adjournment

Western Region Health Centre: dental service funding, 3060

Questions without notice
Planning: Darebin City Council, 3148

BROAD, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Budget: women’s health services, 3117

Ageing: elder abuse, 3201
Astor Theatre: future, 3201
Frankston Primary School: refurbishment, 3201
Girl Guides Victoria: academy, 3201
High Street, Northcote: tram zone signage, 3201
Horsham College: redevelopment, 3201
Sunshine Football Club: ministerial visit, 3201
Water: authority dividends, 3201
Woodend Primary School: maintenance, 3201

Members statements
Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route, 3131
Points of order, 3155

COOTE, Mrs (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Girl Guides Victoria: academy, 3197
Libraries: The Fall of Singapore, 3113
Small business: Starting Your Business workshops, 3285
Members statements
Waste management: government action, 3209
Points of order, 3104
Questions without notice
Teachers: reward payments, 3063

Bills
Forests Amendment Bill 2012, 3263, 3265
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 3267, 3268
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3259
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 3259, 3261
Questions without notice
Food manufacturing: Asian markets, 3231
Manufacturing: government initiatives, 3067

DARVENIZA, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Schools: education maintenance allowance, 3114
Members statements
Goulburn Valley Food Cooperative: launch, 3074
Queen’s Birthday honours, 3132
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Statements on reports and papers
VicRoads: report 2010–11, 3194

DAVIS, Hon. D. M. (Southern Metropolitan) (Minister for Health
and Minister for Ageing)
Bills
Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3217, 3218, 3219, 3220

EIDEH, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 3092
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3103
Members statements
Teachers: government policy, 3205
Rulings, 3190

Members statements
Tom Carter and Jane Herington, 3206

Statements on reports and papers
Victorian Multicultural Commission: report 2010–11, 3193

Motions to take note of answers
Western Region Health Centre: dental service funding, 3062
ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Points of order, 3060, 3061, 3070, 3123, 3167, 3177, 3205
Adjournment
Questions on notice

High Street, Northcote: tram zone signage, 3200

Answers, 3068, 3154
Bills
Questions without notice
Bendigo hospital: future, 3150
Freedom of information: Department of Health, 3065
Health
complaints system, 3151
diesel emissions, 3066, 3067
Mildura Base Hospital: services, 3229
Western Region Health Centre: dental service funding, 3059

Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3215
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3100
Education and Training Committee
Education of gifted and talented students, 3127
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3125

DAVIS, Mr P. (Eastern Victoria)
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3249
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 3091
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012, 3081
Questions without notice

Members statements
City of Darebin: citizenship ceremony, 3071
East Preston Islamic College: facilities, 3071
Joan Kirner, 3071
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Annual Plan 2012–13, 3190

Housing: work and learning centres, 3149
ELSBURY, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
DRUM, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Bills

Bills
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3098

Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3242
Members statements
Budget papers 2012–13, 3242
Members statements
Victorian Country Football League: review, 3132
Questions without notice
Mildura Base Hospital: services, 3229

Colleen Goodfellow, 3072
Nick Foa, 3073
Rail: protective services officers, 3073
Wyndham Park Primary School: redevelopment, 3073
Questions without notice
Planning: new suburbs, 3152
Western Region Health Centre: dental service funding, 3059

MEMBERS INDEX
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Statements on reports and papers
Environment and Planning References Committee: environmental
design and public health in Victoria, 3195

FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment

growth corridors, 3066
new suburbs, 3152

HALL, Hon. P. R. (Eastern Victoria) (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills and Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession)
Higher education: Auslan programs, 3160

Sunshine Football Club: ministerial visit, 3198
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3222
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3100, 3105, 3106, 3107
Budget papers 2012–13, 3222
Members statements
Peter Singer, 3072
Points of order, 3110, 3112, 3177

Questions without notice
Higher education
TAFE assets, 3225, 3226
TAFE funding, 3059, 3062, 3063, 3064
trades training, 3147
Regional and rural Victoria: TAFE funding, 3227, 3228, 3229
Teachers
discussion paper, 3226
reward payments, 3063, 3230
Vocational education and training: student numbers, 3232

Production of documents, 3183
HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Questions without notice
Food manufacturing: Asian markets, 3231
Technology sector: government initiatives, 3153

Adjournment
Cycling: Federation Trail, 3117
Bills

GUY, Hon. M. J. (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Planning)
Adjournment
AED Legal Centre: funding, 3289
Alpine Health: aged-care beds, 3290
City of Kingston: councillor conduct, 3290
International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding, 3290
Manufacturing: careers program, 3290
Planning
Darebin City Council, 3290
North Melbourne development, 3289
Premier: leadership, 3289
Roads: Western Victoria Region, 3289
Small business: Starting Your Business workshops, 3289
Warrnambool Alternative VCAL Education School: future, 3290

Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3272, 3274
Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3213
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3096, 3105, 3106, 3109, 3110
Higher education: Auslan programs, 3156, 3162
Members statements
World Refugee Day, 3130
Petitions
Higher education: Auslan programs, 3123, 3203
Questions on notice
Answers, 3154
Questions without notice

Bills
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3105, 3106, 3107, 3108, 3109, 3110, 3111, 3112
Planning and Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012, 3075
Points of order, 3290
Questions without notice
Building Commission: consumer protection, 3147
Planning
Darebin City Council, 3148, 3149

Health: diesel emissions, 3066, 3067

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3209, 3217, 3218, 3219
Motions to take note of answers
Western Region Health Centre: dental service funding, 3061
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Questions without notice
Bendigo hospital: future, 3150

Business of the house
General business, 3070
Coalition: governance, 3163

KOCH, Mr (Western Victoria)
Petitions
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3235

Higher education: TAFE funding, 3203
Points of order, 3190, 3203, 3231

Budget papers 2012–13, 3235
Statements on reports and papers
Members statements

Department of the Legislative Council: report 2010–11, 3188

Reverend Peter Cook, 3132

KRONBERG, Mrs (Eastern Metropolitan)

LOVELL, Hon. W. A. (Northern Victoria) (Minister for Housing
and Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development)

Members statements

Adjournment

Catholic Ladies College: Sr Una McAllister Centre, 3131
Motor Neurone Disease Global Day, 3209
Statements on reports and papers
Environment and Planning References Committee: environmental
design and public health in Victoria, 3190

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3220
Budget papers 2012–13, 3220
Coalition: governance, 3171
Points of order, 3104
Production of documents, 3181
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Transport: report 2010–11, 3196

Budget: women’s health services, 3118
Cycling: Federation Trail, 3118
Higher education: TAFE information session, 3118
Industry training advisory boards: funding, 3118
Libraries: The Fall of Singapore, 3118
Melbourne Water: Lang Lang drain, 3118
Penshurst Football Netball Club: funding, 3118
Schools
education maintenance allowance, 3118
Officer, 3118
Members statements
SPC Ardmona and Fonterra Australia: upgrades, 3130
Questions without notice
Children: early intervention services, 3153
Early childhood services: infrastructure funding, 3228
Housing
homelessness services, 3064
work and learning centres, 3149
Victorian Child Death Review Committee
Report 2012, 3203

LENDERS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Melbourne Water: Lang Lang drain, 3116
Premier: leadership, 3283
Water: authority dividends, 3196
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3269, 3270, 3271, 3272,
3273, 3274, 3275, 3276, 3277, 3278, 3279, 3280, 3281, 3283
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3245, 3254,
3257, 3258
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 3089, 3093, 3094
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012, 3079, 3082, 3083

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Ageing: elder abuse, 3199
Alpine Health: aged-care beds, 3288
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3236
Budget papers 2012–13, 3236
Higher education: Auslan programs, 3158
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Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3124
Members statements
Annie Dennis Children’s Centre, 3130
Derek Robson Children’s Services Centre, 3207
Gowanbrae Community and Children’s Centre, 3207
Gowrie Victoria: Carlton North children’s program, 3130
Kindergartens: Bundoora electorate forum, 3207
Lalor Childcare Centre, 3207
Merri Creek Primary School: out-of-school-hours care, 3130
Queen’s Birthday honours, 3070
St Francis of Assisi Primary School, Mill Park:
out-of-school-hours care, 3207
Yappera Children’s Centre, 3130
Petitions

Members statements
Buses: East Gippsland, 3133
Harold Bould (Cardinia) Kokoda Award, 3133
Lions Club of State Parliament: 10th anniversary, 3208
Petitions
Lawn bowls: single-gender events, 3123
Points of order, 3147
Production of documents, 3181
Questions without notice
Aviation industry: regional airports, 3233
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest No. 10, 3069

School buses: Rupanyup–Murtoa–Minyip service, 3068
ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Points of order, 3230
Bills
Questions without notice
Children: early intervention services, 3153
Higher education: TAFE funding, 3059, 3062, 3063, 3064
Teachers: reward payments, 3230

O’BRIEN, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Penshurst Football Netball Club: funding, 3116
Coalition: governance, 3143, 3155
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee

Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3240
Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3216
Budget papers 2012–13, 3240
Members statements
Australian Lithuanians: book launch, 3234
Carbon tax: health sector, 3128
Samoan community: independence celebrations, 3235
Questions without notice
Early childhood services: infrastructure funding, 3228
Planning: growth corridors, 3066

Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3125
Members statements
City of Greater Geelong: open day, 3206
Regional Growth Fund: benefits, 3206
Points of order, 3155, 3167
Questions without notice
Higher education: trades training, 3147
Rulings, 3103, 3104

