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ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 15 October 2014
The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

TRANSPARENCY IN GOVERNMENT
BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) introduced a bill for an
act to require the production of information from
government agencies to ensure transparency in
relation to the delivery of essential services and for
other purposes.
Read first time.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I move:
That this bill be read a second time immediately.

I can advise the house that in accordance with standing
order 61, representatives of other parties and the
Independent member have been provided with a copy
of the bill and a briefing on the content of the bill.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to standing order 61(2), and for the benefit of the
house I will read that standing order:
After the first reading, the bill will be printed and (except for
an appropriation or supply bill) a future day will be appointed
for its second reading — provided that, if representatives of
the other parties, and any Independent members, have
received a prior copy of the bill and a briefing, the second
reading may be moved immediately after the bill has been
read a first time.

The member for Lyndhurst is asking that the bill be
read forthwith on the basis, he is saying, that standing
order 61(2) has been complied with. I put it to you,
Speaker, that standing order 61(2) has not been
complied with. In so arguing, I put to the house the
following facts. At about 5 to 10 last night the member
for Bendigo East and the member for Lyndhurst came
into my office and put a copy of a bill on my desk.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — After they woke you up!
The SPEAKER — Order! First of all, that level of
interjection is very poor behaviour so early in the day,
and that interjection was not worthy of the Leader of
the Opposition.
Ms Asher — Following the placement of a copy of
a bill on my desk, I then indicated to the member for
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Lyndhurst and the member for Bendigo East that that
was not a briefing. A briefing of course is an entirely
different thing. A briefing is a proper process, which
members of this house would be familiar with.
Again in the interests of the Speaker deciding whether I
received a proper briefing or not, I would like to
instance an occasion when I was a party to a bill being
second read forthwith under standing order 61(2). It
was an occasion when Lynne Kosky was Minister for
Finance and the government at that time was seeking to
progress a bill to address the HIH Insurance collapse. I
was the shadow Minister for Finance. The briefing
went in the following order. First the minister said to
me, ‘We would like to progress a bill, and I will offer
you a copy of the bill and a briefing’. An appointment
was set, and there was a briefing with officials, where I
was able to, clause by clause — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Asher — Or a briefing with independent
experts, should you wish. I was able to go through the
bill, as you would expect, clause by clause, and ask
questions. That is in fact a proper briefing. I was then
allowed the opportunity to have the bill considered by
shadow cabinet, so that the opposition was able to come
to a considered view about this particular bill. Then of
course there was a debate on the floor.
The opposition is well aware of the importance of a
proper briefing, because it was only last night that the
member for Albert Park thanked the Attorney-General
for providing him with access to Department of Justice
officials when we were debating the bill on the
expungement of homosexual convictions. A briefing is
not an ambush. An ambush occurred in my office last
night, but it did not provide information on the intent of
the member’s bill.
I put it to you, Speaker, that the opposition has not
complied with standing order 61(2). Whilst it did put a
copy of a bill on my desk, a proper briefing did not
ensue. In fact there was no attempt to even go through
the bill clause by clause. If the member for Lyndhurst
had wanted to comply with this standing order, he
could have set up a proper process, which of course
does not occur at 5 to 10 at night.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Asher — Precisely. This private members bill is
a stunt. It is not an issue of public policy. On the second
last sitting day the opposition suddenly decided it
would like to ambush a couple of government members
by laying a copy of a bill on my desk with no briefing
provided. I put it to you, Speaker, that the second
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reading should not proceed on the basis that standing
order 61(2) has not been complied with by the member
for Lyndhurst.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, I appreciate that
this is a very difficult issue for the house and indeed for
you, Speaker, to consider. In responding to the point of
order raised by the Leader of the House I want to make
three points. The first point is that it is pretty clear that
the will of the house has already been expressed for this
bill to be considered and debated. This house
unanimously passed the first reading of this bill. There
were no dissenting voices against the first reading of the
bill, so clearly the numbers on the floor of this chamber
or the will of this house is to allow the debate to
proceed. That is a fundamental principle of this
Parliament and of democracy.
We saw the situation at the end of last year where the
government and the former Speaker clearly lost control
of this Parliament, and the difficulties that placed this
chamber in. We do not want to return to that situation
again. I put it to you that it is very clear that the will of
the house is for this bill to be at least second read.
Whether the bill is then passed is another issue entirely.
That is also in the hands of the house. We are merely
seeking that this bill be second read. It would be a
travesty for this chamber of Parliament to gag debate on
the bill.
That takes me to my second point, which goes to the
substance of this bill. Yesterday we as a chamber faced
a very difficult question time. We were considering
some very tragic and desperately sad circumstances, but
they also went to the heart of the public knowing what
is going on with their emergency services. This bill —
and I think government members may want to be
careful with their interjections at this point, lest their
behaviour descends into — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East will stay on the point of order that is
being debated at the moment.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise all members that
it is impossible in this chair to listen to these
interjections and the speaker. If members expect me to
make a fair and balanced decision, they must be quiet.
Ms Allan — The substance of this bill is that the
opposition is seeking to have data able to be released to
the public around emergency services response times,
be they ambulance, Metropolitan Fire Brigade or
Country Fire Authority response times, and put in the
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hands of the community. This is data that is already
collected. This is data that should be made available.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is straying
from the point of order.
Ms Allan — This is a second issue, Speaker. It goes
to the substance of the bill, which we would argue is
something that should be debated on the floor of the
house, and it should be debated today. The third point I
wish to make to you, Speaker, is about the facts, as the
Leader of the House put them to us. The facts of the
matter are this: yes, at 5 minutes to 10.00 p.m.
yesterday the member for Lyndhurst and I — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members are to resume
their seats.
Ms Allan — This is also an important point because
it goes to the steps that we as an opposition took to
fulfil the spirit and the words of standing order 61(2).
You, Speaker, and other members of this place
remember what it is like to be in opposition in terms of
the resources available to them in opposition. My point
is that as soon as we had finalised our materials we
made them available to the Leader of the House as the
representative of the Liberal Party, to the Leader of The
Nationals and to the Independent member. We did that
as soon as we had that material available to us because
we understood that we had to present the package of
materials — the bill, the explanatory memorandum and
the second-reading speech. In doing that, as the Leader
of The Nationals will understand, we gave the Leader
of The Nationals a briefing. We went through the main
points.
The Leader of The Nationals thanked us for that
information and in no way conveyed to us that he was
dissatisfied with the briefing that had been provided.
We had also provided that information and commenced
conveying the details of the bill to the Leader of the
House. The Leader of the House, in her wisdom, chose
to basically put her fingers in her ears and not listen.
She did not want to listen to what was being conveyed
to her.
The issue for us, and indeed the issue for you, Speaker,
is what you do as Speaker if the Leader of the House —
if the Liberal Party — has rejected the offer of a
briefing. How can the spirit of standing order 61(2) be
put into effect if the briefing was rejected? During the
discussion we — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! How can I give
protection to the member on their feet when both sides
of the house are interjecting in that manner?
Ms Allan — How can the government gag the
debate when one party in this place is refusing to have
the briefing provided to them? We made every best
endeavour; we also conveyed to the Leader of the
House that we would be prepared to meet with her or
her representatives at any point between yesterday and
the commencement of the Parliament today. We made
ourselves available at any time. It is just nonsense put
forward by the Leader of the House that somehow we
have officials to brief her, that we somehow have a
battalion of staff to come in behind us and provide her
with a briefing.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East has been speaking for some time on this
point of order. I ask her to conclude.
Ms Allan — I am merely responding to the points
that have been made by the Leader of the House,
Speaker, and this is key to your consideration of the
issue. If debate on this is being gagged because the
Leader of the House claims that she is terminating the
meeting, terminating any attempt at a briefing, then that
is a travesty because it takes us back to the heart of
what we are wanting to debate here — that is, providing
information to the public. This government should have
nothing to hide. This government should be making
sure that it is providing material to the community
because the community should be provided with
information.
I believe — and this is very interesting — the Minister
for Health has just agreed to have this bill second read
in the other place later this day. The health minister
says it is okay, and so we come back to that central,
fundamental point of what this chamber is about. This
should be a place for debate. This should be a place for
discussion. There is nothing that should happen in this
instance to stop that debate going ahead. We have
fulfilled our requirements under the standing orders.
We have met and made every attempt to fulfil our
requirements under standing orders.
The will of this house is to have this bill debated, and I
urge you, Speaker, to take note of and give serious
consideration to the will of this house, because it is very
clear that the will of this house is for the debate to
happen. For anyone to turn their back on the will of the
house, for anyone not to recognise that the numbers are
here on the floor of the house for this house to debate
the bill, takes us back to those farcical days at the end
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of last year. I think, Speaker, that is the last place any of
us want to go to.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member should
resume her seat.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Speaker, the first
point I will make is that this is not some discussion
about a debate down at the local community centre,
however important — and this one is — that debate
might be, where it is simply conducted according to
whatever might be the rules of that particular meeting
and what might be decreed. Even granted for one
moment, for the sake of the discussion, that the three
bases upon which the member for Bendigo East asserts
that this should be debated now, the practical fact is that
the debate can only proceed if there is compliance with
the standing orders of the Parliament. We do not make
this up as we go along. There are standing orders — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — Straightaway the interjections from the
other side are that we are gagging debate. This is all
about whether there has been compliance with the
standing orders. We have standing orders in here to
make sure that the rules of debate are complied with in
accordance with parliamentary requirements. That is
the focal point. I mention that specifically because we
all recognise, absolutely, the tragedy about which there
was conversation yesterday in this place. The loss of the
life of the little three-year-old girl is a tragic event.
Everybody accepts that, but to try to make a nexus
between the two is a very poor approach to being able
to justify setting aside the standing orders of the
Parliament for the sake of that conversation occurring.
The key, pivotal point is that the standing orders govern
whether this should proceed or whether it should not.
That is where the debate should be focused.
Secondly, the proposition advanced at least in part by
the opposition is in relation to this purported briefing.
That is where the focus of the conversation now is, and
I will return to that in a moment. But insofar as that
issue is concerned, the question of the timing of the
approach which was made to me is important for two
reasons. The first is on the merits, and I will return to
that in a moment. The second is: is it indeed the fact, as
has been suggested to the house, that the ‘briefing’ and
the material that accompanied it were provided to the
Leader of the House and to me in a timely fashion,
inasmuch as that is supposed to equate to ‘as soon as
the opposition could do it’?
I raise that question for this reason, and I think it is a
legitimate point that requires response in all the context.
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Last night I had guests for dinner in Parliament House.
I took my guests for the customary walk around the
Parliament, and at 9 o’clock last evening I took them
into the part of the library which is reserved for
parliamentary members. There, sitting at a table in that
room, was the Government Whip.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — The Opposition Whip, indeed. That
was a Freudian slip. The Opposition Whip and the
Independent member for Frankston were, if I might so
term it, in earnest conversation. I believe in context this
warrants — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East!
Mr Ryan — Accordingly, in context it at least
requires an explanation as to what the general
conversation that was being conducted was.
The third point returns to the issue of the actual timing
and circumstances under which the material was
provided to me. As the Leader of the House has
outlined and as might be said to have been generally
accepted, at least by the opposition, the approach made
to the Leader of the House was at approximately
9.55 p.m. Soon after that time there was an absolute
thump on the door of my office and, as is my wont, I
invited whoever was at the door to come into my office,
and the member for Lyndhurst and the member for
Bendigo East appeared and handed me some
documents. I want to make it clear — and I believe I
will have agreement from the member for Bendigo East
and the member for Lyndhurst on this point — that at
the conclusion of the conversation, such as it was, I said
to the two members, ‘I want it for the record to be
known that this conversation is concluding at 9.57’.
Ms Allan — You actually said 3 minutes to 10.
Mr Ryan — So we agree, whether it was 9.57 or
3 minutes to 10, as the member for Bendigo East would
have it, it was in fact 2 minutes after the two members
had been to visit the Leader of the House. The
proposition now being advanced is that in whatever
period of time elapsed between the two members
leaving the office of the manager of government
business at some time after 9.55 p.m. and the time our
conversation, such as it was, concluded in my office at
what is an agreed time of 9.57 p.m., I am supposed to
have had a briefing.
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Speaker, I put it to you that on any sort of
common-sense, reasonable interpretation at large, let
alone of the provisions of the standing orders of this
Parliament, that cannot under any of the most remote of
circumstances constitute a briefing. What in fact
transpired was, with due respect, a garbled, generalised
description from the member for Lyndhurst concerning
these documents which had been handed to me which
comprise several pages and different elements. The
member purported to give me a generalist
description — to be generous — as to what was
contained within the material which he had handed to
me and which of course by definition I had not read and
had not had the opportunity to read, and this purports to
be a briefing. That plainly does not constitute
compliance with the standing orders.
Further, I say this to the house: if the government had
attempted to pull this stunt on the opposition and to
pursue the course of conduct that is now sought by the
opposition, there would have been absolute hell to pay.
We would have had all sorts of allegations made about
attacks upon democratic systems et cetera — I will not
go into it all. Were that to be said, it would be the case,
because that is exactly what this is. This is an abject
stunt by the opposition, which is now attempting to
subvert the provisions of the standing orders in
circumstances where patently we were ambushed. That
is the fact of it. The key to this turns on whether we
have had what might be reasonably regarded as a
briefing with regard to this legislation and whether we
therefore have compliance with the standing orders.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — Immediately the interjections are
coming at me that we should be releasing the data. That
is not the point of this debate. The point of this debate is
as to whether there has been compliance with the
standing orders. Everything else is extraneous. That is
the critical point in which lies the nub of the decision
that falls to you, Speaker. In my respectful submission,
under no circumstance can what was provided possibly
constitute a briefing, because obviously in the
circumstances which prevailed there was a period of
time, sometime after 9.55, when the respective
members left the office of the manager of government
business and then left my office at 9.57 — or 3 minutes
to 10, as it might be interpreted. That cannot
conceivably constitute a briefing in the context of the
standing orders and what is contemplated by them.
Mr PAKULA — Speaker, on the point of order, I
agree with the Leader of The Nationals on one thing:
what matters is whether the standing orders have been
complied with. We have heard from the Leader of The
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Nationals and the manager of government business
about the time that the briefing was provided for. The
standing orders say nothing about the time. We heard
from the Leader of The Nationals about whether or not
the Independent member for Frankston was briefed
before him or after him. The standing orders say
nothing about the order in which briefings should be
provided.
The fact of the matter is that a briefing was offered to
both the manager of government business and the
Leader of The Nationals, and the manager of
government business in particular refused to be briefed.
I put it to you, Speaker, that it would be unconscionable
for the provisions of standing order 61(2) to be able to
be frustrated by a member simply refusing to be
briefed. The Leader of the House indicated that the
member for Bendigo East and I threw a document on
her desk. The fact is that the bill was handed to her, the
second-reading speech was handed to her, the
explanatory memorandum was handed to her and we
offered to go through the bill clause by clause. The
Leader of the House indicated on a number of
occasions that she believed it not to be a briefing and
that she was terminating the meeting. Then she asked
us, politely but firmly, to leave her office. When the
Leader of the House says she has not been briefed, the
only possible reason is that she refused to accept the
briefing.
The Leader of The Nationals was briefed. The Leader
of The Nationals had us take him through the clauses,
which we did, and at the end of the meeting he
indicated at what time the meeting concluded. We have
also had the Leader of the House complain that we did
not provide her with officials for that briefing. Provide
us with some officials and we will provide them back!
We do not have officials. We briefed the Leader of the
House and the Leader of The Nationals with the
resources at our disposal, and we did it in a timely way.
We also had the Leader of the House somehow say that
this is not a matter of public interest. I could scarcely
think of a matter of public interest more serious than
this.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr PAKULA — It was a point made by the Leader
of the House. Can I also say that the Leader of the
Government in the Legislative Council has agreed for
this bill to be second read later this day. This means
that — quite distinct from the government’s claims
about this being a stunt — this bill could pass both
houses of this Parliament today.
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Finally let me say that we have heard a lot from the
Leader of The Nationals and the Leader of the House
about how inappropriate it is to hold a briefing the night
before the introduction of a bill. On numerous
occasions during this term of Parliament, when the
government has declared a bill urgent, we have agreed
not to frustrate the government’s intentions when it has
sought to brief opposition members on the day a bill
was to be debated. That has happened on a number of
occasions when the government has declared a bill to
be urgent, so to have government members now
complain about being briefed the day before does them
no credit given those circumstances.
Finally, I reiterate the point made by the member for
Bendigo East. The will of this house has been
expressed. The first reading passed without debate, the
government has been briefed, the standing orders have
been complied with and this debate should be able to
proceed.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, it is not
in order for the member for Lyndhurst to proceed
immediately with the second reading of this bill. The
precondition in standing order 61(2) has not been
complied with. As all honourable members will know,
the normal position in this house, as has been the case
for a long time and as is set out in standing order 61(2),
is that:
After the first reading, the bill will be printed and (except for
an appropriation or supply bill) a future day will be appointed
for its second reading …

The second reading can only take place immediately if
the proviso to standing order 61(2) has been complied
with. That proviso is that:
… representatives of the other parties, and any Independent
members, have received a prior copy of the bill and a
briefing …

Now both the Leader of the House and the Leader of
The Nationals have informed the house that they have
not had a briefing. There has been no information
placed before the house other than a simple assertion in
relation to whether or not there has been a copy of the
bill and a briefing provided to the member for
Frankston. But whether or not that has occurred, it is
clear that the Leader of the House has not been briefed
and that the Leader of The Nationals has not been
briefed.
Let us assume that those persons would qualify as
representatives of their parties. The simple fact is that
the precondition has not been fulfilled. There has not
been a briefing. You have to ask yourself what a
briefing consists of. No doubt different people could
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describe it in different ways, but the ordinary
expectation is that if there is to be a briefing, there will
be an explanation of the bill provided by someone who
is expert and qualified to provide an authoritative
explanation, that the person receiving the briefing will
be taken through the bill and that the clauses will be
outlined. I am told there are some 12 clauses in the bill.
You would expect that there would be an opportunity to
respond to questions and that there would be
engagement in order to convey to the recipient of the
briefing an understanding of the bill’s content, so that
they are in a position to make informed decisions and
an informed contribution to the debate.
I very much doubt whether it is possible to have
unilateral briefing — in other words, a so-called
briefing that is imposed upon a person when they are
not a willing recipient of it. It is hard to see that a
monologue delivered at someone can constitute a
briefing. It has to be taken that this proviso assumes that
there will be some sort of arrangement and assent by
the recipient of the briefing that the briefing should take
place. Clearly both the Leader of the House and the
Leader of The Nationals have made clear that they were
not receiving a briefing by agreement; rather they were
having a very short monologue delivered at them. I
suggest that that does not constitute a briefing.
This is of course a new provision that was introduced in
2004. I very much doubt if you can have a unilateral
briefing, but whether or not that is the case, there has
not been a briefing. In interpreting and applying this
standing order, this is a provision that departs from and
qualifies, with a limited proviso, a very longstanding
practice in this house that there should be advance
notice of matters such as bills. Clearly that is the norm.
There is to be a notice and a first reading and then a
subsequent day appointed for a second reading. That
process ensures that members of the house are aware of
what is going on.
It was agreed when the standing orders were revised in
2004 that the notice and first reading would be
combined in the one procedure, and that is what we are
doing. But it was made very clear in the revision of the
standing orders that the norm would continue to be that
a future day would be appointed for the second reading,
and there was a very limited proviso inserted, which is
what we are considering today. When you read the
report of the Standing Orders Committee and Hansard
of the debate on the adoption of the new standing
orders, this particular provision was not canvassed, but
it was clearly intended to provide a very limited
exception to the norm. It is important that the exception
be treated on a limited basis and that the longstanding
traditions of the Westminster system continue to
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apply — that there be notice given and an opportunity
for the house to be aware of what is forthcoming before
the second reading is moved. There needs to be very
strong and clear grounds to depart from that normal
practice and the longstanding approach of the
Westminster system.
Let me conclude by making a particular point to
reinforce that. Standing orders exist for the protection
of all members; they outline a clear set of rules so that
members know what the procedure of the house would
be. You cannot unilaterally tear up standing orders as
you might be prepared to tear up contracts or other
documents. It brings the operation of this house into
disrepute if you unilaterally want to rip up the
longstanding rules and practices of this house. As I
have said, those rules and practices exist for the
protection of all members — they exist for the
protection of minorities and they particularly exist for
the protection of oppositions.
As the Deputy Premier said, if you accept that someone
who wants to introduce a bill can unilaterally barge into
the office of a senior member of another party in this
house late one evening, plonk a copy of a bill on their
desk, deliver a monologue to them and say that you
have complied with the obligations to provide a
briefing, what opportunity does that open up for future
governments to use exactly that approach against
oppositions — of oppressing the minority, bypassing
the longstanding provisions, and therefore unilaterally
being able to, whenever they feel like it basically,
proceed to bypass the longstanding provisions that
require that a second reading of a bill take place on the
subsequent day?
In terms of the literal reading or the application of the
ordinary meaning of the words of standing order 61(2),
there has not been a briefing. That alone is to dispose of
this question and to rule the attempt by the member for
Lyndhurst to second read this bill today out of order.
That conclusion on an ordinary reading of the words is
very strongly reinforced when you have regard to the
purposes of the provision for a latter day for a second
reading, the narrow nature of this proviso, and the
importance of upholding longstanding Westminster
traditions for the protection of all members of the
house.
Mr Shaw — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of The Nationals mentioned that lots of stunts
are being played and that this is a stunt. Well he has
pulled a number, the government has pulled a number
and the opposition has pulled a number. They have
their little banners they show the media. It is all about
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stunts in this place. But what about things like honesty
and respect and integrity?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston to continue.
Mr Shaw — We saw that the Leader of The
Nationals said on national television that the member
for Frankston would never get a briefing, and he is
complaining about briefings now. I do not understand
what — —
The SPEAKER — Order! On this point of order,
please.
Mr Shaw — Yes, on this point of order; we have
been talking about briefings, Speaker. I got a briefing
last night, sure. Was it before the Leader of The
Nationals or the Leader of the House got one? If it was,
so what?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Shaw — I got a briefing. I speak to the
Opposition Whip, and many of you have seen me speak
to the Opposition Whip; we do it in clear sight. We do
it either in Queen’s Hall, or in Strangers Corridor or in
the library with the doors open. There was nothing
untoward about any of that. We were talking about this
bill, talking about health and talking about how the
campaign is going, if you really want to know what the
conversation was about.
The SPEAKER — Order! Whilst I understand the
member for Frankston is responding to the comments
of the Deputy Premier, this point of order is about
whether the bill is debated forthwith or at another time.
Mr Shaw — Speaker, we have not seen a private
members bill in this term of Parliament. The party of
free speech, which I belong to and hold dearly, is
probably more liberal than the Liberals over there. The
foundation of free speech has been stifled by members
of the government leadership — not the Liberal Party’s
core foundations, but the leadership of the Liberal
Party. They are not holding to the core values of what
‘liberal’ stands for and the conservative values there.
They will come out on YouTube and shut down debate
on private members bills to scare others away. I want to
experience a private members bill being debated here. I
want to hear debate on a private members bill for the
first time in this house, and we should have that, instead
of free speech being stifled by all people in this
Parliament. We all stifle free speech in this Parliament.
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I want to be able to hear debate on a private members
bill on the floor, and I am happy to hear it today.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order,
Speaker the will of the house to proceed to the
second-reading debate is perfectly clear this morning.
The whole argument from the government benches is
that a briefing did not occur. At a time when we were
still all working in this place, the bill, the explanatory
memorandum and the second-reading speech were
provided to the Independent member for Frankston, the
manager of government business and the Leader of The
Nationals, but their argument this morning is that there
was no briefing.
It would be a farce to agree with that contention
because the bill was provided, but the leader of
government business refused to hear. You cannot
complain the next day that a briefing was not provided
when you were given the opportunity to be fully briefed
on what I can say is a very simple bill with very clear
provisions talking about the release of essential data to
the Victorian people. It would not take a long time or an
army of people to explain this bill. The manager of
government business shut the door on that briefing.
Speaker, it would be a farce if you were to rule that a
briefing was not provided when the only reason a full
briefing was not provided was that the manager of
government business did not want to hear it. How can
you cure a sick man if he will not take his medicine?
How can you do that? The manager of government
business refused to be briefed. The Independent
member for Frankston and the Leader of The Nationals
were briefed on the bill.
This is a matter of urgency, and those opposite giggle
and laugh. People are dying because ambulance
response times across the state have blown out. Rather
than the cowardly gagging of debate, rather than the
crocodile tears we get from this cowardly Premier in
front of grieving families — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is too high. I bring the member for Monbulk back to the
point of order that is being debated. The point of order
is whether the bill should be debated forthwith.
Mr Merlino — A briefing was provided. Every
endeavour was made to provide a briefing during
parliamentary hours while we were all working, unlike
what happened with the road safety bill when the
government’s version of a briefing was hearing it on
3AW before it was first read and then second read in
the other place. That is this government’s version of a
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briefing. Last night the shadow Attorney-General and
the manager of opposition business went to the Leader
of The Nationals, the manager of government business
and the Independent member for Frankston and
provided both the bill and the opportunity to go through
the clauses of the legislation. The manager of
government business shut her door. The government
cannot complain this morning that a briefing was not
provided.
This is a matter of urgency. The other place is allowing
the bill’s second reading, so rather than gagging debate,
government members should acknowledge that this bill
is a matter of public importance and should be debated.
The will of the house is clear. We want the bill debated.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, Speaker, the
less substance the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has,
the louder he shouts. The standing orders of this house
are absolutely crystal clear. In fact they were written by
the Labor Party — adopted by this house, but written
by the Labor Party. Standing order 61(2) clearly
requires that:
… representatives of the other parties, and any Independent
members, have received a prior copy of the bill and a
briefing …

Marching into an office at 5 minutes to 10 and dumping
a copy of a bill on a desk is not receiving a briefing.
Speaker, you have heard from the Leader of the House
and from the Deputy Premier, both of whom outlined
the exact circumstances. Both of them made it
absolutely clear to you that no briefing on this bill has
been received, and therefore the standing orders have
not been complied with.
The standing orders are very important because they
protect the ability of this house to properly consider
matters. We generally have two weeks between a
second-reading motion and debate on that motion in
order to give this house and all its members adequate
time and opportunity to receive briefings and consider
matters before the bill is brought on for debate. As a
shadow minister I had four years of receiving briefings,
and as a minister I have had four years of arranging
briefings for the opposition. Briefings are very
important because there are matters within bills that
require discussion within parliamentary parties and
matters within bills that require discussion with the
community. The standing orders were written
specifically to stop this sort of ambush, and they protect
every member of this house and the house itself.
I understand, contrary to assertions made by members
opposite, that the bill has not been second read in the
other place. Speaker, you have been given
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misinformation by members opposite, which is
characteristic of their performance and the way they go
about things.
The standing orders matter. They count for something
and need to be adhered to. Speaker, you are the person
charged with the responsibility of interpreting whether
the standing orders have been complied with. If the
member for Lyndhurst was hanging around the home of
the Leader of the House at 4 o’clock in the morning and
shoved the bill under her door, was that a briefing? No.
Briefings need to be received, not offered in a mad rush
but received. That is the wording of the standing orders,
which have not been complied with. Speaker, my
submission is that you are obliged to rule that the
member for Lyndhurst is not able to proceed with the
second reading today.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, one
can only wonder what Victorians waiting too long for
an ambulance and what those waiting too long for a
hospital bed might think of the last hour of
parliamentary debate. This is a very simple issue. I put
it to you that the standing orders have been complied
with. Every best endeavour and every best effort has
been made by the opposition in good faith and with
goodwill to have this debate brought on today.
Those efforts were made with every expectation that as
a chamber we might pass the bill, and that the other
place might pass the bill, so that it might become law
that Victorians are entitled to know how their
ambulance system is performing, how long it takes for
an ambulance to arrive, how long it takes to get a bed in
a hospital and how long it takes for Country Fire
Authority or Metropolitan Fire Brigade resources to be
sent out in moments of need. This is not a complex
issue, and it is not a complex bill. In fact this bill and
the whole debate would be made completely redundant
if the Premier agreed to release this information instead
of hiding it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come back to the point of order.
Mr Andrews — The standing orders have been
complied with fully and absolutely.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — I cannot understand how anyone
when discussing this matter could be laughing so
raucously. This is about ambulance response times and
Country Fire Authority and Metropolitan Fire Brigade
response times. It is a simple bill.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Wednesday, 15 October 2014

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will stay relevant to the point of order.
Mr Andrews — The standing orders have been
complied with in full. Every best effort and every best
endeavour has been made. We have not, for instance,
relied on a morning program on 3AW as the briefing
mechanism. Turning on the radio is how the opposition
was briefed on a bill that we expect will pass this place
this week. We did not do that. The relevant shadow
ministers have made every best effort and every best
endeavour in good faith and with goodwill to comply
with the standing orders.
This is a simple bill and a simple set of arrangements
made necessary because the government will not
release this data. It is absolutely urgent that the
Victorian community knows the depth of the crisis in
our ambulance services, and this bill should be allowed
to be debated. Then let it be the will of the house as to
whether it passes, just as I respectfully submit to you,
Speaker, that just a short time ago it was the will of the
house, without a dissenting voice, that the bill be first
read. Let us at least have a debate. I respectfully submit
to you, Speaker, that would be the fair process going
forward. Let us have a debate and see what the will of
the house is. I know what the will of the Victorian
people is; they want to know how bad their ambulance
service has become under this Premier.
Mr McIntosh — On the point of order, Speaker,
compliance with the standing orders is a bit like
beauty — it is in the eye of the beholder. The most
important thing is that the merits or otherwise of this
bill are absolutely irrelevant. It is a question of whether
or not the process of this house has complied with
standing orders, and quite clearly there is a precondition
for the second reading to take place that there must
have been a briefing. In this case there is a suggestion
that it constitutes a briefing that the bill was flung
across the table to the Leader of the House and to the
Leader of The Nationals. The reality is, as you know
from your experience, Speaker, that a briefing is a very
detailed process, going through the bill clause by clause
in some circumstances, with explanation provided. It is
not something that is flung across a table in the dead of
night.
As I said, the most important thing to note here is that
the merits or otherwise of the bill are not the issue. The
Leader of the Opposition should debate those merits at
the appropriate time. The question is simply whether
passing a bill across a table to the Leader of the House
and to the Leader of The Nationals in the dead of the
night, without any other consultation with any other
member of the government who may have an interest in
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this, constitutes a briefing. Quite clearly, it does not
constitute a briefing, and therefore an essential
precondition for the second reading to take place now
has not been met. Accordingly, I ask the Speaker to
uphold standing order 61(2).
The SPEAKER — Order! I have listened as
intently as I can to the arguments for and against. There
are two things I wish to point out before I give my
ruling. What is happening in the Legislative Council is
not applicable to what happens here; this house decides
matters by itself. The second thing is that the member
for Bendigo East in her contribution twice appeared to
me to make veiled threats to the Chair. The member
appeared to make veiled threats as to how I would
come to my decision in this chair, and suggested
perhaps the house would revert back to the debacle that
was happening last year. I take that very seriously; I
will be studying Hansard.
As to the points of order on whether this bill should be
read forthwith, I have not been satisfied by the
arguments that a sufficient briefing has been provided.
It is very clear to me that there is no dissent from either
side as to what time the briefing — or supposed
briefing — happened when the bill was given to the
manager of government business and the Leader of The
Nationals. Briefings are not only for members of this
house. Briefings are also for the wider community, for
members of the public who are interested. I do not
believe that a substantial or sufficient briefing was
given. I therefore rule against the bill being debated
forthwith.
Leave refused for second reading later this day.
Ordered to be read second time next day.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 8 to
17 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Bendigo East electorate mine sites
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the city of Greater Bendigo
draws to the attention of the house:

PETITIONS
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That Unity Mining ceased mining in the Bendigo district
more than two years ago.

traffic-use intersection, and turning right is a dangerous
undertaking resulting in many accidents and near misses.

There are four sites involved, (Eaglehawk, New Moon,
Woodvale and Carshalton) that need to be rehabilitated.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Minister for Roads to
instruct VicRoads to investigate the installation of a turning
arrow at the intersection of Victoria Street and High Street,
Eaglehawk, for traffic heading north-east along Victoria
Street.

The Department of State Development, Business and
Innovation (DSDBI) has not ensured that Unity Mining
produces closure plans for all sites, despite repeated
requests from community representative members of the
Environment Review Committee (ERC).
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria instruct DSDBI to ensure that closure
plans for all sites are completed and presented to the next
Environment Review Committee meeting and that DSDBI
acts to compel Unity Mining to commence rehabilitation of
all four sites immediately the closure plans are presented to
the ERC.

By Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) (251 signatures).

Rail revival study
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria calls on
the Napthine government to immediately institute the
principles of the recent rail revival study to provide passenger
rail services between Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong and the
intermediate communities.
This will mean:
repair and reopening of the Castlemaine–Maryborough
rail line;
more passenger trains between Maryborough and
Ballarat;
trains from Maryborough connecting via Castlemaine to
Melbourne and Bendigo;
passenger trains between Ballarat and Geelong; and
reopening of the Moolort silo complex and ballast siding
and more efficient freight handling along the Bendigo
corridor.
Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
call on the Napthine Liberal government to publicly announce
its support for the project and to make a suitable allocation in
the forthcoming state budget to carry out this initiative in full.

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West)
(1217 signatures).

Victoria Street–High Street, Eaglehawk
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of the
house the hazardous situation for road users heading north-east
on Victoria Street, Eaglehawk Victoria 3556 and turning right
into High Street, Eaglehawk Victoria 3556. Currently there is
no right-hand signal for these vehicles, although it exists in the
opposite direction. Victoria Street–High Street is a high

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (58 signatures).

Hazardous waste
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We the undersigned residents of Victoria urgently request the
Victorian government to develop a statewide strategy to
manage hazardous waste and to produce a prescribed
industrial (hazardous) waste management policy and cease to
rely on the Lyndhurst landfill. This will ensure alternative
treatments to landfill for higher hazard waste are
appropriately researched, monitored and implemented.
That the Victorian government determines to introduce a
policy to ensure hazardous waste facilities are located in
remote areas well away from populated areas.

By Mrs BAUER (Carrum) (1254 signatures).

Sunshine quarry site contamination
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Sunshine and surrounding areas
draws to the attention of the house:
That there was regular dumping of large volumes of a
range of toxic chemicals from the large Massey
Ferguson factory site into the old Roberts quarry located
under the now Sunshine plaza complex, which is
bounded by Service and George streets and Hertford and
Hampshire roads. This occurred for over two decades
from the 1950s through to the late 1970s/early 1980s.
The quarry site was 1.5 acres in size and the quarry
100 feet deep according to Museum Victoria records.
The contaminated site was apparently not properly
remediated before construction of the Sunshine plaza.
Long-term residents and people working in the
environmental sector believe that groundwater
contamination is highly likely and that it could be
flowing under residents’ homes. Toxic vapours could be
rising into those homes like has been identified recently
at Clovelly Park in Adelaide following the closure of the
Mitsubishi car factory.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support Sunshine residents by ensuring
the Victorian government and its authorities undertake an
urgent groundwater testing regime in a 500-metre radius to
the south and east of the old quarry to determine the level of
risk to residents’ health and wellbeing — past, present and
future.

By Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (14 signatures).
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Strzelecki Highway, Leongatha
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of South Gippsland and Victoria
draws to the attention of the house the dangerous section of
the Strzelecki Highway, Leongatha, known as Crightons Hill.
Four people have been killed in traffic accidents at this windy
section of the highway during the past four years, including
two this year. There have also been approximately
20 accidents resulting in serious injury at Crightons Hill in the
past four years.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Assembly of
the Victoria fund a short-term remedy of reducing the speed
limit to 80 kilometres per hour, installing flashing warning
signs — or both — and in the long term altering the highway
to avoid these bends.
Petition initiated by the Great Southern Star newspaper,
Leongatha, and supported by the Leongatha Chamber of
Commerce and Industry.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly call on the Napthine Liberal government to give
Victorians the say they deserve and not sign any contracts for
this project before the 2014 state election.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (1 signature).

Ivanhoe and Heidelberg shopping centre speed
limits
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for the state government
to implement 40-kilometre-per-hour speed zones in the key
shopping centre locations of Upper Heidelberg Road in
Ivanhoe, Lower Heidelberg Road in Ivanhoe East and
Burgundy Street in Heidelberg.
In particular, we note:
government cuts to VicRoads means that no
40-kilometre speed zones are being funded in our area;

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (1203 signatures).

these key shopping strips are under constant local traffic
pressure and 40-kilometre speed zones are vital to
pedestrian safety.

Chandler Highway bridge
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria who
travel across the Chandler Highway bridge draws to the
attention of the house the Napthine government’s failure to
provide funding for, or a commitment to the duplication of
the Chandler Highway bridge. In particular, we note:

3577

The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria urge the state government to deliver this much
needed local safety measure.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (2 signatures).

TAFE funding

1.

97 per cent of respondents to a local survey supported
the duplication of the existing bridge.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

2.

Chandler Highway bridge has been identified as a major
thoroughfare and traffic congestion is continuing to get
worse. It also poses a threat to cyclists and pedestrians.

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the Napthine
coalition government’s cuts to TAFE. In particular, we note
that:

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Napthine government to provide funding
for, and give a commitment to, the duplication of the
Chandler Highway bridge.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (8 signatures).

1.

the Napthine government’s savage TAFE cuts are
driving job losses, course cuts and campus closures
across Victoria;

2.

the number of young people who are excluded from
education, work and training has increased as a result;
and

3.

long-term unemployment amongst young people is
skyrocketing — up by 52 per cent in the last 12 months
alone.

East–west link
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Napthine Liberal
government’s intention to build an $8 billion tunnel. In
particular we note that:
1.

the Napthine Liberal government has failed to present a
business case for the tunnel;

2.

the $8 billion tunnel will do nothing to fix traffic
congestion in the Ivanhoe electorate;

3.

the $8 billion tunnel will mean that there is no funding
left for transport projects in the Ivanhoe electorate.

Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
call on Denis Napthine to reverse his disastrous cuts to TAFE
and ensure that all young people have the jobs and skills
opportunities they deserve.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (30 signatures).
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Rosanna Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house that Rosanna Primary School
requires up to $100 000 to demolish an old, disused timber
classroom building and landscape the area so that this space
can be reclaimed as an extra playground for the health and
wellbeing of current and future students. In particular, we
note:
1.

the local community supports Rosanna Primary
School’s goal to create additional playground space for
students by demolishing an old, disused classroom
building; and
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rebuild William Ruthven Secondary College. In particular,
we note that:
1.

the buildings and facilities are in poor condition and do
not meet the needs of students in the 21st century; and

2.

the Victorian government has not committed to rebuild
the school since it came to office in 2010.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly allocate funding to rebuild the school.

By Mr SCOTT (Preston) (227 signatures).

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

2.

the local community calls on the Napthine state
government to provide $100 000 to fund the demolition
of the old classroom building and contribute to
landscaping costs so that current and future students at
RPS can enjoy the use of expanded playground space.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (210 signatures).

Rosanna Road traffic management

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the impending sale of the
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE’s (NMIT)
Greensborough campus.
In particular we note:
1.

the Napthine government’s $1.2 billion in cuts to TAFE
funding has had a devastating effect on NMIT which has
reported a loss of $31.7 million in 2013;

2.

as a result of these funding cuts, the Napthine
government has caused the sell-off of NMIT’s
Greensborough campus;

3.

the closure of the Greensborough NMIT campus will
drastically reduce educational and training opportunities
for young people in Melbourne’s northern suburbs.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Resolve Rosanna Road Incorporated draws to
the attention of the house our demand for action to resolve the
traffic problems on Rosanna Road including:
volume, congestion, trucks, noise and safety.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (473 signatures).

Walhalla mobile phone coverage
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents, property/business owners and
visitors living elsewhere in Victoria to the town of Walhalla
draws to the attention of the house that:
1.

2.

the town of Walhalla is a comparatively remote
mountain location that has significant tourist visitation;
and
the area is subject to adverse weather events and local
emergencies which require reliable outside contact.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria seek the support of Regional
Development Australia to establish mobile phone coverage at
Walhalla as soon as possible.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the Napthine government to halt
its cuts to TAFE and to ensure that the Greensborough NMIT
campus is not sold off, but rather is reopened and kept for
training and educating future generations.

By Mr SCOTT (Preston) (875 signatures).

Reservoir level crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the huge obstruction to travel presented
by the railway crossing at Reservoir station. The crossing
divides Reservoir and prevents easy movement of both
pedestrians and vehicles. We note that:
1.

in the 2012 RACV Redspot survey, the junction was
listed as the eighth worst issue in the state — people
‘… are faced with agonisingly long waits to travel short
distances’;

2.

the long delays in getting through the crossing lead to
irresponsible and dangerous driving from people who
have become frustrated after waiting long periods to get
across.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan)
(1436 signatures).

William Ruthven Secondary College
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the desperate need for funding to

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly fund a grade separation at Reservoir station that
separates road and rail traffic to allow both to move freely.
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By Mr SCOTT (Preston) (1336 signatures).

Barmah forest brumbies
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VICTORIAN FLOODS DISASTER RELIEF
FUND
Final report

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We the undersigned residents of Victoria bring to the
attention of the Legislative Assembly of Victoria our
concerns with any proposed removal of the Barmah heritage
brumbies from the Barmah National Park. The petitioners
therefore request:
1.

that any actions to remove the Barmah forest brumbies
cease immediately; and

2.

that Barmah brumbies are allowed to remain in the
Barmah National Park to continue their 150-year
contribution to conserve biological diversity in the
forest.

By Mr WELLER (Rodney) (381 signatures).

Lake Cooper

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services), by leave, presented report.
Tabled.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
End-of-term report
Mr MORRIS (Mornington), by leave, presented
report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the importance of keeping water at Lake Cooper
to help save wildlife, promote family activities and tourism to
the area, promote safe water activities and bring support back
to the local community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support keeping water in Lake Cooper.

By Mr WELLER (Rodney) (339 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Ivanhoe be considered next day on
motion of Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Footscray be considered next day on
motion of Ms THOMSON (Footscray).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bendigo West be considered next day
on motion of Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Carrum be considered next day on
motion of Mrs BAUER (Carrum).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Narracan be considered next day on
motion of Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Rodney be considered next day on
motion of Mr WELLER (Rodney).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Alexandra District Hospital — Report 2013–14
Ambulance Victoria — Report 2013–14
Auditor-General:
Information and Communications Technology Controls
Report 2013–14 — Ordered to be printed
Mental Health Strategies for the Justice System —
Ordered to be printed
Public Sector Performance Measurement and
Reporting — Ordered to be printed
Bairnsdale Regional Health Service — Report 2013–14
Beechworth Health Service — Report 2013–14
Benalla Health — Report 2013–14
Central Gippsland Health Service — Report 2013–14
Cohuna District Hospital — Report 2013–14
Colac Area Health — Report 2013–14
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s I7D
granting a lease over Ballarat Botanic and Public Gardens
Reserve
Djerriwarrh Health Services — Report 2013–14
East Grampians Health Service — Report 2013–14
East Wimmera Health Service — Report 2013–14
Echuca Regional Health — Report 2013–14
Education and Early Childhood Development, Department
of — Report 2013–14
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Financial Management Act 1994:
Financial Report for the state of Victoria 2013–14,
incorporating the Quarterly Financial
Report No. 4 — Ordered to be printed
Report from the Minister for Planning that he had
received the Report 2013–14 of the
Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria
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Environment Protection Act 1970 — Variation to
the Best Practice Environmental Management —
Siting, Design, Operation and Rehabilitation of
Landfills (EPA Victoria
Publication 788)

Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report 2013–14 under
s 30L

Gippsland Southern Health Service — Report 2013–14

Swan Hill District Health — Report 2013–14

Harness Racing Victoria — Report 2013–14

Treasury and Finance, Department of — Report 2013–14

Heathcote Health — Report 2013–14

Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal — Report 2013–14

Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory
Rule 135 (Gazette G41, 9 October 2014)

Victoria State Emergency Service Authority —
Report 2013–14
Victorian Multicultural Commission — Report 2013–14

Kooweerup Regional Health Service — Report 2013–14 (two
documents)

Western District Health Service — Report 2013–14

Kyabram and District Health Service — Report 2013–14

Wimmera Health Care Group — Report 2013–14.

Mallee Track Health and Community Service — Report
2013–14
Maryborough District Health Service —
Report 2013–14
National Parks Advisory Council — Report 2013–14
Ombudsman — Investigation following concerns raised by
Community Visitors about mental health facility — Ordered
to be printed
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2014–15 budget Estimates — Part One
South West Healthcare — Report 2013–14
State Development, Business and Innovation, Department
of — Report 2013–14
Statutory Rules under the following acts:
Estate Agents Act 1980 — SR 153
Infringements Act 2006 — SR 152
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990 — SR 154
Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011 — SR 151
Wildlife Act 1975 — SR 155
Stawell Regional Health — Report 2013–14
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 151,
152, 153, 154
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order No. 790

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Boral Western Landfill
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise today to
acknowledge the hard work of members of the
community who have worked together opposing the
expansion of the Boral Western Landfill site. If elected,
a Labor government led by the member for Mulgrave
will use its powers to call in any further application by
Boral to expand its landfill operations at the landfill site
in Deer Park.
For those who are unaware of the site’s history, late last
year Boral applied for a permit to expand the landfill
operations at the Deer Park site to a size equivalent to
105 MCGs. Not surprisingly this caused massive
concern for residents living in adjacent suburbs. They
have already had to deal with odour issues that exceed
Environment Protection Authority limits.
I led the fight on this issue from the very first
community meeting held in Caroline Springs organised
back in February. Following this meeting a campaign
was begun, 6000 objection letters were submitted to
Melton City Council and over 12 000 signatures were
tabled in Parliament. The expansion was rejected by
Melton City Council, and Boral decided not to appeal
the decision to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT). However, Boral has indicated that it
will soon re-lodge an application with Melton City
Council.
The community worked together to demonstrate to
council the level of opposition and concern that exists
around the application to expand the site. It has always
been my belief that an independent process with proper
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community consultation is the only way to deal with
any expansion proposal. That is why, if elected to
government, Labor will establish an independent
advisory committee to consider this application and a
Labor planning minister will have the final say — not
council or VCAT. Labor has listened and if elected will
put the community’s needs first.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Bairnsdale Regional Health Service
Mr BULL (Minister for Local government) — I am
delighted that the Victorian coalition government will
provide Bairnsdale Regional Health Service with over
$2 million to redevelop its wards to create a better
treatment complex for patients. It was also recently
announced that the hospital will receive a
$500 000 boost to help its emergency department better
respond to patients affected by alcohol and drugs such
as ice. The ward redevelopment will mean patients
needing higher levels of care can be treated closer to
home and to family and friends.

Mallacoota project funding
Mr BULL — I recently had the pleasure of visiting
Mallacoota to make a number of funding
announcements with regard to areas in the far east of
the state. These include funding of $176 000 for
Mallacoota Arts Council to complete its community
building, which will house the local community radio
and arts council. The new Mallacoota library will
receive $150 000 in state funds. For the first time the
residents of Mallacoota and surrounding towns, such as
Genoa and Gipsy Point, will have access to a full-time
library.
There is also $50 000 in state funds going to the
Mallacoota Abalone Fishermens Co-Op Ltd to
modernise its plant in a project that will reduce waste
and make it more energy efficient. The Mallacoota
coastguard flotilla will also receive $80 000 in state
funds for the purchase of a new vessel, which is very
important with the near completion of the Bastion Point
boat ramp, which will see more offshore trips by
recreational fishers.

Australian Volunteer Coast Guard Marlo
flotilla
Mr BULL — I would like to also acknowledge this
government’s ongoing support for the Marlo
coastguard flotilla, with $55 000 in state funds being
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provided for the purchase of a new tow vehicle for its
vessel.

Napoleons Primary School
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I was pleased last
month to visit Napoleons Primary School with the
Leader of the Opposition, the member for Mulgrave, to
announce that if elected to government, Labor will
establish a formalised school crossing on
Colac-Ballarat Road with flashing speed signs to
provide safety for students at the school.
School council president Joanne Gilbert also alerted the
Leader of the Opposition to the threat from the current
government to remove a relocatable Mod5 classroom
which has been built into the structure of the school.
From speaking to local Liberal members on this issue it
is clear they had been led to believe that the decision
had been reviewed by the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development. The school community
has since found out that no formal review has taken
place, and it appears that the government is hoping to
fob off the Napoleons school community until after the
election. The school community does not want to be
fobbed off; it wants clear answers about the retention of
this building before its members vote.

Buninyong planning zones
Mr HOWARD — The Buninyong community was
outraged to learn recently that on 23 September the
Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy, indicated that he
had determined residential zonings for the city of
Ballarat. Rather than accepting the recommendation
from the City of Ballarat to include the Buninyong area
as a neighbourhood residential zone and without
consulting the Buninyong community, the minister had
determined to zone Buninyong as general residential,
which will allow as-of-right subdivisions down to
300 square metres in size. This arrogant decision needs
to be reversed to protect the character of Buninyong.

Ballarat Diwali celebrations
Mr HOWARD — I was delighted on Saturday
night to attend with my family the Diwali celebrations
at the Ballarat Lodge & Convention Centre, and I
congratulate the Ballarat Indian Association Inc. on
running such an enjoyable event.

Bright Marngrook game
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — On Friday I will participate
in the Marngrook footy game at Bright P–12 College. I
will join local community members and some boys
from the Wadeye Aboriginal community wearing only
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a lap-lap and some ceremonial skin paint as we pursue
a stuffed possum-skin ball. This game is part of the
Bright P–12 partnership with the Thathangathay
Foundation and the Kindred Spirits Foundation, which
seek to provide broader experiences to young people
from Wadeye, a seriously disadvantaged Northern
Territory community, and to encourage them to achieve
to their potential. Local Bright P–12 students also get
the opportunity to visit Wadeye and learn about their
rich Aboriginal culture. Well done to Justin and Bee
Crawley and the whole Bright community. It is a great
project.

Bangerang community
Dr SYKES — I would also like to comment on my
experiences with the Bangerang people, traditional
custodians of much of the Benalla electorate, along
with the Taungerong, Dhudhuroa and Yorta Yorta. I
have worked with and formed great respect for
Bangerang people such as Uncle Sandy Atkinson,
Vicki, Marlene, Jane, Kevin Atkinson, Uncle Wally
Cooper and his boys Kevin and Jesse. Uncle Wally has
a great ability to connect our cultures, highlighted by
the words he uses when he does a welcome to country.
He highlights that, ‘We walk across this country
together’. One of my most treasured memories is from
earlier this year, when with the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs I met with over 100 Bangerang people in
Benalla. We met four generations of proud, caring
people with a very strong connection to their country. I
wish them well in their application to be become a
registered Aboriginal party, which is currently being
considered by the Aboriginal Heritage Council.

Northcote electorate transport commitments
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — This morning
the Leader of the Opposition and state Labor made
another great announcement benefiting my community
in Northcote — another level crossing will be fixed,
this time at Grange Road in Fairfield and Alphington
on the Hurstbridge line. This is a notoriously congested
area in my electorate. I live nearby and have seen
firsthand many close calls as frustrated drivers or
banked-up traffic finds itself on the wrong side of the
boom gates. Just this morning, during this great
announcement, the train stopped just metres from the
crossing because a taxi found itself unable to clear the
tracks.
This announcement complements the opposition’s
previous commitment to fix the Chandler Highway
bridge, another great initiative for our community. It
will provide tremendous relief to the inner northern
suburbs of Melbourne, as well as improve safety for all
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concerned. It also complements our decision to increase
the number of peak-hour services on the Hurstbridge
line, another much-welcomed benefit for my local
community. As we on this side of the house know, level
crossing upgrades are not just about road users. They
are about safety and being able to provide more train
services — a win-win scenario.

Level crossings
Ms RICHARDSON — Speaking of level crossings,
it would be remiss of me not to acknowledge the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, because it was her
disgraceful decision to waste millions of taxpayers
dollars on removing a disused level crossing in
Brighton ahead of hundreds of other, more congested
and more dangerous level crossings that got me
thinking about the need to fix level crossings in
Melbourne when I was the shadow public transport
spokesperson. It brought attention to this issue like
never before, but for all the wrong reasons.
Nonetheless, the minister’s misstep and decision to
disregard — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Bentleigh electorate infrastructure initiatives
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — The coalition
government understands the importance of investing in
local schools, upgrading community facilities, keeping
the community safe and improving public transport for
all residents in the Bentleigh electorate. I was pleased to
welcome the Premier to the Bentleigh electorate
recently to announce the pledge that McKinnon
Secondary College will receive $9 million and
Bentleigh Secondary College will receive $9.6 million
for major works. This announcement follows three
large school funding announcements earlier this year
for major works at Coatesville Primary School,
Valkstone Primary School and Southmoor Primary
School.
During my first term in office as the state member for
Bentleigh the government has delivered full funding to
remove the level crossings at North Road, Ormond;
Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena; and Koornang
Road, Carnegie, which will greatly ease traffic
congestion in and around the Bentleigh electorate.
Protective services officers now patrol Ormond,
McKinnon, Bentleigh and Moorabbin stations, with
Patterson to come, making these stations and their
surrounds safer for commuters. I am also delivering a
new station at Southland. Furthermore, a new
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pedestrian crossing has been built on Jasper Road to
enhance community road safety.
I am proud to be delivering a new sports pavilion at
Centenary Park and an $8 million investment in the
Moorabbin Reserve redevelopment, which will see a
new purpose-built pavilion, improved car parking, new
picnic facilities and landscaped open space for the
community to enjoy.
Construction has now started on the Monash Children’s
hospital, a $250 million project to deliver a 230-bed
state-of-the-art hospital that will benefit young families
in the Bentleigh electorate and surrounding areas in
Melbourne’s south-east for decades to come. A
re-elected Napthine government will also build
Australia’s first dedicated cardiac hospital,
MonashHeart.
I would be humbled to be re-elected to serve the
Bentleigh community for a second term to see many of
these funded projects reach completion and to build an
even better Bentleigh and a better Victoria and continue
to plan for the future.

Ann Nichol House
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Over the last nine
months members in this house would have heard me
raise the issue of Ann Nichol House aged-care facility
numerous times. Over that time I have tabled a petition
on behalf of more than 1300 residents of Bellarine,
asked questions of various ministers and sought
guarantees on behalf of the community that Ann Nichol
House would not be handed over to a private operator.
On 18 September that happened. What is absolutely
clear is that the Minister for Health in particular has
misled the community of Bellarine and played an active
role in facilitating the sale of Crown land to Bellarine
Community Health and then to Arcare. This
commenced from at least March of this year. He looked
into the eyes of Ann Nichol and other community
representatives and said he could do nothing, while at
the same time he was actively involved in selling the
land. The entire sale process, and particularly the sale of
Crown land stinks. There is a smell about it.
As a result, I wrote on 24 September to the
Auditor-General and on 8 October to the Ombudsman
seeking an investigation into that sale process. On
17 September the land was sold to Bellarine
Community Health on the basis that the facility would
be extended and the improvements would then be
owned by Bellarine Community Health. On
18 September, the next day, the board of Bellarine
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Community Health voted to sell freehold the former
Crown land and buildings to Arcare, a private operator,
with the final sale contract to be completed on
28 November, a day before the election. This
government, and the Minister for Health in particular,
has let down the community of Bellarine and ignored
its interests.

Opposition performance
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I spoke yesterday about
the lack of leadership qualities of Dan the Man, and
today I would like to focus on the rest of the pinko
commos on the other side to see if anyone over there
could step in if Dan the Man resigned and went to run
slush funds for the various unions he is closely
associated with, like the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union, the union thugs led by his close
friend, John Setka, or Cesar Melhem’s Australian
Workers Union or even Steve McGhie’s ambo
union — he would fit in well with any of them.
But back to the alternatives, there is the angry ant, the
member for Monbulk, the deputy leader, who can offer
nothing but abuse and is as predictable as night
following day, or the loudmouthed organiser from
Bendigo East, with her shrill voice and useless points of
order. No, she is no alternative. The shadow Treasurer,
the member for Tarneit, is in a position that would
normally be a natural step up to leadership, but he
cannot add two and two together. Maybe that alone is a
good reason for the possibility, because Labor never
worries about finance. What about the member for
Richmond? No, he is too busy fighting off the Greens,
and the same is true of the members for Melbourne and
Brunswick. They are all waiting for Liberal Party
preferences to see them across the line.
What alternatives do we have from the mob of drongos
on the other side, who think they would like to be in
government again? You would have to be joking!
Where are the possible leaders? Where are they? They
are a hopeless bunch of puppets, run by the union
movement, led by Dan the Man, who does not have the
integrity or leadership qualities to lead this great state.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Wyndham school funding
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — Once again schools and
vital community services in the city of Wyndham have
missed out under the Napthine government. In the
recent round of school funding announcements no
funding for upgrades to Wyndham schools has
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occurred. The Napthine government has continued to
ignore schools in Wyndham. Approximately 80 per
cent of schools that received funding were in
coalition-held or marginal seats, but not a single
Wyndham school received a dollar from the Napthine
government’s additional school maintenance funding
announcement. That is typical of the Napthine
government’s attitude towards education in Wyndham.
The Liberal government has failed to match Victorian
Labor’s commitment to deliver $10 million for Tarneit
P–9 College and $7 million for Werribee Secondary
College capital works. That is despite a 2012 audit of
government school maintenance finding that close to
$45 million needed to be spent on 142 western
suburban schools in order to bring the buildings up to
scratch. In its last term in office, the previous state
government invested an average of $467 million a year
on school capital works compared to this government’s
paltry $278 million.

South Stone Lodge Psychogeriatric Nursing
Home
Mr PALLAS — At South Stone Lodge
Psychogeriatric Nursing Home, another vital
psychogeriatric facility in Melbourne’s west, a rally
was held yesterday at which 500 people signed
petitions. I thank Sue Findley, who spoke about her
experience and what her mother is going through as this
vital service is being shut down.

Sandringham College
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
the Premier and to the Minister for Education, who on
Monday announced a major $13 million investment in
Sandringham College. The investment will support
proposed sporting and science academies at the
college’s Beaumaris campus.
On the same day the president of the Melbourne
Cricket Club (MCC), Paul Sheahan, announced a
proposed multimillion-dollar coinvestment by the MCC
Foundation. Mr Sheahan noted that the school facilities
would sit alongside world-class cricket and other
sporting facilities, which will be available to the school
community, MCC sporting teams and, importantly,
local sporting clubs. The foundation has worked
previously with the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development to make excellent sporting
facilities available at Melbourne High School. The new
money builds on the $6 million the Napthine
government invested at Sandringham College in the
2013–14 budget and will be a significant investment in
education for families in the area.
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I welcome the aggregate $19 million landmark
reinvestment in Sandringham College being provided
by the government in partnership with the MCC, which
will realise the development of world-class facilities for
the school. The decision by the coalition government
will also provide an important educational legacy for
future generations of students. I pay tribute to Ron
Wakefield, the president of the school council, the
school principal, Allen Mcauliffe, and successive
school councils which have sought to develop
contemporary educational facilities in the electorate.

Government performance
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I acknowledge the
almost 700 people who have signed my online
petitions. It is important not only to acknowledge those
who have taken the time to put their names to online
petitions but also to put on the record their commitment
to influencing policy. The petitions that have been
signed include a petition objecting to the increase in the
cost of car registration — as we know, the cost of car
registration went up by 18 per cent from April 2012 and
by another $25 from 1 July 2014. Another petition
provides support for our paramedics by objecting to the
ever-increasing time it takes to get an ambulance —
and let us not forget that this government has waged
war on paramedics for more than two years. Other
petitions object to the cuts to school capital funding, to
the cuts to education, to the cuts to the Country Fire
Authority budget and, of course, to the cuts in TAFE
funding. People also went online to support bringing
the AFL to Ballarat.
A government should be judged on its record, and as
we can see, almost 700 people are not happy with this
government’s poor performance. That is 700 people on
top of the many members of my community who have
signed paper petitions and who have spoken to me at
markets and street stalls. Let us look at this
government’s record, and this is by no means a
definitive list. The education maintenance allowance is
to be scrapped from 2015. The apprentice trade bonus
has been cut by $20 million. Home and community
care funding going to the City of Ballarat has been cut.
Victorian certificate of applied learning coordinator
funding has been cut. At Ballarat Community Health,
health promotion funds have been cut by $236 000. The
express train service has gone, extending service time
by 7.7 per cent. I could go on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 15 October 2014

ASSEMBLY

East–west link
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — The recent
announcement by the Premier, the Treasurer and the
Minister for Roads that the east–west link project will
be proceeding under a coalition government is very
good news for Victoria. It is particularly good news for
residents in my electorate of Forest Hill, as they battle
their way from the east to the airport or across the city.
This $6.8 billion total project cost will not only create
an estimated 3700 jobs but will also significantly
reduce travel times and simplify travel between the east
and west of Melbourne. The subsequent
announcements that the vast majority of construction
expenditure will be spent locally, with the local content
levels exceeding 90 per cent, will be a huge boost to the
local economy. Additionally, the announcement that
around 150 traineeships and apprenticeships will be
included as part of this project will result in ongoing
benefits for both those involved and the broader
Victorian community.
I congratulate all those involved in advancing this
project and note that responsible economic
management is one of the cornerstones of a stable and
prosperous society. This government has presided over
four outstanding budgets and has proven itself to be a
strong and responsible economic manager.
In contrast, the announcement by the Leader of the
Opposition that he would tear up the east–west link
contracts should the Labor Party be elected in
November is a devastating blow to business confidence
in Victoria. To have the opposition leader acting in this
way for a purely short-term political purpose shows that
he and his team are not fit to govern this great state. It is
a sign of reckless and irresponsible leadership.
Victorians cannot afford the risk of Labor governing
later this year.

Retiring coalition members
Mr ANGUS — I take this opportunity to pay tribute
to the retiring coalition members on their great careers
and significant contributions to the Parliament. The
members for Hawthorn, Kew, Bulleen, Bass, Lowan,
Shepparton and Benalla, as well as the member for
Rodney, who is going to the other place, are to be
congratulated on their outstanding service to their local
communities over a long period of time. I wish each of
these members well in their retirement.

Shaheens Eid gala dinner
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I attended the
Shaheens Eid gala dinner recently hosted by the
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Shaheens Social and Sporting Club, which celebrated
the appearance of Pakistan’s first ever footy team in
any Australian Football League international cup as
well as the festival of Eid. The recently arrived High
Commissioner for Pakistan, Her Excellency Mrs Naela
Chohan, also graced the evening with her presence,
expressing support and appreciation to the entire club
for attempting and succeeding in presenting a strong
image of Pakistan. I had the pleasure of speaking with
her in fluent Spanish as well as in English.
Respective performances from Pakistani, Indonesian
and Dinka dance groups enthralled the audience, which
sat spellbound through the Shaheens tribute video
played in between the performances. The Pakistan
Shaheens footy team is a venture of Shaheens Social
and Sporting Club. The Shaheens set history earlier this
year by participating in the 2014 AFL International
Cup, during which they also defeated their archrivals on
many sporting fields — India. In an emotional speech
the club’s chief executive officer, Kashif Bouns,
revisited Shaheens’ journey and commended the
players who worked tirelessly to achieve this feat. He
said that the journey was full of surprises, excitement,
sacrifices and valuable lessons and reaffirmed his belief
that nothing is impossible. It showed the world, yet
another time, that teamwork never fails. He also urged
everyone involved not to get complacent, as ‘we’re not
done yet’. I said that theirs is the true face of Islam —
of peace, harmony and inclusion, one which celebrates
multiculturalism.

Fawcett hall
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I was thrilled to be
involved in the recent reopening of the Fawcett hall.
The previous hall was too small to cater for the needs of
the Fawcett and Koriella communities, but now that has
changed for the better through a $60 000 investment by
the coalition government. The redevelopment of the
hall is a wonderful example of a community-driven
project supported by the coalition government’s
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
The Fawcett hall committee of management has done a
wonderful job led by the president, the irrepressible
Sam Hicks, and supported by Ian Newman, secretary
and historical coordinator; and by Les Perry, Sandra
Macalister, Geoff Sparke, Jim Young, Bernhard
Sauerbeck, Jimmy Swanton, Joy Burchell and Lyn
Mulhall. Well done to all.

Retiring Nationals members
Ms McLEISH — I want to acknowledge the
contribution made to this Parliament over the last
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12 years by my coalition colleague and good friend
Dr Bill Sykes, the member for Benalla, who will retire
at the coming election. Tenacious, driven and
passionate, he is a great example of a member who
gives his all for local communities and fights for what
he believes in. These traits were most evident in his
relentless fight to plug Labor’s $750 million white
elephant, the north–south pipeline. He was always there
for the community and took the fight to the former
Labor government. I know it was a highlight for him,
and for me too, when the coalition government
successfully plugged the pipe.
On behalf of our communities, I thank Bill for his
support and persistence in this area. His passion for
rural and regional Victoria and agriculture is obvious,
and it was appropriate that he had the opportunity this
term to serve as Parliamentary Secretary for Primary
Industries to the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security. Bill is spoken of so highly in the electorate
that I know he will be missed.
Bill and his office have been a wonderful support for
both me and my office since I was elected to
Parliament. I wish him good health and happiness in the
coming years and trust that Sally will not have to
endure another calving season on her own. Best of luck,
Bill.

TAFE funding
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — How sad it is for
Victorians, for industry, for students and for TAFE
institutes that the current Minister for Higher Education
and Skills is either suffering from short-term memory
loss or is totally delusional. At every chance he walks
away from the Napthine government’s policies, blames
critics of his government’s funding cuts for ‘talking
down TAFE’, and blames everyone else but himself for
the destruction caused by his government’s funding
cuts. I guess the first person the minister should attack
for talking down TAFE is his predecessor, Peter Hall, a
member for Eastern Victoria Region in the other place,
who wrote to TAFE CEOs back in May 2012 about the
impact of the government’s funding cuts and said he
shared their feelings of shock, incredulity, disbelief and
anger at his own government’s cuts. This was not
coming from Labor; these were the words of the
minister’s own predecessor, a minister who considered
resigning over the impact he knew the cuts would have
on his portfolio.
Unlike his predecessor, perhaps the current minister
does not see the damage his government’s cuts have
caused to TAFE and the training system. Perhaps he
cannot hear industry screaming about the avalanche of
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dodgy tick-and-flick training providers. Perhaps he
does not talk to the 3000 sacked TAFE teachers, the
thousands of students who cannot afford the massive
fee increases, or the TAFE CEOs who are seeing their
once-proud institutions plunging into oblivion.
I say to the minister, ‘Stop bleating, stop blaming
everyone else. Face up to the fact that you are in
charge’. If he does not want the job, then he should
resign. I for one would be very happy to take it over
from him.

Leader of the Opposition
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — We know
something stinks when a fellow traveller refuses a free
lunch, and something certainly stinks to high hell inside
the Labor Party, which is run by the Leader of the
Opposition and his mates in Victoria’s corrupt union
movement. The Age reported on Tuesday, 14 October,
that a member for Western Metropolitan Region in the
other place, Cesar Melhem, has been summoned to
reappear in front of the Royal Commission into Trade
Union Governance and Corruption to further explain
the activities of the Industry 2020 slush fund he used to
line his and his union mates’ pockets off the back of
hardworking Victorians. The think tank mentioned in
the article refused to bank a $9600 cheque from
Mr Melhem because it instinctively knew there was
something dodgy about it. If the think tank could see
this dodgy activity from a mile off, how is it that the
Leader of the Opposition, despite revelation after
revelation, still condones this activity in his own
caucus?
When is the Leader of the Opposition going to take a
stand and stamp out this rampant brown-paper-bag
diplomacy in the Victorian Labor Party? The simple
answer is that he has shown time and again, as a former
minister and as the Labor leader, that he does not have
the fortitude to reign in his dodgy Labor mates. At all
times he seeks to abdicate responsibility for those he
relies upon for political support inside the Labor Party.
Victorians deserve answers. Labor and the Leader of
the Opposition simply cannot be trusted.

Baringhup broiler factory
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The
community of Baringhup and surrounding district are
extremely disappointed that the Minister for Planning
has rejected the Mount Alexander Shire Council’s
request for a comprehensive environment effects
statement (EES) on the proposed broiler factory at
Baringhup. The Mount Alexander Shire Council’s
request to the minister for an EES was supported by the
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community. This is because the proposal is extremely
complex and requires a thorough investigation of all the
underlying issues. The massive industrial scale of the
proposed complex alone demands a detailed assessment
of the likely impacts on the broader community. The
community questions how the planning minister could
possibly make an accurate assessment of the potential
for adverse consequences to the Mount Alexander shire
from his desk in Spring Street.
The fact that he did not pay the community or the local
council the courtesy of personally inspecting the site
before making this decision is both disrespectful and
insulting to the many thousands of people in the
community who will be adversely impacted by the
proposed development. This proposal does not fall into
the category of ‘just another normal development’. It
has the potential for many adverse consequences to
multiple stakeholders. The very small number of jobs
that will result from this development does not justify
the potential for a significant adverse economic impact
to the local economy.
The fact that this EES has been denied without a
personal inspection from the minister says a lot about
the minister’s regard for the genuine concerns of the
people who are being asked to live, work and coexist
with a development of this scale, complexity and
potential harm. On behalf of the community at
Baringhup and the surrounding region, I call on the
minister to urgently review and amend this decision.

Leader of the Opposition
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — How can Victorians
trust the Leader of the Opposition to be honest and
truthful with them when he will not stand up to the
corruption and lies of his union masters? In 2013 the
personal records of Cbus superannuation fund members
were divulged, without consent, to the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU). Such
unauthorised leaking of personal information, including
tax file numbers, is against the law and offenders are
subject to serious penalties.
The Royal Commission into Trade Union Governance
and Corruption recently heard evidence from Cbus
employee Lisa Zanatta, who admitted wilfully
misleading the royal commission by lying when she
said she was not responsible for a leak to the CFMEU.
Cbus superannuation fund members should be very
concerned about their private information being
secretly sent to a rogue union with a history of
standover tactics and intimidation. Members should not
forget that Ms Zanatta stood for the Labor Party as a
candidate in the Western Metropolitan Region in 2006.
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Why does the Leader of the Opposition still refuse to
condemn the CFMEU, despite its thuggery, illegal
conduct and now its breach of trust with hardworking
superannuation account holders? The Leader of the
Opposition let the CFMEU back into Labor’s Socialist
Left faction last year, and his party has accepted more
than $10 million from this union over the past decade.
The Leader of the Opposition is nothing but a patsy for
this corrupt rogue union. This is Labor, the party where
the Leader of the Opposition condones this illegal
behaviour. Victorians cannot afford to risk voting for
the member for Mulgrave and his party.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The
inconvenient truth is that unemployment is about to hit
double digits in Broadmeadows and youth
unemployment is perilously high. The inconvenient
truth is that the poorest and most vulnerable Australians
living in the Broadmeadows electorate are also the
hardest hit by the Abbott budget, while Sydney’s dress
circle seats, held by the Prime Minister and the
Treasurer, feature in the Liberal electorates suffering
least, according to the University of Canberra’s new
budget analysis.
When the coalition won government in Victoria it axed
almost $100 million in shovel-ready infrastructure
projects in Broadmeadows, the central activities district
and railway station redevelopment and a vital
government services building. Instead of investing in a
booming growth area it redistributed the money to
sandbag marginal seats. The Victorian coalition also cut
$25 million from Kangan Institute, then merged it with
Bendigo TAFE, again trying to win marginal seats
instead of honouring its pledge to govern for all. Now it
wants to take $25 million out of the City of Hume to
subsidise a breakaway Sunbury council in a decision
that is unprecedented, unfair and unsustainable.
Again, the poorest and most vulnerable families in the
state are being punished for the coalition’s political
purposes. The government must reinvest the money and
resources it has taken out of Broadmeadows back into
this proud community. This is the inconvenient truth
that the Premier and the government must look at, and I
would urge the federal Treasurer to come to the United
Nations in one neighbourhood, which is
Broadmeadows, before he goes to the G20, to see the
reality and separate that out from the rhetoric. It is not
about leaners and lifters. These are the people who have
been the heavy lifters all of their lives. They deserve a
fair go.
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Edithvale Aspendale Sporting Club
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I recently attended
the presentation night for the Edithvale Aspendale
Sporting Club, more commonly known as Edi-Asp. It is
a fantastic club. For a long time it has had football
teams in virtually every age group and has developed
many AFL players. In recent times the netball side of
the club has really taken off. Edi-Asp netball is
booming well beyond natural growth. It is a club that
players want to be at. The problem is that there are no
netball courts at Regents Park, and the club’s makeshift
home is crowded. Therefore I was pleased to announce
that should the Napthine government be returned to
office, it will fund the building of courts at Regents
Park.

Mordialloc Football Club
Ms WREFORD — On the same weekend I
attended the presentation night for the Mordialloc
Football Club. It was held at the Mordialloc Sporting
Club rather than the run-down Ben Kavanagh Reserve
facility. The club had plenty to celebrate, having had a
historic year, winning premierships in the firsts and
seconds, and having the Treasurer join me to announce
a $2.5 million pledge towards an integrated sporting
redevelopment for Ben Kavanagh Reserve should the
coalition be returned to office. Mordialloc Football
Club is a great club, which is performing well despite
substandard facilities. The coalition will fix them.

Dingley bypass
Ms WREFORD — On Monday I was joined by the
Premier and the Minister for Roads to turn the first sod
for the Dingley bypass. This is a road that Labor
promised in 1999 to build and for 11 years did nothing.
The coalition government is delivering for the seat of
Mordialloc and for Victoria.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Government achievements
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Gippsland South
proposing the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government for having fixed the problems which were the
legacy of the former Labor government while also building
for the future of a prosperous and growing Victoria.

Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — It is
my great honour, privilege and pleasure to lead this
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debate today. We came to government as a
Liberal-Nationals coalition on the basis that we would
fix the mess and build for the future. In that context the
intention was to reflect upon the mess which we were
left as a legacy by the former Labor government, to
address all its quirks, foibles and failings — many
though they have been — and then to build for the
future of this great state of which we are so proud.
The coalition has been able to achieve both elements of
the promise which it made to the public of Victoria. I
will address first the issue of dealing with Labor’s
mess. I will not try to accommodate every element of it,
otherwise I would be here all day, but some of the
features of it are well known to the people of Victoria.
They include, probably as the first order of the day,
addressing all the issues to do with the budgetary
incapacity of the Labor Party. As we know, Labor
simply cannot manage money. Labor cannot manage
major projects. It was demonstrable in the course of its
failed 11 years — or 10 years, or whatever it was.
The coalition government was able to make structural
adjustments, which have transformed its budget to a
position which is sustainable, and I am sure others will
make more fulsome reference to it in the course of the
debate. We have a AAA-rated economy and a stable
outlook, returning surpluses over the course of the out
years. It has been difficult to do, but in conjunction with
the people of Victoria its achievement has been
possible. It is noteworthy that in the 12 or thereabouts
markdowns that have occurred with agencies over the
course of the last four-odd years in all jurisdictions
across Australia the only exception to the general rule
which has applied federally and to every other state and
territory is Victoria.
The people of Victoria need to be applauded for
working with the government to achieve that outcome.
In terms of specific projects, myki was an absolute and
unmitigated shambles. We were able to renegotiate it
and, in effect, rebuild it so that it can operate in a
manner whereby it is providing the service to
Victorians which we had always anticipated. We are
now able to see that being delivered. The regional rail
link was another disaster. When we assumed
government the project had not been properly scoped,
let alone properly administered. We have been able to
do all of that, and the result is a great project for
Victoria that is being delivered — properly scoped,
ahead of budget and ahead of time.
The saga of the desalination plant is of course a
renowned story. Even though we have been able to
renegotiate the contract through the great work of the
Minister for Water, it still leaves Victorians who are
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Melbourne water customers paying something in the
order of $1.8 million per day for the next 27 or
28 years. Even if we take no water from the
desalination plant, that is the debt Melbourne water
customers are having to face, and that is ongoing. We
have done what we can, but you can only do so much.
Of course then there is the north–south pipeline. Was it
$750 million or was it $1 billion that Labor blew in
order to pipe water from the north of the Divide into
Melbourne? It was a plan that Labor members said they
would never contemplate. In fact they said precisely the
contrary — that they would never do it. Then in office
they proceeded to do it. There was no business case,
mind you. It never went to the agencies associated with
providing advice on these matters. The
Auditor-General’s report on the mismanagement of
Labor’s water project is a worthy read for anybody who
wants a decent bit of entertainment and to see how a
government should not operate. We have been able to
address all of those matters.
As the Leader of The Nationals and the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development I have a particular
interest in the regions of Victoria. We have undertaken
repairs and initiated elements of our policy which have
made a vastly beneficial difference to the regions of our
state. I begin with the fact that the former Labor
government had been operating the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, a fund that provided
an average of $61 million each year to the regions of
Victoria over about 10 or 11 years — that is,
$610 million-odd over the course of that time. It could
never keep up with the demand of the regions of
Victoria.
We were able to introduce the Regional Growth Fund,
and it has been a spectacular success by any standard.
As I stand here in this Parliament in the course of this
debate I can say that we have been able to deliver
something in the order of 1650-plus projects across the
state of Victoria. We have seen approximately
$480 million of the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund
being invested throughout the regions of the state,
which in turn has leveraged investment of about
$1.8 billion. That has resulted in the delivery of about
5000-plus new jobs in a vast array of enterprises across
the regions. It has resulted in 3500 jobs in the
construction phase and has meant that some
8000 positions have been retained. It has been a
magnificent success for rural and regional Victoria.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear the member for Geelong
interjecting and asking, ‘Where?’ and all the usual
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rubbish. I should say that I wish him well. He has only
two days to go in this place. The debate is happening in
the Parliament, but beyond the Parliament I wish him
well. The member was interjecting and asking,
‘Where?’. The answer is simple. He has only to look at
the departmental record on our website. It will show the
extraordinary support we have been able to provide for
the great city of Geelong through the Regional Growth
Fund, which has enabled many projects to be delivered.
For example, we have put $50 million into the Geelong
Heritage Centre. I reckon even the member for Geelong
would acknowledge that it has been a fantastic success.
We have done a multitude of other things as well, but
the time available does not allow me to dwell on them.
The greatest success of all has been the delivery on our
promise to spend $100 million of our $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund on the expansion of the natural
gas system throughout the regions of Victoria. It has
been a wonderful success. We promised we would
deliver gas to 14 priority towns. We now have contracts
in place for 7 of the priority towns to receive gas, plus
we have promised to augment Mildura’s gas supply by
50 per cent. That work has been substantially
completed, and the system will be brought into
operation in the early part of next year. We promised to
spend $1 million on a study to examine the prospect of
having natural gas delivered to the Murray towns. That
work was done, and as I will come to in a moment, we
are delivering on that promise as well.
The traditional system for the delivery of gas has been
via underground pipes which feed into a reticulation
system around the towns that benefit from the provision
of gas. However, as we went through the program we
found that was simply not a financial option for the
delivery of gas to some of those towns to which we had
promised to supply it. Accordingly we set up an option
which has been undertaken by Brookfield Infrastructure
Australia to deliver gas to not only the remaining seven
priority towns but also importantly four towns along the
Murray. On 30 September I announced that contracts
had been entered into to enable that to happen.
I pause to say it is a worry that it is a contract. It is a
worry because the Labor Party, which is already bent
on tearing up the contract for the east–west link, could
come into government, and we will then have another
contract which is at risk because of what the Labor
Party might do. We need the Labor Party to stop being
churlish and to simply admit that it got it wrong. We
need the Labor Party to abandon the sorts of
propositions which were put by a former Premier,
Mr Brumby, who so famously said in the lead-up to the
2010 election that in effect all the gas extensions which
were ‘sensible’ had been undertaken.
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We need Labor to forget the commentary from the
member for Bendigo East, who has so regularly
endorsed the view of her former leader, Mr Brumby,
that ‘sensible’ extensions of natural gas had been
undertaken. We need Labor to get over it, move on and
acknowledge some 18 000 connections now being
made available through the regions of Victoria as a
result of this great program. They will be very
beneficial to literally tens of thousands of people —
men, women and children — and to many businesses
throughout the regions of the state.
More particularly, Labor needs to commit to adopting
this program in the unfortunate event — tragic, even —
that it is elected on 29 November. We need Labor to get
behind this program and support these regional
communities. The funding is there, and the contract has
been signed. Labor needs to commit to this one, not tear
it up and destroy it. We need Labor to say to all these
communities and the many local government areas
involved that it will honour the contract.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear the interjection from the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who says, ‘Bad luck’.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr RYAN — Now he is saying that there is not a
contract. I can tell him the contract with Brookfield is
set in stone, and not even the Labor Party could conjure
up an argument against that fact. The real issue here is:
will Labor tear up this contract? I exhort Labor to adopt
the contract we now have in place and to tell the people
of regional Victoria, across what are now 18 towns
benefiting from this great program, that if it were to win
government — and God help us if it should be so — it
would honour the terms of the contract and see this
project delivered.
It is a similar case with the roads and bridges program,
for which we have provided $160 million across
40 regional municipalities. Why will Labor not commit
to this and tell these communities that they will see the
renewal of this wonderful piece of funding? It is one of
the initiatives most often spoken about and receives the
advocacy and support of regional councils, not only the
one in which I live but right across the regions of the
state — $1 million a year for each of four years across
40 councils, supplementing the funding they otherwise
receive, to enable them to do the all-important work
that is required of them. It is vitally important that
Labor stop threatening this program and endorse it.
Country communities are living under the threat of
what might happen if Labor wins government. Insofar
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as road maintenance is concerned, Labor is promising
$1 billion over eight years — $125 million a year. We
are spending $500 million this year on road
maintenance. Labor is threatening to cut road
maintenance by 75 per cent should it win government.
It should abandon that ridiculous proposition and agree
to the levels of funding this government has committed
to.
I look at Labor’s famous — now infamous — program
Back to Work — Victorian Labor’s Plan for
100 000 Jobs, which was cobbled together by the Labor
Party a couple of weekends ago. It is 10 or 11 pages
long, with photographs taking up two-thirds of each
page, accompanied by around 150 words. This is
supposed to be its big plan. One of the great reads is on
page 10 in relation to the support for our regions. Once
you get past all the usual rhetoric you hear from Labor,
there are two points. Firstly, it says:
Establish a $200 million regional jobs fund to grow the
regional economy.

What a classic! Who is going to run it? How is it going
to be managed? What is it actually aimed at? What is it
seeking to achieve? It is an absolute load of nonsense.
We have created about 5000 jobs through our $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund. Secondly, it says:
Guarantee a minimum $1 billion in funding to upgrade and
repair regional roads.

That is $125 million a year over eight years. It is a joke.
The other thing Labor needs to commit to is the
$220 million that we funded for the standardisation of
the rail between Mildura and Geelong. These are great
projects in the interests of Victorians, in particular
regional Victorians. This is all about fixing up the mess
and building for the future.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — If
ever we needed proof positive that self-praise is no
recommendation, we have just had it from the Leader
of The Nationals. When the only person who will say
anything good about you is yourself, then you are in a
bit of trouble. No amount of self-congratulatory
windbaggery and puffing itself up will alter the fact that
this government has fixed nothing and built nothing. It
has made so many issues much bigger than they ought
to have been. It bears no resemblance in personnel
terms — and, I might add, in performance terms — to
the government duly and fairly elected four years ago.
Rather than taking instruction from the Deputy Premier,
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someone who has so many questions to answer from
his time in various portfolios, from his time in — —
Mr Wynne — He was lucky to survive it.
Mr ANDREWS — Indeed, as the member for
Richmond eloquently points out, he was lucky to
survive these things — politically, of course.
In terms of this motion, apparently we ought to
congratulate the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government — the Baillieu-Ryan and Napthine-Ryan
coalition governments. Far from congratulating this
government, we ought to have a much more mature
discussion about exactly what is going on in families,
households, suburbs, regional cities, small country
towns and communities right across the state.
Members should be in no doubt that Victoria has the
highest unemployment rate on the mainland. I make no
disparaging comments about our friends in Tasmania,
but we used to do just a little bit better than keep our
nose in front of them. We used to do much better than
that. In fact this great state was the full-time jobs engine
room of the Australian economy. Members should
think about that for a moment. We are not blessed with
the ability to literally dig money out of the ground like
they do in Western Australia and Queensland. We have
always had to work much harder in this state to take
advantage of our greatest strength, our greatest
competitive advantage, which is our people. In the
manufacturing and services sectors our ingenuity and
drive and our hunger and passion were just some of the
qualities that are in no way represented by this
government. All of those qualities and so many more
are completely foreign and alien to this rabble, this
dysfunctional circus, that sits opposite.
This minority government bears no resemblance in
personnel or performance to the government elected
four years ago. Victoria has the highest unemployment
rate on the mainland, nudging 7 per cent, up from
4.9 per cent when this government came to power. We
will not congratulate the government on its
performance on unemployment. Do members want to
know about youth unemployment? Youth
unemployment is at 14 per cent in some communities.
In other communities it is 20 per cent, 30 per cent or
even higher than that. The figure in the great city of
Bendigo is 30 per cent. In Ballarat —
Ms Knight interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — It is 22.8 per cent, as the
candidate for Wendouree and member for Ballarat
West points out. She has not lost her voice to speak up
for the regions. She has not lost her voice to speak up

3591

for Ballarat, nor will she. That youth unemployment
figure is not just a number; it represents a generation of
young Victorians at risk of being left behind.
Unemployment has gone up, up and up again. Youth
unemployment is at scandalous levels, levels that really
should be concerning to all of us. Certainly they
concern every member on this side of the house, just as
they concern community leaders, civic leaders, parents
and employers right across the state. They do not
concern this government, though. Apparently it should
be congratulated on the worst unemployment level in
Victoria since October 2001. What happened in
September 2001? Ansett left. That is the context in
which we see these unemployment numbers. But
apparently the government ought to be congratulated on
it.
What is the answer to this unemployment crisis? The
first thing the government does is deny it. It denies,
brags and boasts, and then it tells the Victorian people
that they have never had it so good. ‘You have never
had it so good, and don’t you dare criticise the
government. You ought to get down on bended knee
and say, ‘Well done’. You ought to congratulate us’.
That is the submission from the unelected Premier — a
Premier leading a government that bears no relation to
the one elected four years ago.
As if that were not enough of an insult to the people of
this great state, the other government action
contributing to the unprecedented levels of
unemployment is to smash TAFE. That is what the
government has done. It has closed campuses, many of
which I have visited, like Swinburne in Lilydale, which
used to be a university and a TAFE. It was opened by
the Kennett government, no less; it survived Jeff
Kennett but it could not survive this government. Yet
not a word from the government members representing
seats in that part of eastern Melbourne. Not a word.
This government is happy to have kids from Yarra Glen
go to Hawthorn; apparently that is a convenient
commute. The government is happy to have people
who live in the heart of the Lilydale area lose the
opportunity of gaining the skills they need for the jobs
they want. We should congratulate the government for
this. Campuses have been closed, courses cut, teachers
sacked, skyrocketing fees and a generation of young
people in this state are at risk of being cut loose because
of this Premier’s cutbacks to our TAFE system.
But the government does not stop there. We have
unprecedented unemployment, denial, a request for
praise, a request to be congratulated and the smashing
of TAFE, making it harder for people to get those skills.
This is the key point: every young person who is
empowered to reach their full potential helps us all to
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reach our full potential. Conversely, and I am sure you
know this, Deputy Speaker, every young Victorian who
is held back holds us all back. It is as simple as that; it is
a very simple equation. At a time of transition — the
mantra of those opposite; although they never have an
answer as to where we are transitioning and how we
might get there — and at a time of unprecedented levels
of unemployment, the government smashes TAFE and
cuts young Victorians out of the life opportunities that
they are entitled to and the government then comes in
here and asks to be congratulated. It is worse than
indecent. It is disgraceful and an insult to every young
Victorian who is doing it tough, every family who loves
them and everyone in this state who wants to see our
state grow and prosper and see every child get every
chance, every young person get the skills they need for
the job they want, and every person who values the
notion of a government working hard to empower
people to reach their full potential. That is what we are
here for. That is what all of us were sent here to do. We
were not sent here to cut $1.2 billion and the guts out of
our TAFE system. It is appalling, and the notion that
the government should ask to be congratulated for
doing so is nothing short of indecent.
Speaking of every child being given every chance, let
us turn to our school system. The government was
going to make it much better; it was going to improve
it. In my 12 years of experience in this place I have
never encountered a problem that could be fixed by
doing half of what is required. The Liberal-Nationals
government said there was a capital works issue and
that we needed new and improved schools. This was at
a time when it had a majority in both houses —
something that this side of the house has not enjoyed
very often in the history of this state — and had the
unprecedented power and authority of a new
government, before it lost a Premier, a Treasurer and a
fair few others who have since gone by the wayside.
The government said, ‘I know what we’ll do. As a
Liberal-Nationals government we will gut the Victorian
schools plan. We’ll get rid of that. We’ll junk it. Then
we’ll spend four years spending half of what Labor
used to spend each and every year to make sure that our
kids get a first-rate education in first-rate classrooms’.
That is a prescription for which we all ought to bow
down and say, ‘Congratulations, Premier; what a
wonderful job you’ve done’! At the same time our
schools are held together by asbestos and not much
more. Spending half of what is required is no solution.
Spending half of what is required is no cause for
celebration or congratulation. That is why this matter of
public importance is nothing but an affront to every
teacher, to every support staff member in every school,
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to every parent, to every child, to every Victorian and to
every family.
Every child deserves every chance, and our kids will
never be given a first-rate education in a second-rate
classroom. That is why I have spent so much time with
my team over the last four years listening to and
understanding the priorities and needs of our school
communities. It is why I have spent so much time in the
last six months moving around and making costed and
funded, common-sense commitments to make sure that
school communities are supported — to make sure they
are not neglected by a government that bears no
resemblance to the one elected four years ago and led
by a Premier who has lost his way. It is a government
that has lost touch.
The issue is not just about capital works, as important
as they are. I could talk about the education
maintenance allowance (EMA) and all the wealthy and
privileged families who have so much money that the
government has taken away that modest payment — a
payment that Labor proudly supported and boosted
when in government! The government has said, ‘These
families are doing so well and things are so easy for
them that we will cut away both the school component
and the parent component of EMA and replace it with a
fund’. It is a fund that is completely opaque; there is no
transparency. You cannot find a school that has
received a grant out of it. This is not only unfair and
unjust; it is wrong and it is stupid. When these kids fall
through the cracks after being denied every chance and
the life opportunities that belong to them and are their
right, we are all held back and we all foot the bill. It
makes no sense.
The government has said, ‘We will keep building
prison beds while we cut the EMA. We will keep
building prison beds while we cut Victorian certificate
of applied learning (VCAL) coordinators and cut
reading recovery. You don’t really need to read, do
you, if you’re a poor kid from a working-class suburb?
You don’t need to read, you don’t need VCAL
coordination for an alternative pathway, you don’t need
to go to camp, you don’t need breakfast, you don’t need
lunch, you don’t need uniforms or schools or books,
and you don’t need an opportunity to go to TAFE. You
don’t need any of that. That is all luxury’. For taking all
that away this government would ask to be
congratulated. Well not today and not by this
parliamentary Labor Party.
I want to talk about hospitals in the last couple of
minutes available to me. Hospitals are full to bursting.
Where are the beds? Where are 800 beds the
government was going to build? According to the
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Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, which is not
the government’s preferred measure because it is the
truthful one, there are less beds — not more beds but
fewer beds. What does that mean? It means that every
hour of every day every emergency department car
park is chock-a-block full with ambulances that are
unable to off-load their patients because there is no bed
available in the hospital. Each and every one of those
ambulances is then denied to the system and deprived
of the ability to respond to the next 000, code 1
life-threatening, lights-and-sirens emergency. It could
be the next toddler who is drowning, the next young
person who has collapsed on a football field, the next
person who has had a stroke, or the next person who
has been involved in a motor vehicle accident.
This is what this government has delivered: an elective
surgery waiting list that at its peak would have nearly
filled Etihad Stadium and worse ambulance response
times for every single branch in metropolitan
Melbourne. What is more, the government says, ‘We
would like to be congratulated for it, and we will do
everything within our power to stop the release of the
most contemporary data that tells the story and
confirms, in contemporary terms, once and for all that
every single ambulance branch in this state has a worse
response time performance today than four years ago’.
This is not the government Victorians voted for. It is
most definitely not the government Victorians need.
Over the next 45 days the Labor Party will continue to
spell out plans for jobs and growth, better transport, a
TAFE system that is properly supported and an
education plan that gives every child every chance. It
has an agenda and a plan that is grounded in common
sense and that puts people first. That is what our state
needs, and that is what Labor will deliver.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I am pleased to
join this debate. I follow the Leader of the Opposition,
who called for a mature debate on the issues and
instead gave us a tirade of abuse, untruths and slogans.
There were no apologies for the mess that his party left
this state in when it departed from office four years ago.
There was no acknowledgement of the problems of the
past and certainly no vision for the future. In my
remarks I want to look at some facts and also look to
the future.
When this government came to office, it inherited a
structural deficit left behind by the Labor Party. We
inherited a rapidly rising debt level that was putting our
AAA credit rating under threat. We found black holes
in the budget where numerous programs that were
ostensibly there on an ongoing basis had lapsing
funding. There was no long-term planning for the future
infrastructure needs of our growing population. There
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were incredible problems with unreliable public
transport and congestion on our roads. The emergency
departments of hospitals had been appallingly
neglected, the parole system was failing Victorians and
the former Labor government was characterised by a
soft-on-crime approach.
The incoming coalition government has been acting
consistently and with careful planning to tackle each
and every one of those problems. In particular, we have
now achieved the strongest finances in the nation. We
have a stable AAA credit rating, we have surpluses
across the forward estimates period and we have the
capacity to fund the services and the infrastructure that
we need. Something the Labor Party clearly does not
realise is that if you are going to deliver infrastructure
and services, you have to do it off a basis of strong and
sustainable finances. If you trash the finances the way
the former government did, you cannot look after
Victorians; you cannot look after the poorest in society;
you cannot provide for the infrastructure needs of a
growing population.
We have been able to do that; we have been able to turn
around mis-scoped projects such as the regional rail
link and the Box Hill Hospital. We have been able to
get those projects completed or in progress, under way
and under budget, with substantial savings. In the case
of the Box Hill Hospital, we have been able to provide
an entire additional floor within the available budget
because of the sound management of that project.
Anybody across the eastern suburbs who has had the
opportunity to visit and inspect that hospital can see the
outstanding outcome that has been achieved by the
project team. That is the sort of tangible result for the
community delivered by a government that is able to
provide the funds and then provide the sound leadership
and management to ensure these projects are delivered.
I ask members to look at level crossing removals, not
only at Mitcham Road and Rooks Road in the eastern
suburbs, and with the Blackburn Road level crossing
scheduled, but also the removal of the level crossing at
Springvale Road, Springvale, which has been notorious
for decades and is something that Labor chronically
failed to address. I ask members to look also at the
removal of the level crossing at St Albans, which this
government has committed to after years of failure by
the Labor Party to look after a chronic issue in its own
heartland. Some honourable members will know that I
grew up in St Albans, and I know that level crossing.
I know how it became a particularly acute problem
when the rail service was extended to Sunbury, and I
well recall during the Kororoit by-election how the
Labor Party booth members, when they were not within
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earshot of their members or candidates, would say
quietly to those of us handing out leaflets, ‘We hope
you do well. We hope you give our candidate a shake
because it is the only way we will get our people to
listen to us and deliver the removal of level crossings
such as St Albans. Labor keeps on taking us for
granted’. Yet again, and just as it was when I grew up
as a youngster in St Albans under a Liberal
government, when we had good educational facilities
and good services, it is the Liberal side of politics that is
delivering in the Labor heartland.
It is the Liberal side of politics that is going to deliver a
second crossing for Melbourne. It is the Liberal side of
politics that is going to deliver a second east–west link.
Again, if members look at Labor heartland and see
motorists queuing for lengthy periods to cross the West
Gate Bridge, they will see how important this second
crossing, this second east–west link, is, not only for
residents of the eastern and south-eastern suburbs but
for residents of the western suburbs and Geelong. It
takes sound planning, sound management and a
commitment and a vision for the future to deliver on
such a project.
We are seeing this government fixing problems with
hospital emergency departments right across the state,
again neglected by the Labor government. We are
seeing this government tackling problems of school
maintenance that the Labor government failed to tackle.
We are seeing this government delivering massive
increases in vocational education and training funding,
compared with the levels provided under the Labor
government.
We are seeing this government fixing the problems in
the parole system that were allowed to accumulate
under Labor to the point where there were tragic
consequences. Now we are delivering a very strong
message and enforcing the very strong principle that
community safety is a paramount consideration in the
granting of parole. We make no apologies for keeping
dangerous offenders behind bars instead of allowing
them to walk free on the streets as they were under the
regime over which the previous government presided.
If we look to the future, it is clear that Victoria needs a
government that has a vision to provide not just for the
next few years but for the next few decades. We have a
rapidly growing population and that is a sign of
confidence. People are voting with their feet to come
and settle in Victoria, not only from interstate but from
overseas. We need to provide the infrastructure to meet
the needs of that growing population. Imagine how
terrible the consequences would have been if previous
generations had not planned for projects such as the
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underground rail loop and CityLink. Imagine what dire
straits we would now be in.
This generation will be letting down its successors if it
fails to provide for the infrastructure that Victoria is
going to need in the decades ahead, not only the second
east–west link that I referred to but also the major
reforms to our rail system. We need to provide the
Melbourne rail link so that we have separate
free-running lines like major successful rail networks
such as London has, instead of what we have under the
current system where different tracks intersect and
problems on one track can disrupt the whole network.
We need that sort of vision for the long-term future of
our rail network. We need a commitment to an airport
rail link and we need line upgrades such as the
Cranbourne-Pakenham upgrade.
What we cannot afford is a government that stands for
tearing up contracts; that stands for tearing up the
building and construction industry code; that stands for
abolishing the strong cop on the beat; that stands for
giving in to its union mates and seeing the return of an
open season for militant unions like the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union. We only need to
look at the consequences suffered by Victorians when
industrial relations and union militants were allowed to
get out of hand at the desalination plant. We cannot
afford a return to that. We cannot afford to have parts of
the state economy where people think the rule of law
and the law of the land do not apply to them.
Going into the next election Victorians have a very
clear choice. This government has acted to fix the
problems it inherited and is building for the future not
only in terms of physical infrastructure and upgraded
services but also in terms of enhancements to the rule of
law, keeping the community safe, providing stronger
and more effective sentencing, putting more police on
the beat, putting protective services officers at railway
stations, strengthening our economy, strengthening our
international engagement, strengthening our potential
for exports, strengthening our potential for new
high-tech industries and therefore strengthening our
potential to create the jobs we need for the future. This
is the clear choice that Victorians face. The coalition
government has delivered over its first term, and a
re-elected coalition government will continue to deliver
in a second term.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — What a
self-congratulatory matter of public importance —
fixing the problems, the government says. Let us focus
on education and how this government has ‘fixed the
problems’. Only a deluded government would consider
that closing a university and TAFE in Lilydale is fixing
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the problem. Let me paint the picture. In Lilydale there
is a beautiful campus with a university building and a
TAFE building. They have been empty since June last
year, and the gates are padlocked. The campus was
closed as a direct result of the cuts to TAFE by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government. The
vice-chancellor of Swinburne University of Technology
has said the doors were closed at Swinburne Lilydale
because of this government’s cuts to TAFE.
It is a beautiful campus, and a little way down the road,
right at the corner as you get to John Street, there is an
old used-car saleyard. The Minister for Higher
Education and Skills came to Lilydale and said that
rather than reopening Swinburne Lilydale, which is
what tens of thousands of people in my community
want, the government will get some shipping containers
from Box Hill, put them at the used-car saleyard and
deliver a handful of courses to a handful of students.
This government’s version of fixing the problem is
closing down the only university and the biggest TAFE
provider in the outer east and replacing it with shipping
containers at a used-car saleyard. If it were not serious,
it would be an absolute joke. At its peak Swinburne
Lilydale delivered education to 2500 students.
Mr Battin interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Online? Is that the alternative
the member for Gembrook suggests? They can study
online!
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Gembrook and the member for Burwood!
Mr MERLINO — The government is fixing the
problem by closing down a university, and the member
for Gembrook is telling his constituents to study online.
Do not worry about going to university in
Lilydale — —
Mr Battin interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Gembrook is warned.
Mr MERLINO — This is at a time when
10 000 more young people in the outer east are
unemployed compared to December 2010. ‘We’ll pat
ourselves on the back’, say government members. They
are fixing the problem by closing down Swinburne
Lilydale and delivering shipping containers. Rather
than doing cartwheels, as the Speaker and member for
Evelyn has said publicly, the member for Evelyn and
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every member of the government should hang their
heads in shame.
It is not just in Lilydale. Let us look at this
government’s legacy of fixing the problems right across
the state. There were 25 500 fewer
government-subsidised students and 25 400 fewer
government-subsidised enrolments in vocational
training in 2013 than in 2012. There were 3100 fewer
government-subsidised enrolments in apprenticeships
in 2013 than in 2011.
Let us look across the state. There is a 30 per cent youth
unemployment rate in the Bendigo region, and how has
the government fixed the problem? It has cut
$7.7 million from Bendigo TAFE. There were
1620 fewer students and $1.47 million more paid in
fees in 2013 than in 2012. There have been 46 job
losses and a campus closure in Kyneton. That is the
government’s version of fixing the problem in the
Bendigo region. What about in Geelong, where there is
an 18.3 per cent youth unemployment rate?
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Who is out doorknocking my
electorate?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Monbulk knows it is disorderly to respond to
interjections, and the minister knows it is disorderly to
interject.
Mr MERLINO — At Gordon Institute of TAFE
$22 million has been cut. There are 1752 fewer
students, 136 jobs have been lost and there has been an
increase in fees — and there is an 18.3 per cent youth
unemployment rate in Geelong. That is the legacy of
this government. Government members congratulate
themselves — —
Mr Southwick interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! If the member
for Caulfield wants to be here, he should desist.
Mr MERLINO — At South West Institute of
TAFE there was a $1.9 million reduction. There are
over 1000 fewer students, 157 jobs have been lost and
Glenormiston campus has been closed for more than
12 months, just like at Swinburne Lilydale. Campuses
have been closed by The Nationals and the Liberal
Party in their own communities. That is their version of
fixing the problem.
The education maintenance allowance, which goes to
vulnerable families to assist with payment for the most
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basic of needs — books, camps, excursions,
uniforms — has been cut by this government.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr MERLINO — If the member for Morwell does
not believe me, he should let me refer to a few
comments made by principals and school councils right
across the state. Rob Newton, the principal of
University High School — —
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members should not be congratulating themselves; they
should be hanging their heads in shame.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — It
is with pleasure that I follow the member for Monbulk.
As he was speaking, our candidate was out knocking on
doors in his electorate. He is out there because he wants
to build a better Victoria under a Liberal-Nationals
coalition.
Honourable members interjecting.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — It is in Gonski? Oh my
goodness, this government is deluded. Where is the
Gonski money? There is no Gonski money. Not one
school in Victoria can identify where one dollar has
gone as a result of the national agreement, unlike in
New South Wales, where the coalition government has
the decency to be absolutely transparent with its
schools. Every school in New South Wales has been
advised of exactly how much money has been delivered
to it as a result of New South Wales signing up to the
national agreement. There has been no such
transparency from this mob. The fact is the Gonski
money has gone. There is nothing in the budget. During
the budget estimates hearings there was no answer from
the minister. I challenge every single member of the
government to go out and talk to their local schools, to
have a discussion with the principals and ask them,
‘Have you been told where the Gonski money is?’.
They will say no. There has been no change to their
student resource packages and no transparency.
The University High School principal said:
The recent policy announcements do not meet these equitable
principles and we are astounded that under the new plan so
many families that currently receive education contribution
financial assistance will now have this assistance cut.