PAKULA, Hon. M. P. (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding, 3287
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3282
Coalition: governance, 3133, 3178
Points of order, 3230

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Schools: Officer, 3115
Coalition: governance, 3136
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3123

Questions without notice
Freedom of information: Department of Health, 3065
Statements on reports and papers
Department of the Legislative Council: report 2010–11, 3191
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PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Astor Theatre: future, 3200
Bills

Questions without notice
Teachers: discussion paper, 3226
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Science and Mathematics Participation Rates
and Initiatives, 3192

Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3259
Coalition: governance, 3138

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)

Members statements

Bills

Teachers: discussion paper, 3207
Questions without notice

Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3238
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3251, 3255,
3256, 3257

Vocational education and training: student numbers, 3231, 3232
Budget papers 2012–13, 3238
Rulings, 3167
Condolences
PETROVICH, Mrs (Northern Victoria)

Burwyn Eric Davidson, 3059
Parliamentary privilege

Adjournment

Right of reply: Cr Rosemary West, 3204

Woodend Primary School: maintenance, 3199
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2011, 3125
Members statements
Moira Kelly, 3129
Paralympic Games: shire of Mitchell athletes, 3129
Queen’s Birthday honours, 3129

Rulings, 3060, 3061, 3065, 3070, 3123, 3147, 3155, 3203, 3206,
3208, 3230, 3231, 3233, 3290
Rulings by the Chair
Members statements, 3234
Questions on notice: reinstatement, 3234

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria)

Points of order, 3104, 3173
Adjournment
Questions without notice
Housing: homelessness services, 3064

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
City of Kingston: councillor conduct, 3286
Higher education: TAFE information session, 3114

AED Legal Centre: funding, 3284
Coalition: governance, 3172
Members statements
Schools: education maintenance allowance, 3073
Sport and recreation: shire of Southern Grampians, 3073
Petitions
Health: rural maternity support, 3068

Bills
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3095
Members statements
City of Kingston: councillor conduct, 3205
Go Girl, Go for IT, 3071
Planning: Kingston green wedge, 3208
Petitions
Planning: Kingston green wedge, 3068
Points of order, 3061, 3103, 3104, 3190, 3205, 3230

Points of order, 3173

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Roads: Western Victoria Region, 3284
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3244
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Budget papers 2012–13, 3244

SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Members statements

Adjournment

Matthew Wiltshire, 3071
Questions without notice
Manufacturing: government initiatives, 3067
Rulings, 3173, 3177, 3225
Statements on reports and papers

vii

Manufacturing: careers program, 3286
Members statements
Higher education: TAFE funding, 3208
Questions without notice
Information and communications technology: procurement
process, 3151, 3152

Environment and Planning References Committee: environmental
design and public health in Victoria, 3194
TARLAMIS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
RICH-PHILLIPS, Hon. G. K. (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Technology and Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry)
Auditor-General
Reports 2010–11, 3203

Adjournment
Frankston Primary School: refurbishment, 3197
Members statements
Burwyn Eric Davidson, 3074
Orwil Street Community House: achievements, 3128

Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3270, 3271, 3272, 3273,
3274, 3275, 3276, 3277, 3278, 3279, 3280, 3281, 3282, 3283
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3254, 3255,
3257, 3258
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 3084, 3085, 3093,
3094
Health (Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012,
3087, 3088
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3085, 3086
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012, 3077, 3078, 3083,
3084
Office of the Racing Integrity Commissioner
Betting activities of racing officials employed by Victorian racing
industry, 3123

TEE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Planning: North Melbourne development, 3285
Bills
Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill
2012, 3095, 3106, 3107
Members statements
Police: Forest Hill station, 3206
Points of order, 3290
Questions without notice
Building Commission: consumer protection, 3146, 3147

Questions without notice
Aviation industry: regional airports, 3233
Information and communications technology: procurement
process, 3151, 3152
Technology sector: government initiatives, 3153

SCHEFFER, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Coalition: governance, 3175

TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Horsham College: redevelopment, 3199
Industry training advisory boards: funding, 3115
Warrnambool Alternative VCAL Education School: future, 3288
Education and Training Committee
Education of gifted and talented students, 3126

Members statements
Earth Summit: Rio+20, 3073
Points of order, 3177

Members statements
National Celtic Festival: volunteers, 3129
Portarlington: Biggest Afternoon Tea, 3129
South West Institute of TAFE: funding, 3074
Thu Sa La, 3129
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Questions without notice
Higher education: TAFE assets, 3225, 3226

VINEY, Mr (Eastern Victoria) (The Deputy President)
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 3224
Budget papers 2012–13, 3224
Coalition: governance, 3168
Points of order, 3065, 3104
Questions without notice
Regional and rural Victoria: TAFE funding, 3227, 3228, 3229
Rulings, 3110, 3112
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