The acting college council president of Gisborne
Secondary College, Jane Campbell, said:
… this decision will result in a likely shortfall in funds of
around $22 000.

The president of the Berwick College council, Roger
Hall, said:
As a result … our school and our parents will receive no
funding. This will result in approximately $52 601 being lost
to our school community.

So rather than scream across the chamber, the member
for Gembrook should talk to Berwick College and ask
it what it thinks about his government’s cuts to the
education maintenance allowance. Government

Mr MULDER — I rise to join the debate on the
matter of public importance. In doing so I will outline
the ways the Napthine government has tackled the
issues it inherited from a hopeless Labor government,
while also getting on with the job. There is no doubt
about it, and I think everyone in this house would
acknowledge the fact, that public transport was in an
utter mess when we came to government. It was left in
an utter mess after 11 years of the former government.
Reliability and punctuality were appalling,
overcrowding and fare evasion were out of control and
customer satisfaction was low.
Punctuality on the Frankston and Pakenham lines was
as low as 63 per cent in 2010, after 10 years of Labor
government. That means that almost 40 per cent of
trains were running late. Who could forget the
headlines? On 29 January 2009 one from the Age read,
‘Tracks buckle and so does rail system’. In part that
article states:
Connex repair teams, armed with hoses, sledgehammers and
crowbars, worked for more than an hour to bash the rails back
into shape.

Another article on 29 January 2009 in the Herald Sun
was headed ‘Has our transport system really come to
this …’. The subheading was ‘Commuters left railing
as 150 trains cancelled in heat’.
Thursday, 6 November 2008 was Oaks Day. Who
could forget Oaks Day? Without any other transport
options, many had little choice but to make the journey
home by foot. We saw them on television — women
carrying their high heels in their hands walking on the
rail tracks after the trains broke down. The Age
published a piece on 7 November 2008 headed
‘Thousands make trip home by shanks’s pony’ —
courtesy of the former government. Three Labor
transport ministers had a crack at the portfolio, and I
have to say that the last one would have had to have
been the worst. He is the current member for
Lyndhurst. He was the absolute worst.
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On 7 November 2008 the Herald Sun published an
article headed ‘Oaks Day derailed by fiasco at the
finish’. What an absolute disgrace and what a blight it
was on the history of that great racing day here in
Melbourne, Oaks Day, for it to have been ruined by the
former government. The Victoria Racing Club’s
reputation was tarnished by the former government.
That government walked out the door leaving the
public transport system in an utter mess.
I will say that no-one would ever claim they had fixed
everything, but by hell we have turned it around. We
have turned the public transport system around after
11 years of absolutely disgusting management by the
former government. We rolled out protective services
officers (PSOs), and they have already made a great
difference to security on the system. On 31 July the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services announced
that an additional 96 PSOs would be employed to bring
the number of PSOs up to 1036. We have invested
$441 million this year in our budget for further works,
including on sleepers, points, crossings and signalling.
These are things that actually make a railway network
work, and that is where the money has been put in.
Metro’s train punctuality has exceeded 90 per cent for
29 months in a row on our metropolitan network. The
former government could never have dreamt of targets
like that being met and exceeded. Yarra Trams
recorded 86 per cent punctuality last month. That is its
second-best result on record. The V/Line punctuality
result for last year was 90 per cent. You can forget
about what I say, because customer satisfaction is the
best judge of how our system is working. Customer
satisfaction was at 60.9 per cent under Labor in 2010; it
is up to 70.4 per cent now. That is a 10 percentage point
increase under a coalition government. We often get up
here and talk about the overcrowding on the train
network, but 44 per cent of trains were overcrowded in
2010 under the former government. We have cut that in
half. It is back to 22 per cent, and it will continue to fall
when the regional rail link project comes on line early
next year.
We established Public Transport Victoria. We heard a
lot of commentary from the other side about that and
about shifting the deck chairs. What an outstanding
success that organisation has been. It has pulled
together the franchise operators and worked on
integrating the timetables, developing full plans to
develop our metropolitan rail network, our tram
network and our bus network — and of course now it is
working through the regional area as well. There are
10 000 additional train, tram and bus services running
every week. Seven thousand of those extra bus services
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run into areas such as Cranbourne East, Point Cook,
Bacchus Marsh, Brimbank and of course Port Phillip.
There are more than 1600 extra tram services a week to
areas such as Docklands, St Kilda and Richmond. As I
have said all along, we should play to our strengths. We
have the biggest tram network in the world. It has
1200 drivers, and it is an expanding network. Fifty new
E-class trams will come onto the network. That is
playing to our strengths. We need to portray that to
people who visit Melbourne. Of course, as we all know,
there will be free public transport on trams in the CBD
and down into Docklands starting in January next year,
and zone 1 and zone 2 travel is being sold at zone 1
prices from January next year. That will take the heat
out of family budgets going forward. We are
implementing our plan of turn up and go. We always
said we would get Public Transport Victoria into place
and that we would integrate the timetables — that is,
the bus timetable with the train timetables and the tram
timetables.
That is exactly what we are doing. We now have
10-minute daytime train frequencies seven days a week
on the Frankston and Dandenong lines. We have
10-minute daytime train frequencies on weekends on
the Ringwood line, and we are adding services during
the morning and afternoon peak periods. That is what
the public elected us to do — to fix the mess left behind
by the former government — and that is exactly what
we are doing. We are fixing the problems, we are
building a better Victoria and we are going to build a
better public transport system going forward.
I have said all along that on any day of the week,
anytime, anywhere, I am more than happy to put the
performance of the coalition government — of
punctuality, reliability, overcrowding and customer
satisfaction — up against 11 years of the Labor
government. We had one term to turn it around and
make massive improvements, and we have done it.
That has happened right across the board, not just on
trams or trains. We took on board the tough task of
reforming the taxi industry. Each and every year since
we have been in government customer satisfaction rates
have gone up. The customers who travel on our trains,
trams and buses are the ones who are seeing the
difference. Customers who travel late at night and see
the protective services officers feel safer on public
transport. They are the ones you ask as to how they are
enjoying the additional services.
The real-time information boards going up on the
Frankston line at the moment tell the true story about
the whole network. They read, ‘Your next train is due
in 8 minutes’. If you are wanting to travel on another
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line, you find that it is a story happening across the rest
of the network. We are providing as much real-time
information as we can to people who travel on the
public transport network to make it safe and secure.
Most importantly, when they turn up they know their
train is coming. I looked at the most recent weekly
performance data from Metro Trains Melbourne. The
punctuality rate was 94.27 per cent. Those on the other
side of the chamber will scream, ‘You got that figure by
skipping stations’. I can say that out of 11 470 services
for the week, 16 trains were involved in running
express between stations, which is 0.14 per cent. If they
want to, members opposite can take that figure off the
94.27 per cent punctuality rate, but it is still a hell of a
lot better than the punctuality rate of 62 per cent or
63 per cent under the former Labor government and
under a former Labor transport minister, the member
for Lyndhurst. He had the opportunity to introduce a
brand-new greenfield timetable, but he never had the
guts or the ticker to take on the unions, so he put it in
the bottom drawer to be left until after the 2010
election. That is the sort of person we had running the
public transport system in the past. We saw off three
transport ministers, one after another, and nothing
changed because it is in Labor’s gene pool.
Mr Angus — Hopeless!
Mr MULDER — They are hopeless managers.
They cannot manage money and they cannot deliver the
services the community wants. We have turned things
around by improving the services, and we will continue
to improve public transport in this state.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — Once again, we have to
question what value the government sees in debating
matters of public importance of this nature. Over the
past four years the government has brought before this
house about a dozen of these self-congratulatory
matters of public importance. One would have thought
that when debating a matter of public importance the
government would seek to discuss issues of importance,
but no, the most important thing that concerns this
government is to congratulate itself and say what an
amazing job it is doing.
The government did not take long to warm to the task
of thinking it was fantastic. On 23 March 2011 — less
than four months into government — the coalition
brought forward debate on a matter of public
importance congratulating the then Baillieu
government. It was probably one of the worst and most
underperforming governments in the history of this
state. It oversaw some of the most debilitating inertia
this state has seen, but that in no way affected the
grandiosity of the congratulations the Baillieu
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government sought. Of course it was the same
government as the current one, just in a different guise.
It thought it appropriate to pile praise upon itself. Less
than 100 days into government its members were
congratulating themselves on their many policy
initiatives.
Less than two months later they congratulated
themselves on their many achievements for the people
of Victoria. This state went from being the jobs engine
room of the nation to a basket case. Every now and then
we had the satisfaction in knowing that we could beat
Tasmania, and Tasmania only, in terms of employment.
That is a legacy of this government, as is its
insufferable level of arrogance. From the first moment
coalition members walked into this place there was
bloviating buffoonery and a carry-on about their
outstanding achievements.
The government warmed to the task. In June 2011 it
raised a matter of public importance for the third time.
Not one substantive issue was debated in this place.
Instead government members congratulated themselves
on delivering on their commitments. Of course
commitment after commitment has been broken by this
government. I am not sure what commitments those
opposite were lauding, but it appears that the
government is more concerned about the desirability of
saying how awesome it is rather than discussing the
real-life impact its policies are having upon the lives of
Victorians.
This government has caused a jobs crisis. It has taken
Victoria away from being the jobs engine of the nation,
which it was under the previous government. Job
creation was a policy legacy of the Labor government:
jobs, jobs and jobs. Who could forget the words of the
former Treasurer, the member for Scoresby, before he
fell from grace and even had achieved the responsibility
to govern. He walked into boardroom after boardroom,
and in 2010 he gave a speech at a Committee for
Economic Development of Australia event where he
said everything that a future Liberal government would
do would be about jobs. Then he delivered his first
budget speech and did not mention them once. Why
would Victorians have any doubt that our employment
rate has now become a laughing stock of this nation?
Our unemployment rate is 6.7 per cent. That is the
highest on the mainland. This is the 12th consecutive
month that the state unemployment rate has been above
6 per cent — and it has been above the national average
since June 2013. In December 2010 it was 4.9 per cent.
Victoria lost 1800 jobs last month alone.
Our total employment growth — total! — since
December 2010 has been 89 300 jobs. You hear
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government minister after government minister wander
into this place and congratulate themselves on creating
the massive figure of 89 300 jobs. In the same period of
time the previous government, a Labor government,
dealing with a global financial crisis, delivered
252 000 jobs.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr PALLAS — I see that the minister at the table
wants to congratulate the former federal government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member knows he should not take up interjections.
Mr PALLAS — And I presume I will be protected
by the Chair! As we know, the investment in building
jobs is a critically important thing. Of the 89 300 jobs
this government prides itself on creating, how many are
full-time jobs? The very sad and debilitating reality is
that 12 500 of those 89 300 jobs are full time. We
created 90 per cent of all full-time jobs in the nation in
2010. Look how far Victoria has fallen under this
government. Since December 2010 the number of
unemployed people in the state of Victoria has
increased to 62 000. At the same time our participation
rate — that is, people who are looking for work — has
fallen by 1.1 percentage points, from 65.8 per cent to
64.7 per cent. Now unemployment is growing
13.4 times faster than employment is growing, and that
is a clear indication of this government’s priorities. It
congratulates itself, but it turns its back on the people
who need a government that is concerned about the
welfare and wellbeing of Victorians and about
opportunities for the future of this state.
There is a jobs crisis in this state. This government
created it, and it will not be fixed by its taking the same
approach that got us into this situation in the first place.
What do we see from this government? There is its
disaster of a so-called jobs plan. The government is not
taking it seriously. The jobs plan is simply an exercise
in public relations and spin. It is a reality problem, not a
public relations problem. That is where this government
has it wrong. It makes an announcement and says,
‘We’re not going to tell you how much new money
there is in this project’. In fact there is less than 1 per
cent of real, new money attached to the government’s
so-called jobs plan. There is a question: why did the
plan, including a whole digital economy glossy within,
not appear on the internet for four days?
The Age got it right. This government is not entitled to
treat Victorians like idiots. Peter Martin said on Twitter:
… the Premier is so deluded he thinks 100 000 new jobs is a
good thing.
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The jobs target, wherever it is from — not the jobs plan
itself — is only 40 000 per year. That is not very good,
but it is still an improvement on the government’s
record so far.
We must never forget that this government had already
set itself a jobs growth target in 2011. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, when he was the
Treasurer, stood in this chamber and promised a target
of 50 000 to 55 000 jobs per year. The government has
been an abysmal failure, and its failings have cost
Victorians dearly. Instead of getting on with the
business of governing the state, we have seen the
government make one attempt after another to
congratulate itself while it has failed Victorians.
Labor has a plan. It will introduce a back-to-work bill in
the first sitting of the new Parliament. There will be
$100 million worth of payroll tax relief to get
unemployed youth, the long-term unemployed and
retrenched workers back to work. There will be
100 000 new full-time employees within the first two
years. That is a target. That is a plan. That is a
demonstration of a policy framework where you have a
commitment to actually making a real difference.
This government has simply sat back. It has come up
with the idea of an east–west link — what could
otherwise be described as the Kim Kardashian of road
projects. It is famous for being famous. It is
infrastructure for being infrastructure. It has all the
accountability of Kim Jong-il. That is the sort of
government that is taking Victorians for idiots. There is
the Melbourne rail link — the napkin rail link, as we on
this side of the house like to call it. Year after year
millions of dollars of engineering expertise were put
into that process, and this government simply recast it
in an image of itself. This is a failed and feckless
government. It is a government that has deserted
Victorians and prefers to congratulate itself.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — It is a pleasure to speak on this matter of
public importance today. On 29 November Victorians
will have a very clear choice. The choice is stark in so
many different areas. In terms of economic
management the choice is very stark. The coalition
government is offering surpluses, sound budget
management and constrained spending, as opposed to
Labor, which we have seen federally and in the states
exhibit reckless spending across the board, sending
economies into freefall.
In transport the choice is also stark. The coalition is
committed to better public transport, better roads and
game-changing infrastructure that will drive
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employment and economic growth. Labor, on the other
hand, let public transport wither. The Leader of the
Opposition admitted as much. Labor could not do the
basics of timetable management, did nothing to address
traffic congestion and is not committing to the major
public transport and road infrastructure this government
has committed to. On trust the choice is very stark.
Labor is willing to rip up the east–west link contract in
an unprecedented act of economic vandalism. Labor is
prepared to destroy a journalist’s dictaphone, and I
would like to say to those opposite that when our staff
recently found something that belonged to the Labor
Party they just gave it back. They did not need to
consult a lawyer in order to make the decision to do so.
The coalition came to government to fix the problems
that were left to it by the Labor government. One of the
first things the coalition government did was bring
forward full-year electricity concessions. This is
something the Labor Party refused to do for 11 years to
help vulnerable Victorians through those hot summer
months with their summer electricity bills. The
coalition government has increased spending on
utilities concessions from $306 million in Labor’s last
budget to $508 million this year. That is $200 million
that is back in the pockets of vulnerable Victorians to
help them with their utility bills. In addition, there have
been savings and concessions in terms of the fire
services levy, fairer water bills, ambulance
subscriptions and so on.
Under the Labor government the youth justice facility
at Parkville was a disgrace, and the Ombudsman said as
much. Youth justice funding overall declined more than
22 per cent as a proportion of output spending, and
youth crime was a major issue. By contrast we have
fixed the issues at Parkville Youth Justice Centre, and
young people who were on average getting about
5 hours of TAFE a week are now getting proper
schooling through Parkville College. We are addressing
youth crime, with fewer young people and children
under orders, and we have reduced the daily average
number of children in custody by 20 per cent. There is
much more to do, but in four years we have made very
significant inroads on turning it around with good
management, good policy and significant investment.
Mental health was drifting as well. The sector
recognised that change was needed after so much time
with no reform. It took a coalition government to
develop an appropriate mental health act, and we have
increased funding by 25 per cent, funding 280 extra
mental health beds. We increased the proportion of
government funding going into mental health after it
declined under the Labor government. In alcohol and
drug services there was no reform despite 31 internal
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reviews, as the Auditor-General found. Despite drug
use becoming a huge issue in the state the last Labor
government actually once again cut the share of drug
and alcohol funding by more than 17 per cent.
In contrast the coalition government has taken action.
We have restored the funding and expanded it with the
largest ever funding increase for drug treatment
services in the May budget. We have a
whole-of-government plan to reduce the toll, which is
the first of its kind in more than 15 years. We have also
taken the tough but responsible decisions in relation to
community mental health and alcohol and drug
treatment services. As these major reforms bed down,
Victorians will be getting better services in mental
health and alcohol and drug services in their
communities. Change is hard, but you have to make
hard decisions in government. It is necessary, with
investment and reform, to get better services for
vulnerable Victorians. It is only the coalition
government that has made that commitment.
Disability is another area in which the share of
government funding actually fell under the Labor
government. The Victorian coalition has increased
annual funding by more than $300 million, but
importantly we have invested in reform. We have
committed to closing the outdated institutions at
Sandhurst and Oakleigh, and we are already starting the
process at Colanda — but that is not all. In May 2013,
the Premier signed up this state for the national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS), which will
revolutionise disability care for 100 000 Victorians.
Under the agreement with the commonwealth, we will
invest $2.5 billion for disability services by 2019–20
and the commonwealth will contribute $2.6 billion.
As I have done several times in this place, I ask the
Labor leader — in fact I ask any Labor member — to
stand up and say that a future Labor state government
will honour the funding deal done by the Napthine
government for the national disability insurance
scheme. I have searched diligently but I have yet to see
a single public statement from the Leader of the
Opposition, the opposition spokesperson or anyone
from Labor.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Melton will desist.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — There is not a single public
statement on the record from anyone on that side of the
house committing to the NDIS, the funding
commitment and the contracts that have been signed by
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this government with the federal government. Given
Labor’s propensity to rip up contracts, people with a
disability deserve to hear from the Labor Party about its
commitment to the NDIS and the funding commitment
of $2.5 billion by 2019–20. People with a disability
want confidence in relation to the delivery of the
national disability insurance scheme.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Members of the opposition!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Child protection was also
an absolute mess under Labor. Two damning
Ombudsman’s reports catalogued the dysfunction.
Child protection is a tough area, and it is constantly
distressing to see the abuse and neglect of children in
families.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Melton!
Mr Nardella — I will leave.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
thank the member for Melton.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — It requires hard work, and
strategic and systemic reform to make a difference. We
have increased funding by more than 30 per cent, but it
is the reform that makes the difference. We have a new
operating model for the child protection workforce, we
have an out-of-home-care plan, and we have a new
whole-of-government vulnerable children’s strategy.
We have improved accountability, we are publishing
more data, which Labor refused to do year after year,
and we have a new, independent children’s
commissioner.
We have also committed to and driven reform in
relation to family violence. Once again, we have had a
whole-of-government process through the four years
which has driven a new strategic approach, tested what
we know, trialled new approaches, invested in reform,
and strived to achieve change. There has been
widespread support for our continued investment and
our continued reform to have a more coordinated and
joined-up response to women and children in terms of
their safety and wellbeing. There will be more to do, as
there always is in this area, but we are taking very
significant steps forward in terms of that issue.
In the context of all these reforms is the fact that these
issues do not affect families in isolation. They do not
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present as just one issue or another. The coalition
government is investing in a joined-up response
through Services Connect for vulnerable families.
Instead of stand-alone services, we are now expanding
the joined-up approach where families get one key
worker and one plan. The early results are impressive,
and we are now expanding Services Connect to
community sector trials. It is a pity the member for Yan
Yean rejected Services Connect outright at the family
violence forum on Monday night. There were
representatives from 180 community sector
organisations who put up their hands to be critical
participants and we are very pleased that so many —
over 100 — will actually be engaged in the Services
Connect project, delivering for vulnerable families.
The coalition government has made a very clear choice:
we can work together and work in the best interests of
Victorians to fix the problems. Where has the Labor
Party been on these issues? I am afraid to report that the
Labor Party has been completely absent or has been
carping and whining from the sidelines, criticising the
issues at the margins. Labor did nothing for 11 years,
and it now says no to patient-centred reform. It says no
to reform that treats and supports people in their homes
and communities. It says no to reforms that join up the
response for vulnerable families. Labor members and
their union mates team up with each other each and
every time against improvements for vulnerable people
and against our community sector providers. They just
say no. Labor is clearly promising to go back to the
future.
Perhaps the biggest omission is Labor’s refusal to back
the NDIS. We would agree with Julia Gillard on the
importance of the NDIS, but the member for Mulgrave
has not committed his party to the delivery and the
funding of the NDIS. It is such a clear omission from
the state Labor Party that it has not supported or
committed to it. If it supports the NDIS, it should come
out and say so because there is not one statement on the
record. It is 18 months since the agreement was signed,
but there has not been one word from those members
opposite, and that is what we need because we do not
know what they stand for. We know that in government
Labor cut the share of funding for vital community
services. We know that Labor members will always
look after their union mates at the expense of
vulnerable Victorians. We know that they are hostile to
the community sector. With the Socialist Left
opposition spokesperson and leader in place, it is very
clear who their mates are and who they would support
if they had the opportunity to be in government. The
conclusion is simple: Victorians cannot trust Labor with
vital community services.
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Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — It is not a delight to
join this debate because this is a debate that displays an
astonishing level of arrogance from the government,
from the proponent, the Leader of The Nationals, and
each and every minister who has come into this house
trumpeting their achievements and trumpeting that they
have fixed the so-called problems and are building for
the future. It makes me think that the Leader of The
Nationals is the George W. Bush of the Victorian
Parliament, claiming that it is, ‘Mission accomplished’
and everything is right in the state of Victoria. It
certainly is not.
Sadly, in terms of building for the future, things are
getting worse in regional Victoria. Let me go through
some of the key areas. Let us look at the key figures
around the unemployment rates. No matter how much
the Treasurer likes to dispute the statistics of the
Australian Bureau of Statistics, they are ABS statistics
and they are there in black and white. The fact is that
the figures show regional Victoria’s unemployment rate
has risen from 5.3 per cent at the end of 2010 to 6.4 per
cent over the life of this government. The number of
unemployed people in regional Victoria has increased.
That means the number of jobs created has not kept
pace with the number of people who are looking for
work. It is not building for the future when you have
more people out of work in regional Victoria, not
fewer. Let us look also at the youth unemployment
statistics for regional Victoria, and I know previous
speakers on our side have touched on these figures.
The overall youth unemployment rate in regional
Victoria is an alarming 18.8 per cent, but when you drill
down to regional centres it is much higher. In my own
community of Bendigo the youth unemployment rate is
30.9 per cent — that is, approaching one in three young
people in my community is finding it hard to get a job.
That is not a figure to be proud of. It is not to be crowed
about that this is a figure being ignored by members of
the government. In Shepparton the figure is 26 per cent.
In Ballarat the figure is 22 per cent. I could go around
the state, Acting Speaker, and show you how the
figures in regional communities are much worse when
it comes to youth unemployment. Not only has this
government failed to have a jobs plan, a program that is
dedicated to creating jobs in regional Victoria, but by
its own example it has taken jobs out of regional
Victoria. In the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries, a department primarily based in
regional Victoria, it has sacked hundreds of staff and
closed country offices across regional Victoria. As a
result it has reduced services to primary producers and
their families.
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Let us turn now to infrastructure spending. In the last
budget, which the government so likes to crow about,
of the infrastructure spend in that budget only 4 per cent
was being spent in regional Victoria. What has this
government spent its time doing over the past nearly
four years in regional Victoria? When it comes to
opening buildings, it is opening buildings that have
been funded, started and built by the previous Labor
government. There are countless examples of projects
around regional Victoria where the ministers and the
Premier have turned up and cut the ribbons on projects
that were all initiated by the Labor government. What
do we see with its own infrastructure programs, such as
the Regional Aviation Fund? That fund is being rorted
and the money spent in metropolitan areas. This is an
absolute disgrace. These are funds that should be going
to regional Victoria.
When you look at the biggest regional infrastructure
project that benefits regional communities, the regional
rail link, you have to remember that no matter how
much the Minister for Public Transport comes into this
place and screams into the microphone during question
time this is a project that the government opposed and
spoke against when it was in opposition. It was not a
supporter of the regional rail link, and that was
demonstrated when it came to government by its
putting the project on hold, delaying it significantly and
rescoping it, which caused cost blowouts and time
delays. Now we have a situation where the project is
going to be completed at least six months later than as
per the original timetable. This is a project which
should have been completed by this year but which will
not be. We know too that our trains are more crowded
in regional Victoria, and they are slower. This too is
because the Liberal-Nationals government put a hold
on those important rolling stock orders for the regional
trains. We are seeing fewer services in regional Victoria
as a result.
I turn now to the crisis in our health system. We know
that regional hospital waiting lists are blowing out and
our regional hospitals are doing it tough, but
particularly stark is the ambulance data. We saw
recently data that had not been released by the
government and which was seriously withheld from
public scrutiny by the government. This is data that was
leaked and reported in the Age, and it shows that in
every region across regional Victoria there is a serious
crisis in Ambulance Victoria in relation to response
times. I speak to paramedics, and I know how much
they are suffering. They are desperately anxious about
the level of service being provided to the community.
They are doing everything they can. What I do know is
that this government is not doing everything it can to
support the ambulance system, to support the
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paramedics and in turn to support critically ill people in
our community.
I turn to education in regional Victoria. This
government’s record in education is just woeful. What
are we seeing in terms of the cuts to our schools? I am
constantly getting calls from people in my community,
from parents, from teachers and from principals, who
are concerned that from next year there is not going to
be an education maintenance allowance to support the
most vulnerable and disadvantaged families in our
community. They are concerned at the loss of Reading
Recovery programs. They are concerned that they
cannot get capital funding to improve and upgrade their
schools. This is a government that has fundamentally
walked away from public education. It has walked
away from country schools. It has walked away from
country teachers. It has walked away from country kids,
and there is no better example of that than the
$1.2 billion that this government has slashed from
TAFE.
We all know it is our regional TAFEs that have borne
the brunt of those cuts, with courses being cut, with fees
going up, and of course with too many country
campuses being closed. This is a terrible situation,
when we know that proportionately young people in
regional Victoria rely more on the TAFE network. We
know that proportionately more regional young kids go
on to a vocational pathway than a university pathway.
They need access to this training in their local
communities and are being denied it by this
Liberal-Nationals government.
I turn briefly in the time I have available to policy. We
are not an opposition that is just about highlighting the
problems. We are also getting on with the job of
developing policy and looking to respond. We are not
going to treat regional Victorians with disrespect and
say one thing to them before the election and another
thing after the election. We have released policies and
will continue to release policies that are about backing
the future of regional Victoria. The jobs plan that was
released by the Victorian Labor Party last week is an
excellent example of this because we put at the heart of
this policy regional jobs through a dedicated regional
jobs fund backing industries like food and fibre
production, which we know is so important to regional
economies. This is a policy that has been welcomed. It
was welcomed by Regional Cities Victoria, by the
Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) and by United
Dairyfarmers of Victoria.
We also want to get the regional voice well and truly at
the table, which is why the Victorian Farmers
Federation will be part of the Premier’s investment
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panel as the voice of the farming community. That is
particularly important when you consider the around
$11 billion in exports that the food and fibre production
sector provides for our economy. We want that to be a
very strong voice in a Labor government. We are also
supporting farmers even further. Only Labor is making
a commitment to the National Centre for Farmer
Health, and I put on the record my congratulations to a
member for Western Victoria Region in the other place,
Jaala Pulford, for her tireless work on this. Labor has a
commitment of $1 million for this centre, and that
commitment was described as sensational by the VFF.
It will build new schools. It has already made
$87 million of commitments to regional schools.
The arrogance of this government is just breathtaking.
The Nationals and Liberals are spending time fighting
each other in regional seats. They are spending more
time and energy fighting each other in seats like Euroa,
Eildon and Ripon than they are focusing on the future
of regional Victoria. Just imagine if they put those
energies into fixing the problems in the regional
communities that I have just outlined. Imagine how
different it would be. I would love it to be different. I do
not want to be standing here and talking about 30 per
cent youth unemployment levels in communities like
Bendigo. I do not want to talk about cuts to the
education maintenance allowance and closures of
country TAFEs. I want to talk positively about regional
Victoria, but this government has just abandoned our
regional communities. Its members are too busy
fighting each other, trying to save their own political
skins, to fight for country Victoria. Labor rejects that
approach. We will take a much more positive and
proactive approach, and we will work hard each and
every day in government on backing the future of
regional Victoria.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — It is a
pleasure to join the discussion on the matter of public
importance this morning and congratulate the Treasurer
on delivering a fantastic financial result for Victoria and
Victorian taxpayers so that we can deliver on services
and infrastructure — and education is no exception.
When we look at the funding in this year’s budget
compared to the last budget of the previous
government, we see there is an extra $1 billion in
education. The economy has improved. We did the
hard work. Compared to last year’s budget, this year’s
budget has increased by $400 million.
In this term of government the Victorian coalition
government signed a funding deal with the federal
government which is bringing in an additional
$12.2 billion. I remember those opposite and the
Australian Education Union representatives saying we
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had to sign up immediately. But we were not prepared
to sign up immediately because that would have meant
that 500 mainly government schools would have been
worse off. Federal control of our schools right down to
the classroom would have been possible if we had
signed up immediately, as those opposite and the
education union had asked us to do. But we held out
and got a great deal. We have $12.2 billion, the state’s
contribution is $5.4 billion, and there is no federal
government control over education in Victorian schools
and classrooms. That is a great story. We fought the
fight with three governments actually, and we will
continue to fight for years five and six with the current
federal government.
Only a few weeks ago we announced even more money
for schools. The money going directly into the student
resource package amounts to an extra $258 million is
going directly to Victorian schools. That averages out
to a 4.6 per cent increase in funding for schools. This is
money going into school budgets, not into the whole
education portfolio, and it includes the largest
non-wage indexation rise for 15 years, at 2.2 per cent.
That is real extra money going into schools.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition talked about
Berwick College. I note from the figures that next year
that school will receive $630 000 more than this year
and will attract a further $230 for each student. That is
just another great example of the down-to-earth, real
results that this government is delivering in funding to
government schools. As well as that — and it is part of
that $258 million — 700 of our neediest schools will be
receiving extra equity funding, on top of the equity
funding they have already received. Extra funding from
$258 million will go into those 700 neediest
government schools.
When we consider this government’s handling of the
economy, we see the results today in the budget
outcomes. But what does it mean? Why have we done
that, and how have we done it? In my department alone,
for example, when we compare the last budget of the
previous government with last year’s budget of this
government, we see there has been an 80 per cent
reduction in consultants, a 36 per cent reduction in
hospitality and entertainment, a 28 per cent reduction in
advertising and marketing, and a 21 per cent reduction
in the use of outside contractors.
When you look at infrastructure, you realise what a
great story we have to tell. The government inherited a
$420 million deficit in terms of the backlog in
maintenance in our schools. Not only that, but the
previous government had reduced maintenance
spending by 20 per cent over its term in office. We
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need to compare that with what we have done. We have
fixed the problem there. We have actually increased
maintenance funding by 40 per cent. That is funding for
the everyday maintenance that goes to every single
school.
In addition, according to the independent audit that was
carried out — the same one that found the $420 million
maintenance backlog — a one-off payment of
$51 million was made last year; and there has been a
$23 million payment just in the last few weeks. The
government is getting on with the job of repairing our
schools, which were neglected for so long. Just today
we have announced that expressions of interest have
opened for the construction of 13 brand-new schools in
the growth areas around Melbourne and the Geelong
region. That is a $223 million public-private partnership
project.
What we found when we came to government was that
the previous government had actually made promises to
200 schools. It told them, ‘Yes, you will get funding’.
The schools went through the hoops and prepared all
the documentation over a number of years — the
previous government kept them interested — and in the
end we had 200 schools seeking funding. Some of them
had the tender documentation prepared and were ready
to go. When I looked where the money was to pay for
it, I saw there was no money there, absolutely nothing.
The schools had been led down the garden path. They
were told that if they jumped through the hoops they
would receive the money, but there was not money
there.
The Building the Education Revolution (BER) program
was a shocking example of waste of money under what
could have been a fantastic program. Some schools got
what they wanted, but so much was foisted on schools
and they were not given the choice. If fact we had to
pick up a $70 million tab for BER overruns. That
resulted in a massive hole in terms of what we were
able to or wanted to provide to other schools. The way
it was handled was that with brand-new buildings being
provided, schools ran out of money. There was no
money to demolish — because schools were not really
allowed to refurbish existing buildings they had — and
we ended up with a 34 per cent overcapacity of
buildings in our system. They are very expensive to
maintain, and that is just not fair to school communities
or Victorian taxpayers.
We learnt from the previous government’s mistakes, so
we have said to schools, ‘If you receive a capital grant,
you can decide what your priorities are. You can
operate and run that whole project yourself; you can
project manage it. Or you can do it in combination with
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the department, or you can allow the department to do
it’. We are giving schools choice about how and where
to spend the money that we give them. While I am
talking about waste, the worst waste in the one project
was the rollout of the ultranet. It turned out to be a
$180 million project. It was meant to be a $60 million
project, but it blew out by $120 million.
In the end, was it accepted by the education
community? No. Only 4 per cent of eligible users in
schools actually took it up, so it has gone. It just was
not being used. It is there for schools to use if they want
to, but we have not foisted that on them, and we just
could not stop the bleeding. In fact probably the
epitome of the waste in education that we had under the
previous government was on the day the ultranet was
launched: $1.4 million was spent on one day. The cost
for the hiring out, the entertainment, the food and the
grog was unbelievable — $1.4 million in one day. Do
members know what happened? It is always worth
reminding the house that the ultranet crashed on that
day. It never recovered from that day. What an
incredible waste. Imagine what we could have done
with that $120 million.
Languages education is a great highlight of
government. When Labor came to government 97 per
cent of primary schools provided languages education.
By the time it left office, the figure was only 69 per
cent. We have reversed that trend. In fact in the last
year alone there has been a 13 per cent increase in the
number of schools that provide languages education.
From next year every prep class will be given the
opportunity to learn another language, and that will rise
with each year up to 2025 so that every child, up to
year 10, will be learning another language. We need to
do that because our students will be living, working and
studying overseas and will need to be literate and aware
of other languages and cultures. We are providing
opportunities in that area through a whole range of
programs.
In relation to Koori education, we fund the Wannik
education scholarships which provide financial support
to Koori students taking on year 12. We have got record
numbers of Koori students completing year 12 and
record numbers of Koori students going to university.
In relation to vocational education and training, we
found out that funding was only a year-by-year
proposition so we made it ongoing. This government
did that.
We have record numbers of students undertaking the
Victorian certificate of applied learning and record
numbers of providers. We have trialled and from next
year will implement industry pathways for Victorian
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certificate of education students. We have implemented
guidelines around suspensions and expulsions and have
given principals back the power to do what they have to
do for the safety of their schools. We have given them
greater search powers. Our eSmart program, developed
in conjunction with the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation, is promoting positive behaviour in our
schools, as is our Bully Stoppers program, and we
continue to develop our resilience framework program
for school.
There are now primary welfare officers in 800 primary
schools — up from 500. We took the student support
services officers out of the bureaucracy and
reintroduced them into regional schools to work with
the students.
We have done much to elevate the importance of
school councils with our new governance paper
because it makes a real difference. It is not a
tick-the-box exercise. It is not a representative group. It
is going to be a schools-based group that, in a flexible
way, will deliver the best governance for our
government schools. As promised, we have increased
funding for Catholic, non-government and independent
schools to 25 per cent of the cost of educating a child in
a Victorian government school, and we have done that
for the whole four years. It has gone down very well
and has given certainty to our non-government schools,
which they called out for.
Through this government’s economic management it
has done the hard work in education and been able to
increase funding and really improve education services
for students.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — This is one of
those typical backslapping matters of public importance
that we have come to expect from this failure of a
government. It is typically arrogant. The government
says it is fixing the problems. Apparently fixing the
problems is equivalent to creating crisis.
Let us look at the ambulance crisis. What a sorry story
it is! Just today the Ambulance Victoria annual report
was tabled, and what did it reveal? In terms of code 1
life-threatening call-outs there is a government
benchmark of 85 per cent. That benchmark has been
established for many years. The Ambulance Victoria
annual report reveals an outcome of 73.7 per cent —
that is, more than one in four ambulances not arriving
within the 15-minute benchmark. If you have a closer
look at the report, you will see that Ambulance Victoria
responds to 321 000 emergency road incidents each
year. That means more than 80 000 ambulances called
out for code 1 cases each year are not making it to the
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scene of a life-threatening emergency within that
15-minute benchmark.
Let us look at what is happening across Melbourne with
ambulance response times and compare that to when
Labor was in government. Let me compare the current
response times for code 1 emergencies across
Melbourne under this government to Labor’s last full
year in government. In Abbotsford the average code 1
response time is 11 minutes, 56 seconds, which is
2 minutes, 36 seconds longer; in Altona the average
code 1 response time is 13 minutes, 23 seconds, which
is 2 minutes, 43 seconds longer; in Bacchus Marsh the
code 1 response time is 16 minutes, 28 seconds, which
is 3 minutes and 33 seconds longer; Baxter’s code 1
response time is 40 minutes, 7 seconds, which is
2 minutes, 27 seconds longer; in Bayside the code 1
response time is 12 minutes and 29 seconds, which is
2 minutes and 24 seconds longer; in Beaconsfield it is
14 minutes and 44 seconds, which is 2 minutes and
4 seconds longer.
The response time for code 1 emergencies in Belgrave is
50 minutes, 18 seconds, which is 2 minutes and
43 seconds longer; Berwick’s response time is 14 minutes
and 6 seconds, which is 3 minutes and 6 seconds longer;
Boronia’s code 1 response time is 11 minutes and
33 seconds, which is 1 minute and 3 seconds longer; Box
Hill’s response time is 12 minutes, 55 seconds, which is
2 minutes and 15 seconds longer; Braybrook’s code 1
response time is 14 minutes 26 seconds, which is
3 minutes and 26 seconds longer; Brighton’s response
time is 11 minutes and 29 seconds which is 1 minute and
54 seconds longer; Brimbank’s response time is
14 minutes and 23 seconds, which is 3 minutes and
28 seconds longer; Broadmeadows’ response time is
12 minutes and 59 seconds, which is 2 minutes and
9 seconds longer; Burwood’s response time is 11 minutes
and 2 seconds, which is 1 minute and 57 seconds longer.
The response time for code 1 emergencies in
Camberwell is 13 minutes and 9 seconds, which is
2 minutes and 49 seconds longer; Carnegie’s response
time for code 1 emergencies is 11 minutes and
53 seconds, which is 1 minute and 53 seconds longer;
Caulfield’s response time is 13 minutes and 4 seconds
which is 2 minutes and 59 seconds longer; Central’s
response time is 12 minutes and 19 seconds, which is
2 minutes and 59 seconds longer; and Chelsea’s code 1
response time is 12 minutes and 50 seconds, which is
2 minutes and 20 seconds longer.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.
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The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions, I wish to advise those members who are
retiring and are delivering a valedictory speech
tomorrow that Hansard will provide a DVD of their
speech and also a specially printed copy of the speech.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance services
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the fact
that reports today show that state government funding
to Ambulance Victoria (AV) has been cut by
$33 million in the past 12 months, and I ask: when last
year more than 84 000 code 1 emergencies were not
responded to in time, why has his government cut tens
of millions of dollars away from Ambulance Victoria?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. The facts are that
in 2014–15 the budget for Ambulance Victoria is
$696.5 million, which is 23.4 per cent up on the
previous government.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
pause for a moment. Visitors in the gallery must not
take photographs.
Dr NAPTHINE — I refer the Leader of the
Opposition — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked a question and should listen to the
answer.
Dr NAPTHINE — It is disappointing that the
Leader of the Opposition, as a former Minister for
Health, cannot read the report entitled Ambulance
Victoria — Annual Report 2013–14. I refer the
opposition leader to page 46, where it says:
… operating revenue was up by 5.5 per cent due to growth in
transport fees, membership scheme fees and government
grants.

I refer him to the same page to explain his
misunderstanding of the report, where it says:
2013–2014 was the first year of operation for new
arrangements with the commonwealth Department of
Veterans’ Affairs … The new arrangements are consistent
with AV’s new funding model that was announced by the
Minister for Health in June.

What this means is explained on pages 55 and 71. If
members look at page 71 under note 2d headed
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‘Transport fees’, they will see that for the first time for
Ambulance Victoria there is a direct payment from the
Department of Veterans’ Affairs of $25 105 000,
because previously veterans’ affairs gave that money to
the state of Victoria, which passed it on to Ambulance
Victoria. That money was previously included in the
state government grant — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the Speaker is on
her feet, the house will be silent. Members who speak
will be ejected from the house.
Dr NAPTHINE — If you add that $25 million back
into the government grants on page 70, you will see
there is actually more money from the government.
This matter is clearly explained by the very fact that
there is a change in accounting procedures whereby the
Department of Veterans’ Affairs pays its money
directly to Ambulance Victoria in transport fees rather
than giving it to the state government to pass on to
Ambulance Victoria. When you add that money from
the department back in, you see there is a significant
increase in government grants to Ambulance
Victoria — more money, not less.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East will cease interjecting in that manner, as
will other members of the house.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I said, it is explained in
detail on page 46. If the Leader of the Opposition, a
former Minister for Health, cannot be trusted to read an
annual report correctly in an area where he has
supposedly had experience, how can he be trusted to
run a $50 billion state budget? How can he be trusted to
run services in this state?
The explanation is here in black and white in the
Ambulance Victoria annual report. As I said, the
funding for Ambulance Victoria this year is a record
$696.5 million — 679 additional paramedics. We have
a clear circumstance where each and every year under
this government there has been more money for
ambulances — more paramedics, more ambulances and
more ambulance stations to deal with the increasing
case load. We have clearly increased funding for
ambulance services, not reduced funding.

Hospital funding
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Premier. How is the coalition government’s investment
in Victoria’s hospitals across Melbourne and regional
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areas building a healthier Victoria, and are there any
threats to this?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for her question on a very
important issue of health funding and health services in
Victoria. I am pleased to advise the house that this
government has fixed the financial mess that was left to
it by the Labor government. Because we are in a strong
budgetary position with a AAA budget with budget
surpluses, we were able to provide a record $15 billion
for health services in the 2014–15 budget. This is a
21 per cent increase in funding since our election in
November 2010. The 2014–15 budget for health allows
us to provide an average increase in funding for all
major metro and regional health services of 5.1 per
cent. There is an extra $10 million for Ballarat Health
Services, an extra $11 million for Bendigo Health, an
extra $25 million for Barwon Health and an extra
$70 million for Monash Health.
In addition to these significant increases in recurrent
funding, the coalition government is delivering the
largest capital injection into our health system in
Victoria’s history — over $4.5 billion to build new
hospitals, to rebuild hospitals and to expand our
hospitals across the state. This includes the magnificent
$630 million Bendigo Hospital, which was not
delivered under the Labor government but is being
delivered under a coalition government as we speak. It
includes the recently completed $447 million Box Hill
Hospital — and what a great hospital it is — delivering
an additional floor, additional beds and better services;
an $80 million redevelopment of the Frankston
emergency department and additional beds at
Frankston; $50 million at Ballarat; $200 million for
Barwon Health at Geelong; $73 million for Latrobe
Regional Hospital; and the redevelopment of the eye
and ear hospital, among many other things.
At the weekend I was pleased to visit the topping-out
ceremony at the $1 billion Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre. That is a magnificent hospital to provide
state-of-the-art cancer services and state-of-the-art
research. Also last week I was able to announce, with
the Minister for Health, David Davis, the $120 million
MonashHeart hospital, the first dedicated heart hospital
in Australia, here in Melbourne, which will deliver
more beds, more services and better outcomes for all
Victorians, increase the number of catheterisation labs
from 3 to 8, increase the number of immediate care
capacity beds from 6 to 41 and increase total bed
numbers by 57.
When I was at Monash Health for this new
announcement I was able to see the fantastic work
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being done on the $250 million Monash Children’s
hospital — a project started by this government. It was
recommended to the previous government way back in
2002, but it never delivered it. It is being delivered
under this government. We are building this
much-needed hospital.
We are very pleased that because we have fixed the
finances of the state we are able to use that financial
strength to provide record funding for our health
services, to provide record investment in new and
redeveloped hospitals, to treat a record number of
patients and to reduce waiting lists so that we can say
that in Victoria nobody waits more than 30 days for
urgent, life-saving surgery. These are good outcomes in
health under a coalition government.

Ambulance services
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I again refer him to his
government’s cuts to funding to Ambulance Victoria
(AV), specifically cuts to capital grants of some
$20 million listed on page 70 of the annual report. I ask:
with lives being put at risk across the state and an
ambulance crisis running across the state, will the
Premier now release all Ambulance Victoria branch
response times so that all Victorians can see the depth
of this crisis — a crisis that is costing lives across our
state?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am pleased to
say that the annual report highlights — —
Mr Nardella — On page 70?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton!
Dr NAPTHINE — I am happy to refer to page 70 if
you want me to, but that was not the question. The
question was about outcomes of ambulance services in
this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — With respect to response times,
the annual report shows that response times are
improving compared to previous years. A good
example of that is the — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
whilst I appreciate that the Premier has only just begun
answering the question, can I say that the question is
not an opportunity to brag and boast. Will the Premier
release this data so that Victorians know about this
crisis?
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. He knows very well
that is not how to raise a point of order.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Ports!
Dr NAPTHINE — The question covered capital
works and outcomes. With respect to capital, I refer to
page 21, where the report says:
… additional resources were added at Roxburgh Park,
Melton … Sunbury … Leopold, Lara, Portland, Kyneton,
Romsey, Korumburra, Hampton Park, Mordialloc … and
Numurkah.

It further says:
The completion of a competitive tender —

which to the best of my recollection is worth
$550 million, a significant capital injection —
… which will replace AV’s existing helicopter fleet with new
Agusta Westland AW-139 twin engine helicopters from
1 January 2016, aircraft that are faster, bigger and can travel
longer distances without refuelling.

The question also went to the issue of outcomes. I refer
to page 14 of the report, which says:
… we surpassed targets on every key performance indicator
relating to patient clinical outcome, which are critical
measures of the value provided by an ambulance service.

I refer to page 16 of the report, which says:
In 2013–14 we surpassed our targets in all key clinical
indicators, including the percentage of adult patients who
survived after ventricular fibrillation or ventricular
tachycardia cardiac arrest … an increase … of 25.3 per cent
from the previous year.

The report also refers to improved performance in
dealing with adult patients experiencing severe cardiac
and traumatic pain and. patients who suffer from stroke.
If members look at page 36 of the report, they will see
there are a series of quality and safety indicators.
Mr Andrews — I raise a point of order regarding
relevance, Speaker. The question related to the release
of data. I will not repeat the question because clearly we
all heard it. It was about data — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — I can repeat the question if the
Premier is confused. It was about the release of
branch-by-branch response time data. I am sure all
Victorians would appreciate it if the Premier at least
pretended to answer that part of the question.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 October 2014

ASSEMBLY

Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, whilst
the latter part of the question referred to data, there was
a preamble to the question which covered a range of
matters including capital works and a reference to a
page in the annual report. The Premier is answering that
question. In answering the question he is relevant also
to the preamble that formed part of the question.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, we
have had more than 31⁄2 minutes on the preamble. The
substantive question was in regard to releasing response
time data. In the last 27 seconds the Premier should
have the courage to answer the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Merlino — People are dying and it is funny, is
it? We get laughter or — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order will be
heard in silence. The member for Monbulk knows very
well how to take a point of order and I ask him to stay
within the confines of taking a point of order.
The Premier was being relevant to the question that was
asked. The member knows very well that I cannot
direct the Premier to answer a question in the way the
opposition would like the answer.
Dr NAPTHINE — I was referring to page 36 of the
report, which lists nine quality and safety outcome
standards. In all nine — 100 per cent of those outcome
standards — Ambulance Victoria has delivered above
the target. When you talk about outcome
standards — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Family violence
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Deputy Premier. In his role as co-chair of the new
Ministerial Council for the Prevention of Violence
Against Women and Children, can the Deputy Premier
indicate what actions the coalition government is taking
to reduce family violence and build a safer Victoria?
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk is warned.
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
thank the member for her question. Violence against
women and children in any circumstance, in any
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situation and for whatever reason is absolutely
unacceptable. In so saying I believe I speak for all
88 members of this Parliament. It is, as the Leader of
the Opposition says, a crime and cannot under any
circumstances be tolerated.
Over the course of our four years in government we
have worked assiduously in a number of ways to
address the dreadful outcomes associated with family
violence. That has taken the form of another
1700 front-line operational police. There are more
police family violence response units; increased
sentences and penalties have been introduced through
the work of the Attorney-General over the course of
this government; there are many more flexible support
packages than was once the case; there are more people
speaking out in relation to this dreadful issue; and there
were something in the order of 67 000 reports as a
result last year.
The spending we have undertaken to address this issue
has increased from the $70 million or thereabouts that it
was when we came to government to its current level of
about $110 million per annum. In the course of all of
this we have delivered the action plan to address
violence against women and children, we have
partnered with the commonwealth government in what
is known as the Our Watch program, we have consulted
widely across the community and we have done so on a
consistent basis.
Last Saturday we took the next step in the process of
addressing this terribly difficult issue. This process will
now see the introduction of a program to which the
Premier, the Minister for Community Services, the
Attorney-General and I spoke. It will comprise a
$150 million package over five years. It is new
spending, new money, and it will lift our spending to
some $140 million per year.
It has three primary elements. The first is prevention,
and $41 million will be spent on a range of programs,
some of which we have taken note of as having been
very successful in New Zealand and, apart from those,
many of which have been developed via examination of
what has worked in other jurisdictions around the world
and around Australia. It is a behavioural change
campaign. It demonstrates that we all share in this
problem. This is not just a policing issue. So often it is
that the police are engaged after the punch is thrown.
We want to do a lot more work as a government on
why the punch is thrown in the first place and on how
to address those sorts of issues to prevent it from
happening. We want to run those campaigns through all
levels of the community, and that is the intention of this
$41 million element of the $150 million package.
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In the area of safety — the second element — there will
be more safe accommodation for those in need. There
will be a continuum of schooling for children whose
schooling is interrupted as a result of these dreadful
events. There will be additional flexible support
packages. We will construct a new multidisciplinary
centre at Wyndham, and the one at Geelong will be
expanded to incorporate family violence.
The third element will see the final expenditure being
undertaken. It will entail accountability. We will see
improved safety at our courts. We will see more
assistance for both victims and perpetrators, because it
is imperative that we enable perpetrators to be better
educated, as it were, about the evil of what they are
doing. There will be more rehabilitation support, a
boost to legal aid and a variety of other such initiatives.
Family violence is the absolute scourge of our
contemporary age. We as a government are intent on
addressing it, and so we have announced this package.

Health funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again directed to the Premier, and I refer the
Premier to the fact that last week the South Australian
Department for Health and Ageing found that Tony
Abbott’s GP tax and other health cuts will lead to
290 000 additional emergency department attendees at
South Australian hospitals, costing that state some
$80 million. I ask: what will the impact of Tony
Abbott’s GP tax and other health cutbacks be on
Victoria’s already overflowing hospitals and
emergency departments?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. This is a
hypothetical question because there has been no
passage of any changes through the Senate that I am
aware of with regard to GP co-payments. Having said
that, let me make it clear that I as Premier and the
Minister for Health have already publicly and on more
than one occasion made it clear that we have genuine
concerns about the proposal to introduce a universal
co-payment for our GPs. We are concerned about the
impact that will have on people seeking sound medical
advice from their local GP. We are concerned it may
have a cost-shifting impact in moving people from their
local GP to hospital emergency departments — from
the most appropriate first-line medical service, the local
GP, to a more expensive option, being an emergency
department, which is not cost efficient for anybody.
We have made it very clear to the federal government
that we have genuine concerns about the proposal of a
GP co-payment and that we have genuine concerns
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about the impact of any such policy on the operation of
emergency departments in our hospitals in Victoria. We
have expressed those views to the Prime Minister, we
have expressed those views to the federal Minister for
Health and we have expressed those views to the
federal Treasurer.
At the same time, I can advise the people of Victoria
that this government will put their interests first, second
and third, and that is why in this year’s budget it
provided a record $14.9 billion for health services. That
is why, while some people from the opposition are
going around saying there have been reductions in
funding to local hospitals — scare tactics that are
wrong, misleading and confusing — our hospitals
across the state have had an average increase of 5.1 per
cent. For example, Bendigo Health will receive
$11 million extra under our government in 2014–15 —
not less money, but more money.
We will stand up for Victoria. We will ensure that
Victorians are looked after, and that is why we have
fought. If it means we have to fight against the federal
government to get a fair deal for Victoria, we will do so
because Victoria comes first for me and my
government.

School funding
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. How is the Victorian
coalition government delivering new schools for
growth areas in Melbourne and regional Victoria, and
how will these projects benefit local families and create
new jobs? Are there any threats to this?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for South Barwon for his question — and what
a great advocate for education he is. Our government
announced today the start of an expression of interest
process for the financing, design, building and
maintenance of 13 brand-new schools in the growth
areas of Melbourne and also the Geelong region. This
$223 million package is the largest education
infrastructure project in the history of this state, and it
will be built under this government’s public-private
partnership model. In terms of jobs, it will provide
700 full-time-equivalent year-long construction jobs
over the next three years.
The great news is that not only will the schools be built
but they will be maintained for 25 years, and that means
that principals can put all their efforts into student
learning and not into the maintenance of those schools.
We are already working, and will continue to work,
with local councils, with local communities and also
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with other education stakeholders. We are working with
all those groups so that we get the best possible
outcome and added value we can for Victorian
taxpayers and local communities.

union mates; we deliver for students. We are the ones
who do that, and we have the record to prove it.

That is in stark contrast to what was done by the
previous government, which left 200 schools planned
but left not one dollar behind. It is in stark contrast to
the $420 million maintenance backlog that was left.
The previous government cut maintenance funding, and
this government is increasing it. We are getting on with
the job of fixing the mess left by the previous
government and building for growth.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the growing youth
unemployment crisis under the Liberals, where in some
communities almost one in three young men are
jobless.

We are building for growth down at Armstrong Creek,
where the Premier and the local member announced a
new primary school and a new special school. Also in
Geelong, there is the North Geelong Special
Development School. In addition there is Torquay
North Primary School and Bannockburn Primary
School. They all come on top of the brand-new Surf
Coast Secondary College. As well as that, down in the
western suburbs, there is Point Cook P–9 College. That
brings to seven the brand-new schools that we have
built in the western suburbs, which include the first
P–12 autism specific schools.
Out in the south-east, four brand-new primary schools
have been built as public-private partnership schools.
They are Casey Central East Primary School,
Cranbourne South West Primary School, Heather
Grove Primary School and Pakenham South West
Primary School, and they come on top of the Officer
Specialist School and secondary school, which are
under construction. Out in the north three further
primary schools have been built: Epping North, Mernda
South and Mill Park Lakes East. That is on top of the
Hazel Glen College primary campus, which is open,
and its secondary school, which is under construction.
We are also building for growth in inner Melbourne.
We have allocated $20 million for Prahran secondary
college. We have bought the land, and we are doing the
site preparation and planning for the very much needed
primary school in South Melbourne, and next year the
new 7–12 secondary school in Coburg will be opening.
We are able to do this because of our great financial
management. Because of our major project
management, we can actually deliver on these sorts of
projects at good value for the Victorian taxpayer and
for Victorian school communities.
Unlike Labor, we are delivering. We deliver for our
schools, we deliver for Victorian families and we
deliver Victorian students. We do not deliver for our

Education funding

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I am happy to start again,
Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! No.
Mr ANDREWS — It is funny apparently that there
is a generation of young people missing out.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition does not have to start again.
Mr ANDREWS — I refer to the growing youth
unemployment crisis under the Liberals, where in some
communities almost one in three young men is jobless.
Can the Premier explain how four years of Liberal cuts
to education, including cuts to the Victorian certificate
of applied learning (VCAL), the education maintenance
allowance, student psychologists and speech
pathologists, Reading Recovery, drugs education, the
conveyance allowance, abolishing the School Start
bonus and dumping the Victorian schools plan have
benefited any Victorian student anywhere in our state?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I reject the
premise of the question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. The member for Pascoe Vale!
Dr NAPTHINE — I reject the premise of the
question because the facts contradict the assertions in
the premise of the question.
Ms Campbell interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Pascoe Vale
The SPEAKER — Order! I had just called the
member for Pascoe Vale to order, and the member
interjected again. The member will leave the house for
30 minutes under standing order 124.
Honourable member for Pascoe Vale withdrew
from chamber.
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Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bendigo East
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East, under standing order 124, will leave the
chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Bendigo East withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Education funding
Education funding
Questions resumed.
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — With regard to
education funding, the facts are that in this year, the
2014 school year, this government is providing a record
$8.8 billion for education. That is a record in funding
for education. That is more funding than under the
previous government, not less. It is more funding for
schools and more funding for our vocational education
and training — more funding, not less.
In 2015, under the budget we handed down in May,
there will be a further increase in funding to $9.2
billion. When I go to visit schools, as when I was
visiting schools yesterday, including Bentleigh
Secondary College, McKinnon Secondary College,
Sandringham Secondary College, they are very pleased
with our commitments for a re-elected government to
provide capital funding to those schools.
With regard to our young people who are seeking job
opportunities, we know that providing vocational
education and training is absolutely vital to increase the
skills base for our young people. That is why when we
came to government, we increased significantly the
funding for vocational education and training. When we
came to government the funding for vocational
education and training in Victoria was $800 million;
now it is $1.2 billion. There has been a 50 per cent
increase in funding for vocational education and
training.
People may ask whether, if you spend 50 per cent more,
you are getting good value for that money. I can tell the
house that because we are spending 50 per cent more
on vocational education and training, enrolments in
2013 increased from 426 900 in
2010 — —
Ms Allan interjected.

Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — The enrolments for
vocational education and training in 2010 were
426 900. In 2013, which is the last full year for which
we have records, the number was 645 000. That is a
51 per cent increase in students doing vocational
education and training. We have provided more money
to teach more students.
I wish to also advise that these are students who needed
this vocational education and training. We have had a
significant increase in students who are unemployed,
students who are from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds, students who have a disability
and students who are in regional and rural Victoria. The
most important thing is that in the areas where there are
job opportunities when we came to government only
49 per cent of vocational education and training
students were studying courses where there were real
job prospects. That has been increased under this
government up to 72 per cent, so there are more
students, more funding and more students doing more
appropriate courses across Victoria.
The other thing I would say is that we want students to
stay in education longer, and under this government we
have increased the number of students staying to
year 12 and beyond that going on to tertiary education.
We have more young people staying in education
longer, providing them with better long-term prospects.

TAFE funding
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. What
action is the coalition government taking to improve
employment opportunities for young people throughout
Victoria, and are there any threats to this?
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Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank the member for Prahran for his
question. It is a very important question because it is
about providing opportunities for young people to
undertake important training so that they gain
employment. As the Premier just highlighted to the
house, the first thing you need to do as a government is
invest in training, and that is exactly what this
government has done.
As we have just heard, investment in training has gone
from $800 million under those opposite up to
$1.2 billion per year. This government has committed
to providing a minimum $1.2 billion over the next four
years. That is a record for the nation. With respect to
TAFE, the former government provided $487 million,
but under this government that figure has increased by
23 per cent to $600 million. By any measure this
government is putting more money into training. As the
Premier pointed out, not only have we increased
funding levels but we have more students undertaking
training in key areas.
If we look at where we are placed in the nation, we see
the participation rate in training is at 16 per cent
compared to the national average of 12 per cent, so we
are a leader in training. With regard to TAFE, I recently
had the great pleasure of joining the Premier on visits to
a number of TAFEs to make some very important
announcements. We joined the members for Carrum
and Hastings on a visit to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.
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manufacturing and health. As an article in the
Mornington News highlighted, ‘Frankston’s Chisholm
TAFE is set to become a premier tertiary training
centre’. Chisholm TAFE chief executive officer Maria
Peters was quoted in that article as saying, ‘It’s very
exciting for the people of our region’. A headline in the
Frankston Standard Leader reads ‘TAFE campus
$45.5 million revamp to boost quality of training and
economy’. In that article local mayor Darrel Taylor is
reported to have said that this commitment would
support the community’s growth and skills
development, especially in health and advanced
manufacturing.
Further, the Premier and I, together with the member
for Prahran, had the pleasure of visiting Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT) to make a very
important funding announcement of $19 million, which
will provide greater opportunities for that important
institution and leveraged the creation of its new name
of Melbourne Polytechnic. That announcement was
well received by its community, and again I
congratulate NMIT on the work it does.
I also had the great pleasure in joining with you,
Speaker, in Lilydale at Box Hill Institute of TAFE for a
very important announcement to provide 20 new
training courses, which will lever a training opportunity
for 800 students next year. That announcement was
well received on the day by many principals who
attended from the local schools.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker,
standing orders require the minister to be factual. He is
referring to shipping containers, a used car saleyard and
a tiny shopfront, not Swinburne Lilydale TAFE.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Questions interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
TAFE funding
Questions resumed.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — We made a commitment of
$21.9 million, which is part of a $45 million funding
announcement to deliver new centres for advanced

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows very well that that is not the way to
take a point of order. Under standing order 124, he will
leave the chamber for an hour.
Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.
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vocational training than were enrolled just two years
ago?

TAFE funding
Questions resumed.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I was asked about threats, and I think we
have just heard what the threats are. The community
expects its government to support TAFEs. It does not
expect its government to get out and trash their names,
unlike the member for Eltham, who has been trashing
Federation Training, and unlike those opposite who
through their comments trash the Melbourne
Polytechnic centre or who trash Bendigo Kangan
Institute or more importantly who trash the 800 training
places that are going to be provided by Box Hill TAFE.
It is an absolute disgrace that those opposite are more
interested in trashing TAFEs than they are going out
there and supporting them.

TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
comprehensive cutbacks to TAFE, which have resulted
in — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Minister for Ports
The SPEAKER — Order! I have earlier called the
Minister for Ports to attention. Under standing
order 124, he will leave the chamber for half an hour.

Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. The situation with
regard to vocational education and training is an
important issue. We as a government strongly support
the need for vocational education and training to
provide young people in particular with choices and
opportunities to gain the skills they need for their future
work and also to provide for those people who want to
gain additional skills in their existing work or to change
the sort of work they do in the future.
Vocational education and training is very important.
That is why we have significantly increased funding for
vocational education and training. When we came to
government — it is very clear — $800 million was
being spent on vocational education and training. The
current expenditure is $1.2 billion. As the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills has just outlined, we have
made a commitment into the future of providing at least
$1.2 billion each and every year for vocational
education and training through the forward estimates.
That will provide over the next four years
850 000 vocational education and training places for
the people of Victoria, particularly the young people.
That is why we are investing in vocational education
and training and why we are investing in centres of
excellence, as we are investing at Frankston in the
Chisholm Institute, as we are investing in centres of
excellence — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked very directly whether there are
45 000 fewer students today than two years ago. I ask
you to direct him to the fact that without referring to
that matter the answer can in no way be relevant to the
question asked.

Minister for Ports withdrew from chamber.
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TAFE funding
Questions resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
again refer the Premier to his government’s
comprehensive cutbacks to TAFE, which have resulted
in TAFEs closing at Swinburne Lilydale,
Greensborough, Yarram, Heyfield, Orbost, Mallacoota,
Swifts Creek, Sale, Bairnsdale, Kyneton, Moreland,
Glenormiston, Cranbourne and Sunbury. Can the
Premier confirm that as a result of these Liberal
cutbacks 45 000 fewer students are enrolled in

Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a question that related to TAFE.
Then we had a long and rambling preamble which
mentioned a number of various places. That preamble
preceded the part of the question to which the Leader of
the Opposition has just referred. I put it to you, Speaker,
that the Premier is being relevant to the question he was
asked and that in answering the question the Premier
has every right to address the preamble because the
preamble forms part of the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The preamble does form part of the question.
The Premier was being relevant.
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Dr NAPTHINE — I was referring to the
$41.9 million Future Skills package at Chisholm TAFE
in Frankston, including the TAFE centre for advanced
manufacturing and trade. It was fantastic to see young
people there doing advanced manufacturing skills
training so that they could be employed in advanced
manufacturing in the future. There is also our funding
of $19 million as part of the future for Melbourne
Polytechnic, funding of $64 million into centres of
excellence at Bendigo Kangan TAFE and over
$40 million into TAFE facilities across Gippsland,
which is a really important investment. In my own area
there is nearly $8 million at the South West Institute of
TAFE so that students across rural and regional
Victoria can learn anywhere, anytime and on any
device.
In terms of the numbers, let me repeat that enrolments
have grown by 51 per cent since we came to
government. When Labor left office enrolments were at
426 900. In 2013 they were at 645 000, a 51 per cent
increase. The number of Indigenous students is up
43 per cent. The number of students from culturally and
linguistically diverse backgrounds is up 109 per cent.
The number of students with a disability is up 58 per
cent.
As the Minister for Higher Education and Skills has
said, Victoria leads the way across all the states and
territories. We are the ones who have the highest
participation rate in higher education and skills training
because we as a government care about young people.
We as a government invest in higher vocational
education and training. We invest in capital
improvements. We invest in courses. We want to make
sure that young people are doing courses that provide
them with real skills for real job opportunities. We have
moved from 49 per cent doing real skills for real job
opportunities to 72 per cent.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order on relevance,
Speaker, in the 7 seconds remaining I ask if you would
remind the Premier that he is obliged to be relevant to
the question. Are there 45 000 fewer students than two
years ago or not?
The SPEAKER — Order! Taking a point of order
is not an opportunity to repeat the question. The
Premier was being relevant.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I said, there are 51 per cent
more students under this government — more funding
and more students doing more relevant courses. That is
what skills training is about.
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Economic management
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Treasurer. How is the coalition government’s strong
financial management building a better Victoria and
ensuring record investment in infrastructure and
services for Victorians?
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Forest Hill for his question and for his great interest
strong financial management. Today the Parliament had
tabled before it the 2013–14 financial report for the
state of Victoria. I am pleased to report that the state of
Victoria’s result for that year was a surplus of
$2 billion. In anyone’s language that is a very strong
result. It is a result Labor could not manage in 11 years
in government. It could not come close. You would
have to go back to 1998–99 to get that sort of number
and a result of that sort of strength, back when we had
Liberal Treasurers of the calibre of Alan Stockdale and
the current Premier — the glorious 13-day reign of
Treasurer Napthine!
This is testament to the strong financial management of
this government. The important thing is that this money
is being invested in infrastructure. If you compare the
last four years of net infrastructure investment under
Labor, you see there was $16.8 billion. Under this
coalition government there is $22.3 billion, 33 per cent
more infrastructure investment under a coalition
government.
An honourable member — Where?
Mr O’BRIEN — ‘Where?’, comes the question. I
will tell you where it is not: it is not myki. It is not the
desalination plant. It is not the north–south pipeline. We
actually invest in infrastructure that benefits Victorians
and makes a real difference to the lives of Victorians.
We invest in projects like the Monash Children’s
hospital, projects like the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear
Hospital rebuild and projects like grade separations and
level crossing removals under a coalition government.
These are projects that matter.
Not everybody was as confident as we were that we
would deliver a surplus for the 2013–14 financial year.
One commentator put out a statement on 26 May. He
said:
Denis Napthine’s budget is teetering on the edge — his
claims of a surplus are in tatters.

We have a $2 billion surplus. The only thing that is in
tatters is the economic credibility of a shadow Treasurer
who cannot add up. It has been 524 days since I was
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last asked a question by the shadow Treasurer — it is
just not happening.
We need this strong financial outcome so we can invest
in services that matter to Victorians, so we can invest in
infrastructure that matters to Victorians, so we can cut
payroll tax, so we can cut WorkCover premiums and so
we can invest more in attracting businesses to the state,
growing the economy and growing jobs. The worst
thing you could do would be to rip up all that hard
work — rip up all those contracts and all those major
projects — and go back to the dim, dark days of
structural deficits and dodgy infrastructure choices from
the party which gave us the desalination plant, gave us
myki and gave us the north–south pipeline.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Government achievements
Debate resumed.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — We are still
debating the matter of public importance and before the
lunch break I was going through ambulance response
time averages around Melbourne. I was up to
Cheltenham and I will keep going: Craigieburn,
14 minutes 55 seconds average, up 3 minutes
20 seconds; Cranbourne, 14 minutes 25 seconds, up
3 minutes 15 seconds; Docklands, 12 minutes
35 seconds, again up 3 minutes 25 seconds; Frankston,
15 minutes 12 seconds average, up 4 minutes
22 seconds; Hadfield, 14 minutes 20 seconds, up
3 minutes 10 seconds; Hoppers Crossing, 13 minutes
55 seconds, up 3 minutes 25 seconds; and Jacksons
Creek — the worst in the state — 15 minutes
43 seconds, up 4 minutes 48 seconds.
Next we have Melton, 14 minutes 13 seconds, up
3 minutes 33 seconds; Moonee Ponds, 12 minutes
52 seconds, up 3 minutes 22 seconds; Nunawading,
13 minutes 43 seconds, up 3 minutes 3 seconds;
Prahran, 13 minutes 37 seconds, up 3 minutes
17 seconds; Richmond, 13 minutes 11 seconds, up
3 minutes 31 seconds; South Morang, 14 minutes
8 seconds, up 4 minutes 3 seconds; St Albans,
14 minutes 5 seconds, up 3 minutes 10 seconds;
Sunbury, 16 minutes 3 seconds, up 3 minutes
58 seconds; Tullamarine, 13 minutes 17 seconds, up
3 minutes 37 seconds.
That is not an exhaustive list; I could go through every
single branch across Melbourne and the outer suburbs.
For every single branch of Ambulance Victoria average
response times are slower across the board, which is
reflected in the Ambulance Victoria report which was
tabled in this very Parliament today — it was
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convenient for the Premier to not even reference it — at
page 37. The response time average across the state is
73.7 per cent of code 1 cases arriving within
15 minutes, against the government’s own benchmark
of 85 per cent. That is 10 per cent lower than its own
benchmark. If the Premier even flipped over to page 38,
he would see the historical response time data back to
2009–10, Labor’s last full year in government, which
was 80.7 per cent. Then it dropped in 2010–11 to
77.2 per cent; in 2011–12 to 74.8 per cent; in 2012–13
to 73 per cent; and this year to 73.7 per cent. Those are
the statistics for the 80 000 cases not arriving within the
15 minutes.
Those are the statistics, but let me tell members what I
have in the corner of my parliamentary office. On a
very humble pin board there sits an A4 sheet of paper
with a photo of a young man, headed ‘Our Man Matt’.
The photo is accompanied by a beautiful poem that was
written by Matt’s parents, Steve and Jo Gibbs. The
poem and photo were prepared for Matt’s funeral after
he collapsed and stopped breathing while playing
indoor soccer at Melton in October last year. He was
aged 23 back then. As the tribute stated:
We hear it mentioned often,
That time will heal our pain,
But to be honest,
We know it will always remain.

Despite there being an ambulance station only
5 minutes away, Matt was forced to wait for
16 minutes; again that was outside the 15-minute
benchmark. Given the devastating circumstances of
Matt’s death and the delay in the ambulance response,
Matt’s father, Steve, contacted Neil Mitchell’s program
on 3AW. He choked back tears during that 7-minute on
air interview. He told Neil Mitchell, ‘As a father, I just
think it’s too long for people to be in that situation,
lying in the middle of anywhere and not breathing,
relying on other people to do CPR. The government
needs to have a good look at the system and forget
about rhetoric’. That happened a year ago. Mr Gibbs
appealed directly to the government to do something —
anything — to fix the ambulance crisis. It was a plea
from a desperate and grieving family. There was
absolutely no criticism whatsoever of our hardworking
paramedics at the scene. In fact Steve Gibbs went out of
his way to praise the work of our paramedics. The
bottom line for him was that the ambulance system
needed to be fixed.
On the key measurement of response times, the
problem is crystal clear. I have outlined on a number of
occasions in my contribution where that benchmark is
today — at 73.7 per cent. These code 1 cases are the
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cardiac arrest cases, they are the stroke cases, they are
the car accident cases and they are the cases where
children are not breathing any longer. They are the
cases that are simply the difference between life and
death. That is what the statistics will not tell you, but
these are the human faces, the faces of people such as
Matt Gibbs, Brodie Wilson and Emmy Boyle. They are
the faces that Victorians are seeing time and again
because this government has absolutely dropped the
ball on ambulances, such that we have a complete and
utter crisis in this state.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on this very important matter of public
importance that deals directly with what this
government has done to fix the mess left behind by the
Labor government. I begin by congratulating each and
every one of my colleagues, from the Premier down,
for the work they have done in fixing up the mess that
was left behind.
Let me say at the beginning a thing that has always
been said to me — that is, how does one manage a
fortune? You manage a fortune by mismanaging and
squandering a large fortune. If ever it could be said that
saying were true, it has been demonstrated by the Labor
Party over the years of waste and mismanagement we
have seen. Since World War II each and every Labor
government that has been given a sound economic
platform to start with has left the place with a lot less
than it started with. It is absolutely true that Labor
cannot manage money, and Labor has demonstrated
that it cannot manage money time and again. We were
left with Victoria in a shambolic state just as previous
Labor governments have done time and again.
There are situations Victorians should never forget.
One is the $3 billion frittered away on the bungled
poker machine auction, an auction that should have
been easy to manage. It was money for jam.
Unfortunately in this case it was money frittered away.
Labor’s desalination plant at more than $23 billion is
costing taxpayers $1.8 million every single day and will
do so for 27 years. If that is not a symbolic project that
sits there idle every single day and has Labor written all
over it in terms of not being able to manage
infrastructure, then I do not know what is. There is the
$1.4 billion waste in blowouts and mismanagement in
ICT projects, such as myki. Myki was an absolute
mess. We came in, and we fixed it. We had to fix it. We
had to deliver a project, and we knew how to do it.
Unfortunately Labor had no idea what it was doing. A
ballooning public service of bureaucrats grew by more
than double Victoria’s population growth rate when
Labor was in power. The previous government has a
track record of waste and mismanagement, including
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$11 billion in cost overruns. It is the party that gave us
the desalination plant, myki and the flawed north–south
pipeline.
In contrast my colleagues and Liberal Premiers manage
finances like they were managing their own mortgages.
We can be proud of this, because we know the money
we deal with in here is taxpayers money, and we ensure
the taxpayers get the absolute best deal possible from
the projects we deliver. Since we have come to power
our economic management has shone in comparison to
Labor’s efforts. Victoria is the only state to have a
AAA credit rating with a stable outlook from both
agencies, a $1 billion surplus each and every year of the
forward estimates and a strong discipline to managing
money. It is in our DNA to manage it. It is in the DNA
of all coalition governments to manage money, and in
November voters will have a choice. It will be a clear
choice between those who can manage a budget and
projects and those who mismanage and waste.
Economic indicators include a level of growth over the
national average, 62 000 more people employed than
when Labor left office, 20 000 net full-time jobs in the
12 months since June 2013, exports up 11.3 per cent,
consumer confidence up 6.8 per cent, retail trade up
5.4 per cent and, of course, the best budget we have
seen in 25 years has been delivered under our
government. This budget has delivered record funding
for hospitals and health of $4.8 billion in capital
spending, including the comprehensive cancer centre,
Bendigo hospital, Monash Children’s hospital, the eye
and ear hospital, Barwon Health, Waurn Ponds,
Geelong and Latrobe. There has been record funding in
education, law and order, and community services, and
$500 million in capital for new schools and upgrades.
Not only that, but we are building for the future. We are
building with a budget that will ensure game-changing
projects and game-changing infrastructure that will
make a huge difference in the future.
When governments come here they need a vision. We
need a plan not of something to do just within one term
of government but into the future. I am talking about
the sorts of projects that include the Tullamarine
Airport link, West Gate Bridge, city loop and CityLink.
Then of course there is the regional rail link at
$4.1 billion, the port capacity project at $1.6 billion and
the east–west link, to which we have committed
$6.8 billion. That $6.8 billion includes $1.5 billion from
the federal government and $3.3 billion from the
private sector. What does Labor want to do? It wants to
rip up those contracts and ensure that $4.8 billion of
money is ripped out of the economy, is ripped out of
jobs and is ripped out of infrastructure. This is an
absolute crying shame.
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The member for Bentleigh sits with me here. I was with
the opposition candidate in her seat at a transport forum
a few weeks ago. The Labor candidate for Bentleigh
was saying that the $6.8 billion should be spent on
more level crossings and a whole lot of other transport
plans. Obviously the Labor candidate for Bentleigh has
no idea that $4.8 billion of that money is from
somewhere else and not from our budget. We have
$2 billion from our budget. The rest is from other
places. The member for Narre Warren South does not
even live in her electorate.
Ms Graley — The member for Bentleigh did not
even turn up.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Narre Warren South is not making it
easy on herself. If she wishes to take a point of order,
she knows how to do so.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Narre
Warren South would not even know what is actually
happening within her electorate. She keeps interjecting
but has not even looked in her own electorate to find
out because she does not live there. Hopefully the
voters will know that in November.
The $27 billion of investment in infrastructure will
deliver a wide employment benefit of 60 000 more jobs
and a $10 billion boost to the Victorian economy each
and every year. Of course with the growth in the Asian
century that is upon us, we need to ensure that we build
for that and ensure that we capitalise on education and
research, including medical research, the growth for
demand in food and fibre, and technical services such
as biotech. We have been delivering in this area. The
trade missions we have delivered under our government
have included record cooperation, investments and
outcomes. There have been 76 trade missions to
33 countries involving 3181 businesses. The member
for Narre Warren South shakes her head because again
she has no idea about business.
What this has delivered is $4.6 billion in export sales
that goes straight into the economy, straight into jobs,
straight into economic outcomes, and that is what we
are talking about on our side. That is what we are
delivering. Ultimately these trade missions have
delivered 4000 jobs, which the Labor Party would have
no idea about, but that is what we are delivering. There
is a Food to Asia Action Plan, which is a $17.8 million
plan, and a global health strategy that will deliver
greatly for Victoria.
We are delivering on law and order and keeping
Victorians safe. We are delivering a record investment
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in policing, with 1700 police officers on the beat and
940 protective services officers. We have abolished
suspended sentences and ensured that jail means jail.
What is the opposition offering? It is offering headlines
such as ‘Labor silent about secretive slush funds’;
‘Union links to Labor is bad news for Leader of the
Opposition Daniel Andrews’; ‘Victorian Labor admits
to accessing stolen Age recordings’; ‘Daniel Andrews
blames the party headquarters over these tapes’;
‘Opposition leader Daniel Andrews stands by the
CFMEU after claims official demanded $50 000 to
keep peace on Pentridge Prison construction site’ and
of course the kicker, the article on the front page of the
Herald Sun headed ‘Don’t trust him — Fury over
east–west backflip’. Before, the Leader of the
Opposition said his party would never rip up contracts,
but now it says it is going to rip up contracts. Would
anyone trust the opposition? I would say not.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
end-of-term report
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am delighted to
make some comments this afternoon on the end-of-term
report of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. The report is a comprehensive coverage of
the committee’s activities during the course of the
57th Parliament. The current committee and its
predecessors have had a long history in this Parliament,
with the first public accounts committee being formed
in 1895. One of the primary roles of successive
committees that has remained largely unchanged over
the years is examining through the gathering of
evidence any aspects of both public receipts and public
expenditure that may occur during a year. While the
functions remain similar, certainly the amounts are very
different. If members refer to the appropriation from
1894–95, they will see a total of some £4.458 million
was appropriated, compared with in excess of
$50 billion today.
As members are aware, the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee has three main functions: public
accounts, estimates and audit. The estimates function is
probably the most high profile of those statutory
responsibilities, and of course each year, following the
handing down of the state budget, we conduct the
estimates hearings, where the Premier, the Deputy
Premier and all ministers attend over a period of two
weeks. Many of the committee’s reports are prepared
on a cyclical basis, an example being the annual
estimates reports, but two reports presented to
Parliament in this term fell outside that normal routine.
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The first was a report on effective decision-making for
major infrastructure projects, and that was a specific
reference from the Legislative Assembly. It is a
comprehensive report. Anyone who is interested in the
provision of contemporary infrastructure projects will
certainly find it is worth a read and useful. The second
report reviewed the performance measurement system
and related reporting issues. That was tabled this year,
and in that regard I commend the Minister for Finance
on his initiative in inviting the committee to provide
advice to government on discontinued performance
measures. Certainly I found this to be a very useful
dialogue, and I trust the government did as well.
In the course of the committee’s investigations during
this Parliament, it conducted 268 public hearings, at
which more than 1100 witnesses were heard. There
were 61 private meetings of the committee and a further
31 meetings of the audit subcommittee to consider audit
specifications produced by the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. In the course of the
preparation of the infrastructure report, the committee
also met with representatives of some 48 organisations,
including public accounts committees,
Auditor-General’s offices — state, provincial and
national — public and private sector organisations and
professional bodies. A total of 26 reports have been
tabled during the 57th Parliament, and those reports
contain a total of 568 recommendations.
The committee has also considered and made
recommendations on the appointment of the
Auditor-General, appointed a performance auditor and
a financial auditor to the Auditor-General’s office, and
finally has taken an active part in the Australasian
Council of Public Accounts Committees. Over the
parliamentary term there were two full meetings of the
council, and two mid-term meetings, the most recent
being held in June this year, and over the past
12 months I personally have had the privilege of
chairing the council.
The workload of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee is matched by few committees, with the
possible exception of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, but I would suggest its output
is matched by none. That work is achieved by a
relatively small secretariat, and I want to recognise the
hard work and dedication of the committee’s executive
officer, Valerie Cheong, and all members of her staff,
whether they be permanent, on secondment or on
contract. The Parliament is certainly well served by
them all and by the work they do.
Finally I want to recognise the contributions of my past
and present committee colleagues, all of whom have
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served over the course of this Parliament. They are the
members for Altona, Brunswick, Forest Hill, Lyndhurst
and Preston from the Assembly and our colleagues
from the upper house: a former member for Eastern
Victoria region, Mr Philip Davis, who chaired the
committee for a time; a member for Western Victoria
Region, Mr David O’Brien; and a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region, Mr Craig Ondarchie. I commend
the report to this house and to the Victorian community,
which we all serve. Without pre-empting any decisions
of the new house, I wish the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee of the 58th Parliament well, and I
hope it continues the proud tradition for the benefit of
all Victorians.

Economic Development, Infrastructure and
Outer Suburban/Interface Services Committee:
marine rescue services in Victoria
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution on the inquiry into marine rescue services
in Victoria conducted by the Economic Development,
Infrastructure and Outer Suburban/Interface Services
Committee. At first blush there seems to be a
disconnect between the committee’s title and the actual
reference the committee had. Nevertheless I began as
the deputy chair for this inquiry, and the committee
realised fairly quickly that there was a real issue that
needed to be addressed here — that is, the fact that the
oversight of voluntary water rescue crews is ad hoc,
underfunded and potentially not fit for purpose.
Although the report states that marine services and
rescue are essentially ungoverned, the committee
praises the volunteers for their dedication and
commitment despite the lack of oversight and funding.
The committee found critical gaps in the system that
need to be addressed, that volunteer marine research
and rescue is not subject to legislative or regulatory
oversight at state level, and that it has been largely
ignored and left to itself. Some of the revelations were
quite alarming. In particular the Australian Volunteer
Coast Guard Association noted in its submission to the
inquiry that in the absence of accreditation anybody can
commence operating as a marine rescue organisation
anywhere in Victoria, irrespective of their capability,
without being subject to minimum standards for the
provision of marine rescue services. Victoria Police
often acts as a control agency during rescues and
incidents at sea, but it also expresses concern about the
capacity, capability and experience of volunteers
entrusted to help those in distress.
To categorise it, the committee found a system that
really did not have an overarching governance and that
there was a lack of scrutiny and accountability. Putting
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aside the economic development and infrastructure
aspects of the committee’s role, it proceeded in good
faith and adopted a bipartisan approach to get to the
heart of this matter to make findings and
recommendations in the public interest.
One of the findings is:
The absence of a statewide strategic approach to marine
search and rescue service provision has resulted in areas of
both oversupply and undersupply in the provision of marine
search and rescue services.
…
Victoria needs to introduce a statewide system of
accreditation, combined with regular capability assessments,
for all volunteer marine search and rescue units and
organisations.
…
Combined government funding to the volunteer marine
search and rescue sector for the purchase of vessels,
equipment and training has been insufficient for many years.
This has the potential to reduce the attractiveness and safety
of the sector for volunteers, as well as its operational
effectiveness.

According to my latest checks, we are still waiting to
hear the government’s formal response to this inquiry,
but I would argue that we need a coordinated strategy.
We need to have a proposition to allow for the building
and purchasing of Victorian vessels. We should be
looking at forming a strategy, as a matter of policy, to
invest further in this area of public safety. Specifically
we should be formulating policy right now in relation to
where we should invest and around developing skills
and industries. Victoria is very well placed, and it
would be remiss not to invest in our own capabilities
and jobs as that will deliver ongoing employment and
opportunities as well.
The report notes that there has been little increase in the
annual funding allocation for the marine search and
rescue grants component of the boating safety and
facilities program or in the total annual allocation for
the combined grants-based components of the program.
At a time of rising costs to the sector, this has occurred
despite increases in revenue from vessel registrations
and licensing. The current grants-based approach to
marine search and rescue vessels acquisition is an
inefficient and ineffective procurement methodology.
There were other issues around the appropriateness of
jet skis that hopefully will be looked at as well.
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Family and Community Development
Committee: social inclusion and Victorians
with disability
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to make
some comments on the Family and Community
Development Committee’s inquiry into social inclusion
and Victorians with disability which was tabled in
September.
I congratulate the committee, particularly its chair, the
member for Mitcham, who is also in the chair in the
chamber at the moment; the deputy chair, the member
for Thomastown; Andrea Coote, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the Legislative
Council; and the member for Essendon. I acknowledge
the contribution of David O’Brien, a member for
Western Victoria Region in the Legislative Council,
whom I took over from on 27 March when he stood
down from the committee. I also acknowledge the
executive officer, Dr Janine Bush, as well as Vicky
Finn and Natalie Tyler, for their great work in
compiling the report.
The committee’s terms of reference were very broad: to
define social inclusion for Victorians with disability; to
identify examples of good practice on inclusion and
participation, driven by local government and the
community sector; and to recommend ways to increase
social inclusion, including the role of collaboration
between local, state and federal governments, the
community sector, individuals with disability and their
carers. The committee brought forward
25 recommendations and there was strong bipartisan
support across the committee for those good, strong
recommendations.
I thank those who gave evidence to the committee. We
heard some wonderful contributions from people with a
disability about their needs, their aspirations, their
expectations, how they wanted to contribute to the
community and how they wanted to record their own
life plan. I want to put on the record a wonderful piece
of evidence that was given by a representative of the
Association of Children with a Disability, Melbourne. It
is entitled ‘A Great Life’:
I’m part of this world and I have a disability
But I don’t want it to rule my life
I want to find out what I’m good at and do it really well
I want to do stuff with my brothers and sisters
and I want to be happy at school
and I want people to feel OK around me
I want to hang out with friends and do cool stuff
I love my parents but I don’t want to live with them
forever so … I’ll need to get a job
I want to fall in love and maybe have kids
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And when it’s all over, I want to be able to say that I
didn’t just have a life
— I had a great life.

Many of those who came before the committee spoke
about their aspirations. They understood they had a
disability, and some of them had major disabilities, but
they still wanted to go out into the world. It is fair to say
that since the institutions closed down and people with
disability have moved into the community, it is even
more important for communities to work with people
with disability and for those with a disability to be able
to access every sphere of life, whether it be access to a
building or whether it be access to shops.
A number of people from organisations spoke to the
committee about working with the clients who had
disability and trying to find out what they wanted. If
their clients went shopping, they did not just want to be
taken shopping; they wanted to have some input into
what shops they went into. They want to be
contributing members of the community. They want to
be volunteers. They want to be parents, as mentioned in
the lovely poem that I just read out. It is important to
understand that a disability does not define who people
are. We need to make sure that at every level of
government we make it easier for people with disability
to participate, to contribute and to have access to the
things that we have access to and take for granted.
There are people with disability who are leaders in our
community. There are some people with an obvious
disability and there are others who hide their disability
and do not consider themselves to have a disability, but
there will always be those in our community with a
disability that need every bit of assistance we can give
them. The recommendations of the committee are about
supporting and embracing people with disability, but
more importantly they are about giving people with
disability the opportunity to have their own life goals
and to build and move on with their lives.
I congratulate the committee. It was a great committee
to be part of and we were all there for the right reasons.
It is a shame sometimes that the broader community
only sees question time, which is the theatre of
Parliament, rather than the committee process, which is
where the real decisions are made and where people
work together well in a bipartisan way. I commend the
recommendations of the committee and I hope the next
government brings them to fruition.
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Family and Community Development
Committee: social inclusion and Victorians
with disability
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I also rise to speak on
the report of the inquiry into social inclusion and
Victorians with a disability report which was tabled in
September. The report was developed under the
auspices of the Family and Community Development
Committee, and I place on the record my thanks to the
secretariat, Dr Janine Bush, Ms Vicky Finn and
Ms Natalie Tyler, who worked tirelessly to put together
this report on the basis of the work that we undertook as
a committee.
I also thank the committee members. The member for
Shepparton just made an erudite contribution to the
report. I thank her and I thank the other members, the
member for Thomastown; Andrea Coote, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the Legislative
Council; and the chair, the member for Mitcham, all of
whom contributed to the formation of the report. There
was also David O’Brien, a member for Western
Victoria Region in the Council, but he had to relinquish
that role and hand it over to the member for Shepparton
earlier on in the process.
This is a very worthy report. It gives a lot of direction to
the structures of government in the future, particularly
around the challenges that governments need to
overcome and how department secretaries and
bureaucrats in the system can prioritise social inclusion
in what will be a new state disability plan that will be
needed in 2016, over and above what might have been
in place to date. One of the areas of particular interest to
me during the inquiry was the built environment,
particularly around public transport, education and
housing, and how important physical environments are
in giving people opportunity and allowing people with
a disability, or a lack of ability in any sense, to be
included in the community, because what we heard
about were the barriers. There are many barriers. They
can be physical barriers, they can be barriers of
people’s expectations or they can be barriers of
regulations, controls or rules placed in front of many
people who want to overcome them.
One of the things we can do as a government, referring
in particular to my former role as Minister for Planning,
is improve the physical environment. That relates
particularly to housing. In government we tried to make
some adjustments and, although we were not able to
complete this work, we introduced the concept of
universal housing and that minor adjustments to the
building code might improve accessibility in a universal
sense. There was a lot of angst in the housing industry
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over this. That is not only to the detriment of the
community and people seeking to overcome
accessibility barriers but also to the great detriment of
the building industry itself, because it excludes
significant sections of the community from big sections
of the building industry. People with a disability will
not take up housing or accommodation that is not built
in an accessible form. That places a significant financial
burden on those who support people with accessibility
needs in any shape or form.
Another area I was particularly interested in during the
inquiry was education, and I felt a little bit
underwhelmed by the response of departmental
representatives when we were questioning them in
relation to these matters. Whilst I know the education
department has a whole lot of policy in relation to
accessibility, I was certainly not impressed with the
ability of its representatives to answer clearly and
specifically in relation to a number of questions. I got
the sense that while the state disability plan gives
directions to many departments, including education
and transport, it is very much a tick-the-box
achievement for those departments. They do not make
it a priority. The quality of the accessibility is not
valued as much as the numbers in terms of how many
schools or parts of schools may be accessible. The
departments could not provide any more detail than
that, and that was disappointing. I hope this report will
inform policymakers, particularly the secretaries of
departments, when they are determining priorities in
relation to the new state disability plan in 2016.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
end-of-term report
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise today to speak on the 122nd Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee end-of-term report, which was
tabled in this place earlier today. This report records the
work done by PAEC in the 57th Parliament. As anyone
who looks at this report can quickly see, the committee
has been very active throughout the term of the
Parliament. It has been a great pleasure, honour and
privilege to have served on this committee for the
duration of this Parliament. I want to start by
commending and congratulating the current chair, a
colleague of mine in this place, the member for
Mornington, and his predecessor, a former member for
Eastern Victoria Region in the Council, Philip Davis,
who have done terrific work and shown great
leadership in the course of this Parliament in relation to
the extensive work that has been undertaken by PAEC.
There were 26 reports tabled by PAEC in the
57th Parliament, and they covered a wide range. There
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were the regular reports on the budget estimates, parts 1
and 2, as well as the reports on financial and
performance outcomes, with all their analyses of the
state’s budgets. I want to touch for a moment on a
couple of the special reports that PAEC has done.
Page 13 of the end-of-term report records the
110th report, entitled Report on the Appointment of a
Person to Conduct the Financial Audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office under Section 17 of the Audit
Act 1994. That was a small but somewhat unusual
report we prepared.
The 112th report, noted at page 15, was entitled Inquiry
into Effective Decision-making for the Successful
Delivery of Significant Infrastructure Projects. That
report was tabled in this place on 12 December 2012. It
arose from a reference from the Legislative Assembly
in relation to the area of infrastructure. That was a very
detailed and comprehensive report, and it resulted in
17 recommendations to the government, of which
82 per cent were supported. That was a substantial
report, which I spoke about in this place at the time, and
it was a great privilege to be part of that inquiry as well.
The 113th report, referred to on page 16, was the
Report on the Appointment of the Auditor-General of
Victoria. Reports of this type are relatively uncommon;
they are prepared every now and then, but the
committee felt that it was appropriate to record in a
report the processes and procedures undertaken in the
course of that appointment and table it in this place so
that it would be on the public record for all time.
The inside cover and page 22 of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee end-of-term report deal with
a lot of statistics in relation to the work done by the
committee. We can see that there were 26 reports tabled
and 569 recommendations made. There were 65 full
committee meetings and 31 audit subcommittee
meetings, and I was a member of that audit
subcommittee as well. There were 268 public hearings
held, and 1113 witnesses appeared before the
committee. The committee also received 34 inquiry
submissions and 243 responses to inquiry
questionnaires. There has been a huge volume of work
completed by not only the committee but also the
secretariat of the committee. I would like to commend
the secretariat for its very diligent and hard work during
the course of this Parliament. I commend all the
members of that team for their hard work and great
support of the committee.
Pages 22 and 23 look at some of the committee’s
different activities — the evidence gathering that was
undertaken and the Victorian state budget briefing
seminars that were held, which are very important
information tools for all members of this place. In
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conclusion, this report is a very good summary of the
work of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
in the 57th Parliament. I certainly commend the report
to members. It provides a holistic view of the role of the
committee, and the appendix on pages 24 to 26 in
particular go into the details of the functions of the
committee in a very succinct and appropriate way. I
commend the report to members.

Family and Community Development
Committee: social inclusion and Victorians
with disability
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the most recent report from the Family and
Community Development Committee on its inquiry
into social inclusion and Victorians with a disability.
This was the fourth and final report from this
committee for the 57th Victorian Parliament. Before
going into the details of the report and its
recommendations I would like to thank all of those
organisations and individuals who contributed to this
inquiry through written submissions and presentations
at public hearings. They took the time to step members
of the committee through the issues, provided some
fantastic examples of innovative programs and offered
practical solutions to problems. The inquiry also
highlighted the vast array of work performed by
volunteers, many of whom have a disability
themselves, and the integral part they play in supporting
people with a disability. All of these volunteers are
instrumental in creating social inclusion and assisting
people with disabilities to fulfil their aspirations. I am
proud that the Labor Party has created a portfolio for
volunteering and volunteers to show the importance of
their contributions to the state and to the people of
Victoria.
In addition I will briefly mention the committee
members who are retiring from parliamentary office in
this election. My Labor colleague the member for
Essendon, with whom I had not worked prior to this
enquiry, demonstrated great compassion and empathy,
had some very good ideas and was very supportive.
The member for Shepparton, who is in the chamber,
will also be retiring. She was very considered,
thoughtful and caring in her approach to this inquiry.
Later I will talk further about a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council who is also retiring.
It is very difficult to do this report justice in the few
minutes I have, so I will confine my contribution to the
issues and areas of the inquiry recommendations and
what those recommendations attempted to address.
First and foremost the recommendations send a very
loud and clear message to the government that it must
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genuinely and properly consult and listen to people
with disabilities, as well as act on their advice. During
the inquiry, in reference to the development, evaluation
or implementation of policies, such as local or state
disability plans, we heard many concerns that
well-intentioned government programs and community
efforts are often misguided. We also heard that the
government must acknowledge that people with
disabilities also have aspirations and plans for their
lives and futures, just like anybody else in the
community. Government policies and programs must
therefore take into account these aspirations, wants and
needs for the future by listening to those who are best
able to explain them.
Secondly, we were told that there are many programs
and policies that have been put in place without proper
evaluation, review or assessment. The report’s
recommendations go into a lot of detail about that. For
example, the Auditor-General reviewed some of these
programs and looked at things such as local
government disability plans.
The committee also heard a lot of talk about the barriers
to social inclusion, such as transport. These are not just
large-scale, very costly transport issues that need to be
remedied — for example, not long ago the
Thomastown railway station lift was broken for
something like two weeks. We never see the lifts in any
of the big skyscrapers in the CBD broken down for
more than a day, let alone an hour, yet here we have a
broken lift in Thomastown preventing people with
disabilities from getting onto trains and doing their
daily business. The committee also heard concerns
about the barriers to residential care. We did not get a
lot of information from the Department of Human
Services, and I am disappointed I was not able to ask
questions — the department was prevented from
contributing by the chair of the committee. Overall the
report’s recommendations are the first steps to be taken
in looking at disability and social inclusion in order to
implement policies that will generate further discussion,
ideas and resources to support the social inclusion of
people with disabilities.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 October; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to rise
once again to speak about the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014 and particularly to
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rise after the contribution from the member for
Thomastown, who is a member of the Family and
Community Development Committee of this
Parliament and shows, as do all members who have
contributed to that committee’s reports, the great
passion people have for developing strong families in
this state.
This bill follows the groundbreaking legislation
introduced to the Parliament by Labor in 2008. It was
good legislation that served the community well back
then, but the truth of it is that we have had four years of
a relative lack of action on this front, and domestic
violence in this state has skyrocketed to become the
absolute no. 1 crime issue in Victoria. The statistics are
frightening. They are horrible. According to the police,
during 2013–14 there were 65 393 family violence
incidents reported to police — an 8 per cent increase.
During that same period, 17 101 family violence
intervention orders and family violence safety notices
were issued — a 10.3 per cent increase. That is
horrendous for a community like ours. It is horrendous
for Victorian families and communities.
As much as those statistics are frightening, it is the
human face behind them that is absolutely tragic. Like
many people here, I have experienced hearing of family
violence issues. The daughter of good friends of mine
was in a horrendous and tragic position not that long
ago. The lives of this young woman and her partner
were interrupted by the ice epidemic that hit so many
Victorian families. This woman’s husband became
incredibly violent. She was beaten repeatedly, her nose
was broken and her life was regularly in danger.
Eventually she escaped. She grabbed her young son
when the car pulled over, ran across the Hume
Highway and got to a friend’s house for safety. But as
often happens, there were the many pleadings, the
money issues, the many promises and eventually she
moved back with her violent partner. Under the
influence of ice the beatings became evident again and
even increased. By this time she was pregnant, and the
beatings endangered both her life and that of her unborn
child.
Eventually this young woman escaped, but the
harassment continued. Intervention orders were ignored
and eventually her former partner was charged and
imprisoned. It should not have been so hard for this
woman to escape such a life of hell. It should have been
much easier. Our laws should have been stronger and
our support for this woman should have been much
better. While she has escaped it now because of the
imprisonment, for the rest of her life she will have the
trauma of not feeling safe in her own home. But it is
more than that. Every time her former partner seeks
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access to the children that trauma will be exacerbated,
and the horrors of her former life and her fear for the
safety of herself and her children will come to bear
once again.
Labor understands that this is a complex issue. Often it
involves multiple sources, and this has led to a
horrendous increase in violence in our homes. It is for
that reason that on 17 May Labor in Victoria
announced that, if elected, it would establish Australia’s
first royal commission into family violence to get to the
heart of this issue — not piecemeal legislation and bits
and pieces of funding initiatives but a major royal
commission to consider a holistic approach to how we
tackle domestic violence and the whole resources of
government and community to put in place solutions to
eliminate it from our society. The opposition also
announced that it would have a shadow minister for
prevention of family violence. That is a very important
position. It shows that Labor considers this to be a
massive issue in Victoria.
The opposition has taken a number of other measures
and will continue to take them because this is a crucial
issue. We will trial duress alarms and CCTV for
victims with active intervention orders, we will bring in
safety audits of magistrates courts that deal with family
violence matters and we will reinstate the Coroners
Court family violence death review. These are all
welcome measures, which are needed.
Once again, I say that the issue of the rise of domestic
violence in our society and in this state is one that
should have been tackled a number of years ago, not
now with promises on the eve of an election. As
welcome as they may be, this issue that has devastated
lives right across Victoria has got away from the
government, and it should own up to it. The
government should recognise the issue and make sure
that it tackles it in a holistic manner and gives it the due
respect it deserves. Family violence destroys the lives
of so many young women and also destroys the lives of
children and the future of those children. We simply
cannot allow the number of domestic violence incidents
reported in our society to rise above 66 000; it should
be much less. It is horrendous and we need to fix it, and
we need to fix it properly.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I am pleased to rise
on behalf of my community to make a contribution to
the debate on the Family Violence Protection
Amendment Bill 2014. As we have heard from
previous speakers and from a lot of the debate and
discussion going on in our community, family violence
is a major and critical endemic problem in our state. We
have talked about the facts. The member for Eltham
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spoke eloquently and with great passion about his
friend, and we all know others who have been victims of
family violence. Some 65 000 incidents were reported in
Victoria during 2013–14. Those 65 000 incidents
involve stories of frightened primarily women and
children. Our fellow Victorians were not safe in the one
place they were supposed to be the safest — that is, in
their family home.
We can trace the history of the attitude of members of
the community towards this issue. For a long time
people felt that domestic violence was something that
happened behind closed doors and that it was nobody
else’s business and you were not to get involved. A
corresponding effect of that was that often victims of
family violence, particularly women, felt a deep shame
about what was happening in their lives and enormous
pressure, as they still do, to hold the family unit
together. There is the economic impact of trying to
leave, let alone the fear and apprehensiveness of further
violence.
The fact that partner violence is the leading contributor
to preventable death, illness and disability in Victorian
women aged 15 to 44 years is a stark and distressing
statistic that we in this house, those in our courts and
law enforcement agencies, those working in the
community sector and every single Victorian need to
have imprinted on their brain. It is everybody’s
responsibility to call out family violence to ensure that
perpetrators of family violence are brought to justice
and, most importantly, to ensure that women and
children are safe and can live free of fear of and harm
from those who are supposed to be the closest to them.
That is why one of the keynote announcements by the
Leader of the Opposition about what a future Labor
government intends to do was that it would establish a
royal commission into family violence. This problem is
out of control in our community. It is a complicated
issue involving the intersection of law enforcement, the
court system, service provision and options available to
women and children to leave the family home.
As previous speakers have pointed out, the generational
impact of violence is deep and can be lasting. There can
be a continuation of the violent behaviours witnessed
by children in the family home; attendant issues of
depression, mental illness or drug and alcohol issues
arising from the traumatic experiences of children and
women; and, in a worst case scenario — and this is
happening once a week in this country — the murder of
a woman by a former partner, to say nothing of the
horrors of innocent children being murdered by their
fathers.
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We have seen some profoundly horrific examples of
that around the country this year. In Labor’s view it is
critical, therefore, that we establish a royal commission
into family violence that will look at this issue in a
holistic, detailed and forward-thinking way and hear
from all of the key stakeholders and importantly from
women and children who are impacted upon about how
we as a community can work better to address this issue
to help victims and ultimately to significantly reduce
the incidence of violence in the home. We believe this
will focus an appropriately bright spotlight on this issue
so that it is recognised as a community problem that
requires a community response. We hope that that sort
of leadership will reverse the skyrocketing trend of
people being attacked and hurt in their own homes.
This bill amends the Family Violence Protection Act
2008. As we know, that bill was introduced by the
previous government and is considered to be
groundbreaking legislation for a range of reasons,
including the fact that it provided a comprehensive
definition of family violence, extended that definition to
family members, broadened the use of holding power
provisions, introduced an enhanced system of family
violence intervention orders, changed the way evidence
was given in court, gave police greater powers and
provided greater protection for children.
As we know, that act also introduced the regime of
protection to apply outside court hours. There were
some concerns around that at the time and some issues
around police being able to issue safety notices. I think
it is widely recognised that Victoria Police has really
transformed the manner in which it deals with family
violence incidents and also the priority it gives those
incidents in terms of resources and focus. It is to be
commended for that work. This bill, which ensures that
safety notices can be issued out of court hours, is to be
supported. We know that police working closely with
service providers and with the courts can make the
difference by allowing women and children to escape
family violence and be kept safe while at the same time
dealing with the perpetrators of family violence to try to
stop that cycle. If that sort of cooperation is not
happening and the system is faltering or breaking down,
we know that the harm to women and children that can
ensue has no limits in certain cases.
The bill also deals with interim order amendments
regarding finalisation orders to be attached to interim
orders. A lot has been said about that by previous
speakers. I again highlight that there was a lack of
consultation by the government with the key
stakeholders in tackling the issue of family violence,
including the Federation of Community Legal Centres,
the Domestic Violence Resource Centre Victoria,
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Women’s Legal Services Victoria, Domestic Violence
Victoria as well as many other agencies and interested
parties.
The failure of the government to properly consult with
these groups in the initial drafting of this bill has caused
significant difficulty, so while we see these
amendments as offering some enhancements — and we
will not oppose them — we make that point and again
highlight Labor’s proposed family violence royal
commission. This is designed to make sure we examine
this issue from every angle and provide comprehensive,
lasting and working solutions that will keep women and
children in this state safe.
Finally, we note that the bill contains provisions
relating to the publication of family violence criminal
proceedings. The opposition does not oppose that
measure. We welcome the focus and debate on family
violence. We welcome positive changes to strengthen
protections for women and children in this state, and we
commit in the 58th Parliament to continue this work in
a serious way to make sure that this heinous issue is
dealt with by the lawmakers, the courts and the
community, and that we see the rising incidence of
family violence reversed.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. I understand that we
have already had some discussion on this legislation but
there are still some Council amendments to the bill that
have come back to the Assembly.
By way of background, the Thomastown electorate
falls within the city of Whittlesea, which has one of the
highest rates of the reporting of family violence in the
state. This is nothing to be proud of; it is an absolutely
terrible situation. Family violence is something that cuts
across all families, in many cases regardless of wealth,
where you come from or what your background is. It is
a scourge on our society. It is all about power,
domination and a terrible view on the position of
women and in many cases children as well.
Labor’s concern with this legislation is that, while we
support it, as has been mentioned many times, we
would like to see a comprehensive approach to the issue
of family violence. As has already been mentioned by
the previous speaker, the member for Brunswick, the
issue of family violence is so high on Labor’s agenda
that we have announced an election commitment to
institute a royal commission into family violence to try
to get full details and a comprehensive perspective on
this terrible blight on our society so that we can address
the situation in the best way possible.
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I think everybody, including probably everybody in this
room, has experienced family violence in some way,
whether it is friends or family who have been subjected
to it. I remember as a teenager, even before I had a
licence, being dropped off at a friend’s home. My
friend came running down the driveway and told me to
stay there because her father was inside with a gun
pointed at her family, who were lined up against a wall
in the lounge room. It is so common that everybody
knows somebody who has been exposed to or is a
survivor of family violence.
When looking at legislation we need to make sure we
are doing everything we possibly can to involve,
include and consult with those who know best — those
who have experienced family violence and those who
work with, support and advocate for those who have
been subjected to family violence — to ensure that they
have the best possible protection. We must also look at
ways to prevent family violence from occurring and to
nip it in the bud as soon as possible when it does.
The bill contains provisions for when police apply for
an intervention order. It allows for a court to attach a
finalisation order to an interim order, which has the
effect of the order becoming final if the respondent
does not challenge it within 20 days of being personally
served. There will no longer be a necessity to go back
and prove the case for an interim order when the
offender is not represented.
In terms of raising awareness and keeping the issue of
family violence on the agenda and in the public eye, it
is good to always look to improve, where at all
possible, legislation that protects women and children
in the main. It is therefore good to debate in this
chamber legislation about family violence. However, as
I said before, we believe this ought to be looked at in a
much more comprehensive way. There needs to be
much more consultation with and involvement of those
who work in the area and of those who experience
family violence, because they are the ones who can tell
us the most.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to speak in
support of the Family Violence Protection Amendment
Bill 2014. This bill continues the evolution of justice
bills in this place and our ongoing efforts to address the
growing issue of family violence. As someone who
lives with a magistrate, I hear every single day about
the number of people who are coming to court,
particularly the Magistrates Court, looking for
protection against one of their family members. It is
often the male partner in a relationship, but increasingly
orders are being made against children living in the
family home who are abusing their parents.
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Increasingly we are seeing children being ordered not
to abuse their parents while they are in the family
home. This is extraordinary to many of us who have
been fortunate to live in a safe home, but this is an
increasingly common problem.
We are also seeing an increase in the incidence of drug
use, particularly ice. Almost exclusively ice and alcohol
are the two drugs that impact on family violence.
Overwhelmingly the primary drug of violent offenders
is alcohol. In most cases that appear before the
Magistrates Court, orders are made against Australian
men who are drunk. However, increasingly we see ice
being involved in incidents of family violence that
come before the court. This is a serious problem that
continues to grow. Those who have sat in the
Magistrates Court, dealt with the criminal justice
system for many years and seen just about everything
there is to see are quite frightened by the increased
incidence of family violence, particularly family
violence that is triggered by the use of ice. However,
we should never underestimate the role alcohol plays in
these cases. While we might talk about other drugs,
alcohol is a legal drug and the preferred drug of most
family violence offenders.
I will give some background on the bill and the
concerns of the opposition. Our concern is that rather
than recognising the changes that need to be made to
give further protection to women — again I refer to
women, which is not to say that men are not subject to
family violence, but it is overwhelmingly a problem
experienced by women — these measures are about
managing the demand in our court system. The courts
are overflowing at the moment, and the lists are
growing. Magistrates are mostly getting through their
court lists, but this is increasingly difficult. For
example, when an offender is in custody they often do
not present to court, because Corrections Victoria is
unable to get them there in time.
Victims and family members sit around expecting to
have their day in court but are told the offender will not
be appearing. The offender cannot get to court because
they are still in jail, in remand or somewhere else.
There are massive blowouts in court lists, and
magistrates increasingly have to deal with
unrepresented offenders and offenders or victims with
language barriers, so the time it takes to deal with cases
is also growing exponentially. It is a serious and
ongoing problem.
We know that three-quarters of assaults against women
happen in the home and that half of all Australian
women will experience some form of physical or
sexual violence in their lifetime, and these are shocking
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figures. VicHealth research indicates that intimate
partner violence is the leading contributor to
preventable death, illness and disability for Victorian
women aged between 15 and 44. Police statistics also
show a continued rise in family violence offences. For
example, during 2013–14 over 65 000 family violence
incidents were reported to Victoria Police, which was
an 8 per cent increase on the year before. While we all
yell and scream about crime statistics, in this instance it
is difficult to know whether it is about a higher level of
reporting or a higher incidence of family violence,
which is something we must continue to monitor and
evaluate.
A number of pieces of legislation have been brought
into this place over the last decade to try to deal with
this, and Victoria Police has been successful in bringing
about a significant cultural change within its ranks. We
used to refer to violence in the home as being ‘just a
domestic’, which was also often the attitude of police.
We know that the police response to these call-outs is
very different now, and they are being taken more
seriously. Family violence is being treated as a crime,
as it has been for many years.
I would like to take a moment to pay tribute to
Christine Nixon, the Chief Commissioner of Police
under the Labor government, for the efforts she put in
to changing the police culture. That change manifested
itself in many ways across the police force, and it made
Christine Nixon a very unpopular police commissioner
with some police. She was subject to a lot of criticism
for some of the things she tried to do, but when you
look at her role and her time in office you would have
to say she made enormous changes. She seriously
changed the culture of the police and the way in which
the organisation manages these incidents.
Under this bill, the government argued that extending
the time frame for the first mention before the court
following the issuing of a family violence safety notice
to five working days will allow longer protection for
victims and more time for victims to take advice and
make decisions before attending the court. No doubt
that is true. But while we as an opposition are not
opposing the bill, we are concerned that the government
is also motivated to create the extension by the fact it is
going to help them manage the increasing delays being
experienced by our courts on a daily basis.
I have said this before in this place and I will say it
again, the Attorney-General should spend time sitting
in our court system. I do not know whether he has ever
done this; I know he was a commercial lawyer, so he
has probably not spent a great deal of time in the
criminal courts. Increasingly, what Attorney-Generals
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do — and what we do with justice bills in this place —
is deal with criminal cases and the criminal justice
system.
I urge the Attorney-General, before he does anything
else to make our court system more unmanageable, to
spend some time in our courts to hear how they operate,
to see the cases that appear before magistrates day in
day out, and to see the impact of some of the changes
that have been introduced during this term of
government. Many of those changes are not for the
better. They are not helping to reduce crime or helping
the courts manage. In many instances they are
increasing prisoner numbers without doing anything to
address the rise in crime.
All the evidence suggests that you can build more
prison beds but this does not help the justice system.
One need only look at America to see a perfect example
of what not to do, yet we are unfortunately emulating
the American justice system. In many ways we had
perfectly good systems in place that are now being
undone. I urge all members in this chamber to spend
time in the courts to see the job they do and the
difficulties they face before making further
amendments.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak about the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014 and say at the outset
that we will be supporting this bill. It amends the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008 to enable family
violence safety notices to be issued outside of court
hours, to enable certain interim family violence
intervention orders to become final orders without a
further court hearing and to allow for the publication of
reports about family violence charges and convictions
without obtaining an order.
It is important that we continue to talk about family
violence. I put it in terms of violence against women
and children. I acknowledge that there are some male
victims, but I want to state from the outset that,
overwhelmingly, it is women and children who are
victims of violence in the family home, so I will always
speak about violence against women and children. I just
wanted to provide that context for my contribution.
We know the horrific statistics — we know that family
violence is the leading contributor to the death and
disability of women of childbearing age, which is 15 to
45 years. We know that one woman dies every week at
the hands of her current or former partner, and one in
four children witnesses violence against women. We
know that the figures are so high that there will be
women in this chamber or women who work in this
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building who have been or are victims of family
violence. It is incumbent upon us to make sure that we
have the strongest legislation in place and that we send
the strongest message to the perpetrators of this
violence that it is unacceptable and that we will do
everything in our power to stop it from happening. We
will do everything in our power to protect women and
children. We will do everything in our power to stop
the systemic barriers that allow this violence to occur.
I want now to talk about why I think a royal
commission into family violence is critically important.
I have spoken a lot about violence against women in
this chamber, and I hope I have the opportunity to
continue to do that — we will see on 29 November! It
is a cause that is really close to my heart; it is a cause I
am passionate about. It is a cause that, regardless of
where I am or where I end up, I will never stop
speaking about. We need a royal commission because
we need to look in the broadest possible way at why
this violence happens, and we need to look at every
single contingency, avenue and opportunity to prevent
this from happening. We need to stop this violence
occurring in the next generation and the generation after
that. We need to care for the generation that has gone
before us that has experienced this violence.
We need to say, ‘You know what? We have not done a
good enough job. Decision-makers have not done a
good enough job’. Those who have done a great job are
the police and those who work very hard in services to
support the women and children who are in these
situations or who are doing their very best to flee them.
The reason the establishment of a royal commission is
timely and necessary is that, as I said before, we need to
look at the issue very broadly.
We need to look at poverty as a reason why women and
children find it difficult to escape those situations. We
need to look at jobs. We talk about jobs all the time,
and we should talk about them all the time, but we need
to talk about them within the context of women being
able to secure employment so that they can leave. We
need to look at education. We need to look at housing.
We need to look at all of the issues that may prevent
women and children from leaving violent situations,
and it is beholden on governments and oppositions to
continue to talk about those very issues.
We also need to have a look at the language we use and
its context when we talk about women and children.
We need to talk consistently and openly about women
and children as equal and valued members of our
community. We must break down the power structure,
the patriarchy still in place that allows this violence to
happen and fester. Until we dismantle that power
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structure — because we know sexual assault and family
violence is about the abuse of power — violence will
continue to happen. We need to attack the visible,
structural barriers and the invisible barriers. We know
there are higher levels of assault against women with
disabilities and Aboriginal women than against the
general population. We only have to look at the power
structure to see how that happens.
I will talk a little bit about context as well. In a
democracy it is important to protect the rights of
individuals and groups to stand up and speak out for
their beliefs. I will always defend those rights. What
upsets me is when groups use the issue of male
violence and the inferred impact on women to
propagate an argument for something else — for
example, the protection of animals. It upsets me that
those who have fought hard to dispel myths around
violence against women and have spent a great part of
their lives working really hard to support women and
children fleeing violent circumstances are accused of
supporting male violence. That really upsets me. It is an
insult to every single woman and child who has
experienced violence. These arguments do nothing for
the cause of these groups and serve to diminish the
lived experiences of women and children.
In putting this on the record I am sure that the actions of
a group which campaigns against me will escalate, but I
think that is a very small price to pay for standing up
and speaking out for women and children, for naming
what a group is doing by using male violence to
diminish what happens to women and children in order
to inflate its own campaign. I will never, ever shy away
from standing up for women and children. I will not
have women and children used in this way to extend an
argument around a group’s agenda of protecting
animals. That is wrong, and it should never happen. I
do not object to any group standing up for what it
believes in, but I believe that context is critically
important and that context can be dangerous.
To get back to my original point, if we do not
acknowledge that violence and sexual assault against
women and children are about power and the
perception of the value and role of women and children,
and if we do not stand up about that, then nothing will
change. I believe a royal commission will critique and
explore those points and come up with ways to get
ideas out into the community to be used as educational
tools, particularly with boys and young men coming
through schools. Once we get to that point, we can start
talking about eliminating this scourge that costs us not
only a lot of money but a lot in terms of trauma, family
breakdown, isolation, poverty and lack of education,
and finally we can have an impact on the incidence of
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violence against women and children. It must be
stopped. The only way to do that is to look at it from
the broadest perspective possible. It is the least we can
do for women and children.
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak about
the Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2014,
and I note Labor’s support for the bill. The bill amends
the Family Violence Protection Act 2008, which
enables family violence safety notices to be issued
outside court orders. That is a very important avenue
for many women, and there is a great need for it in the
community. The bill enables certain interim family
violence intervention orders to become final orders
without a further court hearing, which is another
extremely important advancement. Finally, the bill will
allow for the publication of reports about family
violence charges and convictions without obtaining an
order.
Those three points in themselves have many examples
behind them as to why we are going down this track,
but in particular I want to focus on the issue of enabling
family violence safety notices to be issued outside court
hours and to demonstrate just why that is needed.
Unfortunately as recently as last Friday night a woman
I know, who grew up and has lived in my electorate all
her life, was assaulted by her partner. The words
‘terrified’ and ‘terrorised’ understate what she went
through in her own home when she was assaulted by
her partner after an argument turned to violence.
The couple had not been living together for a long time,
but they have a six-week-old baby together. It escalated
to the point of assault by her male partner. While she
was attempting to call for help he smashed her phone.
He then pulled out a handgun and threatened her life.
This was all just last Friday night. She fled the home
with her baby in her arms and was forced to hide out in
the street, in the dark, from her partner whom she
thought was going to shoot her in a very traumatic and
dramatic situation.
Fortunately she was able to get into the house of the
neighbour whose garden she was hiding in and make
some phone calls, both to her family and to the police.
However, it took about 40 minutes for the police to
attend at 1 o’clock in the morning. It took another very
long night for her and her family to ensure that the man
was taken into custody — although I have been
informed that he was only held for a number of hours
before he was released on bail. A court case hearing
was tendered for 9.30 a.m. on the following Monday.
When you have had your life threatened and been
terrorised and traumatised by your male partner, it is a
long time to wait from 1 a.m. on Friday night through
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to 9.30 a.m. on Monday to attend court to look at
getting some sort of intervention order in place. I
cannot imagine how that poor woman felt when that
situation came about. This woman was having to wait
and be fearful not only for her own life but the life of
her child until Monday morning to get some sort of
order in place by the court, at which time she had to
front the court and found the partner more aggressive
than ever in front of a judge.
The bill introduces a system which can put in place
safety notices in a much shorter time frame, making
women safer much sooner rather than later. In the
example I have just spelt out the woman was facing a
very violent situation on a Friday night and was not
able to get secure help from the courts until Monday
morning. That is not a situation anyone would like to be
in.
Unfortunately the stats are remarkably outrageous in
terms of the ever-growing violence that is happening in
our homes. During 2013–14 there were 65 000 family
violence incidents reported to Victoria Police, and in
that same time 17 000 family violence intervention
orders were made, including safety notices. Not long
after I was elected I realised that this was such a big
issue in my electorate, and I spent two days observing
family violence cases in the Magistrates Court at
Sunshine. I do not think I prepared myself or took
enough tissues along for that experience. I was quite
shocked at the number of cases that came before the
magistrate that day, in particular of parents — older
parents in particular — taking out intervention orders
against their own adult children in relation to family
violence that had happened in their homes. Many of
those situations were fuelled and driven by alcohol and
drug dependency. At the same time there was a high
level of anxiety and depression that was exhibited by
the parents who were at the court and also by the many
women facing cases.
VicHealth research found that intimate partner violence
is the leading contributor to preventable death, illness
and disability in Victorian women aged 15 to 44 years.
This alone contributes to more depression, anxiety and
other mental health issues in this cohort. I do not even
have the statistics in front of me around the effects that
this has on children, but I know that the long-term
effects on children witnessing violence in the home
between their parents and also experiencing violence
themselves are quite astounding, along with just how
long that takes to get over.
In terms of future planning Labor has made some
announcements around family violence, but I want to
home in on the issue of prevention. We need to value
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those victims who are successful in society — those
who have gone on to live their lives and break the cycle
of family violence and not become perpetrators
themselves. When I say ‘successful’, that is what I
mean. If they have been victims of domestic violence or
witnesses to domestic violence in their own homes and
have been able to live a life where they go on to have a
family of their own and break that cycle and not
perpetrate violence — not instil that behaviour in yet
another generation — they are the sorts of people we
need to acknowledge and value and give recognition to.
Labor’s announcement to establish a royal commission
into family violence will help do that. It will help
acknowledge those who have gone through the trauma
of family violence, whether that be a one-off incident or
something that has happened for years, and then gone
on to break that cycle. That is extremely important.
In terms of the legislation before us today, we are
looking at building upon the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008, a groundbreaking act that
provided a comprehensive definition of family violence
and extended the definition of family member. It also
broadened the use of holding powers. There is a lot of
ground that has been made since 2008, but the changes
that are before us today really show that this is an
ongoing issue that needs tackling, and as legislators we
need to make sure that we stay on top of it.
On the practice of family violence safety notices, there
is scope under this bill to allow for a police officer to
make such a notice where they believe it is necessary to
ensure the safety and protection of a child or the
preservation of property until an application for a
protection order can be decided by a court. In many
cases for police on the scene in a domestic violence
situation, at the forefront of their mind is getting
protection for those whose lives are in danger and
getting them to a safe spot, or making sure that the
perpetrator is prevented from re-entering the premises
or taken into custody if the situation allows for it. We
have seen a massive increase in the number of cases of
family violence that have been reported, particularly
across the outer suburbs. I would like to say that, in
order to see a real decline in those figures, prevention is
the answer. We need to make sure that we fund our
community sector so that it can continue prevention
programs and help support victims of family violence.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am also very
pleased to rise to speak on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. First of all, I would
like to acknowledge that today is the International Day
of Rural Women, a day on which we should
acknowledge women in rural areas and the amazing
work they do, particularly in relation to the fact that
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they are often geographically isolated. I would like to
provide a brief run-down of what the International Day
of Rural Women actually means.
Collectively rural women are a force that can drive
global progress, and, Acting Speaker, as women both
you and I would agree with that. The international day
recognises the critical role and contribution of rural
women in enhancing agriculture and rural development,
improving food security and eradicating rural poverty.
Rural women are key agents for achieving the
transformational economic, environmental and social
changes required for sustainable development, but
limited access to credit, health care and education are
among the many challenges they face. Empowering
women, especially rural women, is key not only to the
wellbeing of individuals and families but also to the
rural communities they live in.
I spoke about the International Day of Rural Women
today because we know that in rural and regional areas
poverty is a significant drawback for many women. We
also know that poverty and lack of access to services is
part and parcel of the whole family violence situation
that we are seeing across regional areas. Women who
are isolated often do not have the support of family
members should they face a family violence situation,
and neither do their children have the support services
which they might need and which can be found in some
of our larger cities. It is a very concerning matter
because we know that family violence has become a
significant issue in these rural, regional and particularly
remote communities. Between 2012 and 2013 almost
50 per cent of Victorian murders were family-violence
related. Intimate partner violence perpetrated by men is
the leading contributor to death, disability and illness
for Victorian women aged 15 to 44 years. We are all
very familiar with these statistics because they have
been mentioned a few times. One woman gets killed
almost every week in Australia by a current or former
intimate partner.
I will talk briefly about an event which occurred here in
Melbourne but which is related significantly to Bendigo
in my electorate. A young woman who was bashed by
her partner is currently recovering in the Caulfield
Hospital as we speak. She met a man online and she
was living with him. Her children live in Bendigo. The
incident is a bit too close to home because I actually
know some of the family members, and it was quite
disturbing to hear that initially they thought she may
not recover from her injuries. She is recovering.
However, she has significant memory loss and some
brain damage as a consequence of the assault
perpetrated on her, and members may have read of her
situation in the papers recently. This event has affected
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many people, not just her immediate family but also
extended family members, her children’s friends,
parents of her children’s friends and people who know
the family. In fact some of her friends in Bendigo are
conducting a fundraiser to raise money for her and her
children, which is a great thing to do. But why is it
necessary for it to come to this — for women to end up
in hospital and for their children to suffer, with it being
left to friends and family members to raise money for
the ongoing care of the children? It is unacceptable.
Just last week, over three days from 7 to 9 October,
Women’s Health Loddon Mallee ran a Violence
Prevention — It’s Everybody’s Business conference in
Bendigo. It was extremely well attended. Its aim was
for it to be a catalyst for action to eliminate violence
against women and raise awareness of violence
prevention approaches. It presented personal stories that
illustrated the impact of violence on women’s lives, and
the speakers explored the character of violence against
women in our communities and primary prevention
approaches. Some of the keynote speakers were the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay; Phil Cleary;
Dr Gael Jennings, with whom we are all familiar; Paul
Linossier, CEO, Foundation to Prevent Violence
against Women and their Children; Mallika Dutt,
founder, Breakthrough. Other speakers and panellists
included Margaret Augerinos of the Centre for
Non-Violence, Fiona McCormack, CEO of Domestic
Violence Victoria, and Rose Batty.
The conference was extremely well attended. I was
fortunate to be at the opening and the dinner, which was
also extremely well attended. The violence prevention
conference is an indication of how seriously we are
taking this matter now and how serious it has become.
It was heartening to see the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security at the dinner. He mentioned in his
speech that there had been bipartisan support for the
prevention of family violence and that in order to raise
awareness we need to continue the conversations. The
conference was intended to reach a broad and very
diverse group of people from both regional and
metropolitan centres. It was also meant to be a catalyst
in eliminating violence against women and raising
awareness of violence prevention approaches.
What came out of the conference is that preventing
violence against women — or family violence, which is
the way we are referring to it — is the responsibility of
the whole community. It requires a shared
understanding of effective ways of influencing change.
We need to understand the nature of violence against
women. We need to understand why preventing
violence against women is everybody’s business. We
also need to have a broader understanding of what is
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primary prevention and what approaches and strategies
have an impact, as well as the role of men in preventing
violence. What could workplaces and other settings
such as sports organisations, arts, church, local
government and schools do to build
violence-preventing cultures, norms and systems? What
is the role of the media and the use of social media?
How can gender equity be addressed in a number of
different settings?
When we hear personal stories, such as that of Rose
Batty, it helps to remind us all of the impact of violence
and what people who are affected by violence are doing
to prevent violence to others. That is why the
conference was called Violence Prevention — It’s
Everybody’s Business.
I am extremely pleased and proud that on 17 May
Labor announced that it would establish Australia’s
first royal commission into family violence. That has
been exceptionally well received in my electorate.
People are very keen to see progress around family
violence, particularly with the statistics in the Bendigo
region where the family violence crime statistics are
skyrocketing. That may be about increased reporting,
but it is also about the impact of additional crime. I
know quite a few people who work in the service
sector, particularly around child protection, and I also
know of the enormous pressure those service providers
are under, particularly in relation to the increasing
number of reports of family violence, which then trickle
down to the increased number of reports around child
abuse and the impact that is having on the workers in
those industries, especially with the lack of resources
they are currently experiencing.
Labor has appointed a shadow minister for the
prevention of family violence. We have also announced
that this portfolio will transfer to government should we
be elected in November, and a family violence unit will
operate out of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
This is taking family violence to the highest level. This
is taking family violence to the centre of government,
where it will be addressed at every single point.
To date our further announcements have included a trial
of duress alarms and CCTV for victims of active
intervention orders, safety audits of magistrates courts
that deal with family violence matters, and of course
reinstating the Coroners Court family violence death
review. Family violence is something that we will be
talking about for a very long time.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I am
pleased this afternoon to speak on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. I note that many of
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us are again speaking on this bill because it has been
returned from the Legislative Council with a series of
amendments. These amendments were the result of
many issues that were highlighted by the Labor
opposition when the bill was previously before the
Legislative Assembly. I suppose I should take some
heart from the fact that the government has finally
listened on this matter and that these amendments are
now before us. As is often the case, it takes some time
to rattle government members into action as they
arrogantly pursue their own agenda.
I hope government members have learnt something
from this because it is very important that this issue is
not subject to some pie-in-the-sky ideas about how it
should be dealt with. That should be a matter of
intensive and extensive consultation with stakeholders,
community service organisations and indeed with some
of the people who themselves have had the experience
of family violence. These are 11-hour amendments
before us, and I have to say that whilst we are glad to
see them here they are probably not as perfect or
extensive as we would like. We nevertheless will not be
opposing them, and as I said, we surely hope
government members have learnt from this mistake and
that it opens their ears to what is happening out there in
the community.
As we know, this issue of family violence is of
immense proportions. It is impacting on the daily lives
of thousands of people in our community. I will refer to
the Victoria without Poverty report, which I believe was
sent to all of us in this house by the Victorian Council
of Social Service, because this is its state election
platform for 2014. I will read an excerpt from this
report because it contextualises how harrowing this
issue of family violence is and why we as a Parliament
have to do something very concrete and very extensive
about it. It is a statement from a family violence
survivor, who said:
My ex-partner harassed and stalked me for the last four years.
He has breached intervention orders constantly. He has
contacted colleagues and friends … spread rumours … and
has made public calls and ‘pages’ on Facebook for people to
come and take our child from me so I ‘get what I deserve’. In
between these incidents of abuse he has proposed marriage to
me, begged me to go back to him and sent me gifts. He has
previously broken into my home … I report everything to the
police.

I am glad she does, but it just shows you in that one
statement — and I imagine there are many others like it
from women who have had the sometimes menacing
experience of family violence — how one minute
women are being told they are loved and on the other
hand are being told they are the scum of the earth and
are going to have their child removed from them. This
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is an awful problem that confronts us as a Parliament
and as a society. There are no easy solutions to this
problem, but it does require us to take action. I will read
the key statistics — not just the voice of a survivor but
the statistics. They say a lot, because they are alarming.
The report says:
Violence against women by their partners is the biggest
contributor to ill health, disability and death in Victorian
women aged 15–44.
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legislative changes to empower police members to
issue family violence safety notices to protect victims
24 hours a day, 7 days a week. That is the specialists in
the field saying this should not happen, and I am
pleased to see the government responding to the issue.
The opposition agrees that the time has come to remove
the safety net for perpetrators and recognise the positive
work our police members and other support agencies
are doing to protect women and children. Therefore we
support this proposed section of the bill.

…
In 2009 it was estimated that violence against women and
their children cost the Victorian economy $3.4 billion.

I must say I have noticed recently that some companies
and some councils are allowing family violence victims
and survivors to take a certain amount of leave so that
they can use the time and resources to attend to the
matters that are often caused through family violence.
They have the time off to go to health appointments, go
to court or have time out with their children. In a
forward-looking society, this is something we should
encourage where sectors can afford to provide it. I do
not know how you get up and go to work the next day
if this is your experience at night. I know people who
have not wanted to leave their own home because they
do not want to leave their children behind. They do not
want to leave their pets behind. We have to look at
those issues too. We have to look at how women can
easily leave their home if it is necessary, but at least
some councils and some companies are making it that
little bit easier for people on their payroll to access
services and support by providing them with timely and
appropriate leave.
The report continues:
Over the last 10 years, the number of family violence
intervention orders finalised has more than doubled.

That is a reflection not only of the increasing number of
reported incidents — and as I have already said, it takes
courage to do that — but I am sure it also has
something to do with the change of culture that was led
initially by the former Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, and has been taken up by the current
chief commissioner. They have moved away from
seeing issues of family violence as ‘just domestics’ to
issues that require specialist and highly responsive
police attention.
It is appropriate that laws continue to be monitored,
assessed and updated to reflect community attitudes and
the attitudes which people have brought to our attention
and to which they want to see us respond. These
matters have been raised not just by the police, and I
note that the Police Association Victoria has called for

I conclude by saying that I was very proud at our state
Labor conference to see the Leader of the Opposition
stand up and announce that should we have the honour
of being elected to government by the Victorian public
at the end of this month we will establish the first ever
royal commission into family violence. This
announcement has received broad endorsement across
the sector and from community members. I know
Labor Party members, particularly older females, were
that day crying when the leader made that
announcement. That was their reaction because they
had worked with many people affected by family
violence, and some of them had had that experience
themselves, and they were just so proud that the Leader
of the Opposition had decided that a royal commission
was the way to go about addressing what I have already
said is a very complex issue.
I do not think we have the solution. I do not think it is
here in this bill. We need to look more broadly and
consult more widely, and we need to hear the voices of
those survivors telling us what they think should
happen and what they need. I am pleased to see that the
Victorian Council of Social Service is also bringing to
the attention of the government and the opposition that
the Coroners Court’s Victorian systemic review of
family violence deaths plays a critical role in our
understanding and addressing factors leading to family
violence. Labor has said it will support the
reinstatement of that family violence death review.
Statistics do not tell the whole story, but they certainly
help. I believe in the value of research in informing us
as decision-makers and community leaders. If we do
not have the statistics and the information, I am sure our
decision-making is the poorer for it.
As I come to the end of my contribution to the debate I
am glad to see that the government has finally opened
its ears and listened to what some other people have
had to tell it. I wish the bill a speedy passage through
the house. I thank all those family violence survivors
and family violence community support services for
voicing their opinions.
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Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Far more
Victorians are living in fear of family violence than
organised crime or bikies. I make the comparison to
highlight the severity of the problem. Intimate partner
violence is the principal contributor to preventable
death, illness and disability in Victorian women aged
15 to 44 according to the VicHealth research. This
really needs to be considered, weighed, measured and
understood. This is an extraordinary insight into the
impact that violence has on women in their prime. It
underscores the reality that we as a community have to
address at all levels.
While there might be occasional violence against men,
we have to put it in perspective, and that is that the
absolute overwhelming violence is by men against
women. The ripple effect is that it contributes to
depression, anxiety and other mental health issues in
this really significant group of Victorians who are in the
prime of their lives. It is more important than any other
risk factor, and it is the leading cause of women and
children entering the homeless services system. This is
another point that needs to be not just glossed over but
really considered. This is the falling down effect as
families disintegrate under the impact of violence. The
impact that this violence has on children is incalculable.
Intuitively we understand that it can make a huge
emotional impression and that it can blight lives. The
financial cost to the Victorian community is estimated
at about $3.4 billion annually.
Labor does not oppose this bill. It has proposed a series
of amendments in order to deliver a bipartisan result.
This is where the Parliament itself can rise to the
occasion and address critical issues that for too long
have remained silent or have been covered up. I want to
reference the inquiry that the Family and Community
Development Committee conducted into child sexual
abuse in this 57th Parliament and the way it was able to
deliver its bipartisan report, Betrayal of Trust. While a
lot of those recommendations have now been
transferred into law, an opportunity has been missed to
adopt all of them before the end of this Parliament, as
should have been the case.
In regard to the bill now before the house there is
bipartisanship to amend the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 to enable family violence safety notices to be
issued outside of court hours. That is a practical
measure to provide a circuit-breaker. The second
component is to enable certain interim family violence
intervention orders to become final orders without a
further court hearing. Again that is a mechanism to
speed up the process. The third proposition is to allow
for the publication of reports about family violence
charges and convictions without obtaining an order.
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These changes will not be opposed, because they
enhance the system we have, but it is really important
to put on the record that a Victorian Labor government
will take this further and establish Australia’s first royal
commission into family violence. This announcement
has been widely applauded throughout the community.
It is important because it raises the issue in the public
mind, in the minds of decision-makers and in the minds
of the media, and it will focus like a lightning rod the
community’s understanding of what other issues are at
play here.
This is important for a range of reasons. Family
violence can affect anyone. It is not bound by gender,
age, socio-economic background, health status,
location, culture, sexual identity, ethnicity or religion.
While family violence can be perpetrated by any
member of a family against another, as I said, it is more
likely to be perpetrated by men against women and
children. Victoria Police statistics show that reporting
of family violence-related offences continues to rise.
This is an important understanding as well: that people,
particularly women, are now feeling they have greater
permission to speak out about what has happened to
them. This issue also came to the fore in the child
sexual abuse inquiry, which heard it took, on average,
23 years for children to be able to act on or speak out
about what happened to them. Because of a whole
range of complicated issues within a relationship or
within a family, women may feel unable to speak out.
What the royal commission would do, should Labor be
given the privilege of governing in Victoria and
establishing it, would be to provide a forensic analysis
of the social, cultural, financial and a whole range of
other issues that come together around the proposition
of family violence, including power structures between
genders and a whole lot of different historical, cultural
and systemic issues that need to be addressed. Labor
has made the commitment and appointed a shadow
minister for the prevention of family violence. It has
announced that it will transfer this portfolio to
government, if elected, and the family violence unit will
operate out of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
This highlights the issue, and placing the family
violence unit in the office of the Premier of the day
demonstrates that in the hierarchy of priorities it is
highly rated.
As I said, the royal commission will be the mechanism
to forensically investigate and flesh out these issues and
give them a much broader perspective. This is
important because the royal commission will also act as
an educator to a lot of people. When people’s voices are
silenced on issues, the issues can fester, and the
complications grow. The mechanism under the criminal
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justice system has evolved in a piecemeal way. We
need to get to the heart of this issue.
However, as I said, the criminal justice system has
evolved, and like other contributors I have to
acknowledge the former chief commissioner of
Victoria Police, Christine Nixon, for her work in this
area and for her successes since. The current Chief
Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, has also taken this
issue up strongly. The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who is at the table, acknowledges
that proposition. It also goes to leadership, because for a
long period of time police have found this a difficult
issue to wrestle with. I note the Police Association has
taken a lead, as the shadow minister for police, the
member for Williamstown, acknowledges. We have
evolved. Across the chamber there is the goodwill to
resolve the legislation and the amendments that have
been brought before the house.
As we come to the close of the 57th Parliament this is
an issue of great significance to the community. As part
of the evolution of legislation and our understanding of
the issues we support the bill, and if there is a chance to
take the matter further in government, Labor has put its
stake in the ground and said it will bring the utmost
resources and prioritise this issue because of its impact
on the entire community. With those comments I wish
the bill and the amendments a speedy passage.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
some comments in relation to the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. I note that in
introducing this bill the government seeks to enable
family violence safety notices to be issued outside court
hours, to enable interim family violence intervention
orders to become final orders without a further court
hearing and to allow for the publication of reports about
family violence charges and convictions without
obtaining an order.
As has been noted, once the act is ultimately through
the Parliament its default commencement date will be
18 September 2015. The government outlines in the
explanatory memorandum that this is to ensure that
justice agencies have sufficient time to complete all the
implementation activities. The opposition will watch
closely to see whether there is any capacity for delays
in relation to these matters. There is some concern that
it will take another 12 months before these changes
come into effect, and we ask the government to give
further consideration to these matters being enacted
sooner if it is the will of the Parliament, as I suspect it
will be, given that there is no opposition from the Labor
Party in relation to the changes to the bill being
proposed by the government.
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The changes in the bill in regard to the issuing of family
violence safety notices come from extensive
consultation that has taken place over several years.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) was
asked to review practices in relation to family violence
laws, and it also made an assessment of after-hours
protection for victims. While the VLRC did not
recommend police-made orders, it stated that if the
Magistrates Court was unable to provide quick and
efficient access to after-hours intervention orders, the
government should consider giving police officers the
power to make short-term orders. It followed that
Victoria became the first state in Australia to have
family violence safety notices. Police issuing family
violence safety notices commenced as a trial in
December 2008.
While an application for an order can be decided by the
court, in practice family violence safety notices are
issued in a situation where a police officer believes that
in order to ensure the safety of the protected child or to
preserve property they have a capacity to act
immediately. When police issue such notices they
attach certain conditions. They make their own
assessment. Those conditions might include the
exclusion of someone from his or her home. The
evaluation of that trial of family violence safety notices
showed that they were effective tools for police in
responding to after-hours family violence incidents and
led to increased safety for victims. That is critically
important.
That evaluation has shown that the ongoing work and
the trial and assessment have been of benefit to
front-line police, who are often called upon to deal with
these matters in the heat of the moment. The tools assist
police to act on their instincts and experience based on
the facts as known at the time, and that keeps
Victorians safe. That is what the history and the data
have revealed. In fact in the 15-month period police
issued 3909 family violence safety notices, and in
84 per cent of those cases the alleged perpetrators were
removed from the home. That is a pretty effective rate
that affirms and endorses the calls that front-line police
are making in these cases. Their experience and
judgement were borne out in that 15-month trial when
you look at the number of notices that were upheld. In
around 84 per cent of cases perpetrators were removed
from the home. That indicates that by and large
Victoria Police is getting it absolutely right and making
the right calls.
We are able to reflect what is happening on the ground
in trials and use it to inform legislative practices and the
changes that we make. Following the evaluation in
2010, family violence safety notices have remained a
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permanent fixture and a tool for police to respond to
family violence incidents.
The government argues that extending the time frame
for the first mention before the court following the
family violence safety notice to five working days,
which is up from 120 hours, will allow longer
protection for victims and more time for victims to take
advice before making decisions about how they seek to
deal with these matters when they attend court. The
opposition does not oppose this element of the bill but
suggests that perhaps the government’s motivation
relates more to getting on top of court delays than to a
desire to provide greater time and capacity for victims.
We have seen some of the ways in which magistrates
and others have had to deal with these cases. Even in
my electorate of Ivanhoe perpetrators have been
released back into the community early. That has
happened in a number of Department of Human
Services-related cases, where instead of being
remanded in custody or made to see out their sentences,
people have been released early by magistrates who
feel that there is no room for them in the prison system.
This leads to an increase in crime rates, the effects of
which can be seen in my electorate. That goes back to
some of the court delay issues that are probably
motivating the government in relation to these matters.
Labor believes that a sensitive and effective response
by police and the courts can be the difference between a
family violence victim who endures years of harm and
intimidation and a victim who is able to recover from
the crime and live a safe and fulfilling life.
In 2013 family violence stakeholders made a detailed
submission to the Department of Justice on the proposal
to streamline the family violence intervention order
system. Their submission strongly opposed finalisation
orders. Those groups included the Federation of
Community Legal Centres Victoria, the Domestic
Violence Resource Centre Victoria, the Women’s Legal
Service Victoria, Domestic Violence Victoria, No To
Violence, Women with Disabilities Victoria, the
Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention and Legal
Service, the InTouch Multicultural Centre Against
Family Violence and the Council to Homeless Persons.
It is apparent that the government attempted to address
some of their issues and concerns in the drafting of this
bill, and we welcome that, but Labor certainly
understands that preventing and responding to family
violence requires the government to form meaningful
partnerships with the community sector rather than just
responding to its calls when it sees last-minute drafts of
legislation.
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If you have a meaningful and ongoing relationship with
stakeholders who deal with these matters in the
community on a regular basis, then the legislation you
develop in partnership with those organisations is more
likely to reflect community attitudes and values. It is
more effective than asking them to respond to what the
government puts forward as draft legislation. The
Parliament and the people of Victoria are better served
if the legislation that comes before the house is
developed in consultation with community
organisations that deal with these challenging issues at
the coalface. These organisations want to have a
significant role in helping to develop tools that can
better assist them to do their job, rather than having to
respond to those matters after legislation is drafted
because they have not been partners in this work from
day one, as they would expect to be.
In relation to family violence, on 17 May the Labor
Party announced that a Labor government would
establish Australia’s first royal commission into family
violence. That announcement received broad
endorsement across the community service sector and
from the community. Labor has also appointed a
shadow minister for the prevention of family violence
and announced that this portfolio will transfer to
government if Labor is elected. It is proposed that a
family violence unit will operate out of the Department
of Premier and Cabinet. This is a very strong indication
of Labor’s determination to put these matters at the
heart of government decision-making and priorities.
The Leader of the Opposition has made it very clear
that these are his views and the views of the Labor
Party, and they go very much to Labor’s core values of
protecting and advancing the interests of vulnerable
people in our community. That is absolutely important.
I know in my electorate there are a lot of pressures on
people. There is no excuse for family violence, but
people need the assistance of government, the
assistance of their communities and the assistance of
everyone to stamp out these evil practices.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. I will make some
broad comments, as other members have throughout
the course of this debate. I was out at Moorabbin police
station on Monday talking to local police about the
sorts of challenges that they face in the local
communities in the south-east. It was pretty clear from
those conversations that the issue of family violence or
violence in the home is a real concern for the police,
and is right up there in terms of their priorities. That
replicates conversations I have had with police as I
have gone about my role as the shadow Minister for
Police and Emergency Services since December last
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year. I see the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services at the table, and I am sure that as he gets about
in terms of his own responsibilities, talking and
listening to police and communities, he would have the
same experience. This is a substantial issue right across
the community.
If you go back even to 2010 you see that in the area of
crime and violence there was always some discussion
about the issue of family violence, but it simply did not
have the status or priority that it does now. We must
give credit in no small part to people such as Ken Lay,
the Chief Commissioner of Police, who has been
absolutely exemplary in this space, and Rosie Batty,
who, given the tragic circumstances that have beset her
family and her personally, has shown the courage to
stand up and try to find some good out of the absolutely
tragic situation she lives through every day. She is to be
commended, as are so many others, for giving this issue
the profile it has today. As the member for
Broadmeadows indicated, we should also acknowledge
people like Ron Iddles, the head of the Victoria Police
Association, for coming out and stating clearly that
from the point of view of the association — of all
parties — this is the no. 1 community safety issue. Not
too many people now disagree with that situation.
The facts are absolutely clear, and the statistics speak
plainly about the challenges of this problem.
Three-quarters of all assaults against women happen in
the home, and half of all Australian women will
experience physical or sexual violence in their lifetime.
When it is said like that, it is remarkable to think about
how prevalent this problem is in our society and the
collective responsibility we all have — whether we be
citizens, members of Parliament or leaders in our
community — to take a stand at every opportunity to
try to reverse these sorts of statistics that continually
come our way. It is not just the violence but also the
devastating and sometimes hard-to-measure impacts of
family violence that must be included here, such as
mental health, depression and anxiety, which would
naturally occur along with family violence.
We understand this problem has an absolutely
devastating impact in relation to its cost to the
community. It is estimated that the cost of family
violence is in the vicinity of $3.4 billion annually.
Family violence can affect pretty much anyone in the
community, regardless of their age, their gender, where
they live, their socio-economic circumstances, their
culture, or even their sexual identity. This is a problem
that does not discriminate.
Victoria Police statistics show that family
violence-related offences continue to rise. During
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2013–14, 65 393 family violence incidents were
reported to Victoria Police, which was an 8 per cent
increase on the year before. You can look at that
statistic in two ways. You can argue that it suggests that
people are more confident to come forward and report.
That is the positive way of looking at that statistic.
However, increasingly we need to question whether or
not increases in that statistic should be exclusively
viewed that way. Clearly there are some serious and
ongoing problems. I listened with interest to the Chief
Commissioner of Police when he was asked whether he
believed that figure might plateau out in the next couple
of years. He indicated that he was not convinced that
that would happen. That suggests the Parliament has an
ongoing role, with whatever the legislation might be, to
continue to maintain a focus on this issue until the
statistics start to come down significantly.
This bill is part of that process. We understand the bill
proposes to amend the Family Violence Protection Act
2008, which was introduced under the previous Labor
government. It will do fundamentally three things.
Firstly, it will enable family violence safety notices to
be issued outside of court hours. Secondly, it will
enable certain interim family violence intervention
orders to become final orders without a further court
hearing. Thirdly, it will allow for the publication of
reports about family violence charges and convictions
without obtaining an order. In terms of understanding
the detail of the bill, the default commencement date of
the act is 18 September 2015. According to the
explanatory memorandum, this is to ensure that justice
agencies have sufficient time to complete all the
implementation activities.
I talked about the 2008 act. It is a sign of the collective
responsibility of all of us in this place to act wherever
we can by way of equipping the courts and police with
the tools they need to assist in relation to the issue of
family violence. The 2008 act is a targeted and
comprehensive family violence act. It was a
groundbreaking piece of legislation that was introduced
by Labor. There were many aspects to it. It provided a
comprehensive definition of family violence; it
extended the definition of a family member; it
broadened the use of holding powers provisions; it
introduced an enhanced system of family violence
intervention orders; it changed the way evidence was
given in courts; it gave police greater search and seizure
powers; it strengthened the provisions for the protection
of children, who are always caught up as the innocent
victims in these situations; and, importantly, it provided
a regime which provided protection outside of court
hours. This was with the creation of the family violence
safety notice, which could be issued by police for a
72-hour period and which gave police a tool to provide
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immediate protection when responding to an incident
outside of court hours. If you speak to police they will
tell you that the family violence safety notice is an
important tool in the provision of initial protection to
families.
In the brief period I have left I want to make a comment
in relation to how proud I am to be on the Labor side. In
May the Leader of the Opposition announced that, if
elected come November, Labor will move to establish
Australia’s first royal commission into family violence.
That will be a significant undertaking. No-one for a
moment believes that we will be able to police our way
out of family violence. We must come to terms with
what the root causes are and we must examine the
entire system in relation to this issue. That is what
Labor is committed to doing, and I think that over time
we will see a reduction in family violence incidents in
Victoria.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to make a
contribution to debate on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. The bill proposes to
amend the Family Violence Protection Act 2008. It
does three things: it will enable family violence safety
notices to be issued outside of court hours; it will
enable certain interim family violence intervention
orders to become final orders without a further court
hearing; and it will allow for the publication of reports
about family violence charges and convictions without
obtaining an order.
In 2013 the family violence stakeholders, consisting of
the Federation of Community Legal Centres Victoria,
the Domestic Violence Resource Centre Victoria, the
Women’s Legal Service Victoria, Domestic Violence
Victoria, No To Violence, Women with Disabilities
Victoria, Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention and
Legal Service, In Touch Multicultural Centre Against
Family Violence and the Council to Homeless Persons,
made a detailed submission to the Department of
Justice regarding the proposal to streamline the family
violence intervention order system.
The submission strongly opposed finalisation orders. It
is apparent that the government has adopted some of
those measures in drafting this bill. However,
significant concerns remain, particularly about whether
opportunities for risk assessment of women and
children will be missed and whether there will be
reduced perpetrator accountability if perpetrators are
not forced to front court when a final order is made.
Often, interaction with the justice system motivates
perpetrators to get help and deal with their offending
behaviour.
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This government has failed to consult adequately with
the sector and the experts and therefore has had to go
back to the drawing board and draft amendments to the
legislation. The result was 11th hour amendments being
introduced in the Legislative Council in the last sitting
week. Despite convenient excuses from the government
this morning about the opposition’s so-called failure to
brief the government on a very simple bill, the
government itself failed to brief the opposition on these
amendments. However, since the amendments improve
the situation the opposition will not oppose them. Labor
understands that responding to and preventing family
violence requires the government to form meaningful
partnerships with the community sector, not shut it out
thinking it knows better.
The facts are shocking. Three-quarters of all assaults
against women happen in the home and half of all
Australian women will experience physical or sexual
violence in their lifetime. Research shows the profound
and long-term toll this takes on women’s health, on
families, on communities and on society in general.
Children are the innocent bystanders, and they are
badly affected, sometimes physically and definitely
psychologically. Those children also grow up believing
that this type of violence is acceptable.
Domestic violence takes many forms. It involves
violent, abusive or intimidating behaviour carried out
by a partner, carer or family member to control or
dominate. It does not have to be physical abuse; it can
be emotional, psychological, financial, sexual or other
types of abuse. It can affect anyone in the community,
regardless of their gender, sexual identity, race, age,
culture, ethnicity, religion, disability, economic status
or location.
Unfortunately I have to say that domestic violence is a
grave concern in my electorate of Cranbourne. Our
local community legal centre staff attend the local
Magistrates Court three times a week now instead of
once a week to assist residents who are victims of
domestic violence and who are required to formally
lodge with the courts the relevant intervention orders
for their safety and that of their families. On the Sunday
before Christmas 2013 our local police station had five
cars and an outside sixth car all attending domestic
violence situations at the one time, leaving no car
available for other urgent duties. We see the principals
of our schools having to manage intervention orders for
their students. That is right — principals and teachers in
our schools are making sure that parents against whom
intervention orders have been served do not come near
their children while they are at school.
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Locally we are seeing young mothers with children
seeking state government assistance in obtaining Office
of Housing accommodation because they have had the
guts to take their children and leave their violent
domestic situation. Many have no family contacts or
friends because they have stopped contact with them as
a result of their violent relationships. What happens to
them? Because the long waiting list for Office of
Housing accommodation, especially in my region, has
skyrocketed over the last three years. they have
nowhere to go. Surely the government can see this
unfortunate community safety pattern.
Domestic violence is a crime and it ought to be treated
as such. The Labor government took domestic violence
seriously and supported our community services sector.
It also introduced a whole range of law reform
initiatives. Labor introduced the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008, which was a groundbreaking
piece of legislation. Victoria Police statistics reporting
family violence-related offences continue to grow, with
65 393 incidents in the last year, which is 8 per cent
more than the previous year. There should be a
bipartisan approach to addressing family violence
issues. The reasons for family violence are many and
complex. It is important to carry out a broad-based
investigation in family violence situations. I therefore
congratulate the Leader of the Opposition and the team
for announcing that in government Labor will appoint a
royal commission to investigate family violence. This
announcement has received a broad endorsement across
the service sector and the community. Labor has also
appointed a shadow minister for the prevention of
family violence and announced that the portfolio will
transfer to government if it is elected. The family
violence unit will operate out of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. The Leader of the Opposition,
should he become Premier, is going to take family
violence very seriously. I congratulate him on that.
I hope all governments in the future continue these
steps of addressing the issue of family violence. It will
be a continual issue. It is not easy to deal with it, and it
needs to be addressed from multiple angles, including
education, policing and others.
Labor has also given a commitment that there will be
further announcements prior to the election. The
announcements to date have included a trial of duress
alarms and CCTV for victims with active intervention
orders, a safety audit of Magistrates courts that deal
with family violence matters and the reinstatement of
the Coroners Court family violence deaths review. I am
sure that this house takes this matter seriously, as will
future governments. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr Nardella — Acting Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2014,
which is an important bill that amends the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008. It follows extensive
consultation over many years and puts before the house
a range of amendments for consideration. It enables
family violence safety notices to be issued outside court
hours, enables certain interim family violence
intervention orders to become final orders without a
further court hearing and allows for the publication of
reports about family violence charges and convictions
without obtaining an order.
We know and understand the effects of family violence
on families and communities. It is the subject of much
public debate, but if you look at the statistics and
understand what it means for women in particular, you
see that it is quite shocking. Three-quarters of all
assaults against women happen in the home, and half of
all Australian women will experience physical or sexual
violence in their lifetime. There are profound and
long-term effects on women’s health, on families, on
communities and on society in general.
I must confess that when I think about this topic I am
always drawn to my family’s experience of family
violence. When we immigrated to Australia we found
ourselves in Sydney. My mum then fled a domestic
violence situation, and as a family we ended up at a
refuge in Frankston, which was one of the first refuges
in Melbourne. They were pretty tough times for us,
particularly for my mother.
I will never forget her saying to me when we were at
the refuge that she had to go and get a job, because in
those days there were far fewer supports for women
who found themselves in that situation. She said she
had to get a job, but I, being eight years old at the time,
did not want her to leave the refuge. For me that was
the home we had. Admittedly it had been home for only
48 hours at that stage, but I did not want her to leave. I
felt very uncomfortable in that situation. She opened
her purse and said, ‘You have to understand, Fiona, that
I have only $2 in my purse and need to buy food and
clothing and get you into a school’. I went to Frankston
Primary School for a short period of time as a
consequence of where we found ourselves. I will never
forget that I immediately went from ‘Please, Mum,
don’t leave this place of refuge’ to ‘Mum, get out there
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and get a job’, because obviously I was pretty keen to
see our lives get back to normal as quickly as possible.
I am acutely aware and conscious of the effects family
violence has on women in particular, having seen my
mother go through that situation, as well as on children,
given the experience we three children had. Various
situations arise, including around school pick-ups, with
fears about children being taken at the end of a school
day because the husband is unhappy about the situation
he finds himself in. There are all sorts of measures
taken by families to deal with this most extraordinary
set of circumstances. I can say quite frankly that it has a
devastating impact on women’s health in particular. I
saw that with my mother. On top of all the normal
stresses and strains of life you have the extraordinarily
terrible circumstance of the breakdown of the family
unit.
I am very much drawn to this space, and I am acutely
aware that the way the community talks about this issue
has radically transformed, particularly in the last few
years, but we clearly have a long way to go. That is
why it meant a tremendous amount to me when the
Leader of the Opposition announced on 17 May that a
Labor government will establish Australia’s first royal
commission into family violence. It particularly meant
a tremendous amount to my mother, who talked at
length to me about it when I got home that night. The
time has well and truly come, and the opposition leader
has understood that, responded to it and is to be
commended for taking that step.
That announcement builds on a good Labor legacy in
this space. Movement in this area has been slow;
nonetheless, Labor has been critical in pushing the
debate forward and making sure that agencies,
communities, government departments, ministers and
all of us recognise that we have a part to play in this
important space, given the number of people it has an
impact on. If my family and others can stand as
examples of how this can impact on anybody at any
time, then it is an important lesson for me and for others
in the community.
We must understand that speaking about these things is
always very difficult. I remember speaking at a
community event, and I found it a difficult audience to
tackle this subject matter with because, back then, it
was not something we talked about as openly as we do
now. Shining a light on these things is critically
important. Obviously these kinds of legislative reforms
are also important, but I emphasise and stress that we
have a long way to go.
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It is also important that women like my mother, who
went through the experience she went through, have a
wealth of understanding about this issue. One lesson
she has demonstrated to me is that part of the way of
dealing with this particular circumstance is to pretend it
is not happening — to bury it, to not acknowledge it
and to imagine that somehow it will go away. It is part
of the human coping mechanism.
When you talk to women who have gone through this
experience, you will often find — particularly with the
ones to whom it happened a long time ago — they try
to dismiss it. It gets to a certain point, and I remember
this with my mother. One day she said to me, ‘Oh no,
we did not end up in a women’s refuge. That did not
happen to our family’. I said, ‘Hang on, I think I have a
photo’, and I dug up the photo of the three of us kids.
We were celebrating my mother’s birthday and we
were there at the refuge. There was the photo of the
three of us, and I said, ‘There, Mum, that was us, and it
is not something to be ashamed of. It is something that
happened, and it is part of our history’. She said, ‘Yes,
that is right. It did happen. You are right. I remember
now’. These conversations are always hard to have, but
we have to remember that part of the human coping
mechanism is about trying to separate out a normal
living environment — which my mother is obviously
experiencing now — from what is a pretty traumatic
time and experience in people’s lives.
These are very difficult issues. I commend all those
who are committed to working in this space. It is a very
difficult space, and not one I think I could deal with in
the way that some people do and are committed to. I
commend the former minister, who is currently in the
house, the member for Bellarine, who was acutely
aware of the challenges in this space when we were in
government. She was acutely aware of the way you
need to communicate with women who have gone
through this experience. She was very keen, when she
was the minister, to see significant reform in this space.
I think she laid a fantastic foundation for future
governments, and hopefully for a Labor government in
December of this year — fingers crossed! — to see
more reform happen with respect to managing family
violence and ensuring that all women get the support
they need and that families and communities can
address this particular concern because, as I say, it is a
concern that affects so many people.
It affected my family at a profound level. I am pleased
to say, though, that I would perhaps still be living in
Sydney if it had not happened, so some good things
come out of family breakdown, when you find yourself
living in Melbourne as opposed to living in Sydney!
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We came from Tanzania, from extraordinary
circumstances there too, but we ended up in Sydney,
because Melbourne was considered too cold. I am very
pleased that my mother chose Melbourne as the place
in which to deal with the situation we found ourselves
in. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I too wish to make a
contribution to the debate on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014. The facts on family
violence are absolutely appalling, and I think we should
all acknowledge that it is certainly not acceptable
behaviour — no form of violence is, but particularly
not family violence.
It is really sad, and it is a reflection on society and the
way that society is headed when you see the incidence
of family violence go up. Clearly there is a role for
governments to play in relation to fixing what is
obviously a really big problem in the wider community.
Three-quarters of all acts of violence perpetrated on
women are committed in the home. Research shows
that family violence takes a profound and long-term toll
on women’s health, on families and on communities.
As speakers before me have stated, this bill aims to
amend the Family Violence Protection Act 2008. It will
enable family violence safety notices to be issued
outside of court hours, it will allow the publication of
reports about family violence charges and convictions
without obtaining an order, and it will enable certain
interim family violence intervention orders to become
final orders without a further court hearing.
Family violence is a national emergency. VicHealth
data shows that intimate partner violence is the most
common cause of death and disability for Victorian
women between 15 and 44 years of age. Over half of all
women — 57 per cent of women — will experience
physical or sexual violence in their lifetime.
It is beyond alarming that in Victoria women and
children are dying as a result of family violence. One
woman dies every week at the hands of her current or
former partner, and one in four children witnesses
violence against a parent. That is why some tough
decisions need to be made, and that is why Labor,
which introduced the Family Violence Protection Act
in 2008, acted the way it did back then. We introduced
this legislation because we recognised the need to
provide a targeted and cohesive response to family
violence. It was this kind of trailblazing legislation that
made me proud to be a member of a Labor government.
That legislation provided a comprehensive definition of
family violence, extended the definition of a family
member, broadened the use of holding powers
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provisions, introduced an enhanced system of family
violence intervention orders and changed the way
evidence was given in court.
It gave police greater search and seizure powers and it
strengthened the provisions for the protection of
children. It also established the regime that provided
protection outside of court hours: this was the creation
of the family violence safety notice, issued by police for
a 72-hour period. This gave police a tool to provide
immediate protection when responding to an incident
outside of court hours. The new act followed several
years of consultation with the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, which recommended that the Magistrates
Court should implement a system to issue interim
intervention orders outside business hours and opposed
the then current system whereby police had to fill out a
complaint form and seek a warrant to arrest the alleged
perpetrator.
It was then that Victoria became the first Australian
state to have family violence safety notices. Family
violence safety notices are for situations where a police
officer feels that until an application for a protection
order can be decided by the court, a notice is necessary
to ensure safety and protect a child or protect the
property. Safeguards were also put in place to
accompany the use of this power for the police,
following some hesitation about the change. These
included the system only being available outside of
court sitting hours, a check on the attending officers’
actions by requiring the notice to be made via
application to a sergeant of police, and the notices
acting as a summons for the earliest return date of the
Magistrates Court, which was usually within 72 hours.
After a trial period, family violence protection orders
were shown to be an effective way for police to respond
to after-hours family violence incidents. They led to an
increase in the safety of victims, and importantly, they
held perpetrators accountable for their actions. In fact,
in the first 15 months 3909 such orders were issued. In
84 per cent of those cases the alleged perpetrators were
removed from the home.
Since then family violence protection orders have
remained a permanent tool for police when they
respond to family violence incidents. The Police
Association Victoria has now called for legislative
changes to empower police members to issue family
violence safety notices to protect victims 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week. It is appropriate that laws continue
to be monitored, accessed and updated to reflect
community attitudes. There has been a substantial
change in community attitudes to family violence, and
this has been evolving over the past decade. The
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majority of the community now accepts that family
violence is totally unacceptable and abhorrent.
Victoria Police has also been successful in bringing
about significant cultural change within its own ranks.
Family violence is no longer just a domestic issue but is
being treated as the crime that it is. Police command
and the Police Association are acknowledging the
revolution within Victoria Police. They deem family
violence to be the no. 1 law and order issue facing
Victorians going forward. For these reasons the
opposition agrees that the time has come to remove the
safety net and allow police to issue family violence
safety notices 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. We
recognise the positive work that our police members are
doing to protect women and children, and that is why
we support this proposed section of the bill.
We also do not oppose the proposed section of the bill
pertaining to the publication of family violence criminal
proceedings. Currently under the Family Violence
Protection Act there is a prohibition on reports about
family violence intervention orders or proceedings that
are likely to lead to the identification of the individuals
protected by an order or involved in the proceedings.
The bill proposes permitting an adult victim the ability
to publish content where there has been a charge, and
given that the publication can only occur with the
consent of the adult victim, we do not oppose this
measure. The government is arguing for an extension of
the time allowed for the first mention before the court
after the issuing of a family violence safety notice. It
argues that the time frame should be five working days,
up from the previous 120 hours. While the opposition
does not oppose this element of the bill, one wonders if
this element was added by the government solely
because it has been unable to manage the state’s court
system and get on top of increased court delays.
Labor believes that in order to help victims of crime
recover and to save them from even further harm and
intimidation, a sensitive and effective response by
police and the courts is paramount. As I stated earlier,
this bill introduces the ability of courts to attach a
finalisation order to an interim order. This means that if
the respondent does not challenge the order within
28 days of being served the interim order, it will
become a final order if the court, police and affected
family agree that it is appropriate. It is not intended to
apply to offenders where the court decides that the
interim order should be maintained, in cases where the
respondent is a child or where the order would be
inconsistent with a family law order.
Labor believes that finalisation orders would be a short
cut response. We believe the government’s
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amendments are about demand management, not about
enhancing the three-fold purpose of the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008. Family violence
stakeholders comprising the Federation of Community
Legal Centres, Domestic Violence Resource Centre,
Women’s Legal Service Victoria, Domestic Violence
Victoria, No to Violence, Women with Disability
Victoria, Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention and
Legal Service Victoria, the inTouch Multicultural
Centre Against Family Violence and the Council to
Homeless Persons made submissions to the Department
of Justice strongly opposing finalisation orders.
Labor has significant concerns in relation to the
amendments suggested by the government. We feel
there could be a missed opportunity for risk
assessments of women and children. We are also
concerned that there could be a reduction in perpetrator
accountability if perpetrators are not forced to front up
to court when a final order is made. It is often the
interaction with the justice system which can be the
motivation for a perpetrator to get the help they need in
dealing with the offending behaviour. We see that the
government is frantically backpedalling after problems
were pointed out. It is now trying to push through a
negotiated outcome at the last minute. The opposition
notes, however, that these amendments offer some
improvements and provide increased comfort to the
sector, and we are not opposing them. It is a very
important issue for many Victorians, and it is very
important to all members of this house, so we have to
get it right. Obviously I do not oppose the bill before
the house, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — This bill is a
step in the right direction, building as it does on good
legislation introduced by the Labor government. It
proposes amending the Family Violence Protection Act
2008 in the following ways. Firstly, the bill will enable
family violence safety issues to be dealt with outside of
court hours. That is a practical, direct measure, which is
a good and helpful thing. Secondly, it will enable
certain interim family violence intervention orders to
become final orders without a final court hearing. That
is another good and practical thing that I am sure is a
step in the right direction, allowing the judiciary and
families the benefits of an improved safety net. The bill
will allow for the publication of reports about family
violence charges and convictions without the need to
obtain an order, and as I understand it, the default
commencement date of the legislation is 18 September
2015.
In 2008 Labor introduced the Family Violence
Protection Act to provide a targeted and cohesive
response to family violence. It was groundbreaking
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legislation which provided a comprehensive definition
of family violence. It extended the definition of a
family member, broadened the use of holding power
provisions, introduced an enhanced system of family
violence intervention orders, changed the way evidence
was given in court, gave police greater search and
seizure powers, strengthened the provisions for the
protection of children, and also provided for a regime
which provided protection outside of court hours.
As the shadow parliamentary secretary to the Leader of
the Opposition and also the shadow parliamentary
secretary responsible for multicultural affairs I wish to
raise a few issues that relate to multicultural
communities. The first thing to say is that anecdotally
as I work with many communities in Victoria I find that
not everybody in every community is up to speed, so to
say, with legislation. They are not up to date with the
dos and do nots, and not everybody has caught up with
this important conversation, including those
discussions, debates, education programs and so much
else, all of which has happened over the last three or
four decades, particularly in Victoria.
I have a clear recollection that when I first arrived in the
1970s somebody reported a family violence matter to a
police station. I have anecdotal recollection of that.
Quite typically the response to the woman would have
been, ‘You must have done something wrong. Go
home and sort it out’. There were those kinds of
conversations. That situation has been overcome, and
Victoria Police in particular has come such a long way.
One can only put on the record an acknowledgement of
the extraordinary work the police force has done,
particularly in relation to its culture and what it does on
a day-to-day basis. I work with Victoria Police in
Sunshine and in the western suburbs, and I can only
praise and commend the work it does. I am very
confident of the leadership it provides in the
community, but those cultural changes have taken a
long time.
The point I want to make is that there are some
communities that coexist with all of us that have not
been a part of these conversations over the last three or
four decades. The members of those communities come
from countries, regimes or societies — I will not name
them because I do not wish to offend anyone — where
they still live as we used to live in the 50s, 60s and 70s.
We need to bring these communities up to speed. I
therefore commend some of the programs and
discussions that were mentioned today by members of
the government around a comprehensive plan of action
whereby some culturally appropriate programs will be
funded and some culturally appropriate training will be
provided.
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I wish to use one example and commend one
community for doing an enormous amount of work,
notwithstanding the fact that it is relatively new in
Victoria, and particularly over the last two decades, if
that can be said to be a relatively new community. I am
speaking about the Indian community, with which I do
a significant amount of work in the western suburbs in
particular. I have seen that community work in this
space in a number of multifaceted directions, but
ultimately the aim is the same — to deal with family
and domestic violence.
One group, for example, simply calls itself a group
against family and domestic violence. Another will talk
about family harmony discussions. I have seen both
being equally successful because ultimately what they
do is attract the very people they need to attract —
tragically, predominantly men — to the conversation, to
workshops, to forums and to a discussion which needs
to be had. I commend the efforts of those communities
that are doing that. They are another good example of
multicultural communities taking it upon themselves
and taking ownership of this issue.
We always talk in the multicultural space about how we
embrace diversity and inclusion, but importantly we
also embrace and celebrate citizenship. Citizenship has
two components to it. One is the rights we all should
have, and the other is the obligations. Citizenship is
about rights and obligations, and time and again, as I
am sure every member in this house would witness in
their daily lives, the actions of multicultural
communities are about precisely that. For example, a
group of people associated with me in the region I
represent organised a very significant petition around
this issue, specifically indicating that there are
multicultural communities that call for an end to family
and domestic violence.
Given the limited amount of time we have I also wish
to refer to a much broader context which is
fundamental. If we are to tackle this unfortunate issue
in the medium to long term, we need to think about
education and the lack of education some members of
the community have. We need to think about access to
education. We need to tackle issues of employment
because I believe a lack of employment has an impact
on quality of life and unfortunately in some cases may
well lead to family and domestic violence.
We need to talk about housing. I am reminded of an
unfortunate case I dealt with in my office, where I
learnt very quickly that the most vulnerable time for a
woman, in this case and in the majority of cases, is the
time when she is going to leave the home with her
children or going to tell the husband that she is leaving
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or has packed her bags and left. This is a crucially
vulnerable time for a woman, and unfortunately, as I
understand it, this is when a lot of tragic things happen,
including death and very serious violence against
women. Unless we think about housing and how we are
to assist women who may well have to abandon their
partners, we are not helping the situation. We need to
recognise that there are mental health issues and drug
addiction issues. There is alcohol. We need a
comprehensive plan of action that helps to tackle all of
these things and, importantly, facilitates cultural
change.
Those of us who have been around this wonderful
world of ours for some time recognise that we have all
changed. Governments and institutions and the cultural
approach to this whole conversation have changed. It is
so good to see that the position is bipartisan. It can only
be bipartisan in that there is a very direct, very clear and
unequivocal message from the government and the
opposition in relation to family violence. I conclude by
saying that we can always do more, and more should be
done in relation to engaging men in particular, because
tragically men as a gender are a big part of the problem.
Consequently men should be engaged in this
challenging conversation.
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on the
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2014,
which has come back to this house after some
amendments in the other place. I say from the outset
that we will not be opposing this bill.
Family violence is all too prevalent in our community,
and unfortunately it is something we as legislators have
not been able to deal with adequately or in a way that
has seen significant reduction in the incidence of family
violence in our community. There have been a number
of family violence incidents that have gained a lot of
press coverage over the last 12 months, and they have
been devastating for the individuals involved. On the
other hand they have led to greater discussion about
family violence, and if there can be one good thing that
comes out of those devastating incidents, it is the
increased capacity for us to speak about those matters
here and in the wider community.
I was visiting a mental health provider in my electorate
recently, and I was briefed on an incident that happened
in my community where a mother with a baby
experienced family violence issues and also mental
health issues.
The incident was told to me by one of the mental health
providers. A mother and her newborn baby were living
in her car in Melbourne in the middle of winter. It is
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one of the most devastating stories I have ever been told
firsthand by a service provider about that mother and
her child. As a relatively new parent myself, I reflect
back on the times leading up to the birth of my son and
the little things I think most new mothers do, such as
washing the tiny singlets and socks and setting them out
in a drawer as you imagine the future for your child.
For a moment I compared my experience with the
experience of this mother in my electorate who does not
have a drawer for the tiny little clothes and who in the
middle of winter was living in a car with her newborn.
That story motivates me to do something about family
violence in Melbourne and Victoria.
The bill goes some way to legislate around matters that
hopefully will improve family violence outcomes for
families in Victoria. It proposes to amend the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008. There are three key parts
to the bill: the first is to enable family violence safety
notices to be issued outside of court hours; the second is
to enable certain interim family violence intervention
orders to become final orders without a further court
hearing; and the third one is to allow for the publication
of reports about family violence charges and
convictions without obtaining an order.
Looking at the principal act being amended by this bill,
we see that in 2008 it was ground breaking in a number
of ways. The 2008 legislation provided a
comprehensive definition of family violence, it
extended the definition of family member and it
broadened the use of holding powers provisions. The
2008 legislation introduced an enhanced system of
family violence intervention orders, changed the way
evidence was given in court, gave police greater search
and seize powers and strengthened provisions for the
protection of children. It also provided a regime to give
protection outside of court hours. The 2008 act
followed several years of consultation with the
Victorian Law Reform Commission about those issues.
It should be noted that Victoria became the first state in
Australia to have family violence safety notices. While
there was some hesitation about those changes, we have
seen that they are important.
There have been some concerns about the legislation,
such as the implementation of intervention orders, the
enforcement of intervention orders and how they bear
out in the incidence of family violence in the
community. If one puts on an academic hat, it is clear
that family violence is an interesting form of violence in
our community because most of the time it occurs
behind closed doors. Often it is a continuing form of
violence and unfortunately a lot of the time it is a form
of violence that is acted out in front of children. I read
some recent statistics about the number of children who
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witness family violence. Even if it is not necessarily
perpetrated on the child, the child is a witness to the
family violence.
I go back to my own experiences as a mother with our
three-year-old, and I think of the life he has, which in
many ways is a life filled with joy, singing and dancing
and all those things that three-year-olds do, such as
enjoying the Wiggles. It breaks my heart to think that
some children do not have those experiences, that their
lives are filled not with joy, love, singing and dancing
but with violence and that, as young as they are, they
are seeing violence.
Mental Health Week last week was a good time to stop
and think about the long-term impacts of family
violence on our community. There were some terrific
discussions about mental health and its impact on
mental health in our community. Unfortunately it is all
too common that family violence and mental health
issues are related. When there are women and children
who are subjected to extended violence within their
homes, a place where they should be safe, it is not
surprising that there can be mental health issues.
I go back to the bill before us today and the reason it
has come back to this house, and it shows that there has
been a lack of consultation around the bill that has
made it necessary to have it amended in the upper
house after issues were raised by stakeholders. That is
one of the reasons why the royal commission that is
proposed by Victorian Labor is such an important thing.
A royal commission would allow issues to be
ventilated, discussed and thought through before we
make further legislative changes so that we are able to
tackle family violence and not just fix it up around the
edges. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It is important to rise as a
member of Parliament and discuss the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2014, because this is such
an important issue. Family violence has been around for
far too long, and I am sure all members would agree. It
is an issue that has not got the attention it deserves in
the community. I am reminded of a lyric from a Billy
Bragg song, of all things, about someone complaining
about the violence in our community while talking to
the wife-beater next door. For far too long family
violence was not regarded as abhorrent and has not
been completely and utterly rejected by the community,
as it thoroughly deserves to be.
Family violence is one of the most insidious and
devastating problems we face as a community, and it is
appropriate that the Parliament and the political process
take a much greater interest in this issue because there
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should be zero tolerance of it. Violence is not an
appropriate form of behaviour in personal relationships,
particularly those in a family, and as a community we
should not tolerate family violence in any form. I am
sure that not just the members in this house but all
decent members of the Victorian community would
share the view that for far too long there has been a
silence associated with family violence. A legitimacy
has been accorded to a private world in which people
have been able to perform acts of violence against
others who are in vulnerable situations — usually
women and children — without sufficient attention
being paid to it by the community, the Parliament, law
enforcement bodies or the justice system. It is
appropriate that as a Parliament we pay more attention
to this issue, and this is a welcome change that has been
going on for some time.
I note that the Family Violence Protection Act 2008
was introduced by the previous government, and at the
time it was significant legislation. It provided a
comprehensive definition of family violence, extended
the definition of a family member, broadened the use of
holding powers provisions, introduced an enhanced
system of family violence intervention orders, changed
the way evidence is given in court, gave police greater
search and seizure powers and strengthened the
provisions for the protection of children. It also
provided a regime for protection outside court hours,
with the creation of family violence safety notices that
are issued by police for a 72-hour period. This measure
gave police a tool that was useful in providing
immediate protection when responding to incidents
outside of court hours.
Family violence is an issue that has been gaining
greater attention in the community, and I am sure we
will see further legislation in this place in an attempt to
deal with it. I am sure it will attract further attention as
the years go by, as I suspect we are beginning a journey
in dealing with some of the social issues that have been
out of the public eye and accepted in a private space,
when in fact they could not be more public. The
devastation wrought by family violence on the
community in general has been estimated to have cost
billions of dollars in Victoria. There is an estimate of
around $3.4 billion annually, but that is not the only
cost. The cost is more than monetary. The cost is in
lives wasted by fear, terror and psychological damage,
a price I am sure all decent members of the community
and all members of Parliament would agree should not
be paid by anyone.
I welcome debate on this issue, because the Parliament
should have a stronger focus on family violence into the
future. As I said, I am sure there will be more
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legislation to deal with this matter, because although
Victoria has taken steps along the path of dealing with
family violence, there is no pretence that we live in
utopia. Far too many members of our community
continue to experience family violence. One is too
many, but there are still far too many, and our work will
continue.
As I understand it, the bill amends the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008 and the Personal Safety
Intervention Orders Act 2010 to enable family violence
safety notices to be issued outside of court hours,
enable interim family violence intervention orders to
become final orders without further hearings and allow
publication of reports about family violence, charges
and convictions without obtaining an order.
These changes are intended to increase protection for
victims of family violence, and the Labor Party will not
oppose them. Of course the Labor Party is not opposed
to measures that increase the protection of victims of
family violence. As I said earlier, I hope there will be
further legislation over a period of time because this is
an area where so much more needs to be done.
As a member of Parliament I have had the
experience — as I am sure have others — of dealing
with harrowing circumstances in my electorate office
where, for example, a victim of family violence has
sought accommodation and urgent assistance towards
the end of the week. These are very difficult
circumstances to deal with. I am sure that other
members of Parliament have had similar experiences
from which they gain insight into this devastating issue,
meet victims of family violence and know the
circumstances of their lives, even in a limited sense,
while assisting a constituent to access available
government and non-government services. It is a
fundamental role of a member of Parliament to provide
that linkage and assistance to those who are lost in
difficult circumstances and need an intermediary to
explain to them what services are available. That in
itself can be a harrowing experience. That is the case
particularly for staff who have to deal with people in
distress and situations that no member of the
community deserves to face.
In discussing this bill it is worth reflecting upon the
work that is undertaken by people who assist victims of
family violence and placing on the record on behalf of
my constituents — and again, I hope I am speaking on
behalf of all members of this house — our appreciation
for those who dedicate their lives to working to provide
assistance to victims of family violence. This can often
be extremely difficult and stressful work because they
are dealing with harrowing and emotional situations
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and with lives that have been shattered by terrible acts
of violence committed in our community.
While it is not the usual day-to-day work of electorate
officers, interactions with people in those sorts of
situations occur on occasions. As disturbing as that is,
imagine how disturbing it is for the victims themselves
and for the people whose job it is to help pick up the
pieces of the lives of victims of family violence. On
behalf of my constituents — as I said, hopefully on
behalf of all members of Parliament — I place on the
record my appreciation for those people who do such
important work, in both government and non-profit
organisations, many of which assist victims of family
violence, and also for the work undertaken by Victoria
Police.
I note the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
is at the table. He knows the police work in often
extraordinarily difficult circumstances when dealing
with issues of family violence, and it is worth
acknowledging them. They are human beings who have
families of their own and who empathise with others
and understand the difficulties they face. It is worth
placing on the record our appreciation for the work
done by the police in dealing with family violence.
On behalf of my constituents I express appreciation for
the resilience shown by police in dealing with some of
these circumstances and for the cultural change that I
know has been driven within the police force to deal
with family violence. It is worth saying this is a cultural
change. We have moved on as a community, and
institutions like Victoria Police have an important role
to play in ensuring that the issue of family violence is
properly addressed. We should all welcome, embrace
and praise that cultural change. I conclude my
contribution on that note.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I thank
honourable members for their contributions to the
debate. I commend this very important package of
reforms to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, it
was the opposition’s intention to ask for a
consideration-in-detail stage and request some
information.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
I think the member for Yan Yean has been a bit
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premature on this. We are not yet at that stage, and if
opposition members wish to ask for a
consideration-in-detail stage, they are free to do so as
the process proceeds through the Parliament.

background. This is the consideration-in-detail stage. It
has a very narrow focus on the clauses in the bill. I ask
the member for Yan Yean to confine her comments to
clause 2.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
Is leave of the house granted to proceed immediately to
the third reading? As there is no dissenting voice, I shall
pose the question accordingly. I cannot sit here all night
waiting for someone to do something. The member for
Niddrie.

Ms GREEN — I seek information in relation to the
commencement date of the act. What was the
Attorney-General’s thinking in choosing 18 September
2015 as the commencement date? I ask whether he
would consider that the act might come into effect
before that?

Mr Carroll — — I would be happy to, Acting
Speaker.

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The
commencement clause is broadly in line with standard
procedures that default commencements are set
approximately a year out from the introduction of the
bill. The bill follows this approach. If the bill is passed
by the house, the government will be seeking to bring
its respective provisions into operation as soon as
necessary administrative arrangements for the various
provisions can be made.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
What is the member for Niddrie proposing to do?
Mr Carroll — I think I have the call.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
You do not have the call.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
procedurally we are on the question that has just been
put — that is, is leave of the house granted to proceed
to the third reading? It is well within the opposition’s
entitlement to say no. The member for Niddrie believes
he has the call, but the call is over. I suggest the
opposition provide lessons for its members in
understanding standing orders.
Consideration in detail
Clause 1 agreed to.
Clause 2
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take pleasure in again
joining this debate, this bill having been amended in the
Legislative Council. It is disappointing that the
opposition was not briefed about the proposed
amendments in the Legislative Council. It might have
been that if the government had been courteous, taken
the opposition into its confidence, followed procedure
and briefed the opposition — and we had a debate
earlier this morning about — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! This is a very
narrow subject, and I ask the member for Yan Yean to
restrict her comments to clause 2 of the bill.
Ms GREEN — Thank you for your ruling, Deputy
Speaker. I was just providing some background as to
why the opposition — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I advise the
member for Yan Yean that there is no need for

Clause agreed to.
Clause 3
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Clause 3 is one of those
clauses that was amended in the other place, so I
would — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Yan Yean that this bill was introduced in
the other place. It has not been through this place. This
is a bill that has come to this chamber from the
Legislative Council. My point is that there were
amendments, but this is the first time the bill has been
in this chamber.
Ms GREEN — I am saying that the opposition was
not briefed, so that is why I, as the spokesperson, need
to ask the question. We were not briefed on the
amendments, so I seek the Attorney-General’s
clarification in relation to the working day and what
issues have been raised with stakeholders in relation to
this, because we were not briefed by the government, so
we are unclear about why this clause was amended and
why the house amendment occurred in the other place.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The
amendment that was made in the other place puts
beyond doubt what a working day is in order to provide
certainty as to what is and is not a working day for the
purposes of the legislation. It is a minor clarification to
avoid uncertainty or ambiguity.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 to 6 agreed to.
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Clause 7
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I make reference to
clause 7, which is headed ‘Application may be made by
electronic communication’. It indicates that:
The application completed under subsection (3) must be filed
by the police officer with the court —

and —
… if the application was made by telephone, fax or other
electronic communication and an interim order including a
finalisation condition was made, as soon as practicable …

I ask the Attorney-General what the purpose of creating
this electronic communication provision is and whether
or not there is any particular mischief that he is seeking
to remedy by that provision.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The provision
is a simplification and clarification of the existing
provision in the legislation. There is an explanation
given on page 3 of the explanatory memorandum that
indicates that:
Existing subsection (4) requires the police officer to file an
application made … with the court before the first mention
date … New subsection (4) updates this requirement to
provide that where the interim order includes a finalisation
condition the application must be filed as soon as practicable
and in any other case before the first mention date for the
application.

Clause agreed to.
Clause 8
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — Clause 8 is the
provision which is being described colloquially as the
finalisation provision. As the explanatory memorandum
makes clear, the sections that are inserted into the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008 by clause 8 create
the provisions whereby orders may be made final
without a further hearing. As the Attorney-General
would be aware, these provisions have been the subject
of a degree of controversy amongst domestic violence
advocacy groups in regard to the possibility that it
might mean the circle is effectively never closed and
that those who have been the perpetrators of family
violence may not ultimately be in a position where they
confront their victims, so that the victims are not able to
obtain the kind of closure they are able to have by
confronting the perpetrators in court.
I ask the Attorney-General to take the house through
what consultation or mechanisms were gone through
with those domestic violence advocacy groups in
relation to these finalisation conditions without a return
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to court and what the view of those groups was about
the provision that is now before the house now.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — As the
honourable member refers to, these provisions are
designed to ensure that in appropriate circumstances,
where both the victim and the court agree that it is
appropriate, victims can potentially be spared the
trauma, stress and delay of needing to have the matter
return to court for the final hearing where the
respondent does not wish to contest the application. As
I am sure the member for Lyndhurst would be aware,
though other honourable members may not be, the
Family Violence Protection Act provides for the issue
of interim orders and then provides for the issue of a
final order, meaning it can therefore require two
hearings. This provision, as I indicated, is designed to
ensure that if neither the court nor the victim considers
that a final hearing should be ordered, there is potential
for a finalisation condition, which means the order will
take effect in 28 days time.
This is a potential reform that has been the subject of
extensive discussion with the court and the police. The
government also received some constructive
submissions regarding the provision from family
violence stakeholders. As members have referred to
during the course of the debate, in light of
representations and suggestions that were put forward
by those involved in a number of family violence
groups, a range of amendments were made that address
some of the matters that were raised by them and put
beyond doubt the policy considerations relating to the
bill. In particular, the bill ensures that the court will
have regard to matters such as whether the affected
family member has obtained legal advice. The
government has certainly appreciated the constructive
input that family violence stakeholders have made to
the legislation. We were pleased to make a range of
improvements and modifications to the legislation to
respond to the matters they raised.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I take the
Attorney-General to new section 56C in the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008, which is inserted by
clause 8. I seek an explanation for new section 56C,
which is on page 8 of the bill with the heading, ‘Certain
interim orders not to include finalisation condition’. We
remember that a finalisation condition is about a
circumstance in which a respondent may not return to
court. One of those circumstances at new
section 56(1)(c) is if the respondent ‘is in possession of
a firearm’ or ‘holds a firearm authority’ et cetera. Could
the minister explain to the chamber the thinking behind
the notion that a finalisation condition may not be
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applicable to an interim order in the circumstances
where the respondent owns a firearm?
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — There are a
range of considerations. But probably pre-eminent
amongst them is that, as the honourable member may
know, is that there are a range of provisions in the
legislation that deal with the situation where
respondents hold firearms, licences or other authorities
when the family violence matter arises. Given the
potential issues that may arise in the circumstances and
the requirements of the legislation, those circumstances
would not be appropriate for including a finalisation
condition.
Clause agreed to; clause 9 agreed to; clauses 10 to 17
agreed to.
Clause 18
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — Clause 18 relates to
the restriction on publication of proceedings in the
Magistrates Court, and adds some words:
… unless the court orders under section 169 that the locality
or particulars may be published; or

I ask the minister to enlighten the chamber as to the
practical effect of the insertion of those words on the
way that proceedings in the Magistrates Court may or
may not be reported on.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I am advised
that this relates to circumstances where the court may
be in a position to make an order in relation to a child.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — In relation to
restrictions on publication of proceedings in the
Magistrates Court, and I follow on from my colleague,
we note:
In section 166(2)(a) of the Family Violence Protection Act
2008 for “order; and” substitute —
“order —
unless the court orders under section 169 that the locality or
particulars may be published; or”.

I am happy for the Attorney-General to take more
advice because there are a range of matters that are
outlined in new section 169 substituted by clause 19 on
page 14 of the bill. Is he in a position to elaborate on the
brief comment he made earlier? I am happy to wait for
a moment if the Attorney-General wishes to consult
with his advisers, because it is a new provision, and one
that we think requires more ventilation than it received
in his first response to the shadow Attorney-General.

3649

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I think the
position in relation to clause 18 is explained quite well
in the explanatory memorandum on page 12. To
recapitulate at the request of the honourable member
for Richmond, it indicates that clause 18:
amends paragraph (a) of subsection (2) of section 166 of
the —

act —
… which prohibits publication of a report containing
particulars likely to lead to the identification of a particular
court venue, a child who is a party to or a witness in a
proceeding … or any other person involved in the proceeding
or the subject of the FVIO.

As the explanatory memorandum sets out:
The amendment to paragraph (a) provides that publication is
not prohibited if the court has made an order under
section 169 of the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 that
the locality or particulars may be published.

In other words if they have made such an order, that
prohibition does not apply.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 19
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — With respect to
clause 19, I will briefly put a question to the
Attorney-General. With respect to the public interest
test that is outlined at proposed section 169(1)(a), will
the Attorney-General advise the house of what indicia
the court may consider in making a determination about
what constitutes the public interest in respect of the
publication of locality, particulars or picture?
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — Ultimately it
will be a matter at large for a court to determine what is
in the public interest, and this is obviously something
that courts are asked to do from time to time. The
example that appears at the foot of the new subsection
gives a very clear instance of such public interest — in
other words, to allow a protected person to publicise the
person’s case to raise awareness of family violence.
I expect the honourable member will be aware of some
cases that have justifiably received considerable public
attention where, under the legislation as it stands,
victims have had to seek the permission of a court to be
able to tell their story publicly. These provisions were
of course inserted in the legislation during the time of
the previous government, presumably with the intention
of protecting victims. I hope all members of the house
would think it would be inappropriate that perpetrators
should be able to hide behind these provisions. The
purpose of these amendments is to ensure that if a
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victim wants to, they will be able to speak out. Other
provisions in this bill make it clear that for adult victims
they will be entitled to do so without needing
permission of a court.
However, in instances where, for example, there is a
child involved, the matter will need to go before a
court. This makes it clear that when a court is making
an order, the court needs to consider the public interest,
and the example makes it clear that allowing a
protected person to publicise the person’s case to raise
awareness of family violence may well be such a
consideration in the public interest.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I also wish to ask the
Attorney-General a question very much in line with the
earlier question asked by my colleague in relation to
new section 169(1)(b), which reads:
the court reasonably considers it is just to allow the
publication in the circumstances.

That seems to be a catch-all provision. The
Attorney-General has provided good commentary in
relation to new section 169(1)(a). In relation to new
section 169(1)(b), will he give us some further
elaboration in relation to the phrase I have just referred
to? What guidance, if any, may be provided to a court
in relation to this provision?
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — Again this is a
provision that is at large for the court to decide. I should
add that I have had the opportunity to take some further
advice in relation to this clause, and I am advised that
the clause largely reproduces the wording of the
existing section 169 but includes a particular reference
in relation to a child. Many of the considerations the
honourable members are raising, as I understand it, are
equally applicable under the act as it currently stands.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I appreciate that
commentary, but as the Attorney-General indicated,
this is a fairly broad provision. Given the particular and
acute and sensitive circumstances that we are dealing
with, I am curious as to how he might see, on a
day-to-day basis, new section 169(1)(b) being enacted
in, frankly, the real world of the courts, when it is so
broad as to suggest that ‘the court reasonably considers
it is just to allow the publication in the circumstances’.
It seems to be quite broad. I accept the explanation the
Attorney-General has given, but I am seeking from him
how he would see this being dealt with on a day-to-day
basis, given that new section 169 really goes to quite a
serious question, of a court allowing the publication of
the locality, particulars or a picture. It is quite a serious
matter. I would argue that perhaps it ought to have
contained — accepting, of course, judicial discretion —
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some guidance in relation to how the court may
consider new section 169(1)(b).
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I reiterate that
the provision the honourable member refers to is a
provision that is in the act as it currently stands. It is not
being altered by the bill. The bill simply reproduces
section 169 in its entirety, with the addition of the new
subsection (2). As to the test about ‘the court
reasonably considers it is just to allow the publication in
the circumstances’, it is the provision that exists in the
current act. As far as I am aware, it is a provision that
would have been enacted under the previous
government.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — In respect of proposed
section 169, I would be grateful if the Attorney-General
could at least briefly advise the house of what the
consequences of an incorrect publication may be, for
example. In drafting the provisions of this bill it would
have been obvious there could be consequences of
getting the identity incorrect, either because the
publication were wrong in terms of its photographic
form or if the identification of the location were
incorrect. Is there either a civil or a criminal
consequence in relation to those issues? Or is it that
those who are responsible for the publication bear the
responsibility for that by virtue of the state’s
defamation laws? And is there any form of vicarious
responsibility for the state if the state has in any way
participated in the incorrect provision of information
that a court may have considered?
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I can confirm
and indicate to the house that the issues the honourable
member raises are issues that relate to the act as it
currently stands; they do not create new issues in
relation to this bill. I have been advised that a
transgression of this provision could constitute an
offence, but I reiterate that these are not matters that are
being affected by this bill. Honourable members are
asking questions in relation to the act effectively as it
was enacted by the previous government.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I have a question on
new subsection (2) for the Attorney-General. New
section 169(2) says that before making an order in
relation to a child, in respect of which publication is
sought, the court must have regard to the views of any
parent or guardian of the child. How is it envisaged that
the views would be sought, particularly if there were
multiple parents or guardians of that child? How would
any disputes be resolved? And what would be the
remedy for any parent or guardian who was not in
agreement with the decision of the court?
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Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — It would be a
matter for the court to determine the manner in which it
would have regard to the views of any parent or
guardian of the child. I imagine at first instance it would
be seeking information from relevant counsel, but it
would ultimately be a matter for the court.

We were certainly not gleeful about the idea of
throwing out the changes to surrogacy law that are
contained within this bill, but we believed the bill went
too far, particularly with regard to non-dependent
children of the deceased and their rights to contest a
will.

In relation to the second aspect of the member’s
question, the obligation is on the court to have regard to
the views of any parent or guardian. Having had that
regard it is then a matter for the court as to what
decision it might make in relation to the matter.

However, those negotiations were ultimately fruitful.
After agreement had been reached the
Attorney-General’s representative in the other place —
I believe it was the Minister for Corrections —
ultimately moved house amendments in his own name
that were agreed to by the opposition, the bill passed the
Legislative Council and we now have that bill before
us, as amended in the Council.

Clause agreed to; clauses 20 to 28 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(SUCCESSION AND SURROGACY)
BILL 2014
Second reading

To go to some of the detail of the bill, it amends the
Administration and Probate Act 1958 and creates some
new eligibility requirements for family provision claims
against an estate. A range of other amendments are
made affecting the administration of estates, regarding
the payment of debts of an estate and court-authorised
will applications. The bill also amends the Status of
Children Act 1974 to allow the registration of a
surrogate birth if a parentage order is made by an
interstate court. For those parents and ultimately for
those children that is a worthwhile change.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — It gives me pleasure
to rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Succession and Surrogacy) Bill 2014 and to indicate
that the opposition will not oppose the bill. Things
could have been different, however, because this was a
bill which in its original form the opposition was
seeking to amend. Had we not been able to obtain the
government’s agreement to those amendments, we had
indicated that it was our intention to oppose the bill. We
said that not because we thought all of the provisions of
the bill were unworthy but because we thought the bill
went too far.

In regard to family provision, the bill amends section 90
of the Administration and Probate Act 1958 to create
specific eligibility requirements for a person making a
family provision claim against a deceased estate. The
bill creates classes of people who are eligible to apply
for family provision. The genesis of this was the view
that these family provision claims had gone out of
control. There was a view put by some that a will was
almost not worth the paper it was written on
anymore — anyone could challenge it, and people often
did. Sometimes those challenges were successful, but
even when they were not successful the intended
beneficiaries of the estate were put through cost, time
and anguish in terms of defending claims that were
ultimately viewed as not being valid.

Having said that, there were what I would describe as
fruitful discussions and negotiations between the
government and the opposition over amendments to
this bill. The Attorney-General and I were in contact
over a period of days, if not longer, and we were
advantaged in that by the fact that there was a break in
the sitting schedule which allowed that to occur. There
had been reams of correspondence from the legal
profession and from others about this matter, and the
opposition indicated to the government during those
conversations that it was not its view that nothing
should change in regard to succession laws and wills.

That was the genesis, we are told, of the bill creating
these classes of people who were to be eligible for
family provision. The bill in its first iteration described
those classes of people as being the spouse or domestic
partner of the deceased; a child, including an adopted
child, of the deceased who, at the time of the deceased’s
death, is under 18 years of age, is a full-time student
between 18 and 25 years of age or has a disability; a
stepchild, or child of a domestic partner, under the same
criteria as for children; a person treated as a natural
child of the deceased for a substantial period, again
under the same criteria as for children; and a former

Debate resumed from 18 September; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
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spouse or domestic partner who would have been able
to commence divorce and/or spousal maintenance
proceedings at the time of the deceased’s death.
The bill listed a further six classes of people in its
original iteration, and I am stepping the house through
the history of the bill. The next six classes were subject
to a requirement that the court be satisfied of whole or
partial dependency on the deceased at the time of death.
They included a child or stepchild not under 18 years of
age, not a full-time student between the ages of 18 and
25 and not disabled. In other words, a dependency test
was to be imposed on adult children of the deceased
before they had a right to claim. The other classes were
a person treated as a natural child in the same age
brackets, a registered caring partner, a grandchild, a
spouse or domestic partner of a child if the child dies
within one year of the deceased, and a member of the
deceased’s household or someone who had been and
was likely again to be a member of the deceased’s
household.
It was in regard to children, stepchildren and those
treated as children of the deceased who were not under
18, not full-time students under 25 and not disabled
where the controversy in this bill lay. That was because
the decision of the government to apply the dependency
test to those individuals went beyond what was
recommended by the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, went beyond what most of the legal
fraternity believed to be reasonable and was hotly
opposed by the Victorian Bar, by the Law Institute of
Victoria, by many individual practitioners and by many
individuals who had been cut out of their parents’ wills,
who had taken the opportunity under existing law to
contest that and who would not have had that
opportunity in the future.
It was certainly the opposition’s view that the bill as it
was originally presented to the Legislative Council
went too far, and I made the comment at the time —
and I will say it again for the record — that I thought
the bill, in its original iteration, incentivised all kinds of
bad behaviour. It would have meant real injustice for
the children of many deceased people. Not in every
case would it have meant, and nor does it mean now,
that those children who were cut out of their parents’
wills would have succeeded in those cases, but the
opposition thought the notion that they would be left
without a right to contest the will was inappropriate.
I am sure the Attorney-General received, as I did, a
range of correspondence from many practitioners that
went through some examples of the potential injustice
of the original form of the bill that came before the
Council. I will take the house through some of the
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examples that were provided to me. I do not intend to
read copiously from this correspondence, but I will give
you, Acting Speaker, a flavour of what was received by
the opposition. I received correspondence from some
solicitors at Rigby Cooke Lawyers, who indicated:
We have over the years seen a number of cases where the
actions of a deceased parent, through physical violence,
psychological abuse and/or sexual abuse, have caused
considerable harm to their child, resulting in the child fleeing
the home and in many circumstances this is well into their late
teens.

They went on to say:
Where the offending parent was the father, often the mother
and children are forced to leave the home with nothing but the
clothes on their back. In many cases they sustain long-term
financial hardship. By the time the father dies, he has
accumulated a significant estate while the child continues to
suffer the effects of the abuse and financial disadvantage,
struggling to keep their head above water.

That is an instance where a child, had they been cut out
of the will, would have had no right to contest that will.
Barristers Nathan and Carol McOmish were
instrumental in bringing to the attention of members of
Parliament and others in the legal profession some of
the instances of injustice that would have occurred in
the circumstances of the bill as it was originally brought
to the Council. They gave a couple of examples. One
was:
Two sisters had a close, warm and loving relationship with
their mother for over 50 years. One of the sisters was her
mother’s best friend. The sisters were both pulled out of
school in their teenage years and sent to work to help the
family make ends meet. Their violent and unstable brother
took control of their mother in her later years. The sisters
were scared and became estranged. They received nothing
from their mother’s $1 million estate. The sisters are both at
retirement age, do not own a home and have no savings. One
of them lives in a caravan park because she cannot afford
anywhere else. The act allows them to make a claim for
modest provision from their mother’s estate.

They would have been impacted by the law as it was
initially brought before the Council. Another example
was:
A 60-year-old man was abandoned in an orphanage by his
mother between the ages of three and seven. He was then
abused during his childhood by his stepfather. As a result of
this difficult upbringing, he suffered from depression and
bouts of drug abuse. Later in life he cleaned up his act but was
still unable to work. His stepfather did not provide for him in
his will, despite leaving with an estate worth up to
$11 million. The man is dependent on a disability pension and
rental assistance. He needs but cannot afford root canal
surgery. Again the act has allowed him to bring a claim for
provision from his stepfather’s estate.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUCCESSION AND SURROGACY) BILL 2014
Wednesday, 15 October 2014

ASSEMBLY

Most of us would agree that it would be unjust in those
circumstances for someone of that nature to be cut out
of any right to provision from the estate.
The Law Institute of Victoria corresponded with the
government, with the opposition and with the Greens.
The law institute proposed amendments, and I would
say it played an exceptionally positive role in helping us
arrive at the position we were ultimately able to arrive
at. On 27 August, before the amendments in the
Legislative Council were moved and agreed to, the law
institute put out a media release that provides some
real-life examples of adult children who would have
been disadvantaged by the changes proposed in the bill
in its initial form. The examples include:
A farmer with three daughters and one son leaves his property
to his son, making no provision for his daughters. They have
no right to make a claim unless they were financially
dependent at the time of death.
A 19-year-old youth, living away from home and
unemployed, cannot make a claim because he is not
financially dependent on his parent, although he can’t get a
job.
…
An adult woman is not financially dependent on her father
when he dies, leaving the majority of his estate to a charity.
Shortly after his death, she is diagnosed with Parkinson’s
disease and is unable to work. She would be unable to make a
claim for family provision as she is not wholly or partially
dependent on him at the date of his death.

Importantly the amendments that were ultimately
agreed to made changes to the notion of the date of
death being the applicable time.
That is an example, and there are probably countless
other examples, where someone may not be financially
dependent on the day of a person’s death because on
that particular day they have casual employment or they
have a job that may last a month, but they were
financially dependent a month before the death and are
financially dependent again a month after the death.
However, on the day of death they were not financially
dependent, and that is why that arbitrary selection of a
date was considered by the institute and by other
practitioners to be somewhat dangerous and why we
are glad that amendment has been made as well.
There have been numerous other examples provided by
practitioners in the law about the circumstances in
which the provision of dependency in regard to children
would have been unjust. There has been
correspondence from Mr James Dimond, another legal
practitioner but this time a solicitor working in a small
practice. He was able to provide examples of cases that
he had acted in where this provision would have been
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completely unjust. In one example this practitioner
acted for adult children whose mother had made a will
back in 1968 in which she left $10 000 to each of her
children and her house in Fitzroy North to an obscure
religious order that she had had a brief association with.
She never updated her will. Her children were
extremely devoted and visited and cared for their
mother every day. One of those children has a son with
severe disabilities and is himself reliant on a
government pension. Under the proposed changes, they
would have each received $10 000 and the obscure
religious order, which the deceased was involved in
briefly almost 50 years ago, would have received the
house in Fitzroy North valued at over $1 million. The
children again would have had no right to contest that.
In another case this practitioner acted for a farmer who
worked on the farm from his early childhood and on a
full-time basis from the age of about 15. He gradually
took over the operation of the farm; he was the driver of
its success, but he kept his dad involved and did all he
could for his dad. In the last few years of his dad’s life
they had a messy fight over the direction of the farming
business, and the father left everything to the daughter,
who lived in Melbourne. Despite the client having spent
his lifetime building up the father’s assets, he would
have had no avenue for redress under the laws as they
were originally presented to the Legislative Council.
I will spare the house going through example after
example after example of where these provisions as
they were originally presented to Parliament would
have created injustice, but there is no doubt that the
examples are countless. Those that I read to the
chamber were not imaginary examples. They were
real-life cases that these practitioners had been involved
in. That was also the case with Rebecca Cowan, whose
story featured in the Herald Sun on 26 August 2014.
Ms Cowan, who is a 19-year-old woman, was her
father’s only child. She lived with him for most of her
life until he took his life in December last year. She was
left a bequest of just 3 per cent of his $650 000 estate,
despite having been his only child and despite having
lived with him almost his entire life. I pay tribute to that
individual for her preparedness to go public in the way
that she did.
None of that is to say that the provisions in regard to
wills and succession did not need some tightening up,
which is why the opposition first of all indicated that it
was prepared to support the bill if it was amended and
also why, with those amendments having gone through
the Legislative Council a few weeks ago, we are in here
today indicating the same thing. I think it is still the
case that the legal profession in many respects believes
that the law has gone further than it should. It is true to
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say that despite the fact that these amendments were
carried in the Legislative Council, there are still a
number of people who believe that there will still be
injustice, that it is still too restrictive in terms of who
can contest a will. Equally it is fair to say that I have
also received correspondence from those who say it
does not go far enough, that the bill should allow
anyone to leave their estate to anyone they like, and
no-one should have a right to contest.
We are now in a position where there are those who
think it goes too far as amended and there are those
who think it does not go far enough as amended. In
those circumstances I am prepared to believe that we
have probably hit the sweet spot, and it might be about
right in the form that it has come to this house. To be
clear, the amendments that were agreed between the
Attorney-General and me, and the amendments that
were passed by the Legislative Council, went to three
things.
Firstly, they removed the dependency test effectively
for children of the deceased, for stepchildren of the
deceased and for those who were treated as children by
the deceased, but the degree of dependency becomes
instead a factor that the court should take into account
in considering quantum. That is not inappropriate in the
view of the opposition. As I say, there would be some
petitioners who would not accept the notion that that
ought to be a factor in considering quantum, but that is
the provision of the bill as it is before the house.
The second element that has been altered as a
consequence of the amendments is a provision relating
to the time of death being the determining factor in
terms of dependency. That line which was so fixed is
now much less fixed, and again we think that is
appropriate.
Thirdly, with respect to release of rights agreements,
that was a provision where up to the point where the
bill was set to enter the Legislative Council there was
still a distance between the opposition and the
government. The Attorney-General indicated that in
these circumstances that amendment would be removed
from the bill to be dealt with at another time, potentially
by the 58th Parliament. We look forward to that
conversation being had in the house, depending on the
persuasion of the government. If the current
Attorney-General is the Attorney-General again after
29 November, no doubt he will seek to bring that matter
back before the Parliament, and we can have the
conversation at that time.
The bill makes a range of other changes as well. It talks
about payment of debts, and it makes amendments with
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respect to debts and liabilities of an insolvent estate so
that they will be dealt with in accordance with the rules
of bankruptcy. In the case of a solvent estate, unless a
contrary intention is expressed in the will, the costs of
the deceased’s funeral, testamentary and administration
expenses, and any debts and liabilities of the state must
be paid out of real and personal property in a specific
order. That order is: firstly, using any property
specifically appropriated for payment of debt or
liability; secondly, using the residuary estate; and
thirdly, using specific gifts.
The bill also amends the law in relation to small estates
so that money and personal property valued up to
$25 000 — and I believe it is the intention of the bill for
that amount to be indexed — can be transferred without
requiring the production of a grant of representation.
An executor of an estate valued up to $10 000 as
indexed will be able to seek aid from the registrar of
probates or a registrar of the Magistrates Court.
The bill also amends the Wills Act 1997 so that
applications under section 21 of that act no longer
require leave of the court. Section 21 also allows for the
making of a court-authorised will for a person who
lacks testamentary capacity. Again, that is potentially
an important provision. Sadly, there are individuals
who lose their testamentary capacity at some point, and
in those circumstances the intervention of the court may
be necessary.
As indicated at the outset of my contribution, I am
pleased that the fact that we were able to come to an
arrangement with the government about its
amendments meant that we were not in a position
where we needed to oppose the bill. Partly I am pleased
about that because the bill does make some worthwhile
changes to the law relating to surrogacy. The Status of
Children Act 1974 is an act of Parliament being
amended by this bill. Under the bill, a child born under
a surrogacy arrangement will no longer be presumed to
be the child of a surrogate but will be presumed to be
the child of the parents who commission the surrogacy.
That is important for parents who commission that
surrogacy arrangement. They do so because they intend
to raise the child as their own, so key definitions and
registration processes in the act are changed in order to
allow for the recognition of surrogacy arrangements
that take place in other states and territories.
The Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act
1996 is amended to ensure that the commissioning
parents can obtain a birth certificate for the naming of a
child of a surrogacy arrangement. Once a surrogacy
parentage order has been made, the registrar will be
required to amend the birth registration and will be able
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to name the commissioning parents as the child’s legal
parents. For those parents who have commissioned
those surrogacy arrangements that is a very important
change.
In conclusion, during the briefings, discussions and
negotiations about this bill the opposition at no stage
ever contested the fact that the law about wills and
succession required some tightening up. It is important
that the wishes of the deceased are respected. It is
important that people with no valid claims, appropriate
relationships or real closeness to the deceased are not
able in some willy-nilly way to contest wills to eat up
the value of the estate and leave the intended
beneficiaries without the bequest they are entitled to.
But it is equally important to recognise that there are
circumstances where people left out of wills,
particularly the children of the deceased, are left out in
a way that causes substantial injustice. There are
circumstances where those children do not deserve that
treatment, where they have been faithful, good family
members and who for some reason have been left out,
whether it is because of some other person’s nefarious
influence or because of a late-life falling-out. We have
never said that those people ought to get that money or
estate as of right, but we think they ought to have a
right to at least contest. The amendments ensure that
that right is preserved, and in those circumstances we
will not oppose the bill.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to support the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and
Surrogacy) Bill 2014. In doing so I note that the
member for Lyndhurst has said that the opposition will
not be opposing this bill. I am really pleased that this
bill will get the support of both sides.
In one of my final speeches in this house I would like to
congratulate and pay tribute to the Attorney-General,
who in his time as Attorney-General over the time I
have been here has tried really hard to make sure that
our laws are fairer, more just and in line with
community expectations. That is what is happening
with this bill. The bill amends five acts of Parliament to
improve and clarify the law. Those acts are the
Administration and Probate Act 1958, the Wills Act
1997, the Trustee Companies Act 1984, the Status of
Children Act 1974 and the Births, Deaths and
Marriages Registration Act 1996.
The bill makes two really important changes. It makes
changes to succession laws in Victoria to make sure
that they are in line with community expectations and
that they operate fairly when dealing with a deceased
person’s assets. The bill also allows for the
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commissioning parents of a child conceived in another
Australian state or territory but born in Victoria under a
surrogacy arrangement to be recognised for the purpose
of registering the birth, as long as a corresponding
surrogacy parentage order has been obtained.
Both of these issues are emotional. What we are dealing
with here relates to birth and death, two of the most
emotional issues people deal with and which cause
people the most stress. There has been a lot of coverage
in the media recently about surrogacy and where it can
go wrong if it is not regulated properly. The succession
laws deal with a person’s wishes after they have died.
They are about who has a legitimate claim on a
deceased’s assets and who can contest a will. This bill
clarifies that situation.
On the issue of surrogacy, the bill allows parents to be
registered on their child’s birth certificate even if the
surrogacy treatment took place outside Victoria, but it
must have taken place within Australia. Whilst there is
that allowance for the commissioning parents to have
their names on the birth certificate, as a safeguard there
are also certain conditions that must be met. The
commissioning parents may apply to the Victorian
County Court or Supreme Court to get a registration
order to be able to have their names on the certificate.
The court will take into account a number of issues
before making its decision, including whether the order
is in the best interests of the child, whether the
commissioning parents made their surrogacy
arrangement in an effort to avoid Victoria’s surrogacy
laws or Victoria’s assisted reproductive treatment laws
and whether the parents had a genuine connection to the
state or territory in which the child was conceived.
There are also number of transitional provisions so that
parents can apply for a registration order if their
surrogacy arrangement had commenced before the
amendments in this bill are enacted.
The changes to the part of the legislation dealing with
succession will limit those who can challenge a will.
The bill implements a number of recommendations of
the Victorian Law Reform Commission. The member
for Lyndhurst was talking about those
recommendations, which came as part of a review
commissioned by the Attorney-General in 2012. As we
look through the bill we notice that there have been a
number of changes over the years. In the past claimants
were confined to those for whom the deceased had
responsibility of providing. They were the dependants
of the deceased — people such as widows and
orphaned children of the deceased.
The categories of people entitled to claim have now
been broadened to reflect changing social and family
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circumstances, and there have been many over the
years — same-sex partnerships and stepchildren versus
natural children, for example. When families change it
challenges what happens in regard to a will — for
example, when a husband and wife have divorced and
remarried or where there are other children, such as
stepchildren. All those people have certain access to a
person’s will, and when a person dies, that person needs
to make sure that those people are catered for. It is
about making sure that those who should be entitled to
assets in a will are entitled.
In 1997 changes were made to remove the requirement
for a specific relationship with the deceased. These
changes led to a wide range of people making claims.
An outcome of that has been increasing court costs as
solicitors sort through the mire of claimants to find out
who is actually entitled to the assets of the deceased
person. That causes huge stress within a family,
particularly if the family has been divided or divorced
and is no longer in communication with the person who
made the will. Some people may try to exclude from
their will a person who should be entitled to assets in
that will.
There are mischievous claims where people who do not
have such rights have tried to get access to the assets in
wills. There are opportunistic claims where people have
had a relationship with the deceased and try to make a
claim on the will. This can have huge ramifications and
keep solicitors very busy as the matters go before the
courts. The delays can take many years. A person may
be left out of a will to punish them, and the member for
Lyndhurst put on the record a couple of examples of
where that has happened to adult children. The bill also
looks at whether such a person who has been left out
has a genuine claim.
The bill specifies the categories of people who can
make claim to a will. They are children and
stepchildren of the deceased, spouses or domestic
partners at the time of death and former spouses and
partners who have not had legal access to proceedings
under the Family Law Act 1975. Before the death they
may apply for a family provision as of right. The bill
also has a number of safeguards and other provisions. It
deals with the payment of debts and includes conditions
around that. It also puts conditions around the
administration of small estates, but it has been spelt out
that there has been no change to the threshold of the
monetary value of what is classed as a small estate. The
second-reading speech mentions that at the time, small
estates were estates worth less than $25 000 or less than
$50 000 in certain circumstances. The bill increases that
figure to $100 000, which will be indexed to the
consumer price index.
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The bill makes sure that at the time of a person’s death,
if the person has made a will, only those who are have a
genuine right to contest it can contest it. The legislation
is about ensuring that a person who is deceased has
their requests honoured and that there are conditions on
those who are able contest the matter in a court of law.
As I said, this bill deals with two very emotional issues:
that of surrogacy and that of succession — who is
entitled to make a claim on a person’s assets after the
person has deceased.
The legislation in relation to surrogacy is about making
sure that there are some conditions in regard to a person
wanting to start their own family and that the person on
the register of births is the genuine commissioning
parent.
The bill deals with really important matters on which
there have been a number of consultations. I understand
that the opposition put forward some amendments and
that it is now pleased with the bill and will not oppose
it. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to speak
on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and
Surrogacy) Bill 2014. As we have just heard from the
member for Shepparton, this bill amends a number of
other bills — five in total — around two pertinent
issues. One deals with the succession of assets upon the
death of a person — that is, what happens to a will and
how it is treated in the courts in terms of the balance
between family rights and the rights of the person who
is making the will — and the other aspect involves
modern-day surrogacy arrangements.
In terms of the second aspect, this is an issue that will
increasingly consume parliaments around the world in
terms of surrogacy arrangements as technology and
modern techniques improve and practices change. The
world we live in has gone from having in the past fairly
simple kinds of arrangements in relation to children and
the birth of children to now having far more complex
practices and procedures as people who perhaps cannot
have children through natural methods seek other
means to fulfil their lives and have a child and a family.
In that regard this bill basically modernises the
arrangements in terms of who should be recorded on a
child’s birth certificate in terms of the generational
history of that person. Currently my wife is looking at
our own family ancestry chain — —
Ms Richardson interjected.
Mr HERBERT — No, not surrogacy. I am way
beyond that. I have five children in all, including
stepchildren, and that is more than enough.
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These things are important and people have a
fascination about their history, about where they came
from, about the arrangements surrounding their birth
and their lives. It makes sense to modernise those
arrangements in terms of articulating the details on birth
certificates. The bill covers only Australian surrogacy
arrangements, and I certainly support that aspect of it.

‘Here is the will, the family is not entitled to contest it,
their children are not entitled to anything in terms of the
assets that were raised by generations of forefathers —
and here it is cut and dried, black and white’. It is not
cut and dried, and it is not black and white. Labor
proposed amendments to the bill, and I am very pleased
that those amendments were passed in the upper house.

Perhaps I will speak a little more on the first aspect of
this bill, the succession aspect. We on this side of the
house agree with the proposition that the law needs to
be modernised and improved, and that far too much
frivolous activity goes on around the assets of a person
who has died. Often people who have no real
relationship, who are not mentioned in the will but who
believe that they can secure some good fortune through
their relationship with the deceased person, will
consume huge amounts of court time, often the entire
assets of the estate, in progressing cases that most
people would think were unfair.

I refer to the case of my father. My mother died when I
was one year old in 1955. My father was a wharfie at
that time with a young child, and he entered into
another relationship — another marriage which was a
de facto relationship — and had other children. At the
time my grandmother did not agree with that. It was a
long time ago. Things moved on, that relationship
finished and he and I moved back to live with his
mother. He was probably about 30 at the time. He lived
with his mother for the next 30 years or so. He worked
in the garden, painted the house and he got married
again. They renovated the house substantially. His
mother, my grandmother, became senile and could not
look after herself. He looked after her. He washed her,
he clothed her, he fed her — all the time he was
working and maintaining the house, keeping her in a
way of life that she needed, and that went on for a
decade. He lived there for more than 30 years looking
after her, but in her final years, in the last decade, she
required some intensive care, which he gave her.

We have a litigious society, and every week we see on
TV examples from America of frivolous litigation over
a person’s will and their intent regarding the transfer of
their assets upon their death in which the assets become
consumed by unreasonable people in unreasonable
circumstances because the law is not adequate to stop
those assets being consumed. We understand that.
However, it is our view that this bill went too far in its
original state in terms of its doctrinaire approach to the
words of wills which may come at the expense of
family members who may miss out on what they
believe to be a relevant inheritance or entitlement
because of some unfair circumstances or fights that
may have occurred in a relatively brief part of their
relationship with their parents. They could be left out of
the will and then generations of their families would be
left out too. As it was originally proposed, this bill was
really quite doctrinaire, and as we have heard from the
member for Lyndhurst, there was enormous angst about
what it would do to the rights of children in terms of
family assets.
There are many people in this chamber whose wealth
has come from inheritance and perhaps that inheritance
has also come from the inheritance of their forefathers.
Wills and inheritance are not just a one-off thing. They
are often part of a generational transfer of wealth, life
savings and life accumulations. They are often gifted
not just to one child but also to the generations that
follow them. People often accrue wealth when they go
through toil and hardship not only so that they can pass
it on to one person, one or two spouses or someone else
but also because they want to set up a legacy for future
generations that will follow them. In that sense it is
simply unfair to have a doctrinaire approach that says,

Eventually, as happens to all of us, she died. Lo and
behold, a little-known will, written 30 or 40 years
earlier, came to the fore, and of all her children he had
been was cut out of the will following the disagreement
that took place way back several relationships
beforehand, and that will was never changed. It struck
me that while he never contested that will, he should
have and he had a right to. He certainly had a right to
the assets he put into the house and certainly to a bit of
recognition for having looked after his mother over all
those decades.
In that sense life is complex. We have to have
legislation in this place that recognises the complexity
of those arrangements — not taking a black and white
doctrinaire approach to things but one that is based on
justice and fairness. There are many people in
circumstances, albeit a little bit different to my father’s,
who should have a right to contest a will that they are
not included in and should have the right to articulate
and argue their case in a court. They should have that
right for themselves — he ended up being kicked out of
the house by the family and ended up in a flat
somewhere — but also for their children and the
generations that come after that, because that is the
nature of wills, the nature of inheritance and the nature
of generational concern that many people have.
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I am pleased that this bill has been amended, and that it
has been amended to particularly take into account the
rights of the children of the deceased. In recognising
that, it is good that it will put a stop to a lot of frivolous
cases, but in our view it almost has the balance right.
The legislation will always need to be changed. There
will always be pros and cons, and these issues will
always be contestable. But in this case, the bill as
amended is satisfactory — satisfactory to children, to
the people who make wills, and in terms of fairness to
the way the courts handle the successional issue with
wills.
I hope the bill will provide balance in the way wills,
assets and inheritance are handled in the future. With
those brief comments I commend the bill, with the
amendments agreed to in the upper house, to the
chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
call the member for Northcote.
Mr Burgess — And what a good member she is.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I thank the
member for Hastings for that very generous remark.
I am very pleased to rise to speak in support of the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and
Surrogacy) Bill 2014 that is before the house. As the
shadow Attorney-General has made clear, Labor is not
opposing the bill, although to get to this point I
understand a series of amendments were put forward by
Labor in the upper house, accepted by the
Attorney-General and the government and agreed to.
Those are the circumstances by which Labor finds itself
now in support of the bill.
The bill amends the Administration and Probate Act
1958, the Wills Act 1997 and the Status of Children
Act 1974, and makes consequential amendments to
other acts. The purpose of the bill is to deal with
matters arising from surrogacy arrangements, and to
also make some changes to the way succession or wills
are dealt with.
With respect to surrogacy, you would have to have
been living under a rock for the last few months not to
know that there is going to be a need for more
consideration of surrogacy laws. No doubt this house
will have to deal with issues arising from surrogacy
arrangements, because what is happening in other
jurisdictions around the world is having an impact on
some Australian kids and communities and our laws
will need to reflect those arrangements and support
those who enter into surrogacy arrangements to expand
their families.
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The bill amends the Status of Children Act in a
straightforward way so that a child who is born under a
surrogacy arrangement will no longer be presumed to
be the child of the surrogate and instead will be
recognised as the child of the commissioning parents,
with the commissioning parents automatically being
presumed to be the parents of the child, as opposed to
the existing arrangement.
Key definitions and registration processes are also
changed in order to allow for the recognition of
surrogacy arrangements that are taking place in other
states and territories to try to bring Victoria into line
with other jurisdictions in Australia. The bill also
amends the Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration
Act 1996 to ensure that commissioning parents can
obtain a birth certificate naming a child of a surrogacy
arrangement. I cannot imagine a more horrendous
circumstance than trying to register a child arising from
a surrogacy arrangement and not being able to make it
plain who the parents of the child are. It is also critically
important for the child that the circumstances by which
the child is being supported within a family are made
plain.
With respect to succession, wills, family assets and the
like, the changes that were proposed in the initial bill
sought to create a very small class of people who could
inherit, or contest a will if they were left out. In our
view, and in the view of a range of stakeholders in the
wider community, this class of people was way too
small and the provisions way too restrictive. To the
shadow Attorney-General’s credit, after examining the
bill and talking to stakeholders and the wider
community, it quickly became crystal clear to him that
some individuals were going to be severely
disadvantaged by what was being proposed by the
Attorney-General and by the Liberal government. The
standout clause, which removed the right to contest a
will if you were over 18 and no longer dependent on the
deceased, was very unfair and did not reflect the
complex family arrangements and sorts of issues that
can arise from wills.
I am not for a moment suggesting that reform in this
space is not warranted or needed. I am sure members in
this house have dealt with some very complicated
arrangements arising from the passing of a family
member and the sorts of challenges that posed for a
grieving family and the like. To then have the added
restriction that was proposed in the initial bill would
have made those challenging circumstances even more
difficult for people facing such a tough time in their
lives.
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To give an example of how clearly inadequate the
restrictive model relating to the class of people would
have been if the original bill had been left unamended,
if an adult child was living with, say, her grandmother
because her mother had mental health issues and the
mother passed away without leaving any provision for
the child, because the child was not dependent on her
mother at the time of her death she would not have been
eligible to make a claim for family provision. Clearly
that is not a circumstance that anyone in this house
would have wanted to see realised.
Another example brought to my attention was where a
legal firm acted for an only child whose mum had left
the whole of her estate to a children’s charity. She had
been very close to her mum until she revealed that her
father had sexually abused her as a teenager. Sadly, as
is so often the case, her mum did not believe her and
she disowned her and consequently disinherited her.
Ironically the mother obviously did not seek to correct
any of this but left everything to a children’s charity.
The daughter then had to live on an aged pension. If we
had not addressed this problem in the legislation,
people like her would have been left out permanently.
If the provisions had remained as they originally
appeared in the bill, clearly that woman would not have
any opportunity to challenge those arrangements and
get her situation addressed.
I have never been in the unfortunate circumstance of
having to contest a will. I am fortunate in that sense. In
my family we live and play pretty hard, so when we
pass on there is not much left to fight over. We have
never found ourselves in that situation. But that is not to
say that I have not seen it occurring among friends and
members of the community I represent and heard
stories about some pretty ferocious battles going on. I
appreciate that the Attorney-General is trying to address
some of these more complex and at times debilitating
disputes between family members; however, clearly the
changes that were originally proposed went way too far.
It is a credit to the shadow Attorney-General that he
addressed these concerns. I have to say it is also a credit
to the Attorney-General that he accepted those
concerns, considered the amendment that the shadow
Attorney-General proposed and enabled those
amendments to go through the upper house. No doubt
those amendments made the bill significantly better
than the bill that was first proposed by the
Attorney-General.
The bill now before us is an amended form of the one
originally presented in the Assembly. As the shadow
Attorney-General has made clear, Labor now has no
opposition to the bill in its current form. I hope the bill
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will do what it is clearly intended to do and make some
clarifications, particularly with respect to surrogacy,
and in that regard it is welcomed. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise with
pleasure to speak to the bill on the basis that the
amendments to the bill, and particularly the one sought
by the shadow Attorney-General to remove dependency
and age restrictions as eligibility requirements in
relation to family provision claims by children and
stepchildren, were accepted, and of course we will not
be opposing the bill.
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and
Surrogacy) Bill 2014 amends the Administration and
Probate Act 1958, the Wills Act 1997, the Trustee
Companies Act 1984, the Status of Children Act 1974
and the Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act
1996. The bill also includes minor and consequential
amendments to the Status of Children Act 1974, the
Trustee Companies Act 1984 and the Wills Act 1997.
The aim of the bill is to ensure that Victorian
succession laws operate justly, fairly and in accordance
with community expectations in relation to the way that
property is dealt with after a person dies. The bill as it
stands now, after having been amended in the other
place, reflects community sentiments, expectations and
standards, and therefore we will not oppose it.
Another aim of the bill is to allow for recognition of
commissioning parents of a child born in Victoria under
a surrogacy arrangement for the purposes of birth
registration where the child was conceived in another
Australian state or territory and a corresponding
surrogacy arrangement of parentage order has been
obtained from the other state or territory.
By way of background, in 2012 the Attorney-General
asked the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC)
to review Victoria’s succession laws. The VLRC
produced the Succession Laws report, which was tabled
in Parliament in October 2013. The bill implements a
number of recommendations from that report.
The Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) had expressed a
position on the bill as it was originally presented in the
Assembly, stating that the amendments would go too
far or far beyond what the Victorian Law Reform
Commission had recommended. At that time, before
the amendments were sought in the Council and agreed
to and accepted, the requirements were too strict and
would have left most children unable to contest a will
because they were not dependants at the time of the
testator’s death. Testators would have been able too
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easily to avoid responsibility for their adult children,
stepchildren and grandchildren. Not surprisingly,
therefore, the LIV gave four examples of adult children
who would have been disadvantaged by the original
amendments in the bill.

changes were agreed to. This is a good example of
government and opposition working for the benefit of
the community and endeavouring to reflect community
expectations and sentiments. It worked well, and we
welcome that.

These are important examples. I am certainly glad that
we will now be able to avoid those difficulties. The first
example given was that of a farmer with three
daughters and one son who left his property to his son,
making no provision for his daughters. They would
have had no right to make a claim unless they were
financially dependent on their father at the time of his
death. That important factor has now been addressed in
the bill. I think it strikes the right balance now, and that
is why we support this provision.

Clause 10, which sought to create release of rights
agreements as a means to circumvent family provision,
has, as I understand from the briefings I have received,
now been removed. It is a step in the right direction. I
reiterate that important changes have been made to the
legislation to incorporate the amendments that the
shadow Attorney-General and the Labor opposition
sought to make. By our standards and those of the LIV
the original bill went far beyond the recommendations
of the Victorian Law Reform Commission. However,
that is not the case now, and we welcome that. The
eligibility requirements in the original bill were too
strict and would have left a lot of adult children unable
to contest a will because they were not dependants at
the time of the testator’s death.

The second example provided by the LIV, which I
think is worth putting on the record, is that of a
19-year-old youth, living away from home and
unemployed, who could not make a claim because he
was not financially dependent on his parents, although
he could not get a job. That would have been another
unfortunate situation that we concede would have been
unintended, but effectively that would have been the
case. I am glad the matter has now been addressed.
A third example is that of an adult child living with her
grandmother because her mother had mental health
issues. The mother died but did not leave any provision
for the child. As the child was not dependent on her
mother at the time of death, she would not have been
eligible to make a claim for family provision. These are
some examples that the LIV provided of what would
have occurred under the provisions of the bill originally
introduced in this place. It is good that these matters
have now been addressed.
To use another example, a woman is not financially
dependent on her father when he dies, leaving the
majority of his estate to a charity. Hypothetically, she is
diagnosed with Parkinson’s disease shortly after his
death and is unable to work. She would not be able to
make a claim for family provision as she would not be
wholly or partially dependent on him at the date of his
death. These are examples that were provided by the
LIV. For these reasons Labor sought to amend the bill
to remove dependency and age restrictions as eligibility
requirements in relation to family provision claims by
children and stepchildren.
I commend the important work done by the shadow
Attorney-General. As I understand it, important
negotiations around the legislation took place in the
Legislative Council. The legislation as it is presented to
the Legislative Assembly shows that the suggested

We welcome the legislation as it is now presented to
the Assembly, and with these remarks I wish this bill a
speedy passage.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — This bill
addresses life and death issues that are controversial
and contested. The journey of the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Succession and Surrogacy) Bill 2014
through this Parliament has been contentious and has
provoked a strong response from the legal fraternity. A
key issue that was raised with me directly was that there
are cases which demonstrate that no-one is really in a
position to prejudice what type of person can bring a
claim for further provision from an estate, and injustices
can result from that issue.
The case that was brought to my attention was Lorraine
Dawn Thompson & Ors v. Malcolm Bruce MacDonald
& Ors, which was heard in the Supreme Court of
Victoria in April 2013. I was informed that there was an
issue about the maintenance of the testator’s family and
an application was brought by a former daughter-in-law
and the adult grandchildren of the deceased. The issues
included whether the deceased had a responsibility to
provide for the applicant’s maintenance and support,
whether a wise and just testator in the position of the
deceased would have made provision for the applicants
and whether the deceased had a moral obligation to
make provision for the adult grandchildren.
Other issues related to the contribution of the former
daughter-in-law to the welfare of the deceased, the
contribution of the former daughter-in-law to the
maintenance and building up of the deceased estate and
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the intellectual disability of the adult grandchildren. I
will not go into the finer details of this case. It is easy to
look up. It was a significant case that went to what is a
right and just response in regard to how we achieve a
balance on these issues.
As other speakers have noted, the Law Institute of
Victoria (LIV) put up some provisions and nominated
propositions. For example, a 19-year-old youth living
away from home and unemployed would not be able to
make a claim because he was not financially dependent
on the parent, although he might not be able to get a
job. This is the difference between what is meant by
legal definitions of intent and the reality of people’s
circumstances. Another example was of an adult child
living with her grandmother because her mother has
mental health issues. The mother dies but does not
leave any provision for the child. As she was not
dependent on her mother at the time of death, she is not
eligible to make a claim for family provision.
Another example cited was of an adult woman who
was not financially dependent on her father when he
dies, leaving the majority of the estate to a charity.
Shortly after his death, she is diagnosed with
Parkinson’s disease and is unable to work. She would
be unable to make a claim for family provision as she is
not wholly or partially dependent on him at the date of
his death. These are examples that were brought to the
attention of the opposition and the government by the
LIV and, as I explained, from a legal practitioner who
contacted me to raise his concerns about the bill.
What has happened — and this is an example of where
the parties in the Parliament can work well together —
is that these issues have been brought to the attention of
the government by the member for Lyndhurst, the
shadow Attorney-General. The government has
listened, the Attorney-General has responded and
amendments have now gone through the upper house.
That is an example of the Parliament working in a
constructive manner to get a good result, and it leaves
Labor in a position to not oppose this legislation in the
final week of the 57th Parliament.
That is the journey regarding that part of the bill. The
other part of the bill goes to the vexed issue of
surrogacy. This has been highly controversial.
Obviously when surrogacy began there was enormous
goodwill; we had family members acting as surrogates,
and surrogacy was seen to be quite a benign
proposition. But we are increasingly seeing a
commercial aspect come into play, and there are now
major concerns about what is happening in this area,
particularly overseas. Recently a former Chief Justice
of the Family Court of Australia, Alastair Nicholson,
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raised the suggestion that police checks be conducted
on parents who wish to bring babies born overseas by
surrogacy into Australia. Mr Nicholson called for an
emergency review of surrogacy laws after it emerged
that a New South Wales father had been charged with
sexually abusing his twins, who were born by
commercial surrogacy in Thailand.
Surrogacy has evolved from a noble cause position —
people trying to help, particularly within families — to
cases being highlighted recently in the media going to
the issue of commercialisation, indicating that
surrogacy has changed, particularly overseas, and the
possible results of that. Potential child abuse and other
issues are concerns, and there needs to be a national
view taken on how we deal with them as a nation. One
person who has been an advocate calling for change is
Kajsa Ekis Ekman. She came to the Victorian
Parliament, and I discussed a few of these issues with
her directly. In an article in the Australian on Thursday,
4 September, headlined ‘Former Family Court judge
urges police checks in surrogacy cases’, she stated:
If nobody’s prosecuting, then they’re giving the green light …
The government is also helping people to bring back their
babies now that Thailand has put a ban on commercial
surrogacy. Does that mean the government actually goes
against its own law?

The overseas surrogacy issue is fraught. There are now
real concerns that have been brought to the attention of
the public by the media. For us as legislators, this issue
is contentious, and for the sake of the children, who
must be our highest priority, it needs to be addressed at
a national level.
This bill amends the Status of Children Act 1975 so
that a child born under a surrogacy arrangement will no
longer be presumed to be the child of the surrogate and
will be recognised as the child of the commissioning
parents. Key definitions and registration processes are
changed in order to allow for recognition of surrogacy
arrangements in other states and territories. The Births,
Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1996 is
amended to ensure that the commissioning parents can
obtain a birth certificate for the naming of the child of a
surrogacy arrangement. Once a surrogacy parentage
order has been made, the registrar will be required to
amend the birth registration, naming the commissioning
parents as the child’s parents. This bill has gone
through a number of changes. In its original state it was
not a bill that the Labor Party could support, but we
have watched it evolve, the amendments have been
accepted and we are now in a position not to oppose
this bill. On that basis I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and
Surrogacy) Bill 2014. I want to acknowledge the
acceptance of the amendments proposed by the Labor
Party and put on the record that there is no longer any
opposition to the bill. In effect the aim of the bill is to
ensure that the Victorian succession laws operate justly,
fairly and in accordance with community expectations
in relation to the way property is dealt with after a
person dies. The bill also allows for recognition of
commissioning parents of a newborn in Victoria under
surrogacy arrangements for the purposes of birth
registration where the child was conceived in another
Australian state or territory and a corresponding
surrogacy parentage order has been obtained from the
state or territory, which is a much more common event
then many of us realise.
The bill creates new classes of people who are eligible
to apply for family provision. The first five these are:
(a) a spouse or domestic partner of the deceased; (b) a
child, including an adopted child, of the deceased who
at the time of the deceased’s death is under the age of
18 or a full-time student between 18 and 25 years old,
or who has a disability; (c) a stepchild or child of a
domestic partner, under the same criteria as for
children; (d) a person treated as a natural child of the
deceased for a substantial period, under the same
criteria as for children; or (e) a former spouse of
domestic partner who would have been able to
commence divorce and/or spousal maintenance
proceedings at the time of the deceased’s death.
This is something I feel strongly about in considering
this legislation because I have a complex family myself.
This sort of legislation might be enacted in the future
for my situation. From having done a recent survey of
my constituents, I know that there are many in my
electorate who have new arrangements as families, as
many of us refer to them. When a lot of us are asked,
‘What have been the biggest changes in our society
over the last generation or the last two generations?’,
we often refer to technology, but I would say that one
of the biggest changes in our society has been around
the structures of families, the recognition of blended
families in particular, and the changes that have
occurred in open society in recognising the differences
in families.
In my own circumstances my parents divorced when I
was quite young. I now have a stepfather and two
stepsisters, whom I love dearly. As I have a father who
remarried, I also have a stepmother and three
stepsiblings from that relationship as well. Then it goes
on to get more complex with my own marriage. I have
six children, one of whom is my own and five of whom
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are my stepchildren I inherited on the day of my
marriage: Lauren, Julia, Michael, Georgia and
Madeleine. I did not expect that at any stage of my life,
particularly at the age of 40, I would inherit, along with
a marriage, many stepgrandchildren. In the last four
years they have boomed from one grandchild to an
expected sixth grandchild before Christmas. That goes
to show just how complex families can be. That is not
what you would expect when you fall in love with
somebody, but that is an example of the way that
families are structured today.
I think there is more and more recognition of those
types of arrangements in blended families. Most of us
would like to think — I know I do in my circumstances
with my family — that love will rule everything in
matters involving sadness and that when someone
passes on, everything will be sorted out with logic and
love. Unfortunately that is not the case, and for some
families this does not happen. When this does not
happen, you need the law to step in.
I refer to that part of the legislation that refers to small
estates. The bill amends the law in relation to small
estates so that money and personal property valued at
up to $25 000, as indexed, can be transferred without a
requirement for the production of grants of
representation. An executor of an estate valued at up to
$100 000, as indexed, will be able to seek aid from the
registrar of probates or a registrar of the Magistrates
Court. The bill also contains some amendments that go
to the depth of the Wills Act 1997 and amend the
authorised wills scheme. The bill amends the Wills Act
so that applications under section 21 of the act no
longer require leave of a court. Section 21 allows for
the making of a court authorised will for a person who
does not have testamentary capacity.
There is also the issue of surrogacy, which has become
more of a commonplace issue in our society. Many on
this side of Parliament have spoken eloquently on this
issue. The bill amends the Status of Children Act 1974
so that a child born under a surrogacy arrangement will
no longer be presumed to be the child of a surrogate
and will be recognised as the child of the
commissioning parents. It changes key definitions in
registration processes in order to allow for the
recognition of surrogacy arrangements taking place in
other states and territories.
The bill also amends the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 to ensure that commissioning
parents can obtain a birth certificate for the naming of a
child of a surrogacy arrangement. Once a surrogacy
parenting order has been made, the registrar will require
the amendment of birth registration, naming the
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commissioning parents as the child’s parents. Having a
few friends who in the last few years have undergone
the experience of using a surrogate as they have not
been able to have children themselves, I highly
commend the bill to the house and acknowledge the
good work and the acceptance of the amendments.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I support the bill
before the house, but there are certainly a number of
aspects that will probably need to be looked at in the
future, especially those concerning wills.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

TAFE financial data
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I raise an issue for the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills regarding the
current financial status of TAFE institutes. Given that
TAFE annual reports for 2014 are not being tabled in
this Parliament, I ask the minister to publicly release a
formal statement of the half-yearly financial state of
each of Victoria’s TAFE institutes prior to the
beginning of the caretaker period. In doing so I ask that
the minister table a formal statement rather than a
glossy publication full of government spin and written
by highly paid public relations consultants, as was the
case with the latest Victorian training market report.
I call on the minister, in tabling a report on the finances
of TAFEs, to confirm whether Melbourne Polytechnic,
formerly NMIT, is still in a dire financial situation in
2014 following its $31 million loss last year and its
$19 million bailout from the government; whether
Holmesglen TAFE is in deficit again this year after last
year posting only its second loss in 30 years; and
whether Federation Training in Gippsland is delivering
less than $25 million worth of training this year, down
from the $70 million that its forerunners GippsTAFE
and Advance TAFE delivered in 2012. In an area of
high unemployment and low education completion
levels such as Gippsland, the minister needs to
comment on the fact that the combined entity of the two
Gippsland TAFEs this year is only one-third of the size
of those two TAFEs in 2012. Furthermore there is
widespread concern and speculation that it is heading to
a $20 million deficit this year.
I also ask whether Box Hill Institute of TAFE has lost
all of its senior management following the political
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sacking of its board chair. The minister needs to
confirm whether the situation is so bleak that the Box
Hill institute is now planning to deliver training in
Lilydale out of a shipping container in a former car
yard. I ask if it is correct that Swinburne University of
Technology, which delivered between $125 million and
$140 million of vocational training only a few years
ago, is now delivering less than $70 million worth of
training and is rationalising its delivery of training.
I ask whether the third-party brokerage of the Goulburn
Ovens Institute of TAFE has collapsed and it is now
looking at a substantial loss; whether the financial
situation of the Sunraysia Institute of TAFE is declining
and it is making a loss this year after posting a small
profit last year; whether South West Institute of TAFE
in the Premier’s own electorate is looking at further
losses this year after it posted a $3 million loss and
closed its Glenormiston campus last year; and whether
Gordon TAFE in Geelong is facing a further massive
drop in revenue this year after losing $13 million of its
surplus last year.
If the minister is so confident of his rhetoric that things
are rosy in the TAFE system he should put his money
where his mouth is and release the data and prove
everyone in the industry wrong. If he is not prepared to
do so, if he uses weasel words and weasel excuses for
not releasing the current financial data on TAFE, then
all Victorians will know that his rhetoric and the
rhetoric of this government is nothing more than
fabricated spin.

St Kilda tram super-stop
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — The matter I
wish to raise tonight is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
review the proposed construction of a tram super-stop
on Fitzroy Street between Grey Street and Princes
Street. I ask the minister to consider postponing the
plans for the construction of this proposed super-stop to
allow for further consultation with traffic experts and
local traders to ensure that construction does not have a
detrimental effect on traffic conditions in the street or
on the local general economy.
The Napthine government has invested heavily in
public transport, and the St Kilda area is no exception.
The route 96 project has seen improved infrastructure
and the introduction of the new Dandenong-built
E-class trams, greatly improving tram travel for
residents and tourists alike. The super-stop proposes to
service route 16 trams. Residents, traders and the local
primary school have raised concerns regarding the
proposed location of the super-stop and its impact on
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traffic flow, traffic congestion, patronage of local
businesses and the safety of those entering and exiting
the school.
The Liberal candidate for Albert Park, Shannon Eeles,
has spoken with a large number of local residents,
traders and members of the school community who
have expressed their concerns. Ms Eeles has been
working hard to ensure that the voices of all community
members are heard and responded to. Local traders,
residents and the school community feel that traffic
studies previously undertaken have not accurately
reflected the level of traffic in the area, particularly
during the summer months, thus underestimating the
impact on the livability, safety and desirability of the
street. The many members of the community
expressing concern over the super-stop have gone to
great lengths to explain that it is not the tram stop they
are opposed to but simply its location. An alternative
location for the tram stop has been suggested.
It is the members of the community who live and work
in the local area each and every day who best know
these roads and traffic movements. It is these traders,
residents and the school community who will have to
live with the consequences of the new stop. If there are
significant concerns about previous traffic studies, both
Shannon Eeles and myself feel that these views should
be seriously considered.
We ask the minister to further review this matter.
Fitzroy Street is a very important retail strip which is a
hub and a key area. We want to make sure the precinct
is protected, that it continues to grow and service its
community and most importantly that the retail hub is
not adversely impacted by effectively removing a
laneway and causing more traffic congestion in the
area. I ask the minister to consider this matter and see
what can be done to ensure there is a proper review.

Centreway–Milleara Road, Keilor East,
pedestrian crossing
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crossing located at Clarks Road, hundreds of metres
away. Residents are forced to choose either a long
detour or a dangerous jaywalk through traffic to cross
Milleara Road. The situation is made worse by the high
number of elderly residents who live in this area and for
whom crossing four lanes of traffic is a major concern.
This issue has garnered significant local attention.
Community groups have regularly raised the issue,
including the local Neighbourhood Watch, East Keilor
Sustainability Street Community Garden and the
Centreway Traders Association whose members
depend almost entirely on local pedestrians for
business. Moonee Valley City Council is also in favour
of the project.
More than 500 local residents have signed a petition
calling for a crossing, while local papers have reported
on the issue with headlines such as ‘East Keilor
crossing delay pushes residents away’ in the Moonee
Valley Weekly of 10 March 2012 and ‘Resident groups
double-crossed’ in the same publication on 7 June
2011. A further article entitled ‘A cross to bear for
residents’ was published in the Moonee Valley Leader
of 14 November 2011.
Given the importance of this crossing to the amenity
and safety of the Keilor East community, I call on the
minister to seriously consider bringing funding forward
for this project and for it to be built as soon as possible.
I appreciate the minister’s attention to this request. I
have spoken to him on several occasions and he has
also written to my predecessor on this matter. Finally, I
take this opportunity to extend an invitation to the
minister to come and inspect the site and meet with the
many concerned residents, traders and community
groups in Keilor East. Time is of the essence; we
cannot wait any longer. This project is greatly needed in
the Keilor East community.

Yarck community infrastructure

Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is
that he provide an update on when the pedestrian
crossing on Milleara Road at the Centreway shopping
centre in Keilor East will be funded.

Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to call upon the Minister for State Development, who is
also the Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
the Deputy Premier and the Leader of The Nationals, to
support a bid by the Yarck community for funding for
infrastructure upgrades in that community.

The Centreway shopping centre, located to the east of
Milleara Road, is a major hub for the Keilor East
community with a range of small businesses and
services, such as a post office, located within it, yet
more than 1000 residents who live west of Milleara
Road remain cut off from this complex because there is
no pedestrian crossing on Milleara Road other than the

As my colleague the member for Seymour, who is
sitting next to me, knows full well, Yarck is on the
Maroondah Highway between Merton and Murrindindi
and Molesworth. It is a beautiful part of the world, with
a small, strong community of a few hundred people. It
is a community that people going up to the beautiful
snowfields on Mount Buller and Mount Stirling often
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pop into for a cup of coffee. It has a number of
businesses including the Yarck General Store, the
Giddy Goat Cafe — not the billy goat but the Giddy
Goat — and the Yarck Hotel as well as tearooms and a
bookstore for those who are literate and might like to
enjoy a quiet read on the way through.
We also have a number of businesses there that
generate a lot of money for the local economy,
including Keath’s Excavations. There are various other
community facilities, such as a recreation reserve and a
war memorial. There is a hall at which the member for
Seymour joined me to announce a sizeable grant from
the Regional Growth Fund for the upgrade of that hall.
The Nationals, in coalition with the Liberals, have
delivered substantially for our communities in this area.
I am seeking further support for our communities. For
Yarck this would mean funding for projects that would
involve further landscaping of the area and the
placement of some outdoor furniture so that people can
sit quietly, sip their lattes and watch the bikes go by on
the Great Victorian Rail Trail. Yarck is one of the key
locations on that trail, which is a magnificent connector
between Mansfield in the high country through Yea and
Alexandra to Tallarook. All of these things are there for
people to visit. If we can put in place this infrastructure,
with landscaping, furniture, signage and pathways to
connect the businesses and facilities, we will have an
even more vibrant community that locals will be
pleased to call home and that visitors will be pleased to
call into to have a coffee or a scone and jam or just
generally enjoy the beautiful landscape.
Along with my colleague the member for Seymour and
another good colleague, Jim Child, The Nationals
candidate for the area, I seek the support of the minister
to help kick this little community along.

Office of Housing accommodation
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Housing. The action I seek is
for the minister to make available adequate Office of
Housing accommodation for residents who are doing it
tough. I wish to advise the minister of some very
anxious residents who are begging for housing and who
have found themselves hitting a brick wall when
contacting the minister’s office and department.
Dimitrios and Antonia Antaras are aged pensioners
who are seeking urgent Office of Housing
accommodation. Unfortunately Mr Antaras has been
diagnosed with urinary bladder tumours. He also
suffers from poor physical and mental health, including
chronic anxiety, neurosis and depression. Mr Antaras’s
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physical and mental health issues have been confirmed
by his general practitioner, and the minister’s office and
department have been provided with copies of the
relevant letters.
Ms Despina Lagogiannis has been seeking an urgent
transfer from her current inappropriate Office of
Housing accommodation. Her general practitioner has
stated that she suffers from severe anxiety and
depression and that her current Office of Housing
accommodation is simply not suitable.
Ms Lagogiannis’s physical and mental health has been
confirmed by her general practitioner. The minister’s
office and her department have been provided with
copies of the relevant letters.
Ms Nina Davidov and her two children are moving
from couch to couch, living in various places.
Ms Davidov is suffering from poor mental health. She
has ongoing psychotherapy with a psychologist and
mental health counselling with a mental health nurse on
a frequent basis. Ms Davidov’s GP and psychologists
clearly state that the lack of secure housing is
detrimental to her health and her children’s health.
Ms Davidov’s physical and mental health have been
confirmed by her GP. The minister’s office and her
department have been provided with copies of the
relevant letters.
In Ms Konstantinos Diazikis and Ms Melinda Jackson
we also see a pattern of physical and mental health.
Ms Diazikis is suffering from depression, anxiety,
hypertension, angina, coronary artery disease,
hyperlipidaemia, aneurysm, asthma and post-traumatic
stress disorder, to name just a few health issues. When
my office calls the Minister for Housing’s office in
relation to letters — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Bentleigh electorate schools
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that the minister advise me of the government’s
forthcoming plans for schools in the Bentleigh
electorate. Of all the schools in the Bentleigh electorate
there are two secondary and nine primary state
government schools. Each school has a strong sense of
community, which I have witnessed firsthand due to
my involvement with each school since being elected in
2010. In the opposition’s 11 years in office it
continually failed to acknowledge the growing
demands of schools in the Bentleigh electorate.
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As the sitting state member I understand how important
it is for children to have good learning environments in
schools in order to provide for the community’s future.
Residents in my electorate see that I am delivering to
build a better Bentleigh and a better Victoria. I
understand the needs of my local schools and have
already delivered funding for major works at
Coatesville, Valkstone and Southmoor primary schools,
and I have secured funding for Bentleigh Secondary
College and McKinnon Secondary College under a
re-elected Napthine government. I understand that these
improvements and upgrades to local schools will
deliver a high level of education for students in my
electorate, and I am proud to be delivering for students
and families now and in the future.
Since coming to office I have been a strong advocate
for local schools. I have listened to students, teachers,
principals and families in my electorate and fought hard
for funding for school upgrades. The Napthine coalition
government has listened and is delivering for the
Bentleigh community.
Last Monday the Premier and I were proud to announce
funding for McKinnon Secondary College and
Bentleigh Secondary College under a re-elected
Napthine government. McKinnon Secondary College is
a years 7 to 12 coeducational school with a current
population of approximately 1850 students. The
college, founded in 1954, has developed a proud
reputation for academic excellence. It is consistently
one of the best performing non-selective government
schools in Victoria, and it is located within an area that
is experiencing substantial population growth, which is
fuelling continued growth in annual enrolments.
Bentleigh Secondary College is a state government
secondary school of nearly 900 students, where
sustainability and wellbeing are the focus and driving
force for the school’s teaching and learning programs.
Our children are our future, and they deserve the
absolute best start in life. A re-elected Napthine
coalition government will deliver upgraded facilities for
students in the Bentleigh electorate. Education is of
utmost importance to the many families that reside in
the Bentleigh electorate, and the action I seek is that the
minister advise me of the government’s plans to
improve and upgrade schools in the Bentleigh
electorate.

Kingston City Council mayor
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government, and the action I seek is that the Local
Government Investigations and Compliance
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Inspectorate investigate the false claims made against
numerous council staff and the subsequent excessive
waste of over $30 000 of ratepayers money spent on
investigations triggered by false allegations made by
Paul Peulich, the mayor of Kingston City Council.
In the time that Paul Peulich has been the mayor of
Kingston he has made allegation upon allegation
against council staff and officers. With each allegation
against a council officer an investigation has had to be
initiated by the council CEO in accordance with the
employees code of conduct. This has meant that
Maddocks lawyers have been contracted to investigate
each complaint. As an example, Mr Mark Hayes from
Maddocks was contracted to investigate one of these
baseless claims with the following fees: on 31 July,
$354 plus GST; on 27 August, $2714 plus GST; and on
11 September, $1593 plus GST. That is a total of over
$5127, including GST, for investigating only one of
these moronic complaints. What an absolute waste of
money Mayor Peulich has forced upon the council and
its long-suffering ratepayers.
What does the report conclude about this baseless,
idiotic complaint? It states:
In the circumstances, I cannot find the complaint is proven. I
therefore recommend that no further action be taken in
respect of the complaint …

It further states:
It was just that some recollections are imperfect and that
others vary so considerably as to make any finding about
outcome practically impossible.

This has happened time and again, with staff being
falsely accused and bullied by Paul Peulich, the mayor
of Kingston. The bullying and false allegations made by
this mayor, which have wasted over $30 000 of
ratepayers money, have forced the resignation of two of
the excellent staff of Kingston council. This is
outrageous and an abuse of his position. He has also
made allegations against federal members of Parliament
that have also been found to be expensive witch-hunts
and further wastes of council time, money and
resources.
This bloke is out of control. He is bullying and making
allegations against very good, long-term officers and
staff of Kingston council. It is an absolute travesty
when there is pressure on kindergartens and other
council services that he is running to Maddocks and
making the ratepayers of Kingston pay for his
outrageous allegations. All I can say is: like mother,
like son.
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Everton community hub and Oxley tourism
facility
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I would like to
raise a matter for the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development and Deputy Premier, and the action I seek
is funding for a community hub in Everton. The
Nationals in coalition are very proud to represent
regional Victoria. Through the $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund, which has funded some 1650 projects,
we are very proud that we have supported many of the
major centres in our communities throughout regional
Victoria. For me, they are places like Wangaratta,
Myrtleford, Bright and Yarrawonga.
The thing we are most proud of is that we do not forget
the small communities — communities like Everton.
Everton consists of a pub, a small school, a shop, a
small community hall and of course the Country Fire
Authority station that I opened just a couple of years
ago, which is the lifeblood of the community.
The coalition really does understand our rural
communities like Everton and like Oxley, just up the
road. Everton is predominantly a farming community
halfway between Wangaratta and Myrtleford. We all
know that gathering places are very important for our
communities, small and large, for the good times and
the not-so-good times. We are seeking an upgrade to
this facility, and it would certainly be well received by
the community of Everton.
Oxley is also a small community. It is just up the road,
10 kilometres out of Wangaratta, next to Milawa. It is
fine wine country. You might know that, Acting
Speaker, with Brown Brothers winery and many others
just up the road. There are some tremendous wineries
and some tremendous agricultural properties in that
region on Snow Road. Like Everton, Oxley is a vibrant
community. Visitor numbers are high as tourists go
through Oxley to the snow on Snow Road, and now
there is cycling all through the summer period. The
Alpine Shire Council experiences 10 per cent of its
tourism as cycle tourism because of the 250 kilometres
of trails and tracks on the Murray to Mountains Rail
Trail. I have lobbied for some time now for a multi-use
tourism facility in Oxley for locals and tourists. I
certainly hope the minister can look favourably on
Oxley and Everton and assist us in the development of
the community hub and the tourism facility.
There are 1650 Regional Growth Fund projects, and I
would like to see 1652. It would be ideal if these small
communities were given the opportunity to expand
their gathering places and have more room for tourists.
Regional Victoria is a great place to raise a family,
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work and live, and where possible we like to support
large and small communities. As I said, Brown
Brothers winery is just up the road and it is a terrific
supporter of the local community. I seek the minister’s
support on this matter.

Bellarine golf clubs water charges
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Water, and the action I seek is that
the minister work urgently with representatives of
Bellarine Peninsula and shire of Surf Coast golf clubs
and Barwon Water to establish a transition arrangement
to enable the clubs to manage the price increase for
recycled water. Five not-for-profit golf clubs in
Bellarine and in the shire of Surf Coast have been hit
hard by the recent price increases for recycled water.
The five clubs — Portarlington Golf Club, Barwon
Heads Golf Club, Anglesea Golf Club, The Sands in
Torquay and Thirteenth Beach Golf Links — use
C-class recycled water to maintain their greens and
fairways. Obviously well-maintained courses are
essential for any golf club, and access to affordable
water is now a basic component of running any
successful golf club.
The Barwon Water 2013–18 water plan significantly
increased the cost to clubs of C-class recycled water, in
some cases by up to 300 per cent. In the case of
Thirteenth Beach, this means an increase from $165 per
megalitre to $426 per megalitre, an annual increase
from $36 000 to $93 000. The price increase is highly
significant for these clubs. It is worth noting that if this
water was not being sold, it would go into the sea.
The clubs are not seeking and never have sought to
have the rates reduced. They are asking for a detailed
explanation of the level of investment by Barwon
Water in C-class water recycling, taking into account
the cost of normal sewage treatment infrastructure and
what phasing and transitional arrangements would be
offered to clubs to assist in managing the significant
price increases. The clubs met in December last year
with Barwon Water to request this information as well
as information about what infrastructure has been built
with the over $4 million investment Barwon Water
claims to have made.
The clubs believe that Barwon Water is legally
obligated to provide this information under the water
price review process. Despite repeated requests from
the clubs, they have not received any information about
transitional arrangements from Barwon Water.
Thirteenth Beach Golf Links met with the minister on
26 June this year and had a clear understanding that it
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would hear further from the minister. Unfortunately
there has been no word from the minister to date.
It has been estimated that golf clubs in Geelong and on
the Bellarine and the Surf Coast will be $100 000 per
annum worse off under the new charges. These are
not-for-profit golf clubs that are widely used and play
an important role in local communities. The clubs also
play an important role in our tourism industry. In fact
next year there will again be the major Victorian open
for men, women and junior participants in February.
This event attracts participants from right across
Australia and also has international media coverage.
These clubs play an important role in providing jobs
locally, in providing recreational and social activities, in
generating future tourism opportunities and selling the
Bellarine and Surf Coast regions across the world. I call
on the minister to act urgently to work with the clubs.
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the other, Doug Clark from Hampton — alerting me to
concerns that they had. These concerns were relayed to
the office of the minister, and I am delighted with the
recent announcement of the trial. It was announced by
the Minister for Public Transport and the member for
Burwood in Burwood recently, where there is a trial
under way.
The action I seek, to reiterate, is for the Minister for
Public Transport to visit the Sandringham electorate to
overview the massive investment on the Frankton line
in signalling, track work, cabling, station improvement,
the screens that provide information to commuters and
security cameras, and to also inspect the outcome of
ideas that in this instance commenced in my electorate
office, alongside the electorate offices of other
members in this place.

Responses
Frankston railway line
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
visit the Sandringham electorate in the new year to
review the progress of the investment of $115 million
along the Frankston line and also to review the impact
of the trial in relation to the reservation of railway car
parks for public transport commuters. I wish to
highlight that a trial has recently been commenced.
Sometimes an idea commences in an electorate office.
One such example is an occasion in the early 2000s
when I had a constituent whose life had been seriously
impacted by a criminal action — the murder of his
daughter. The question arose as to whether the law in
this state could be reviewed so that a person serving a
current jail term could be questioned while in custody. I
had occasion to ring the Acting Speaker, the member
for Kew, to seek his advice, and he proffered the advice
that he saw no reason why the law could not be
changed. Subsequently the law was changed in the state
of Victoria. As a consequence, over 8000 people have
been questioned while serving custodial sentences,
which has assisted in the resolution of crimes and
provided some finality to the victims of crimes or their
surviving family members.
Likewise, this has occurred in other areas of law
reform. In the present case people have written to my
office drawing my attention to overcrowding in railway
station car parks and the use of those car parks by
people who are not commuters. Often they were people
who were employed on local building sites. There were
wise and reasoned representations to my office — in
the case of one person, Janet Jarc from Highett, and in

Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — The
member for Benalla, in what may well be his swan
song in terms of raising matters on the adjournment,
raised with me an issue regarding support under the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund for a project which is
aimed at rejuvenating the Yarck village hub. As the
house would know, Yarck is regarded as the gateway to
Victoria’s high country. It has a small but growing
population. It attracts a lot of tourists to its famous tea
rooms, as well as to the Great Victorian Rail Trail. The
project the member outlined sounds as though it would
make huge progress in better connecting the key
attractions and facilities in the town, which include the
Yarck hall, the war memorial and the recreation
reserve, as well as enhancing the character of the street.
We are doing a lot of work right across the regions of
Victoria on this issue of streetscapes, and this is
certainly a worthy prospect for Yarck. Creating an
attractive and welcoming town centre is a great thing
for the locals as well as for the people who visit it. I
understand the project is to include landscaping, new
street furniture, better signage and information boards,
which in turn will encourage visits to local attractions.
That is certainly in the nature of the sort of project we
have supported through the fund over the years. For
example, in the Shire of Murrindindi the fund has now
provided $3.3 million to 30 projects, leveraging
$5 million in total investment, including $250 000 for
the Yea shire hall and $247 000 for the Kinglake Park
extension. As is the case with all those that come to the
fund, that application will be carefully assessed.
However, at first blush it seems to be very worthy of
being supported. I commend the member for bringing it
before the house.
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While I am on that issue I congratulate the member on
of some 12 years of distinguished service to this place.
The matter he raises with me tonight reflects the
extraordinary concern he has demonstrated to his
communities over the time he has been in this place. I
wish him well, which I am sure reflects a perspective
that is held throughout his electorate of Benalla.
The member for Murray Valley has raised with me two
local projects in his community, and he is seeking
support under the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
The first of the projects is to refurbish the Everton
community hall and to transform it into a local
community and activities hub. As the house would
know, a lot of these community hubs are being built
under our government throughout the regions of the
state. They are superb in their design and the purpose
they are fulfilling. As the member outlined, the hall is
currently used by a range of different local community
groups, and an upgrade to the facilities will enable the
community to make even better use of the building and
to use it for a range of events. The planned project
includes structural works, upgrades to the kitchen and
switchboard, drainage works and accessible parking
and paths. Technology upgrades to the hall will mean it
can be used as a relief centre during emergencies. As
the house will appreciate, that concept is all important
in communities such as those we are now discussing.
This sounds to me to be an excellent local project, and I
am sure the application will receive appropriate
consideration.
The other project the member mentioned is one to
upgrade the infrastructure at the Oxley Recreation
Reserve. Improvements to the reserve will increase its
functionality, creating a spot for local gatherings and
enhancing facilities for tourists. As the member
outlined, the project involves upgrades to the toilet and
shower facilities, increased undercover space for events
and electrical upgrades to the pavilion, including air
conditioning. Again this is a project in the nature of
those that the fund has been able to support over the
years. Both these matters will be subject to very careful
consideration in the process which is dedicated to them.
I think there is much reason to have optimism on the
part of the member and the respective communities as
to the ultimate outcome.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Sandringham raised with me an issue
in relation to the Bayside Rail Improvement project,
and asked that I visit him in his electorate to inspect
with him the works that are being carried out on some
of the stations and to provide advice on the ongoing
program in relation to the other upgrades that will be
carried out going forward.
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As I understand it, this is a $115 million project for the
Frankston line, but there will be some great benefits to
the Williamstown and Werribee lines as well. The
funding includes upgrades for track and signalling,
power supply, maintenance facilities and passenger
amenities, and will support the rollout of the X’trapolis
trains on the bayside lines as well as further improve
the reliability of the existing rail services.
The member for Sandringham, who is a very
hardworking member, knows that a lot of the stations
are very run down. They were run down over a period
of 11 years under the former government, so a lot of
these upgrades will include more platform canopies,
upgrades to the station lighting, improvements to
passenger security, new passenger information screens,
provision of real-time information on the status of the
public transport system for commuters as they arrive at
stations, and of course installation of new passenger
information screens, known as rainbow boards.
The member for Sandringham showed a great deal of
interest when I started to have a discussion with him
about these rainbow boards, which show the status of
the network. When people go to stations in the member
for Sandringham’s electorate, they will be able to look
at real-time information that tells them not only the time
their next train will arrive but also the status of the
entire network. People who are going to change trains
at various locations will know exactly how the network
is travelling and have great confidence in their travel
plans going forward.
As I pointed out earlier today, punctuality on the
network for the week just gone is sitting at just under
94 per cent. You, Acting Speaker, would remember the
punctuality rate of 62 per cent to 63 per cent on the
Frankston line under the former government, so there
has been a massive improvement.
I also acknowledge the member for Sandringham’s
contribution and the matter he brought to my attention.
On a number of occasions he has spoken to me about
the issue of people from nearby buildings parking in
railway station car parks taking the parking space from
bona fide travellers. He asked that we do something
about this, and I know the member for Burwood also
showed great interest in this issue. The member for
Sandringham is very keen to send a key message to
construction workers and others who should not be
parking in railway car parking spaces. They need to get
out of those spaces and make sure they are made
available to people travelling on the public transport
network.
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As a result of his very strong advocacy on behalf of his
community, we have now empowered authorised
officers to check whether people who are exiting six
railway station car parks are bona fide travellers, and a
number of those are in the electorate of the member for
Sandringham. If they are not bona fide travellers, they
will be issued with an infringement notice and will end
up paying a $89 fine if they continue to park in railway
station car parks. We do not want it to happen. We want
to make sure that people who pay their way get first use
of the car parking spaces. I take my hat off to the
hardworking member for Sandringham because I have
to acknowledge that it was his initial representation to
my office and my advisers that put this whole matter in
train. Perhaps we should call it the Sandringham
regulation, because the regulations have been changed
to ensure that we can capture those people who should
not be parking there.
Mr Thompson — My constituents raised it.
Mr MULDER — Yes, the constituents of the
member for Sandringham did a great job of making
representations to him. We will have a look at the issue
again early next year with the member for Sandringham
and see how it is working. Together we will talk with
the authorised officers and see whether we can make
further enhancements to the regulation. I say well done
to the member. He is a great local representative. It is a
great outcome for the member for Sandringham, and of
course for the member for Burwood and other members
whose electorates will also be impacted on by these
changes. They will get a good outcome for people in
their electorates who use public transport and ride our
rail network.
The member for Caulfield raised with me concerns
from residents and traders and the St Kilda Park
Primary School about traffic associated with a new
level access tram stop between Grey and Princes streets
in St Kilda. Concern about some of these tram stops has
been raised in the past. We are prepared to go back and
have a discussion with the local community. I thank the
member for Caulfield for raising this issue with me, and
I also thank the Liberal candidate for Albert Park,
Shannon Eeles, for taking up the community’s concerns
so effectively.
I say to the current member for Albert Park that he
should listen to the sound of me knocking on the table.
That is the sound of the Liberal Party candidate
Shannon Eeles knocking on doors. I can tell the house
that she is working hard. I did a street walk with
Shannon Eeles recently, and people were coming up
from both sides of the street to talk to her. Everybody
up and down the street knew who she was. She is a
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very hardworking candidate who is putting the fear of
God into the very lazy member for Albert Park, who
should have raised this issue previously in an
adjournment debate. Shannon raised this issue with the
member for Caulfield, and the member has taken it up
on her behalf.
The proposed new tram stop is designed to provide a
level access stop to allow passengers to board without
stepping up. It is one of a number of level access stops
being built and planned around Melbourne. Of around
1800 stops I think there are currently only 380 that are
compliant to the Disability Discrimination Act 1992
(DDA) and there are many more to be done. As we
upgrade them we make sure we upgrade to DDA
compliance. These upgrades are essential for
passengers using wheelchairs and walking frames and
for parents with prams and strollers. They go hand in
hand with the new E-class trams the government is
rolling out on route 96, which is our busiest route.
Currently there are nine E-class trams on the network,
with all 50 trams scheduled to be in service by 2018.
They are the biggest trams in the fleet and are able to
carry 210 passengers in greater comfort and with
greater accessibility. As the trams come into service
Yarra Trams and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) will
be able to deploy larger trams to other routes to boost
the capacity in other parts of the network. In designing
these new stops we want to bring the community along
with us and hopefully find a solution that everyone can
live with. It has to be about everyone, and that is the
issue Shannon Eeles was raising. We want to make sure
that there is no material impact on local traffic or access
to community services and facilities such as shopping
centres and schools.
The access stop proposed for Fitzroy Street needs to
balance the needs and interests of many different
people, including motorists, family and staff accessing
the primary school, traders and people catching public
transport at this very busy location. Accordingly, the
government has agreed with the City of Port Phillip that
the current heritage planning process will be put on
hold and that PTV will engage well-qualified traffic
consultants to undertake a further study of traffic in
Fitzroy Street that is representative of typical traffic
conditions. I look forward to welcoming Shannon Eeles
into this house to work closely with those people and
with council to get the best possible outcome for that
community.
The member for Niddrie raised an issue with me in
relation to a pedestrian crossing for Milleara Road in
Keilor East. The member has raised this issue with me
on a couple of occasions in the past. VicRoads has
developed a pedestrian program proposal to install
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pedestrian-operated signals at this location. It is
expensive — the estimated cost is something in the
order of $410 000. The west side of Milleara Road is
densely populated, with a high proportion of elderly
residents. On the east side of Milleara Road is
Centreway shopping centre, which includes a medical
centre and a recreational area. The shopping precinct is
in close proximity to Penleigh and Essendon Grammar
School. Bus stops are located on either side of the road
near the proposed pedestrian-operated signals. There is
no pedestrian facility at the subject site at this point in
time. It is a very busy undivided arterial road with
60 kilometre-an-hour speed limits and four lanes. The
nearest crossing is 500 metres to the south at Clarks
Road. Residents on the west side who depend on
walking as a primary means of travel are separated
from nearby essential services.
I can tell the member for Niddrie that VicRoads will
consider this project as part of its pedestrian program
for potential funding in the 2015–16 budget. As I said,
this has been raised with me a couple of times in the
past, and VicRoads has done the work to develop the
pedestrian program proposal to install
pedestrian-operated signals at this location. Work is
underway, planning has been undertaken, we know the
cost of the project and it will be considered in future
budgets.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Bentleigh raised with me issues regarding
education and schools in her electorate. I pay particular
credit to her for her great work with education in her
electorate. When I have visited schools in her electorate
everybody knows the member for Bentleigh, and she
works extensively in her schools and consults with
them. Students, teachers, school leadership, school
councils and the broader school communities know her
very well and value her work and the representations
she makes on behalf of their schools.
Those representations have been very effective, because
the needs of the schools in her electorate have been
recognised well by this government. We have made
various budgetary commitments to those schools, in
particular the McKinnon Secondary College and the
Bentleigh Secondary College, two fantastic secondary
colleges that are well known not only in that area but
also right around Victoria as first-class schools. They
are quite different in a lot of ways, but they have
first-class leadership and great facilities. They also have
a range of programs and great teachers. It is always a
pleasure to visit those schools, which I have done on
probably three occasions each. It has been wonderful to
support the member and those schools, and I look
forward to continuing to work with them. We have
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made election commitments of $9 million to McKinnon
Secondary College and $9.6 million to Bentleigh
Secondary College. I look forward to seeing those
through.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills.
The member for Cranbourne raised an issue for the
Minister for Housing.
The member for Melton raised an issue for the Minister
for Local Government.
The member for Bellarine raised an issue for the
Minister for Water.
I will pass those issues on to the relevant ministers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The house now stands adjourned until tomorrow
morning.
House adjourned 10.46 p.m.
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